
Technical and Bibliographic Notes / Notes techniques et bibliographiques

The Institute has attempted to obtain the best original copy
available for filming. Features of this copy which may be
bibliographically unique, which may alter any of the images
in the reproduction, or which may significantly change the
usual method of filming are checked below.

Ei Coloured covers /
Couverture de couleur

W Covers damaged /
Couverture endommagée

D Covers restored and/or laminated I
Couverture restaurée et/ou pelliculée

L] Cover title missing /
Le titre de couverture manque

D Coloured maps /
Cartes géographiques en couleur

D Coloured ink (i.e. other than blue or black) I
Encre de couleur (i.e. autre que bleue ou noir

Coloured plates and/or illustrations /
Planches et/ou illustrations en couleur

Bound with other material /
Relié avec d'autres documents

D Only edition available I
Seule édition disponible

D Tight binding may cause shadows or distortio
along interior margin / La reliure serrée peut
causer de l'ombre ou de la distorsion le long
marge intérieure.

D Blank leaves added during restorations may
appear within the text. Whenever possible, tt'
have been omitted from filming / Il se peut qui
certaines pages blanches ajoutées lors d'une
restauration apparaissent dans le texte, mais,
lorsque cela était possible, ces pages n'ont pi
été filmées.

Additional comments I
Commentaires supplémentaires:

L'Institut a microfilmé le meilleur exemplaire qu'il lui a été
possible de se procurer. Les détails de cet exemplaire qui
sont peut-être uniques du point de vue bibliographique, qui
peuvent modifier une image reproduite, ou qui peuvent
exiger une modification dans la méthode normale de
filmage sont indiqués ci-dessous.

LII
w
w

Coloured pages / Pages de couleur

Pages damaged / Pages endommagées

Pages restored and/or laminated /
Pages restaurées et/ou pelliculées

Pages discoloured, stained or foxed/
Pages décolorées, tachetées ou piquées

Pages detached / pages détachées

Showthrough / Transarence

Quality of print varies /
Qualité inégale de l'impression

D Includes supplementary materials
Comprend du matériel supplémentaire

w Pages wholly or partially obscured by errata slips,
tissues, etc., have been refilmed to ensure the
best possible image / Les pages totalement ou
partiellement obscurcies par un feuillet d'errata,
une pelure, etc., ont été filmées à nouveau de
façon à obtenir la meilleure image possible.

D Opposing pages with varying colouration or
discolourations are filmed twice to ensure the best
possible image / Les pages s'opposant ayant des
colorations variables ou des décolorations sont
filmées deux fois afin d'obtenir la meilleure image
possible.

Pagination is as follows: p. [1], [2529]-4940, [i]-c.



OFFICIAL REPORT

0F THE

DEBATES
0F THE

HOUSE OF
OF T CE

]DOMINION 0F CANADA.

SESSION - SIXTH PARLIAMEN T.

680 VICTORIÆE, 1890.

VOL. XXX.
COMPRISING THE PERIOD FROM THE TWENTY-SEVENTH DAY OF MARCH TO THE

SIXTEENTH DAY OF MAY, INCLUSIVE, 1890.

OTTAWA:
PRINTED BY BROWN CHAMBERLIN, PRINTER TO THE QUEEN'S MOST

EXCELLENT MAJESTY.

1890.

COMMONS

FOURTH



Illouse of tommons i1ebates
FOURTH SESSION-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TîiuitsnxY, 27th March, 1890,

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That as the tine for the reception of the reports of the

Comnnttee on Private Bills expires to-day, the saine be
extended until Thursday. 17th April next.

Motion agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Mr. FOSTER presented a Message from His
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows

S A oLYiPRESTON.

The Governor General transnits to the louse of Coim, -
mons Supplementary Estinates of suns required for the
Service of the Dominion, for the year ending 30th June,
1890; and in accordance with the provisions of " The
British North America Act, 1867," he recommends these
Estimates te the House of Commons.
GOVERNMENT IoUSE,

OTTAwA, 26th March, 1890.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Spseaker, in rising to-day
to present my second ainual statement to the
House respecting the financial operations of the
completed year 1888-89, of the current year and
my estimates for the year succeeding, I think I
may congratulate the House and the eountry
upon the satisfactory nature of one and all of
these three. I think I may also congratulate
the House and the country upon the results ')f
the past twelve months. They have not disap-
pointed the hopes which were expressed concern-
ing them when I made my annual statement a
little more than a year ago. The general state
of the business of the country has been reasonably
good, and although a deficiency of harvest in

sone portions, and the unseasonable state of the
wcather, and the sonewhat low prices which
ranged for some of the stamiple articles, have had
their depressing effects, on the whole the year has
been, as I have stated, a fairly average one. The
general trade of the country has kept up, and in
fact somîewhat exceeded that of the preceding year,
and-. as a consequence, the returns which were
anticipated have been fully, or very ncarly fully
realised. The railway building during the past
year has been vigorous, as iwill be shown later
when I coie to speak of the suins which have
been taken from the public treasury in the way of
paymnent on construction of railw-ays whieb have
been subsidised, and the volume of tratlic which
has been imoved in our country lias been larger
than in any precediug year of its history. Ocean
freights have conitinued high, and the vessel
owners of the maritime portions of the Dominion

have reaped a rieh and well-mîerited reward fromn
the vessels which they have owned, while upon the
great lakes and rivers of Canala the tonnage lias

hoen well employed and the season lias beei fairly
rensentrative. I find that the iiniigration of this

year has been superior in nîeumbers and superior
in class to that of many precediig years, and
there are indicatioins that that is now taking
place, which is to be, I beleve, the strongest

factor in drawing people into this country ;
nanely, the formation of a nucleus of people im

our country, especially in the North-West, who
having passed the carliest and severest stages of
settlement, and having come into prosperous anîd
settled conditions, are writing iomuc to their

friends and spreading information, which is the
strongest and best means of drawing immigrants
froma those far-off countries to our own shores.

Not only have those interests of whicli I have

spoken been prosperous, but, I thlink I may say,
from a general review, that the lumber interests
have had, on the whole, a satisfactory year. The
farmers and the fishermen have probably had
not more, if not something less, than an average
year; but, taken on the whole, their condition is
one of reasonable prosperity, and without the want
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and hardship which are found in nany countries
outside of Canada. While the internal trade and
the condition of the country lias been thus fairly
satisfactory, there lias been something done as well
towards the realisation of the hopes which have
been entertained for a number of years, and which
were placed in a permanent way of being fulfilled
last year, by means of the generosity of this
House, which granted a sum of noney towards the
establishment of swift communications between
Canada and other important sections of the world.
Since last year a contract for building the Cana-
dian Pacific vessels which are to ply between Van-
couver and Victoria and China and Japan has
been let, and withini a year we shall see some of the
best equipped and swiftest vessels making their
regular voyages between our country and those
far regions of the East, between which there will
spring up, I believe, a very large and a very profit-
able trade. The Atlantic fast service lias not
marerlised, but the failure lias not been due to any
fault of the Government. A contract was entered
into which it was supposed would have had the
result of placing a satisfactory line of steamships
on the ocean between our ports and those of Great
Britain and France, but various causes which are
well known to hon. meinhers-the great rise in
prices of ship-building, stimulated as they were
by the rise in freights and by the operations of the
British Government as well-rendered the fulfil-
ment of th at contract impossible, and also made
it impracticable, for a little time at least, to go
into the market and supplement the effort which
had failed to bring about the result we supposed
it would. The West India trade, for which a sum
of money was granted last year, has been inaug-
urated, and we have now three direct lines, with
monthly sailings, between the ports of the Mari-
time Provinces and different ports of the U est
Indies and South Anierica. The two which ply
between Halifax, Jamaica and Cuba, respectively,
are routes which have been heretofore tried ; the
one which plies between the ports of St. John
and Demerara, in connection with the West India
lslands, is a new venture, and I an happy to be
able to state to the House that, notwithstanding
the newness of the enterprise, the numerous ports
which have to be called at, and the expensive
nature of these as ports of call, the Dioneer sailings
have been eminently successful, and the interest
which has been awakened in the West India
Islands, and more especially in our own country,
leads us to believe that these lines will develope a
large and growing trade between our country and
that section of the southern country to which we
must look largely as an outlet for our products in
the future. Taken all in all, we have passed a

Mr. FOsTER.

year in Canada in which want lias been practically
unknown, in which labor lias been well employed,
and lias found good remuneration, in which peace
and order have abounded in all our borders, and
out of which the 5,000,000 people, who have
enjoyed the blessings of prosperity and peace in
their homes look for the advent of other years, the
successors of the past, equally prosperous and
equally happy. Comning now more particularly to
the tirst part of ny duty, which is to lay before
the House a statement of the proceedings of the
year 1888-89, I imay say that the estimates of
revenue compare with the receipts as follows:-

REvENUE, 1888-89.

Estimnate. a Difference.

Customs. .$23,533,971=$23,726,783 + $ 192,812
Excise ..... 7,068,143= 6,886,738 - 181.405

Miscellaneous 7,999,180= 8,169,349 + 170,169

Totals . $38,601,294 = $38,782,870 + $181,576

This is satisfactory, not only as regards the close-
ness of the estimate to the amount whicli was
realised, but also as regards the suin total which
was realised as tie revenue of the past ycar. Coni-
paring 1888-89 with 1887-88, the results are most
satisfactory. The Custons show an increase over
the preceding year of $1,620,857, or 7 per cent. ;
Excise, an increase of $815,252, or 13- per cent. ;
and Miscellaneous shows an increase of $438,299,
or 5ö per cent.-and the total increase was $2,874, -
408, or an increase of 8 per cent. over the revenue
realised in 1887-88. If we take the revenues
derived in 1880-81 and compare thein with those
of last year, we will find that the increase in Cus.
toins and Excise lias been 28 per cent., and the
increase in Miscellaneous 43! per cent., and when
we consider that this last is made up of invest-
ments and earnings, it is satisfactory to find that
the larger increase is in that particular line of our
revenues. The figures are as follows:-

Cutsoms and Miseelaneous. Total.
Exercise.

188081. $23,942,138 $5,693,158 $29,635,297
1888-89..... 30,613,522 8,169,347 38,782,870

Increase. 6,671,384 $2,476,189 $9,147,573
28 p.c. 43f p.c. or 31 p.e.

The following are the principal items from which
increased Customs duties were received last year,
as compared with the year 1887-88 :-

Anim als........................ .....
Arrowroot, biseuits, &c.........
Grain of all kinds....................
Flour and meal...............
Carriages.............................
Carpets, N. E. 8.......................
Coal and coke........................
Cotton manufactures.................

$10,044
15,218
50,510

106,015
56,706
8,426

14,912
6,906
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Fancy goods.......................... $ 24,332
Flax, hemp, &c....................... 30,220
Fruits and nuts,dried...... ......... 51,213
Grutta percha ......................... 21,331
Iron and steel ....................... 318,739
Leather, manufactures of............ 14,256
Marble, and manufactures of ........ 3,741
Musical instruments................. 8,554
Provisions............................ 156,328
Silk .................................. 60,369
Soap ................................. 6,527
Spirits and wines .................... 191,003
Stone................................. 4,764
Sugar of all kinds ................ 242,390
M olasses ............................. 16,831
Sugar candy......... ................ 7,584
Tobaccô.............................. 48,853
W ood ................................ 46,218
Wool, and manufactures of.......... 162,110

In the following articles there has been a falling
off in the duties paid :-

Bricks and tiles......................$
Coffee ................................
D rugs ...............................
Embroideries ......................
F ish ..................................
F ruits.................................
F u rs .................................
G loves................................
R ats .................................
M etal ................................
O is ..................................
P aints ............... ...............
Seeds and roots.......... ...........

5,030
3,665

10,233
6,942
3.778

27,765
5,991

13,319
5,289
5,280

16,073
5,261

35,607

When we cone to Excise, we find there has beeii
an increase all round, as will be seen by the follow.
ing table -

Excise. 1887-88.

Spirits. 2,405,716 gals.
Malt ..- 48,640,4671lbs.

or
15,944,002 gals.

Cigars .. 9,783,558
T'b'co
Cig'rs 9,248,033 lbs.
&bn'ff

Inerease
1888-89. Duty. duty over

1887-88.

2,972,931 $3,873,607 $774,591
51,111,429  

530,949 30,922
16,363 ,349,
92,599,820 563,172 9,105

9,749,213 1,840,522 99,980

$6,808,250 $914,598

It is satisfactory to know that this increase of
spirits is not supposed to represent a corresponding
increase in their use as a beverage. It is explained
by the Inland Revenue Department as being
largely due to the duty paid alcohol taking the

place of methylated spirits in the preparation of
tinctures and liniments and the like. For the

information of hon. gentlemen, so that they may
not have to refer to the report, I have a statement
showing the use per head of spirits, wine, beer and
tobacco, comparing 1867 with 1888-89:

Spirits. Beer. Wine. Tobacco.
galls. galls. galls. lbs.

Ave rage since 1867.. 1176 2633 143 2'116
do do 1889.. '776 3'263 '097 2'153

Sir RICHARI) CARTWRIGHT. On what
population is the percentage based ?

Mr. FOSTER. On the percentage used by the
Custonis Department in the calculations of its
averages. Turning now to the question of expend-
iture, it was intimated last year that it would
reach $36,600,00 ; the actual expenditure has been
$36,91 7,834, an increase of $317,834. To show
how this increase came about, I inay state that the
amount expended for interest on the public debt
shows an increase over 1888 of $325,618 ; superan-
nuation, an increase of over $6,000; militia, an
increase of over $50,000 ; mail subsidies and steam-
ship subventions, a slight increase; ocean and
river service, an increase of $106,636; lighthouse
and coast service, an increase of $22,521 ; expend-

iture upon Indians, an increase of $112,000 ; mis-

cellaneous, an increase of $128,000. There were

also considerable items of decrease, but taking

the two together, they show a difference of expend-
iture over that of the estimate, of $317,834. The
amount that was estimated for revenue, as I said
before, was $38,601,294 ; the amount which was

actually received was $38,782,870. I estimated
last year that we would have a probable sur-
plus of $1,900,000, the actual surplus is $1,865,-
035, a surplus which was very close indeed to
that which was estimated, and which was very
satisfactory, as showing an increase over the pre-
ceding year. Taking the surplus of the past year
and adding to it the sinking fund, which is so much

offset against the public debt, the two sums amount
to $3,601,679. Taking the minus surplus of 1887-

88 and the sinking fund of that year, they amount

to $1,129,046 ; so that the operation of the past
year as compared with that of the preceding year,
counting surplus and sinking fund together, shows

a favorable difference of $2,472,633. The follow-
ing table shows the capital expenditure, estimated

and actual:-

Capital Estimated. Actual. Epend't
Expenditure. Epn'

Railways and Canals. $2,772,867 $3,682,774 $909,907
Public Works............. 385,700 575,408 189,708
Dominion Lands.......... 100,000 130,684 30,684
North-West Rebellion 1,205 31,448 30,243
Redemption of Debt ...... 3,094,386 3,516,091 421,705
Railway Subsidies... 1,183,428 846,721 336,707

$7,537,586 $8,783,126 $1,245,540

In railways and canals, the excess is owing to the

fact that these works were under contract and

they were pushed with great vigor, and conse-

quently earlier and larger payments had to be made
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than were anticipated. In public works the 259,352; from Excise, $5,179,220, and from mis-

increase was caused by an expenditure of $243,334 cellaneous, $5,440,9.32, or a total of $27,879,504.

in improvement of the St. Lawrence. In the If we were to proceed upon the supposition that

redemption of debt the increase in the expenditure we would get from the 20th March to the 30th

over the estinate is owing to the fact that we

have redeened $300,00 of 6 per cent. currency of

Canada, British Coluibia Bonds, $33,000, and

somne A and B stock, making a larger expenditure

for redenption of debt than was anticipated. but

whieh is, of course, so much of our debt moved
out of the way. In regard to railway subsidies, it

is a ditticult inatter to estimate with any degree of

certainty wlhat will be the expenditure, as it is

not known with what vigor the work will be
pushed, or how many of these companies may
niake contracts and go on w ith their work. De-

ducting redemiption of debt, there was a capital

expenditure last year of $5,267,035, against a

capital expenditure, exclusive of redemption of
debt, of the preceding year, of $5,464,521. The

net debt on the Ist July, 1888, was $234,531,358,
showing an addition in that year of $7,216,583.
The net debt on the Ist July, 1889, was $237,530,-
041, showing a net addition of $2,998,683.
Taking the operations of 1888-89 over 1887-88,
and comparing theim with the operations of 1887-88

over 1880-87, I find that there was a gain in rev-

enue of $2,874,408, or 8 per cent. in 1888-89, as
compared with a gain of $153,970, or less than one-
half per cent. in 1887-88. Tiere was an increased
expenditure of $1 99,339 on consolidated revenue,
or one-half per cent. in the former, as compared

with an increase of $1,060,815, or 3 per cent. in
the latter year. The surplus of 1888-89 shows an
amount of $1,865,035 as compared with a deficit
of $810,031 in 1887-88. The capital expenditure

is a little less, while the debt increase was less
than $3,000,000 as against the previous year's
increase of $7,217,000. The following statement
will show this

1888-89 over 1887-88. 1887-88 over 1886-87.
Gain in Revenue, S2,874,408, or 8 p.e.

as compared with $153,970, or n early î p.c.
Ine reased Expenditure, $199,339.

or , p. e. as compared with $1,060,815, or : p.c.
Surplus of $1,865,035 as eompared with (deficit) $810,031.
Surplus and Sinking Fund, S3,601,679

as compared with $1,129,046
Capital Expenditure 85,267,035 as compared with $5,464,521
Iiebt Inerease, $2,998,683 as compared with $7.216,583

Passing to the ycar 1889-90, it will be found that
about a year ago I estimnated that the Customns
would yield $23,900,0), the Excise $7,125,000,
and the Miscellaneous $8,150,00), or a total of
$39,175,0(X. The receipts up to the 20th March
of this year have been : fromn Customs, $17,-

June of this year the saie revenue in propor-
tion that we received during the same period
last year, it would add to these amounts : from

Customs, $6,913,819 ; from Excise, $1,914,737,

and from miscellaneous, $3,080,238, or a total of

$11,908,794, which would give a total revenue of

$39,788,298. But I cannot proceed altogether upon

that assumption. I find that the revenue has

somewhat diminished since the 1st January, in
comparison with the same months of the preceding
year, and a proportionate allowance for the con-
tinuance of this diminution during the remainder

of the year will amount to $113,000. lI the latter

part of 1888-89 there was credited to the Con-
solidated Reven'ue Fund an amount of accrued
interest of about $100,000, as was also an amnount
of $375,000 fron Open Railway Accounts. These
sums will not to that extent come into the revenue
for the latter part of the current year, and making
these deductions, I estimate for the current year:

from Customs, $24,000,000 ; fron Excise, $7,000,-
000, and from Miscellaneous, $8,200,000,
mnaking the total revenue which I think

we will get $39,200,000, against my estimate
about a year ago of $39,175,000. The expend-
iture to 20th March of this year has been $22,353, -

399. The 'expenditure last year from the 20th
March to the 30th June, if applied to the remainder
of the current year, would lead us to expect added
expenditure of $13,771,778, if we proceed upon
the same scale of expenditure for the remainder of
the current year, showïng, on that basis, a total
expenditure of $36,125, 177. I have, however, just
placed on the table the Supplementary Estimates
for the year 1889-90. They are a little larger
than I had expected, and, therefore, in order to be
on the safe side, I think the expenditure for the
present year should not be estimated at less than
$36,500,000, which was the sum at which I esti-
mated it a year ago. Suppose this holds good, the
expenditure will be $36,500,000, and the revenue
on Consolidated Fund Account $39,200,000, giving
us a surplus for the current year of $2,700,000 as
against the surplus actually received last year of
$1,865,035. I am sure this statement is one which
will be particularly pleasing to the House and the
country, as showing the buoyancy of our resources,
and the fact that we have a surplus of this magni-
tude without imposing any increased rate of duty,
and in fulfilment of my forecast of about a year ago.
In regard to the capital expenditure, including sub-
sidies to railways, the position is as follows :-

2535 2536[COMMONS]
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CAPITAL EXPENDITURE, INCLUDING SUBsIDIEs TO RAILWAYS.

Expended Estimate
Estimated to 20th for re- Total.
last year. March. mainder

of year.
Rys and Canals $3,836,521 $2,299,443
Pub. Works. .... 407,000 336,447 $1,000,000 $3,715,917
Dom. Lands..... 100,000 80,027
Redemption of

Debt......... 2,417,267 1,806,502 610,765 2,417,267
Ry. Subsidies.... 1,095,202 1,510,228 400,000 1,910,228

$7,855,990 $6,032,647 $2,010,765 $8,043,412

The total is somewhat in excess of the amount

which was estimated last year, but the excess is

largely due to the greater expenditure on subsidised
railways. Taking off the redemption of debt from
the capital expenditure for the current year there
will remain $5,626,145, and deducting from that
the surplus of $2,700,000 and the sinking fund
which is offset against the debt of $1,790,000, a
total of $4,490,000 to be taken from the sum before

mentioned, we shall have at the end of the year an

addition to our debt of $1,136,145, which is about

one-third of the addition made to the net debt in

the preceding year. Taken in all, the operations
of the year 1889-90 as compared with those of
1888-89 show as follow:-

1889-90. 1888 89 Difference.

Revenue ....... $39,200,000 =$38,782,870+ $417,130
Con.Fund Exp. 36,500,000 = 36,917,834 - 417,834
Surplus ........ 2,700,000 = 1,865,035+ 834,965
Capital Exp... 5,626,145 = 5,267,035+ 359,110
Increase of debt 1,136,145= 2,998,683- 1,862.538
Net Debt.. . .. 238,666,186 237,530,041

When we come to the year 1890-91, of course all
certainty fails, and I can simply make, as I had
to make last year, a probable estimate of what we
may receive. Looking over the state of the revenue
for the past year, the condition of the trade of the
country, its resources, and the condition of the
country itself, I think I may be warranted in
saying that for the year 1890-91 we shall receive

Custôms Revenue.................. $23,500,000
Excise... ......................... 7,000,000
Miscellaneous Works-Revenue... 8,700,000

Total................... $39,200,000

or about the same as for the current year. The
Estimates already brought down to the House
amount to $36,035,445, and if we consider the pro-
bable increase at $664,555, we shall have a pro-
bable expenditure of $36,700,000; deducting this
from the estimated revenue, we shall have for
1890-91, if this forecast is realised, a surplus of
about $2,500,000 as far as consolidated revenue
is concerned. So far, Mr. Speaker, the review
and retrospect of these years have been, I

think, gratifying and satisfactory to the House.
After twenty-one years of our existence as a Do-
minion, to find the three years, 1889, 1890 and 1891,
showing the financial results which they have
shown, and which I have had the honor of detail-
ing to the House, is, I think, a cause for congratu-
lation. After this period of struggle to come into
existence as a Dominion, after all the difficulties
and all the disadvantages incident to the early period
of growth, I say it is a matter for congratulation that
the three years supervening upon these show such
excellent and gratifying results, so far as the
finances of the country are concerned. This leads
us irresistibly to look back in swift review over
the history of the Dominion trom its inception.
Evoked as it was by the summons of the master
statesmen of that period, from what I night
call almost a chaos of scattered Provinces, and
from large, unexplored, and unorganised terri-
tories, the Dominion has swiftly advanced upon
the view of the world. It has steadily assumed
the proportions of continually enlarging and
substantial greatness, and to-day it stands self-
contained and confident, wielding a practically
absolute sway over the northern and greater
half of the English-sp'eaking portion of this
continent. It has overcome the difficulties which
were incident to its first organisation, and we all
know how great those difficulties were. It has
surmounted the disadvantages of wide separation,
and we know that these were formidable. It has
conquered the almost illimitable distances which
the people who lived a score of years ago, and
scanned the future of this country, thought almost
insurmountable. It has conquered these diffi-
culties ; it has solved this problem of immeasurable
distance, and has succeeded in moulding the am-
bitions of its widely different creeds, and races,
and interests, into a growing and dominant senti-

ment of national unity, and a confidence in
national progress and national development. It
has built magnificent channels of inter-communi-
cation; it bas dotted its broad waters with busy
ships, and its broader lands with wide and vary-
ing industries, and has laid broad and deep the
foundations of a development, the wonderful pro-
gress of whose past is only to be excelled by the
still more wonderful promise of its future. It has
done this by pouring ont its treasure-treasure
which was hard earned by land and by sea-and
pouring it out like water. It has done this by
an expenditure out of Consolidated Revenue, be-
ginning with $13,500,000 in 1867, and reaching
in this year nearly $37,000,000, and, in the
total of these years, the munificent sum of
$558,000,000, or an average of twenty-five and

one-third millions ayear; and it has besides pledged
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its resources to the extent of $237,000,000, all to
equip itself for a noble race and leave to its
children a goodly heritage. I an here to-day to
maintain that every dollar of this expenditure, and
that all of these obligations which the Dominion
has taken upon itself, have been wisely assumed,
and in pursuance of a policy which has been for the
best interests of the country, as far as its present
and future is concerned. To-day, Sir, after
twenty-one years of existence, we are face to face
with an abundant and buoyant revenue, which
ranges from thirty-five and three-quarter millions in
1887, to $39,200,000 as estiinated for 1890-91. We
are here with an average expenditure out of the
Consolidated Fund, for the ordinary services of the
country, of about $36,500,000 for these five years
which I have named, and we are here with a
capital expenditure averaging somewhere about
$5,500,000. But, Sir, as I said last year, so I will
take occasion to utter this year, a word of caution,
and if it be allowable in one so young, a word of
counsel as well. I stated last year that looking at
the condition of the country, and looking at the
munificent contributions which had been given
by this country for her public works, and at the
splendid equipment which Canada had by means of
these contributions gained for herself, it seemed
to me that we ought not, after the close of
the year 1889, to increase the public debt, that
we ought not to increase the public expenditure
for ordinary purposes, and, that it was possible
by a prudent course, without stinting the public
service in any way, to carry on this service in a
generous manner, to meet the capital obligations
which we had already assumed, and to go to the
year 1892 without adding to our net debt. After
that it seemed to pie that we might well take into
consideration whether or not we could not gradu-
ally docrease the amount of the debt which we
had assumed and placed upon ourselves. Now,
Sir, I am here to-day, one year after the
time of making that statement, to affirm that
I believe the same may be said to-day with
equal emphasis and with equal truth : $36,500,000
of ordinary expenditure, from our Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund gives us, what? In the first
place, it is sufficient to carry our national debt,
that is to pay the interest on the debt ; it provides
for our legislation and civil government; it admin-
isters our justice; it polices the North-West ; it
provides a million and a third for the militia system
of the country; it gives over $300,000 for steam-
ship subsidies and subventions; it sustains an ex-
penditure of $900,000 onlighthouse, ocean, river and
coast service; it gives $4,000,000 for distribution
among the 'different Provinces of this Dominion ;
it looks after the collection of our revenue ; it

Mr. FrÏvn. 1

inspects our gas, our staple foods, our weights and
measures ; it provides motive power to the extent
of $3,000,000 for our post office and $4,000,000 for
our railways and canals ; and over and above these
and other ordinary services, it gives into the hands
of the Minister of Public Works more than $2,000,-
000 with which each year to build new and neces-
sary public works in this country. Such a contri-
bution as that seems to me to be a generous and
princely contribution for a people of 5,000,000 to
carry on the ordinary services of the country. The
capital obligations, for the building of railways and
canals and other public works of necessity and
utility, may be met by the surplus which I have out-
lined, and which we may look for in these three
years, to the amount of about $2,500,000 per year,
which, with the sinking fund, would give us about
$4,500,000 per year to meet the capital obligations
we have assumed, and the expenditures we may
think it necessary to make on capital account.
We must recollect what we have done in this
country in the way of building public works and
opening channels of communication. I find that
we have spent out of capital: for the Intercolonial
system, $35,776,129 ; for the Pacific Railway
system, $61,899,600 ; for the Short Line Rtilway,
$209,356, besides the subsidy which is to run now
for soine nineteen years, which, at present value, is
$2,679,529 ; for Intercolonial extensions and other
Government railway extensions, $4,389,760 ; for
the improvement of the St. Lawrence channel,
$2,968,838 ; for the Canal systems, so far,
$32,841,932; for Canal works now under con-
tract, $5,158,749 ; and for the two large and com-
modious docks which face our eastern and our
western waters, $1,857,499 ; making the total
equipment of this country out of capital
expenditure for these great means of in-
tercommunication and commerce, $147,781,392.
This is the amount we have paid out of capital for
the equipment of the country in its race for com-
merce, foreign and domestic-for channels of com
munication which were absolutely necessary to
open up this vast extent of country, and which
the country has willingly and cheerfully paid for,
for the sake of present advantage and future ad-
vantage in the great race this country has to run
in its competition for commerce and trade with the
other countries of the world. For what Canada
has assumed in this respect, I believe she has had
full warrant ; her circumstances, her hopes and her
future demanded it. To carry her present burdens
I believe she ie amply sufficient ; but for any
further increase I believe good reasons are demand-
ed, and good reasons must be given. We have a
princely equipment, a royal endowment in these
great works I have mentioned ; and if private
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enterprise continues to take hold and work iii
unison with themn, as it is doing every day
more and more, the future of this country,
on account of that equipment and the facilities
given thereby, is assured ; and for the sake of
that future, the country will cheerfully bear
the burdens imposed upon it by the building of
these great lines of communication. Now, Sir,
I come to the second part of mny duty this afternoon,
and I nust beg the hinulgence of this rather worn
and tired House. After the long fight of the
night, I will try not to trespass on its patience
any longer than is really necessary to set forth, in
a very brief way, what I propose to lay before the
House in the shape of changes and emendations in
the tariff. I suppose it will be taken for granted
that in bringing down certain resolutions to-day
I am not going to propose anything that will
interfere very naterially with the systemh of
reasonable protection which was assured to this
country in 1878 and 1879, and which has been
retained since. Hon. gentlemen who passed
through the long and able discussions of 1878 and
the succeeding years will know that if ever a matter
was well argued and thorouguly discussed, the
changes involved iii the tariff of 1879 and the
principles which underlay it were well discussed,
were ably argued, and were settled as thoroughly
as any question could be settled, by intelligent
discussion and consideration of everything involved.
Sir, it was stated in 1878, and in 1879--and I think
my hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
vas one who indulged in sone, as they have proved,

fanciful imnaginings at that tinie-that the systeni
of protection which was then devised would be
short lived,and would die chiefly because the system
of protection in the great country bordering on ours
to the south was doomed, where free trade principles
were even then comning quickly into the ascendant,
and that iii a little time the protective system of
that country would be ft thing of the past, and with
it would pass away any systen of protection which
we were building up in Canada. That prediction lias
not been tuinlledi, aund every succeeding year in the
legislative history of the United States goes to
prove that the principle of protection has received
no set-back in that country ; but to-day, after an
eiection run, not between f ree trade and protection
but upon the question of a higher or lower degree
of protection, the Republican party, which went to
the country on the ground of an increased pro-
tection, came back from the polls strengthened, and
to-day holds its majority in both Houses of Con-
gress ; and if what we see reported in the papers
is a foreshadowing of what may be expected to
happei, we may find that legislation which is
imminent there will not disturb the protection

which has been given to the great manufacturing
industries of that country, but may proceed a little
further in some directions than even the legislation
which has been in existence there for the las tten
years. As nothing has taken place in the history and
condition of the United States to inake us believe
their protective policy will be abandoned, so no-
thing has occurred in the wider history of European
countries to show that the principles of protection
have taken light root and are not held as strongly
as they were, even more strongly than they have
been for a number of years past. Nor have any
circumstances arisei in the Dominion of Canada
which mnake it necessary, or reasonable, or pru-
dent, that, once having set our hand to the
plough, and determnined under existing circun-
stances to fairly and reasonably protect our grow-
ing industries, we should now look back and
disturb, iii any material way, the reasonable system
of protection which this country has declared for,
under which it has prospered and under which it
is expected to prosper for many a year to comle. I
know I will be said to be tinkering with the tariff,
and thereby offending against some special eternal
principles which underlie tariffs when I introduce
mny resolutions for somne changes in this tariff. But
it seens to me that tariffs are, in the main, a device
for the raising of revenue and the protecting of the
interests of the country, and that they are not like
confessions of faith, which, when once settled,
must endure for centuries ; but, being sucha device,
they will change according to the circunstances of
the country and according to the needs of the
peculiar time in which they are operative. And
just as conditions change, the conditions in the
country and out of the country, so it becomes
necessary that alterations froin time to time shall
be made in the tariff to keep up its original idea of
reasonably fair protection to industries which it is
proper and right to protect in the country. If
values change, then the relative protection that
was given by specific or by ad ra/orem duties
certainly change with thein. If new products
cone into existence they must have a category in
which to be placed, and in order to prevent constant
disputes in practically carrying out the Customs
laws, provision has to be made for themn in sections
of the tariff laws. The sanie is true when new
industries open up-and new industries are contin-
ually opening up; and it is the pride and the grati-
fication of the party on this side of the House
that within the last ten years and under the influ-
ences of the tariff which lias been the law in this
country new industries have sprung up as by magie
iii this Dominion ; and if we look to-day at the
quality, at the variety, at the quantity of manu-
factured articles, as compared with ten years ago,
it is astonishing to see the progress which has
been made in the various industries throughout
this country. So that not only is it not my inten-
tion to interfere, in these resolutions, withi the
principle and the policy which bas been adopted
by this Government and by this party, but it is
not nmy intention to be frightened by the cry that
we are continually tinkering with the tariff and so
be prevented from introducing changes which are
necessary. At the sanie time, I hold it to be true,
that it is neither wise nor prudent to be making
too frequent changes in the tariff, because the gen-
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eral trade industries of the country demand that serve as raw materials for mnanufacturers, or which
no changes be made without suflicient reasons would, by their admission, help to develop the
being adduced to prove a revision of the tariff to resources of the country; and, in the fourth place,
be necessary. Last year repeated applications to re-adjust certain duties, which for various
were made, and many pressing demands were reasons are not now considered as effective as they
brought forward, denands which, in some cases, should be. I do not propose to weary the House
seemed to the Minister of Customs andi myself hy reading all the different items which are em-
justin thepremises, but wefelt that the tarifF, having bodied in the resolutions. I propose to naine a
been re-arranged in 1887, should be left to its own few of the more important, and then submit the
working for another year. This year we propose resolutions for the action of the House. Oiie item
various changes ; not all the changes which have which in changed is that of acetic acid and vinegar.
been pressed upon us, for there have been many Vinegar bears a duty at present of 15 cents per
requests made which, I must say, after very care- gallon, and acetice acid a duty of 25 cents per
ful consideration, the Minister of Customs and my- gallon and 20 per cent. The difficulty that has
self have not deened it wise to recommnend to the arisen is that acetic acid has been imported far
Government, and which the Government have not above the degree of proof, coming in at 90, and
deemed it wise to adopt as alterations in the tariff as high as 95 degrees, and it was possible to
law. But this I can say for ny colleague and my- evade the plain intent of the item, which was to
self, that every proposition which bas been put exact a duty upon the acetie acid as com-
before us has been carefully scrutinised, has been monly known to commerce. This interfered with
closely considered, and that we have come to a the manufacture of vinegar, and led to frauds
decision on those questions with a desire to do upon the revenue, and it was in every way un-
justice in the premises, to the interests themselves equal in its working. It is proposed to put
as well as to the interests which would be affected upon acetic acid and vinegar a duty of 15 cents per
by them, and which are so intimately connected gallon on a strength of 6 degrees, and on every
with themi in the country. What I propose, then, degree of strength above that to add 1 cent addi
broadly in my resolutions, is this : to introduce an tionbl duty. That will keep vinegar at practically
interpretation clause, by means of which certain the same duty which is upon it to-day, and will cor-
often used terms will be defined, and which rectthe abusesI have explained. However, as acetic
will, therefore, make it unnecessary to have con- acid is largely used in varions manufactures, ani
tinual repetitions through the different clauses in the making of acetates and varions other sul-
of the tariff ; to strike out all the headings stances, it is proposed to continue the privilege
which are found now, and which are so mis- enjoyed hy these manufacturers of getting their
leading, in the Customs law and in the tarif as acetie acid at the sane rate of dnty as before, ani
it is arranged and distributed. For instance, without any limitations upon its degrec of strength.
we have a heading "tubing," and following a The article of fascy oxes and cases and ail the
little down below "tnbing we come to "jellies cognate fancy manufactures have een raised from
and jams," and it is diffienit to know what in s the 30 to 35 per cent. This is an industry which is grow-
world jellies and jams have to do with the heading ing in this country, and which lias proved to ae

tubing " which stands but a littwe way before it. excellent and varied iin its kind. Large d ties
The heading "pianofortes" later on is followed are paid upon the different articles that enter into
by "pickles," but what these have to j with one the manufacture of these boxes, ad altogether it
another it is impossible for the average untrained is feit that ai increase of 5 per cent. is due to that
wrind to tell The skilled and ingenions mmd of inustry, in view of the stro g coapetition it has
My ubon. colleage the Minister of Cstoms mab y at to neet fron erman manufacturers, labor deing
the present time know. It is proposed, also, to so cheap in hermany, and these articles being put
cancel ail Orders in Couneil which have been together there at such low rates. A change
passed under the authority of the Custons Act, is made in paints. One finds the item of
and the substance of which is to be embodied in paints scattered here and there all through the
the tariff changes ; and then to repeal all the items tariff, and, it seens, without much system. It is
in the tariff in which any change is made, so that proposed to classify all paints under five different
the item will be enacted anew ; and, lastly, to classes. On some of these tlie duty is increased,
enact the new items in the Act. The purpose and the increase takes place upon those made from
of the resolutions broadly is this : to render materials and substances which are found in large
more plain to the business public some of the items quantities in our own country. The next item is
at present existing in the tariff which, though carry- that of glass, and a redistribution has been made of
ing their meaning clearly to the Department and the duties. At present in the tariff, common and
its officers, are yet somewhat indefinite to the out- colorless window glass, plain, colored, stained or
side and business public, and to enlarge and re- tintedglass, ornamnental, figured, enamnelled, colored
model these, and to add cognate articles which the glas3, painted and vitrified glass, and stained glass
Customs have placed under thesedifferent headings, windows, all stand at one rate, 30 per cent. This
but about which disputes might constantly arise be- bas the effect of placing the highly finished and per-
tween the trade and Custums Department as to feet article at exactly the same rate of duty as the
whether they should be included in that class or not; parts of which it is made ; and with reference to
in the second place, to reduce in somne instances common and colorless window glass, the duty of 30
existing duties which changed conditions have per cent. is as high as the duty upon the stained
rendered in our opinion higher than they should window glass or the other higher grades of.glass.
be, or upon articles which, failing to be manu- Now, common and colorless window glass bas not
factured in this country, should bear a revenue been imade in this country, and under present con-
tariff, and a revenue tariff only; in the third ditions we do not think it can be successfully made
place, to put on the free list articles which either here. It is used throughout the country in every
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home, andl find, in looking atlast year'sreturns,that
there were 14 million odd square feet of that kind of
glass imported into this country and it paid a duty
of $87,893. It is proposed to reduce the duty on
common or colorless window glass from 30 to 20 per
cent., which will involve a loss to the revenue of
about $30,000 on the basis of last year's figures;
and, so far as that is concerned, I suppose that hon.
gentlemen opposite and myself will look through
the same glass and see the same conclusion. The
ornamental, figured and colored window glass, the
painted and vitrified glass, which now bears 30
per cent., is made to bear 25 per cent ; and the
stained glass windows, the finished product, bears
its present duty of 30 per cent. Silver plate glass
remains at 30 per cent., as at present; bevelled glass
bears 35 per cent. The others remain as they are
in the present tariff, except that when they are
bevelled they pay an additional duty of one cent
per square foot. Gloves and mitts, which now
bear a duty of 30 per cent., are raised to 35 per
cent. We imported last year $346,059 of gloves
and mitts. We have raised the duty on one or
two of the constituent articles on account of in-
dustries having developed in this country which
inake them here ; and altogether it was thought
better to raise these 5 per cent., and to give to
that industry, which is largely prosecuted here,
the Canadian market, so far as reasonable protection
could do it. Wall paper and hangings of various
kinds have been reduced. The present duty was
placed upon them on the basis of from 30 to 35 per
cent. protection, but the prices from that time to
this have fallen very considerably, and what was
a protection at that rate in 1887, comes to be a
largely increased protection under the present
prices. Representations have been made, and
very forcibly made, by the dealers throughout the
country, and counter representations have been
made by the manufacturers, and the cut in the
duty is not so great as it would have been if it
were not for the peculiar state of that industry
now in the United States, and the peculiar difficul-
ties which, owing to the total disorganisation of
that business in the United States, and the con-
sequent slaughtering of prices, our manufacturers
would have to contend with while that state of
things exists. However, it is determined to reduce
the rate of duties somewhat as follows : Brown
blank and white papers had respectively a duty
of 2 and 3 cents under the old tariff. The two
have been grouped together, as the prices are now
very nearly the same, and a duty of 2 cents has
been placed upon them. Print bronzes and colored
bronzes had a duty upon them of 7 and 9 cents
per roll respectively. The prices of these two differ
very little, they have been put together, and the
duty of 6 cents imposed instead of 7 and 9 cents.
Embossed bronzes bear a duty of 11 cents; that has
been reduced to 8 cents. Colored borders, narrow
and wide, had a duty of 8 and 10 cents respectively ;
these are grouped together on account of the little
difference in price, and a uniform duty of 6 cents
is placed upon them. Bronze borders, narrow and
wide, had a duty of 15 and 18 cents respectively ;
they are grouped together for the same reason as
the others were grouped, and a uniform duty of 14
cents per roll is imposed. Embossed borders,
which now bear 20 cents a roll, have been placed
at 15 cents. Al other wall paper hangings are 35
per cent. ad vlorem. Dry plates have borne a duty

of 15 cents heretofore, and have been a subject of
much contention between the dry plate manufac-
turers and the photographers, and representations
and counter representations have been made for
many years with reference to this duty. After
a careful consideration of the whole matter, I
have decided to reduce the duty from 15 cents to
9 cents, which will give a good round protection,
but at the same time will diminish the inordinate
rate of duty which they at present bear. It is
believed that the dry plate makers will not find it
difficult to hold the market with the rate of duty
which it is proposed to give them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What do
these specific duties represent on an ad valorem
standard?

Mr. FOSTER. I think it will give between 35
and 40 per cent. at present prices. A change has
been made in stereotypes and stereotyped plates.
The old duty was framed on the weight, it was so
much per pound, but a radical change has taken
place in the method of manufacturing them. They
are now put up very lightly, and the weight has been
reduced until a duty founded upon the weight be-
comes no longer anything like an equivalent of the
duty which was placed upon them at the time
when they possessed this heavy weight. It has
been thought best to cþange the duty from a
weight to a square inch basis. It is pretty
difficult to say what is the equivalent, the
difference in weights is so great. However, the
duty has not been placed very high, but the change
has been thought to be a wise one, for two reasons :
First, in order to give the adequate protection
which it was proposed to give when the tariff was
arranged; and, secondly, to encourage the labor of
setting type and making these plates in our
own country, and so adding to the employ-
ment in that line. On umbrellas the duty is
changed from 30 per cent. to 35. There are
indications that the manufacture of umbrellas
will be undertaken in this country and pushed far
more vigorously than it has been. Last year we
imported $303,777 worth of umbrellas. The
silk of which they are made bears a duty of 30
per cent., and the other cloths in proportion.
The margin of protection which the manufacturer
had was so small that it was insufficient to give
this industry a start and maintain it properly, and,
therefore, it is proposed to increase the duty to 35
per cent. In regard to wire of copper and brass,
which has heretofore been free, manufacturers are
now making, and are prepared to make to a suffi-
cient extent to fill the Canadian demand, and it
was thought wise to put, not a heavy, but a mo-
derate protection upon that article of 15 per cent.
Covered wire is to be 35 per cent. instead of 25 per
cent. as at present. All other kind of wire is at 25
per cent. The woollen industry of the country has,
or the past few years, not been particularly pros-

perous. Several reasons have been assigned for
this, which can better be gone into when the item
is before the Committee. Under all the circumstan-
ces, considering the decrease in weight and the
strong competition manufacturers have to meet,
and the large expense they are at for machinery,
it has been decided to give woollens an increased
duty, raisingthe presentdutyof 7cents a pound and
20 cents ad valorem to 10 cents a pound and 20 per
cent, ad valorem. A re-arrangement has been made
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of the duties on spirits and alcohol, and the prin-
ciple which has been adopted is that the duty shall
be arranged upon the proof strength, .and that
spirituous liquors which are imported with addi-
tions of strength above proof shall pay in propor-
tion to the strength they have. The duties at the
proof rate remain at about the same rates as at
present. The only change of any moment is in the
principle which has been adopted, that the duty
shall be paid on the proof strength, and that
strongly fortified spirits which are brought into
the country shall not have the advantage of the
payment of a less rate of duty over the spirits
which are at or about proof. The explanations
with reference to this I shall not trouble the House
with now, but I shall be prepared to make them
when we are in committee.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the hon.
gentleman adopted the English system?

Mr. FOSTER. I think the system we have
adopted is more nearly like the American than the
English system. We have had deputations and
representations from both sides of those engaged
in the hat business. Strong pressure has been
brought to bear in order to have the duty on the
different kinds of hats and caps raised, both on
the wool, the fur, the felt and the straw hats, and
counter representations have been made from
almost all the importers and dealers in foreign
goods. After looking over the whole matter care-
fully, we have decided to recommend a change.
There were a number of articles which went
into the manufacture of hats, such as sweats and
linings, and that kind of thing, which were
allowed in free, and which it was found had taken
a larger range than was intended, and were
used for the manufacture of other articles, thus
escaping the duty. For instance, silks supposed
to be for the purpose of linings alone, were used
to make neckties, and so these articles went into a
larger consumption than it was intended to allow.
It has been decided to recommend that these
articles shall be taken from the free list, that
these sweats and linings shall pay their legitimate
duty, and especially because they are now, in
great part, being made in this country. It is
proposed as a compensation for that to increase
the duty on straw hats and woollen hats by 5 per
cent. Ladies' hats remain at the same rate of
duty as at present, and fur-felt hats have
$1.50 per dozen additional, with a reduction
of the ad valorem duty froni 25 to 20 per cent. As
hon. gentlemen are aware, for a year or two there
has been considerable discussion with reference to
the four duties. The millers are in this position:
that they have a protection of 50 cents per barrel
on their four, while wheat cornes into this country
at 15 cents per bushel. At the rate of 4 bushels
of wheat to a barrel of four, the duty paid on suffi-
cient wheat to make a barrel of four would be in
the neighborhood of 71 or 72 cents. It has been
felt that this disparity of duty between four and
wheat should be remedied, and it has been decided
to give an advance of 25 cents per barrel upon
four, and thus equalise it with the wheat duty.
Fer a country which produces a surplus of wheat,
and has capacity to mil all the four which is neces-
ary for the consumption of this country, and to

mupply outside markets as well, it is not reasonable
to beheethat thiswill do more than keep the
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market for Canadians. It is not reasonable to
suppose that it will materially raise the price of
four. The milling capacity is so large, and the
competition is so keen, that the flour will go into
the hands of the consumers at about the same
price as it does now under like conditions. It is
proposed to introduce added protection to another
series of the great farming products of the coun-
try. It is felt that in a country like ours,
with its large grazing areas, equal to any in
the world, with its rapidly increasing dairy and
cheese industries, with its unrivalled facilities for
the production of meats of various kinds, the time
has come when these great industries should be
protected by an adequate duty from the competition
which they are at present receiving largely from
the country to the south of us. For instance, in
the article of beef, we find that last year there was
introduced from the United States 3,795,105 pounds
of beef, at a value of $160,624. We find that bacon
and hams were introduced to the value of $335,159,
the large anount of 3,653,758 pounds ; 174,944
pounds of mutton were imported, at a cost of
$13,555 ; 15,205,972 pounds of pork were imported
at a value of $992,423 ; prepared meats to the
amount of 983,834 pounds, value $90,305 ; and of
tried lard there were imported 8,290,000 pounds,
value $636,078. To-day, beef is sent to the
markets of Halifax and St. John, and all large and
small towns west of that, and is sold to the dealers
in meat, at justsufficientcut to enable them to dictate
lower prices to the raisers and producers of cattle
in our own country. It does not follow at all that
the consumer gets his meat one single tenth part
of a cent less, but the introduction of this im-
ported meat makes it possible for the jobber and
dealer to bring down the price to the native pro-
ducers ; and so the producer is met in this cuntry
with a competition which makes it difficult for
him to pursue his industry with profit to himself.
Now, there is no reason in the wide world, to my
mind, why Canada should not only raise all the
meat necessary for the consumption of her own
people, but should become one of the largest ex-
porters of these different kinds of meat to foreign
countries. It is with a view of fostering these
meat -producing industries with a fairly pro-
tective duty, that the Government have
cone to the conclusion to protect the farmers
by raising the rates on these meats in this way :
Mess pork, or heavy pork, which now bears a duty
of one cent per pound, shall bear a duty in the
future of one and a-half cents ; all salted and fresh
meats, which now bear a duty of 1 and 2
cents per pound, shall bear a duty of 3 cents
per pound. Prepared meats which now bear a
duty of 2 cents, shall be raised to 3 cents.
Tried lard, which now bears a duty of 2 cents,
shall be raised to 3 cents; and untried lard,
which now bears a duty of 1i cents, shall
be raised to 2 cents. Live cattle, hogs and
sheep shall have the duty raised upon them pro-
portionately from 20 to 30 per cent. This,
in brief, is the schedule which is proposed in the
resolutions which will be submitted to the House.
Now, it je proposed as well to make ome changes
with regard to the corn duties. The people of the
Maritime Provinces especially, use a large quantity
of corn meal. It is used by the fisher folk, and by
people of the rural parts of the Provinces, and in
more largely consumed by the people of Nova Scota,
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and less largely by the people of New Brunswict
and the other Provinces. It is proposed to coupli
with the duties which have been already men
tioned, this provision : that in the case of corn kiln
dried, or to be kiln-dried, and ground into mea
for human food, a rebate be given to those wh
mil1 it, of 90 per cent. on the original duty paid
and that Customs regulations shall be prepared
and put into force for the carrying out of thi
resolution. It is also proposed that molasses
which to-day bears a duty of 15 per cent. when im
ported direct from the place of production, and
which is practically confined to the tests between
40 and 55-it is proposed that the duty on
molasses shall be lowered about one-half, and
that a duty of l4 cents per gallon, when im-
ported direct from the place of production, shall
be charged upon it. It is also proposed that the
test for molasses shall be lowered, and that it
shall run between 30 and 35. The duty collected
upon molasses last year, was in the neighborhood
of $123,000, and by lowering the duty by about
one-half, it will be seen that we propose to meet a
loss of revenue in this, of some $60,000.
Molasses is an article which is used very widely
in the Maritime Provinces. lu the Province of
New Brunswick from which I come, molasses of
a good grade, not the vile stuff called " black-strap,"
is used in all our rural districts, and the same is the
case with reference to Nova Scotia and Prince
Edward Island. It is, therefore, proposed to couple
the rebate on corn, when milled for human food,
and the reduction of one-half of the duty of
molasses, with an increased duty of 25 cents
upon flour. I now come to another item about
which there has been considerable discussion in
the House and out of it. It is that which relates
to plants, fruits, shrubs and the like, and with
which this House dealt in 1888. By an Order in
Council of 14th April, 1888, certain fruits and
plants and shrubs were placed upon the free list.
This arose from the fact that in the Tariff Act of
1879, there was a clause which left it permissive
with the Government, on a certain list of articles,
to either reduce the duty upon them or to remove
the duty altogether when such articles were either
free, or of less duty in the United States than was
charged here. The matter was brought to the
attention of the Government in 1888 under the
peculiar circumstances which at that time pre-
vailed. It was contended by gentlemen of the
Opposition that it was not treating the United
States fairly,when they had any one of these articles
at a lower duty, if we did not place that article on
the same tariff footing as it was in the United
States. It was contended on this side of the House
that this clause of the Act was simply permissive
and not mandatory on the Government, and that
it rested with the Government of Canada to say
whether this should be done in individual instances
or not, and that what was contemplated in that
article in the tariff law was that when those
products as a whole, or as many of them as

anada should conaider it to be in her interest
to reciprocate in, wert placed on the free list or
.had a lower rate of duty imposed upon them, the
Government would reduce its duties upon them to
the samine level. However, under the circumstances
that prevailed at that time, it was decided to put
.hese articles on the free list, and a very consider-
able amount of duty wa lost in consequence, and

a very considerable damage was done to a large and
important interest in this country. For it must be

- borne in mind, that the removal of the duty from
- those articles did not place our people in a position
l of fair and equal competition with the people to

the south of us, and there are various considera-
tions which will easily suggest themselves to the
minds of hon. gentlemen conversant with this

s subject when I make that statement. For instance,
there was State legislation in most of the bordering
States, making it practically impossible for men
who raised nursery stock on this side of the line,
to undertake any profitable conduct of their
business on that side, owing to the way they would
be hampered as aliens engaging in trade in that

- country. With reference to fruits, the United
States has a wide range of climate. Its fruits com-
mence to ripen from late in the winter or early
in the spring, and it bas a gradation of
climate enabling it to produce a certain
class of fruits through a range of three or four or
even five months. The season with us is short,
and the competition for this reason was felt to be
unfair to the large fruit-growing and nursery
industries in this country. It is, therefore, pro-
posed to put these articles back in the same place
they occupied in the tariff previous to 1888, with
the exception that on blackberries, gooseberries,
raspberries and strawberries, the rate of duty shall
be 3 cents instead of 4 cents. Then we have placed
on the free list: bananas, plantains, pineapples,
pomegranates, guavas, mangoes, shaddocks, wild
blueberries and wild strawberries, which were
formerly on the dutiable list. Beet, carrot, turnip
and mangold seeds, for the use of farmers of this
country, are also placed on the free list. The
House will recollect the discussion which took place
here a short time ago on mining machinery, when
I urged that the louse should defer the discussion
until the Government had brought down its tariff
measure. All over our country the indications of
interest in the development of our mining resources
areplainand unmistakable; our resources are being,
every year, more and more explored ; we are com-
ing ourselves to have a better and more adequate
knowledge of the immense wealth we have in
this line ; and this information is filtering out
into other countries, and is producing an interest
in the minds of capitalists in other countries, which
is continually growing, and which we believe will
be productive of large investments in this country.
On the whole, it appears to me that we are on the
eve of large developments of the mining industries
of this country, and in the future we may look for
large accretions of interest and increasing employ-
ment of labor in the development of the vast
mineral and metallie stocks which we have
scattered throughout this country from Cape
Breton to British Columbia. There bas thus
arisen a demand for free mining machinery. It
is stated that the best and most improved machin-
ery must be used by experimenters who put their
inoney into enterprises the outcome of which they
cannot certainly see. It is felt by them that the
very best possible machinery should be got. It is
felt by some that for a period at least there should
be no restriction whatever on the buying of it, and
by others, that there should be no other restric-
tion than that imposed by the consideration
whether or not the machinery is made in
this country. Looking over the whole question,
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the Government have come to the conclusion
that it will not be wise or prudent to resist this
demand at the present time, in the interest of the
development of that large part of the country's
resources, and it is proposed to allow mining
machinery of a class and kind which is not made in
Canada at the time of the importation, to be im-
ported into this country free for the period of three
years and no longer. That will have a double
effect. It will give to those persons who are
investing their money in the development of our
mining interests the freest market for the purchase
of the best possible machinery they can get-a
-market, the freedom of which is only limited by
the fact that the machinery they may require la
made in Canada ; and no person, I apprehend, is so
unpatriotic as to wish a provision to be inserted
which would allow him to buy machinery outside
of Canada when it could be made in Canada by
industries which have been fostered and brought
into their present state, by the operation of the
tariff which we have enacted and maintained. It
will have this other effect. By the free introduc-
tion of mining machinery such as is not made in
Canada, and by the impetus which will be given to
mining after the period of experimenting is over,
and after the richness and paying qualities of
these resources are demonstrated, there will
be a continued and progressive development
of that industry ; and after the period of
three years that development will naturally
add to the demand for the production of this
machinery in Canada, which will, consequently,
promote and encourage its manufacture after that
period. There has been another subject brought
to the attention of the Government, that is, the
building of iron ships in this eountry. It may be
an open question whether or not the wooden ship
has seen itslay. I do not believe myself that the
wooden ship, so far as the smaller kinds of coasting
vessels are concerned, has at all seen its best days.
I do not think any person who sits at these boards
will see the time wheu the good, trim, staunch
coasting vessels of our Maritime Provinces will be
superseded by iron or steel or any other material.
But the whole trend of development to-day goes
upon the line of building steel and iron vessels for
quick transit and for large carrying capacity
between foreign and distant countries. We have
this anomaly in this country, that an iron or steel
vessel can be built in Great Britain on the Clyde,
and can be brought into this country and put on
our lake, river or sea routes free of duty entirely,
if she is registered in England, while people inter-
ested in the building of similar vessels in Canada
who import the steel and iron machinery and parts
which are necessary for building them here, and
which cannot be made in this country, are met by
heavy duties ; and so the industry is handicapped.
It has, therefore, been determined, for the encou-
ragement of this industry which has already
planted itself in our country and which is promis-
ing to develop with very great vigor, to assist
it in the following way : by allowing all steel
and iron parts, which are used in the manu-
facfure of iron or steel vessels, to come in free, so
long as they are not made in Canada ; and that
designation at the present time will take la a very
large proportion of the heavy iron and steel work
which entera into the construction of these vessels.
The Minister of Customs has asked me not to
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forget another point, and for the benefit of hon.
gentlemen who have been urging the matter for
some time, I will mention it. It is this : that
among the other numerous articles which have
been placed on the free list in these resolutions is
that of corn of the kinds used for seed to be
grown for ensilage purposes, and thereby we
remove one of the great standing grievances,
from the standpoint of lion. gentlemen opposite
of which the farmers have to complain. With
this brief and incomplete introduction I beg leave
now to move that this House resolves itself into a
Committee of Ways and Means on the following
resolutions :-

1. Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the Act 49
Victoria, chapter 33-Revised Statutes-intituled: " An
Act respecting the Duties of Customs," as follows:-

1. By repealing section one of said Act, and substitu-
ting the following in lieu thereof:-

In this Act, or in any other Act relating to the Customs,
unless the context otherwise requires:

(a) The expression or contraction " ad val." represents
and has the meaning of the words " ad valoren.'

(b) The initials N.E.S. represent and have the meaning
of the words " not elsewhere specified."

.(c) The initials N.O.P. represent and have the meaning
of the words " not otherwise provided for."

(d) The initials F.O.B. represent and have the meaning
of the words " free on board."

(e) The expression "gallon " means an Imperial gal-
lon.

(f) The expression "ton " means two thousand pounds
avoirdupois.

(g) The expressions "proof " or " proof spirits," when
applied to wines or spirits of any kind, mean spirits of
the strength of proof as ascertained by Sykes' Hydro-
meter.

(h) The expression " gauge," when applied to metal
sheets or plates or to wire, mens the thickness as deter-
mined by Stubbs' Standard Gauge.

(i) The expression "in diameter," when applied to
tubing, means the actual inside diameter measurement.

(j) The expressions " sheet " or " sheets " when applied
to metals mean sheets or plates of not exceeding three-
sixteenths of an inch in thickness.

(k) The expressions " plate " or " plates " when applied
to metals mean plates or sheets more than three-six-
teenths of an inch l thickness.

2. By enacting that the interpretation clauses com-
prised in section 2 of the " Customs Aet," 49 Victoria
chapter 32-(Revised Statutes)-as amended, shall, until
the context otherwise requires, apply to, and form a
part of this Act; and that any power conferred upon the
Governor in Council by the said " Customs Act " to trans-
fer dutiable goods to the list of goods which may be im-
porte. free of duty shall not be by this Act abrogated or
impaired.

3. By repealing sub-section 1 of section 5 of said Act,
and substituting the following in lieu thereof:

The importation of any goods enumerated in Schedule
D " is hereby prohibited, and any sncb goods, if im-

ported, shall thereby become forfeited to the Crown, and
shall be forthwith destroyed,-and any person importing
any such goods shall in each case ineur a penalty of two
hundred dollars.

4. By enacting that all medicinal or toilet preparations
imported for completing the manufacture thereof, or for
the manufacture of any other article by the addition of
any ingredient or ingredients or b mixing such prepar-
ations, or by putting up or labeling the same alone, or
with other articles or compounds, under any pro rietary
or trade name, shall be, irrespective of cost, valued for
duty and duty paid thereon at the ordinary market
value, in the country from whence imported, of the
completed preparation, when put up and labelled under
such proprietary or trade name, less the actual cost of
labor and material used or expended in Canada in com-
pieting the manufacture thereof, or of putting up or of
labelling the sanie.

5. By enacting that regulations respecting the manner
in which molasses and syrus shall be sampled and tested
for the purpose of determiing the classes to which they
shall belong with reference to the dutychargeable thereon
shall be made by the Minister of Customs, and the instru-
ments and applances necessary for such determination
shall be designated by him and supplied to such officers
as shall be by him charged with the duty of sampling and
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testing such molasses and syrups; and the decision of any
officer (to whom is so assigned the testing ofsuch articles)
as to the duties to which they are subjec t under the tariff
shall be final and conclusive, unless upon appeal to the
Commissioner of Customs within thirty days from the
rendering of such decision, such decision is with the
approval of the Minister changed, and the âecision of
the Commissioner with such approval shall be final.

6. By enacting that any goods or packages being the
groth, produce or manufacture of Canada, and having
been exported therefrom and intended to be returned,
may be admitted free of duty on being re-imported to
Canada, provided such goods or packages were entered
for exportation, and branded or marked by a Collector or
proper officer of Customs, and fully identified by the
Collector or proper officer at the port or place where they
are so re-imported ; and further, provided that the prop-
erty in such goods or packages has continued in the same
person or persons by whom they were exported, and that
such re-importation takes place within one year of the
exportation thereof.

,. Byenactingthat anyperson who sends orbringsinto
Canada, or who, being in Canada, has in his possession
any bill-heading or other paper appearing to be a head-
ing or blank capable of being filled up and used as an
invoice, and bearing any certificate purporting to show,
or which may be used to show that the invoice which
may be made from such bill-heading or blank is correct
or authentic, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and liable to a penalty of five hundred dollars or to im-
prisonment to a term not exceeding twelve months, or
both, in the discretion of the court, and the goods which
may be entered under any invoice made from any spch
bill-heading or blank shall be forfeited.

8. By striking out from the Schedule "A" to said
Act the following headings, viz.:-

The words " Agricultural Implements, viz.:-" which
immediately precede item 7 in said schedule.

The words Books, etc.," whieh immediately precede
item 33 in said schedule.

The words " Breadstuffs, viz. :-" which immediately
precede item 52 in said schedule.

The word " Carriages" which immediately precedes
item 83 in said schedule.

The words " Cotton, manufactures of, viz. :-" which
immediately precede item 121 in said schedule.

The words Fruits (dried) viz.:-" which immediately
precede item 162 in said schedule.

The words " Fruit (green) viz. :-" which immediately
precede item 165 in said schedule.

The words " Furs, viz. :-" which immediately precede
item 174 in said schedule.

The words " Glass and manufactures of, viz. :-" which
immediately precede item 181 in said schedule.

The words " Gunpowder and other explosives, viz.:
which immediately precede item 193 in said schedule.

The words " Iron and manufactures of, viz. :-" which
precede item 213 in said schedule.

The words "Pianofortes, viz. :-" which immediatly
precede item 344 in said schedule.

The words " Steel and manufactures of, viz. :-" which
immediately precede item 403 in said schedule.

The words "Stone, viz. :-" which immediately precede
item 414 in said schedule.

The words "Sugars, syrups and molasses," which
immediately precede item 419 in said schedule.

The word "Tobacco," which immediately precedes
item 438 in said schedule.

The words " Trees-fruit trees, vis.:-" which imme-
diately precede item 441 in said schedule.

The words "Vegetables viz -" which immediately
precede item 455 in said schedule.

The words " Wools and woollens, vis.:-" which imme-
diately precede item 473 in said selhedule.

t. Resolved, That it is expedient to repeal the follow-
ing items in Schedules " A," " B " and " C " to the Act
49 Victoria, chapter 33-Revised Statutes-intituled: "An
Act respecting the Duties of Customs," viz. -

Schedule " A," items numbered 2,5,6,15,17,21, 2,23,
40, 45 47 49 58 67 81 8798 99 100,109,110,115, 117 118,
119, 13, 134:149 , 7, 166, 17, 182, 183, 184,185, 18e, 187,

.188, 189, 19<, 191 193, 205, 206, 208, 209, 258, 262, 264, 265, 268,
269, 271, 274,277, 283, 286, 288, 294, 295, 297, 298, 301, 305, 311,
312, 323, 324, 325326, 327, 335, 336, 34O, 341, 342, 358,361,363,
370, 372, 376, 379, 385,387, 390, 391, 392, 393 394, 395, 396, 397,
398, 402, 408, 412, 413, 415, 424, 425, 426,4W, 428, 429,430, 432,
435, 437, 438, 448,451, 452, 457, 459, 400, 461, 463,467, 468, 473,
476 481 482.

4cheule "B " items numbered 489, 490.
Schedule "," items numbered, 505, 06, 507, 508, 509,

512, 513, 515, 518, 522, 523, 524, 526, 527, 529, 538, 539, 542,
544, 545,550, 55 , 554, 555, 564, 566, 8, 570, 571, 576, 577,

580, 581, 586, 587, 591, 594, 597, 601, 603, 604, 605, 608, 612,
613, 616, 620, 624, 628, 630, 632, 637, 643, 658, 665, 674, 677,
681, 682, 684, 686, 688, 697, 698, 699, 700, 703, 709, 710, 711,
712, 714, 725, 726, 728, 734, 737, 738, 742, 743, 744, 745, 746,
751, 756, 760, 762, 763, 764, 765, 769 774 778, 782, 793, 796,
801, 803, 809, 810, and to mae other provisions ln
lieu thereoÏ, by adding to such respective schedules, as
follows:-

SCHEDULE "A."
1. Acid, acetic and pyroligneous, N.E.S., and vinegar, a.

specific duty of fifteen cents for each gallon of any
strength not exceeding a strength of proof and
for each degree of strength in excess of the
strength of proof, an additional duty of one cent.
The strength of proof shall be held to be equal to
6 per cent. of absolute acid, and in all cases the,
strength shall be determined in such manner as
may be established by the Governor in Council.

2. Acid, acetic and pyroligneous of any strength, whlen
imported by dyers, calico printers or manufac-
turers of acetates or colors, for exclusive use in
dyeing or printing, or for the manufacture of such
acetates or colors in their own factories, under
such regulations as may be established by the
Governor in Council, a duty of twenty-five cents
per gallon and twenty per cent. ad valorem.

3. Acid phosphate, three cents per pound.
4. Precious stones, polished but not set or otherwise

manufactured, and imitations thereof, ten per
cent. ad valorem.

5. Animals, living, viz.:--Cattle, sheep and hogs,
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

6. Artificial flowers, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
7. Feathers of all kinds, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent.

ad valorem.
8. Axle grease, one cent per pound.
9. Barrels containing petroleum or its products or

any mixtures of which petroleum forms a part
when such contents is chargeable with a specific-
duty forty cents each.

10. Surgical belts or trusses and suspensory bandages
of all kinds, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

11. Blacking, shoe and shoemakers' ink, and shoe,
harness and leather dressing, and harness soap,
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

12. Advertis.i pamphlets, pictures and pictorial show
cards ihustrated advertising periodicals, illus-
trated price lists, advertising calendars, adver-
tising almanacs, tailors' and mantlemakers'
fashion plates, and aIl chromos, chromotypes,
oleograplis, photographs and other cards, pictures
or artistie work of similar kinds, produced by any
process other than hand painting or drawing,
whether for business or advertising purposes or
not, printed or stamped on paper, cardboard or
other material, 'N.E.S., six cents per pound and
twenty per cent. ad valorem

13. Geographical topographical and astronomical maps,
charts and globes, N.E.S., twenty per cent. ad
valorem.

14. Newspapers or supplemental editions or parts
thereof, partly printed and intended to be com-
pleted and published in Canada, twenty-five per
cent. ad valorem.

15. Bank notes, bonds, bills of exchange, cheques, promis-
sony notes drafts and all similar work unsigned
and bill-heads, envelopes, receipts, cards and
other commercial blank forms printed or litho-
graphed, or printed from steel or copper or other
plates, and other printed matter, N.E.S., thirty-
nve per cent. ad valorem.

16. Bookbinders' tools and implements, including ruling
machines, and bookbinder's cloth, ten per cent.
ad valoren.

17. Fancy work boxes, writing desks, glove boxes, hand-
kerchief boxes, manicure cases, perfume cases
toilet cases and fancy cases for smokers'sets and
all similar fancy articles made of boue, shell,
horn, ivory, wood, leather, plush, satin, silk,
satinette or paper; dolls and toys of aIl kinds iu-
cluding sewng machines when of not more than
two dollars in value, and toy whips; ornaments of
alabaster, spar, terra-cotta or composition; and
statuettes, beads and bead ornamente, N...,
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.

18. Brass in strips for printers' rules, not finlshed, and
brass in strips or sheets of less than four inches in
width, fifteen per cent ad valorem.

19. Braces or suspenders aUd parts thereof, thirty-five
per cent, ad valorem.

20. Rice, uneleaned, unhalled or paddy, seventeei and
a-half per cent. ad valorem.
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21. Wheat four, seventy-five cents per barrel.
22. Buttons of vegetable ivory, horu, hoof, rubber, vul-

canite or composition, ten cents per grosu and
twenty-five per cent. ad oalorem.

28. Carpetting, matting and mats of hemp ; carpet linings
and stair pads, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

24. Tobacco pipes of ail kinds, pipe mounts, cigar and
cigarette holders and cases for the same, thirty-
five per cent, ad valoremn.

25. Clocks and clock cases of ail kinds, thirty-five per
cent. ad valoren.

26. Clock springs and lock movements other than for
tower clocks, complete or in parts, ten per cent.
ad valorem.

27. Horse clothing, shaped, N.O.P., thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

28. Cocoa mats and matting, thirty per cent. ad valorem.
29. Cocoa paste and chocolate, not sweetened, one cent

per pound.
30. Cocoa paste and other preparations of cocoa contain-

ing sugar, five cents per pound.
1 31. Extract of coffea or substitutes therefor of aIl kinds,

five cents per pound.
32. Collars of cotton, linen or celluloid, twenty-four

cents per doz. and thirty per cent. ad valoren.
33. Combs for dress and toilet of ail kinds, thirty-five

per cent. ad valorem.
34. Colored fabrics, woven in whole or in part of dyed or

colored cotton yarn, or jute yarn, or of part jute
and part cotton yarn, or other material except
silk, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent. ad valoren.

35. Non-elastic webbing, twenty-five per cent. ad
valoren.

36. Elastic webbing, thirty per cent. ad valorem.
37. Old and serap copper, copper in pige, bars, rods boit,

ingots and sheathing not planished or coated, and
copper seamlesa drawn tubing, ten per cent. ad
valorem.

38. Copper, ail manufactures of, N.E.S., thirty per cent.
ad valorem.

39. Copper in sheets or strips of less than four'inches in
width, fifteen per cent. ad valorem.

40. Cotton cordage and cotton braided cords, thirty per
cent. ad valorem.

41. Cordage of aIl kinds, N.E.S., one and one-quarter
cents per pound, and ten per cent. ad valorem.

42. Cotton denims, drillings, bedtickings. ginghams,
plaids, cotton or canton flannels, flannelettes
cotton tennis cloth or striped zephyrs, ducks and
drills dyed or colored, checked and striped shirt-
ings, cottonades ,Kentucky jeans, pantaloon stuffs,
and goods of like description, two cents per
square yard and fifteen per cent. ad valorem.

43. Cotton sewing thread in hanks, black bleached or
unbleached, th ree and six cord, twelve and a-half
per cent, ad valorem

44. Jeans and coutilles when imported by corset and
dress staymakers for use ia their own factories,
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

45. Cufs of cotton, linen or celluloid, four cents per pair
and thirty per cent. ad valorem.

4(. Curtains when made up, trimmed or untrimmed,
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

47. Rammocks and lawn tennis nets, and other like
articles manufactured of twine, N.E.$., thirty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

48. Drain pipes, sewer pipes, chimney linings or vents,
and inverted blocks glazed or unglazed, earthen-
ware tiles, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.

49. Feathers, viz.:-Ostrich and vulture, undressed fif-
teen per cent. ad valorem.

50. Feathers,viz.:-Ostrich and vulture, dressed, thirty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

51. Aples, 40 cen
t s per barrel.

52. Blackberries gooseberries, raspberries and straw-
berries, N'.E.S., three cents per pound-the weight
of the package to be included in the weight for
duty.

53. Cherries and currants, one cent per quart.
54. Cranberries, plums and quinces, thirty cents per

bushel.
55. Peaches, one cent per pound-the weight of the

package to be included in the weight for duty.
56. Gas meters, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.
57. Crystal and decorated glass table-ware made ex-

pressly for mountingwith silver-plated trimmings,
when imported by manufacturera of plated ware,
twenty par cent. ad valorem.

5. Glass carboys and demijohns, empty or filled,bottles
and docauters, fasak and phials of less capacity
than eight ounces, thirty per sent. ad valorem.

50. Imp, as liUght and electrie light aizdea, lampa and
Iam chimneys,side-lightsandhead-hghts, globes
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for lanterna, lampa, eleotrie lights and gaalights,
N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad valorem.

60. Common and colorless window glass; and plain,
colored, stained or tinted glass in sheets, twenty
per cent. ad valorem.

61. Ornamental, figured and enamelled colored glass.
painted and vitrified glass; figured, enamelled and
obscured white glass; rough and rolled colorless
plate glass, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

62. Staned glass windows, thirty per cent. ad valorem.
63. Silvered plate glass, thirty per cent. ad valorem.
64. Silvered plate glass, bevelled, thirty-five per cent.

ad valorem.
65. Plate glass, not colored, in panes of not over thirty

square feet each, six cents per square foot, and
when bevelled, one cent per square foot addi-
tional.

66. Plate glass in panes of over thirty and not over
seventy square feet each, eight cents per square
foot ; and when bevelled, one cent per square foot
additional.

67. Plate glass in panes of over seventy square feet each,
nine cents per square foot ; and when bevelled,
one cent per square foot additional.

68. Imitation porcelain shades and colored glass shades,
not figured, painted, enamelled or engraved,
twenty per cent. ad valorem.

69. Ail other glass and manufactures of glass, N.O.P.,
including bent plate glass, twenty per cent. ad
valorem.

70. Gloves and mitts of ail kinds, thirty-five per cent.
ad valorem.

71. Gold and silver leaf, and Dutch or schlag metal leaf,
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

72. Gun, rifle and pistol cartridges ; and cartridge cases
ot ail kinds and materials ; percussion caps, and
gun wads of ail kinds, thirty-five per cent. ad
valorem.

73. Fur felt hats, one dollar and fifty cents per dozen,
and twenty per cent. ad valorem.

74. Hats and caps, N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad valorem.
75. Ladies' hats and bonnets, twenty-five per cent. ad

valorem.
76. Honey and imitations thereof, in comb or otherwise,

three cents per pound.
77. India rubber boots and shoes with tops or uppers of

cloth or of material other than rubber, thirty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

78. India rubber boots and shoes and other manufactures
of India rubber, N. E. S., twenty-five per cent.
ad valorem.

79. Corset clasps,spoon clasps or busks, blanks, busks, side
steels and other corset steels, whether plain,
japanned lacquered tinned or covered with pa-
per or cloth ; alseo uck, boue or corset wires
covered with paper or cloth, eut to lengths and
tipped with brasa or tin, or untipped, or in coils
five cents per pound and thirty per cent. ai
valorem.

80. Ferro-manganese, ferro-silicon, spiegel, steel bloom
ends and crop ends of steel rails, for the manu-
facture of iron or steel, two dollare per ton.

81. Builders', cabinet-makers , harness-makers' and sad-
diers' hardware, including curry-combs, carriage
hardware locks, butta and hinges, N. E. S., and
tools of ail kinds, N.E.S., thirty-flive per cent. ad
valorem.

82. Pire-arme, twenty per cent. ad valorem.
83. Surgical and dental instruments of ail kinds, twenty

per cent. ad valorem.
84. Lap-welded iron tubing, threaded and coupled or

not, one and one-half to two inches inclusive in
diameter, for use exclusively in artesian wells,
petroleam pipe ines and petroleum refineries,
twenty per cent. ad valorem.

85. Otber wrought iron tubes or pipes, one and three-
quarter cents per pound.

86. Wrought iron or steel nuts and washers, iron or steel
rivets boîta with or without threads, nut and
boit bianks, T and strap hinges and hinge blanks,
N.E.S., one cent per pound and twenty-flive per
cent. ad va4oremn.

87. Jellies ams and preserves, N.E.S.. five cents per

88, Lacet, braids, fringes, embroideries, corda, taasels,
and bracelets; braids, chains or oords of hair
lace collare and al similar goods, lace ne*s and
nettings of cotton, silk, linen or other materials,
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

89. Lard, tried or rendered, three gents per pouad the
weight of the package to be includod in the
weight for duty.
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90. Lard, untried, two eents per pound, the weight of the
package to be included in the weight for duty.

91. Lead, nitrate and acetate of, not ground, five per
cent. ad valorem.

92. Lead pipe and lead shot, one and a-half cents per
pound.

93. Leather-board and leatheroid, three cents per pound.
94. Skins for morocco leather, tanned, but not further

manufactured, ten per cent. ad valorem.
95. Belting leather and upper leather including kid,

lamb, sheep and calf, tanned or dressed but not
waxed or glazed, fifteen per cent. ad valorem; if
dressed and waxed or glazed, twenty per cent. ad
valorem.

96. Belting of leather or other material, N.E.S., twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

97. Liquorice paste, two cents per pound.
98. Liqucrice iu rolls or sticks, three cents per pound.
99. Extract of malt (non-alcoholie) for medicinal pur-

poses, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
100. Magie lanterns and slides therefor, philosophical,

photographic, mathematical and optical stru-
ments, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

101. Mess pork, as defined by the General Inspection Act,
one and one-half cents per pound.

102. Meats, fresh or salted, N.E.S., three cents per pound.
103. Dried or smoked meats and meats preserved in any

other way than salted or pickled. N.E.S., three
cents per pound ; if imported in tins the weight
to include the weight of the tin.

104. Milk food and other similar preparations, thirty per
cent. ad valorem.

105. Mucilage, and liquid glue, thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

106. Mustard seed, ten per cent. ad valorem.
107. Linseed or flaxseed oil, raw or boiled, one and one-

quarter cents per pound.
108. Lubricating oils, composed wholly or in part of petro-

leum, and costing less than thirty cents per
gallon, seven and one-fifth cents per gallon.

109. Oil cloth and oiled silk, in the piece, eut or shaped,
oiled, enamelled stamped, painted or printed,
india-rubbered, docked or coated, N.O.P., five
cents per square yard and fifteen per cent. ad
valorem.

110. Opium (crude) one dollar per pound, the weight to
inelude the weight of the ball or coverin

111. Paintings, prints, engravings drawings andbuilding
plans. twenty per cent. advalorem.

112. Dry white and red lead orange mineral and zinc,
white or carbonate o# zinc, five per cent. ad
valorem.

113. Colors, dry, N.E.S., twenty per cent. ad valorem.
114. Paints and colors, pulped or ground in oil or other

liquids, N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad valorem.
115. Paints, ground or mixed in, or with, either japan,

varnish, lacquers, liquid dryers collodion, oil
finish or oil varmish; rough stuf, fillers, and all
liquid, prepared or ready mixed paints, N.E.S.,
five cents per pound and twenty-five per cent. ad
valorem, the weight of the package to be included
in the weight for duty.

116. Oxides, ochres and ochrey earths, fire-proof umbers
and siennas, ground or unground, washed or un-
washed, calciued or raw, thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

117. Paints and colors, ground in spirits, and all spirit
varnishes and lacquers, one dollar per gallon.

118. Paper hangings or wall paper in rolls, on each roll of
eight yards or under, and so in proportion for ail
greater lengths of the following descriptions,
Viz.:-

(a) Brown blanks, white papers, grounded papers and
satins, two eents.

b) Single print bronzes and colored bronzes, six
cents.

(c) Embossed bronzes, eight cents.
(d) Colored borders, narrow, and colored borders,

wide six cents.
(e) Bronze borders, narrow, and bronze borders, wide,

fourteen cents.(f) Embossed bordera, ifteen cents.
(a) All other paper hangings or wallpaper, thirty-five

per cent. ad valorem.
119, Paper sacks or bags of all kinds, printed or not,

thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.
120, Union collar clotàpaper in roll or sheets, not glossed

or finished, twenty per cent. ad catorem.
121. Union collar cloth paper in rolle or sheets, glossed or

finished, twenty-tve per cent. ad valorem.
124, Paraine wax, steario acid sud steoriue of &l kinds,

three eents per pound.

123. Lead pencils of all kinds, in wood or otherwise,
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.

124. Perfumery, including toilet preparations (non-alco-
holic) viz.:-Hair oils, tooth and other powders
and washes, pomatums, pastes, and all other per-
fumed preparations used for the hair, moutis or
skin, thirty er cent. ad valorem.

125. Photographie dry plates, nine cents per square foot.
126. Alumiuised paper chemically prepared for photo-

grapher's use, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
127. Pickles in bottle forty cents per gallon, including

the duty on the bottles, and each bottle holding
less than one-half pint shall be dutiable as con-
taining one-half pint, and each bottle holding
more than one-half pint, but not more than one
pint, shall be dutiable as containing one pint. and
each bottle holding more than one pint, but not
more than one quart, shall be dutiable as con-
taining one quart.

128. Pickles in jars, bottles or other similar vessels,
forty cents per gallon on the ascertained quantity,
the duty to include the duty on the jar, bottle or
other vessel.

129. Pickles in bulk, in vinegar or in vinegar and mustard,
thirty-five cents per gallon, and in brine or salt,
twenty-five cents per gallon.

130. Plumbago, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
131. Plumbago, all manufactures of, N.E.S., thirty per

cent. ad valorem.
132. Printing presses and printing machines, such only as

are used in newspaper, book and job printing
offices; folding machines and paper cutters ueed
in printing and bookbinding establishments, ten
per cent. ad valorem.

133. Lithographie presses, ten per cent. ad valorem.
134. Prunella for boots and shoes, and cotton netting for

the lining of boots, shoes and gloves, ten per cent.
ad valorem.

135. Woollen netting for the lining of boots, shoes and
gloves, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

136. Red and yellow prussiate of potash, ten per cent. ad
valorem.

137. Rubber belting, hose, packing, mats and matting,
and cotton or linen hose lined with rubber, five
cents per pound, and fifteen per cent. ad valo-
rem.

138. Sauces and catsups in bottle, forty cents per gallon,
and twenty per cent. ad valorem ; and each bottle
holding less than one-half pint shahl be dutiable
as containing one-half pint, and each bottle hold-
ing more than one half-pint but not more than
one pint shall be dutiable as containing one pint,
and each bottle holding more than one pint but
not more than one quart shall be dutiable as con-
taining ee quart.

139. Sauces and catsups in bulk, thirty cents per gallon,
and twenty per cent. ad valorem.

140. Soy, ten cents per gallon.
141. Seeds, viz.:--Garden, field and other seed for agri-

cultural or other purposes, N.O.P., when in bulk or
in large parcels, fifteen per cent. ad valorem;
when put up in small papers or parcels, twenty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

142. Shawls and travelling rugs of all kinds and materials
except silk, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

143. Sewing and embroidery silk and silk twist, twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

144. Silver, German silver, and nickel silver rolled or in
sheets ; and composition metal for the manufac-
ture of filled gold wateh cases, ten per cent. ad
valorem.

145. Slate pencils, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
146. Castile soap, mottled or white, and white soap, two

cents per pound.
147. Soap powders, punice silver and mineral soapS,

sapolio and other like articles, thre cents per
pound, the weight of the package to be incluced
su the weight for duty.

148. Spirituous or alcohohe liquors distilled from any
material or containing or compounded from, or
with distilled spirits ofany kind and any mixture
thereof with water-for every gallon thereof of
any strength not exceediug the strength of proof,
and when of a greater strength than the strength
of proof, at the same rate on the quantity there
would be if reduced to the strength of proof, as
foilove, via. ý

(a) EthYl alcohol or the ,substance commonly
known as alcohol, hydrated oxide of ethyl,
or spirits of wine; gin of all kinds, N.E.S.;
ru, whiskey snd ail spirituous or alco-
hoic liquorslo.P., one dllar and seventy-
five cents.
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(b) Amyl alcohol or fusil oil, or any substance
known as potato spirit or potato oil, two
dollars.

(c) Methyl alcohol, wood alcohol, wood naphtha
pyroxylic spirit, or any substance known as
wood spirit or meth ylated spirit ; absinthe
arrack or palm spirit, brandy, including
artificial brandy and imitations of brandy;
cordials and liqueurs of ail kinds, N.E.S. :
ginger wine, mescal, pulque, rum shrub,
schiedam and other schnapps ; tafia, angos-
tura, and similar alcoholie bitters or bever-
ages, two dollars.

(d) Spirits and strong waters of any kind mixed
with any ingredient or ingredients and being
or known or designated as anodynes, elixirs,
essences, extracts, lotions, tinctures, or me-
dicines, N.E.S., two dollars and thirty per
cent. ad valorern.

(e) Alcoholie perfumes and perfumed spirits,
bay ruin cologne and lavander waters, bair,
tooth and skin washes and other toilet pre-
parations containing spirits of any knd,
when in bottles or fiasks weighing not more
than four ounces each, fifty per cent. ad va-
lorem ; when in bottles, flasks or other pack-
ages weighing more than four ounces each,
two dollars and forty per cent. ad valorem.

(f) Nitrous ether, sweet spirits of nitre and aro-
matic spirits of ammonia, two dollars and
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

(g) Vermouth containing not more than forty
per cent. of proof spirits, seventy-five cents
per gallon; if containing more than forty
per cent. of proof spirits, two dollars per
gallon.

(h) In ail cases where the strength of any of
the foregoing articles carnot be correctly
ascertained by the direct application of the
hydrometer, it shall be ascertained by the
distillation of a sample, or in such other
manner as the Minister of Customs may
direct.

() Each red case of gin of fifteen bottles con-
taining not more than four gallons, shall
be dutiable as containing four gallons, and
each green case of gin of twelve bottles con-
taining not more than two gallons shall
be dutiable as containing two gallons; and
red or green cases holding a greater or less
number of bottles shall be dutiable in pro-
portion to those above specified. As respects
ail other spirituous or alcoholic liquors,
whether in cases or bottles, each bottle
holding more than a half pint and not more
than a pint shall be dutiable as containing
one pnt, and each bottle holding more than
a pint and not more than a quart shall be
dutiable as containing a quart.

149. Starch, including farina, corn starch or flour, and
ail preparations having the qualities of starch,
not sweetened or flavored, two cents per pound;
when sweetened or fiavored four cents per pound.

150. Stereotypes, electrotypes and celluloids for al-
manacs, calendars, illustrated pamphlets, news-
paper advertisements or engravings, and ail other
like work for commercial, trade or other pur-
poses, N.E.S.; and matrices or copper shells of the
same, two cents per square inch.

151 Stereotypes, electrotypes, and celluloids of news-
paper columns, and bases for the same, composed
wholly or partly of metal or celluloid, thre-
fourths of one cent per square inch, and matrices
or copper shells of the same, two cents per square
inch.

152. Water limestone or cement atone, one dollar per ton
of thirteen cubie feet.

153. Curling atones (so-called) of whatever material made,
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

154. Molasses derived from raw cane sugar in the process
of its manufacture direct from the cane, not re-
fined or filtered or bleached or clarified, testing
by the polariscope thirty degrees or over and not
over fifty-five degrees when imported direct
without trans-shipment from the country of growth
and production, a specifie duty of one and one-
half cents per gallon, or when not so imported of
four cents peg· gallon when testing over fifty-ive
degrees and imported direct without trans-ship-
ment from the country of growth and production,
a specific duty of six cents per gallon, or when
not so imported, of eight cents per gallon.

Mr. FosTmu.

155. Syrups, N.E.S., cane-juice, refined syrup, sugar-
house syrup, syrup of sugar, syrup of molasses
syrup of sorghum, corn-sy rup, glucose syrup and
ail syrups or molasses produced in the process of
the manufacture of refined sugars, or in the refin-
ing of sugars or in the refiming of molasses, or in
the production of molasses sugars, and ail
bleached, clarified, filtered or refined molasses,
a specific duty of one cent per pound and thirty
per cent. ad valorem, and the value for duty shall

e the value thereof f.o.b. at the last port of ship-
ment.

156. Provided that molasses when imported for or re-
ceived into any sugar refinery or sugar factory or
sy rup or glucose factory, distillery or brewery,
shall be subject to, and there shall be paid there-
on, an additional duty of five cents per gallon.

157. Saccharine or any product containing over one-half
of one per cent. thereof, ten dollars per pound.

158. Sugar candy, brown or white, and confectionery in-
cluding sweetened gums, one and a quarter cents
per pound and thirty-five per cent. ad valoren.

159. Sweetened biscuits of all kinds, candied peels pop-
corn, preserved ginger condensed milk, and con-
densed coffee with milk, thirty-five per cent. ad
valorem.

160. Telephones and telegraph instruments; telegraph
telephone and electric light cables; electric and
galvanic batteries, electrie motors and apparatus
for electric lights, including incandescent light
globes and insulators of all kinds, N.E.S., twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

161. Stamped tinware, japanned ware, granite ware,
enamelled iron ware and galvanised iron ware,
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.

162. Tinware and manufacturs of tin, N.E.S., twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

163. Cut tobacco, forty cents per pound and twelve and a-
half per cent. ad valorem.

164. Manufactured tobacco, N.E.S., and snuff, thirty
cents per pound and twelve and a-half per cent.
ad valorem.

165. Files and rasps, ten cents per dozen and thirty per
cent. ad valorem.

166. Picks, mattocks, hammers weighing three pounds
each or over, sledges, track tools, wedges or crow-
bars of iron or steel, one cent per pound and
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

167. Shovels and spades, shovel and spade blanks and
iron or steel cut to shape for same, one dollar per
dozen and twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

168. Scythe handles or snaths, one dollar per dozen.
169. Trunks, valises hat-boxes, carpet baga and car-

penters' tool Laskets, thirty per cent. ad valorem.
170. Satchels, pocket-books and purses, thirty-five per

cent. ad valorem.
171. Plants, viz.:-Fruit, shade lawn and ornamental

trees, shrubs and plants, I.E.S., twenty per cent.
ad valorem.

172. Gooseberry bushes, two cents each.
173. Grape vines costing tan cents and less, three cents

each.
174. Raspberry and blackberry bushes, one cent each.
175. Rose bushes, five cents per plant.
176. Apple trees, of all kinds, two cents each.
177. Peach trees, four cents each.
178. Pear trees, of ail kinds, four cents each.
179. Plum trees, of ail kins five cents each.
180. Cherry tracs, of all kinds, four cents each.
181. Quince trees, of ail kinds, two and one-half cents each.
182. Seedling stock for grafting, viz.: Plum, pear, peach

and other fruit trees, ten per cent. ad valorem.
183. Cases for jewels and watches, cases for silver and

plated ware, and for cntlery and other like arti-
cles, tan cents each and thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

184. Cotton twine, one cent per pound and twenty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

185. Twine for harvest binders, of jute, manilla or sisal,
and of manilla and sisal mixed, twenty-five per
cent. ad valorem.

186. Twine of all kinds, N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad
valoret.

187. Umbrellas, parasols and sun-shades of ail kinds and
materials, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.

188. Umbrella, parasol and sun-shade sticks or handles,
N.E.S., twenty per cent. ad valorem.

189. Tomatoes and other vegetables, including corn afid
baked beans, in cans or other packages, weighing
not over one pound cach two cents per can or
package, and two cents additional per can or pack-
age for each pound or fraction of a pound over
one pound in weight-and the weight of the cana
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or other packages to be included in the weight for
duty.

190. Vegetnbles, when fresh or dry salted, N.E.S., includ-
ing sweet potatoes and yams, twenty-five per cent.
ad vcloremn.

191. Velveteens, and cotton velvets and cotton plush,
twenty per cent.jd valorem.

192. Veneers of wood, not over one-sixteenth of an inch
in thickness, ten per cent. ad valorem.

193. Walking sticks and canes, of all kinds, N.E.S.,
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

194. Watches, twenty-five per cent. ad valoremn.
195. Watch cases, thîrty-five per cent. ad vaorem.
196. Whips, of ail kinds, except toy whips, fifty cents per

dozen and thirty per cent. ad valorem.
197. Wire, of brass or copper,fifteen percent. ad valorem.
198. Wire, covered with cotton, linen, silk or other

material, thirty-five per cent. advalorem.
199. Pails, tubs, churns, brooms, brushes and other manu-

factures of wood, N.E.S., and wood pulp, twenty-
five per cent. ad valoren.

200. Fibre ware, indurated fibre ware, vulcanised fibre
ware and ail articles of like material, thirty per
cent. ad valorem.

201. Clothing, ready-made and wearing apparel of every
description composed wholly or in part of wool,
worsted, the hair of the alpaca goat or other like
animal, made up by the tailor, seamstress or
manufacturer, N.O.P., ten cents per pound and
twenty-five per cent. ad valoreia.

202. Carpets, viz. :-Brussels, tapestry, Dutch, Venetian
and damask; carpet mats and rugs of all kinds
N.E.S.; and printed felts and druggets and ail
other carpets and squares, N.O.P., twenty-five
per cent. ad valoren.

203. Smyrna carpets, mats and rugs, thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

204. Yeast cakes, compressed yeast and baking powders in
packages of one pound and over, or in bulk, six
cents per pound.

205. Yeast cakes, compressed yeast and baking powders,
in packages of less than one pound in weight,
eight cents per pound.

206. Wire of all kinds, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent. ad
valorem.

207. Electric arc light carbons or carbon points, two dol-
lars and fifty cents per thousand.

208. Scrims and window scrims of cotton plain or colored,
cambrie cloths, muslin apron checks, brilliants,
cords, piques, diapers, lenos, mosquito nettings;
Swiss, jaconets and cambrie mushns, and plain,
striped or checked lawns, twenty-five per cent. ad
valorem.

209. Manufactures composed wholly or lu part of wool,
worsted, the hair of the alpaca goat, or other like
animais, viz. :-Blankets and flannels of every
description; cloths, doeskins, cassimeres, tweeds,
coatings, overcoatings, felt cloth of everydescrip-
tion, N.E.S.; horse-collar cloth; yarn, knitting
yarn, fingering yarn, worsted yarn, knitted goods,
viz., shirts and drawers and hosiery, N.E.S., ten
cents per pound and twenty per cent. ad valoren.

210. Plough plates, mould boards and land sides, when cut
to shape from rolled sheets of crucible steel but
not moulded, punched, polished or otherwise
manufactured, and being of a greater value than
four cents a pound, twelve and a half per cent. ad
valorem.

211. Wrought scrap iron and scrap steel being waste or
refuse wrought iron or seeel and fit only te be re-
manufactured, the same having been in actual
use, not to incelude cuttings or clippings which can
be ued as iron or steel without re-manufacture,
two dollars per ton.

212. Illuminatlng oils composed wholly or ln part of the
products of petroleum, coal, shale or lignite, cost-
ing more than thirty cents per gallon, twenty-five
per cent. ad oalorem.

213. Wrought iron or steel sheet or plate cuttings or
clippings as cut at the rolling mills, and fit only
for re-rolling and to be used for such purpose ouly,
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

214. Sulphuric ether, five cents per pound.

SCHEDULE "B."

215. Salmon, pickled or salted, one cent per pound.
216. Al other ish, pickled or salted in barrels, one cent

per pound.
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SCHEDULE "C."

217. Admiraity charta.
218. Alkanet roots, crude, crushed or ground.
219. Precious stones, in the rough.
220. Aloes, ground or unground.
221. Aluin, in bulk oniy, ground or unground.
222. Aluminusu or aluminium and alumina and chioride

of aluminium or chloralum, sulphate of alumina
and alum cake.

223. Anatomical preparations and skeletons or parts
thereof.

224. Aniline dyes and coal tar dyes, in bulk or packages
of not less than one pound weight, imeluding
alzarine and artificial alzarine.

225. Aniline salts and arseniate of aniline.
226. Antimony, not ground, pulverised or otherwise manu-

factured.
227. Ashes, pot and pearl, in packages of not less than

twenty-five pounds welght.
228. Asphalt or asphaltum and bone pitch, crude only.
229. Argal or argols crude only.
230. Beans, viz. :-Tonquim, vanilla and nux vomica,

crude only.
231. Bells, when imported by and for the use of churches.
232. Bismuth metallic in its natural state.
233. Books printed by any Government or by any scientific

association, for the promotion of learning, and
letters and issued ln the course of its proceedings
and supplied gratuitously to its members, and not
for the purposes of sale or trade.

234. Books specially imported for bonâfide use of publie
free libraries, not more than two copies of any one
book.

235. Borax, ground or unground, in bulk only.
236. Botanical specimens.
237. Old serap brass and brass in sheets or plates of not

leas than four inches in width.
238. Fire bricks, for use exctusively ln processes of manu-

factures.
239. Gold or silver bullion. in bars, blocks, or ingots.
240. Burrstones, in blocks, rough or unmanufactured,

nt bound up or prepared for binding into mill
atones.

241. Cups or other prizes won in competitions.
242. Cabinets of coins, collections of medals and of other

antiquities.
243. Canvas of not less than forty-five inches in width, not

pressed or calendered, for the manufacture of
floor oilcloth.

244. Celluloid or xyolite ln sheets, and in lumps blocks or
balla lu the rough.

245. Chalk stone, china or Cornwall stone, and cliff stone,
unmanufactured.

246. Citron rinds in brine.
247. Clays, unground.
248. Anthracite coal and anthracite coal dust.
249. Cocoa beans, sheils and nibs, not roasted, crushed or

ground.
250. Communion plate, when imported by and for the use

of churches.
251. Copper in sheets or plates of not less than four inches

lu width.
252. Cotton yarns not coarser than No. 40, unbleached,

bleached or dyed, for use in covering electric
wires ; also for the mantifacture of cotton loom
harness; and for use in tbe manufacture of Italian.
cloths, cotton, worsted or silk fabrics.

253. Cotton yarns in cops only, made from single cotton
yarns finer than No. 40, when used in their own
factories by the manufacturers of Italian cloths,
cashmeres and cotton cloths for the selvages of
said cloths, and for these purposes only.

254. Indian corn of the varieties known as -Southern
Dent Corn (Mammoth Southern Sweet) and
" We-tern Dent Corn" (Golden Beauty), when im-
ported to be sown for ensilage, and for no other
purpose.

255. Colors, metallic, viz.:-Oxides of cobalt, zinc and tin,
N.E.S.

256. Diamond drills, for prospecting for minerais, not to
include motive power.

257. Diamond dust or bort and black diamonds for borers.
258. Emery in blocks, oruashed or ground.
259. Entomological specimens.
260. Extracts of logwood, fustic and oak bark.
261. Mexican fibre, and tampico or istle.
262. Fish hooks, nets and seines and fishing lines and

twines but not te include sporting fishing tackle
or hooks with flies or trawling spoons, or threads
or twines commonly used for sewing or manufac-
turing purposes.
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268. Foot grease, being the refuse of cotton seed after the
oil has been pressed out, but not when treated
with alkalies.

264. Fowls, domestic pure bred, for the improvement of
stock, and pheasants and quails.

265. Gas coke (the product of gas works), when used in
Canadian manufactures only.

266. Grease rough the refuse of animal fat, for the man-
ufacture of soap only.

267. Gums, viz. : - Amber, Arabie, Australian, copal,
damar, kaurie, mastic, sandarac, senegal, shellac:
and white shellac, in gum or flake, for manufac-
turing purposes ; and gum tragacanth, gum ged-
da and gum barberry.

268. Hair, cleaned or uncleaned, but not curled or other-
wise manufactured.

269. Indigo auxiliary or zinc dust.
270. Iron or steel, rolled round wire rods under half an

inch in diameter, when imported by wire manu-
facturers for use in making wire lu their fac-
tories.

271. Jute yarn, plain, dyed or colored, when imported by
manufacturers of carpets rugs and mats, and
of jute webbing or jute cloth, for use in their own
factorieos.

272. Kryolite or cryolite, mineral.
273. Liquorice root, not ground.
274. Litharge, not ground.
275. Lemon rnds, in brine.
276. Lumber and timber planks and boards of boxwood,

cherry, chestnut, walnut, gumwood mahogany,
pitch pine, rosewood sandalwood, sycamore
Spanish cedar, oak hickory, whitewood, African
teak, black heart ebony, lignum vitoe, red cedar,
redwood. satin wood and white ash, when not
otherwise manufactured than rough sawn or split;
and hickory billets to be used in the manufacture
of axe, hatchet, hammer and other tool handles,
when specially imported for such use ; and the
wood of the persimmon and dogwood trees when
imported in blocks for the manufacture of shut-
ties ; and hickory lumber sawn to shape for
spokes of wheels, but notfurther manufactured.

277. Locomotive driving-wheel tires of steel, when in the
rough.

278. Locust beans and locust bean meal for the manufac-
ture of borse and cattle food.

279. Mineralogical specimens.
280. Mining machinery imported within three years after

the passing of this Act which is, at the timxe of its
importation, of a class or kind not manufactured
in Canada.

281. Models of inventions and of other improvements in
the arts; but no article or articles shall be
deemed a model which can be fitted for use.

282. Iceland moss sud other mosses, and seaweed, crude
or in their natural state or only cleaned.

283. Oil cake and oil cake meal, cotton seed cake and
cotton seed meal and palm nut cake and meal.

284. Oils, viz. :-Cocoanut and palm in their natural
state.

285. Orange rinds in brine.
286. Ottar or attar of roses and oil of roses.
287. Pelts, raw.
288. Pipe clay, unmanufactured.
289. Platinum wire; and retorts, pans, condensers, tub-

ing and pipe made of platinum, when imported
by manufacturers of sulphuric acid for use in
their works in the manufacture or concentration
of sulphurie aeid.

290. Rags of cotton, linen, jute, hemp and woollen, paper
waste or clippings, and waste of any kind except
mineral waste.

291. Rattans and reeds in their natural state.
292. Resin or rosin in packages of not les7s than one

hundredpounds.
293. Roots, medicinal, viz. :-Acouite, calumba, ipeca-

cuanha, sarsaparilla, squills, taraxicum, rhubarb
and valerian.

294. Rubber crude.
295. Seed and breeding oysters, imported for the purpose

of being planted in Canadian waters.
296. Seeds, aromatie, which are not edible and are in a

crude state, and not advanced in value or condi-
tion by griuding or refining or by any other process
of manufacture, viz.: Anise, anise-star, caraway,
cardamom, coriander, cummin, fennel and fenu-

297. Soa, suIphate of, crude, known as sait cake, for
manufacturing purposes only.

298. Soda ash caustie soda lu drums; silicate of soda in
crystals only; bichromate of soda, nitrate of soda
or cubie nitre, sal soda; sulphide of sodium, arse-

Mr. FOSTER.

niate, binarseniate, chloride and stannate of soda
for manufacturing purposes only.

299. Steel of No. 20 gauge and thinner, but not thinner
than No. 30 gauge, to be used in the manufacture
of corset steels clock springs and shoe shanks;
and flat wire of steel of No. 16 gauge or thinner, to
be used in the maufacture of crinoline and corset
wire, when imported by the manufacturers of such
articles for use in their own factories.

300. Sulphate of iron (copperas); and sulphate of copper
(blue vitriol).

301. Terra japonica or gambier.
302. Ultramarine blue, dry or in pulp.
303. Whiting or whitening, gilders' whiting and Paris

white.
304. Wool and the hair of the Alpaca goat and of other

like animals not further prepared than washed,
N.E.S.

305. Books printed in any of the languages or dialects of
any of the Indian tribes of the Dominion of Can-
ada.

306. Brass and copper wire twisted, when imported by
manufacturers of boots and shoes for use in their
own factories.

307. Noils, being the short wool which falls from the
combs in worsted factories.

308. Seeds, viz.:-Beet, carrot, turnip and mangold.
309. Wire, when imported by manufacturers of toilet

pins, for use im the manufacture of such articles
in their own factories only.

310. Crucible cast steel wire when imported by manu-
facturers of wire rope pianos, card clothing and
needles, for use in the manufacture of such
articles in their own factories only.

311. Ribs of brass, iron or steel, runners, rings, caps,
notches, ferrules, mounts and sticks or canes in
the rough or not further manufactured than eut
into lengths suitable for umbrella, parasol or sun-
shade sticks, when imported by manufacturers of
umbrellas, parasols and sunshades for use in their

'factories in the manufacture of umbrellas, parasols
and sunshades only.

312. Fruits, viz.:-Bananas, plantains, pine-aules, pome-
granates, guavas, mangoes and sha ocks ; and
blueberries and strawberries, wild only.

313. Camwood and sumac for dyeing or tanning purposes
when not further manufactured than crushed or
ground.

314. Blood albumen, tannie acid, tartar emetie and grey
tartar, when imported by the manufacturers of
cotton and woollen goods for use in their factories
only.

315. Manufactured articles of iron or steel which at the
time of their importation are of a class or kind
not manufactured in Canada, when imported for
use in the construction of iron or steel ships or
vessels.

316. Wire of iron or steel, No. 13 and 14 gauge, flattened
and corrugated, used in connection with the
machine known as the wire grip machine for the
manufacture of boots, shoes and leather belting,
when iiported by manufacturers of such articles
to be used for these purposes only in their own
factories.

317. Steel of No. 12 gauge and thinner, but not thinner
than No. 30 gauge, when imported by manufac-
turers of buckle clasps and ice creepers,-to be used
in the manufacture of such articles only in their
own factories.

318. Blanketing and lapping and dises or mills for engra-
ving copper rollers, when imported by cotton
manufacturers, calico printers and wall paper
manufacturers, for use in their own factories
only.

319. Yarns, made of wool or worsted, when genapped,
dyed and finished, and imported by manufacturers
of braids, cords, tassels and fringes to be used in
the manufacture of such articles onflin their own
factories.

320. Chlorate of potash in crystals, when imported for
manufacturing purposes only.

321. On imported Indian corn, to be kiln-dried and
ground into meal for human food, or ground into
meal and kiln-dried for such use, under such
regulations as may be made by the Governor in
Council, there may be allowed a drawback of
ninety per cent. of the duty paid.

To amend Schedule " D " by striking out the following
words which immediately precede item 813:-

" The following articles are prohibited to be imported
" under a penalty of two hundred dollars, together with
" the forfeiture of the parcel or package of goods in
" which the same are found, viz. :-'
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8. Resolved, That it is expedient to repeal the follow- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 0f course
ing numbered items in the Act 50-51 Victoria, chapter 29, that has been the practice. and no objection will
intituled An Act to amend the Act respecting the be taken to it on this side. The hon. gentlemanDuties Of Oustoms, riz. :

Nos. 1, 2. 4, 6, 9, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 23, 25, 26. 31, 32, 34, 37, knows, however, that we do not in the least waive
39.40,44,45,72,74,79,80,85,92, 94,95,102,103,105,106, 08, our right to the fullest possible discussion in the113, 115, 116, 119, 120, 122, 130, 147, 148, 149 150, 152, r53,
159, 163, 164, 165, 167, 168, 169, 171, 179, and by striking most conversational manner, of the various items
out from the said Act the following headings, viz. :- when the discussion takes place in Committee.

The word " carriages," which immediately precedes Resolutions considered in Committee and re-
item i ln Section one.

The word ' cottons," which immediately precedes item ported,

iesa Sectio on d Steel, manufactures of viz.:-, Mr. BOWELL moved the second reading of the
which immediately precede item 39 in Section one. resolutions.

The words " Tools sud Implements/.Y which iînmedia- SrRCADCR W IIT itndt
tely precede item 142 in the said Section ene. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I listened to

And the word "Woollens," which immediately pre- the speech of the hon. the Minister of Finance de-
cedes item 155 in said Section one. livered this afternoon with a feeling of profound

4. Resolved, That it is expedient to cancel certain regret. To me, and I think to most men noOrders in Council made under the provisions of section . .
245, sub-section (1) of the " Customs Act," chapter 32, matter what taeir political proclivities may be,
Revised Statutes, transferring certain articles therein who have paid any serious attention to the state of
specified to the list of goods which may be imported into affairs in Canada, our position at this moment mustCanada free of duty, as follows, viz.:-

Sections 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 17, 19, 21 22 and 24 appear, in many respects, to, be both critical and
of Chapter 15, and the whole of Chapter 16 of tfie Consoli- delicate. We are to-day in a situation in which a
dated Orders in Council of Canada, and the following as false step may entail very serious consequences
pub]ished in the Supplement to the said Orders in Coun- upon us ; and I could not but feel that it wascil, riz.:-

Special regulations re lithographic printing presses; extraordinary, almost unprecedented, to find that
Special regulations re ferro-manganese, ferro-silicon, a gentleman occupying the position of Finance

&c., passed on the 4th and 26th of June, 1889; and the Minister, having, presumably, access to morefollowing additions to the Free List as also published lu s'y.cs o
said Supplement as items added to the said Free List, sources of information than are at the command of
viz..:- any ordinary member of Parliament, should feel

Re felloes of hickory wood, O.C. November 16th, 1888. justified, under those circumtanaces, in adopting aRe homo-spring steel wire, 0.0. December 6th 1888.
Re sulphate of alumina or alum cake, 0.0. May 22nd, tone which I might almost say was one of levity,

1889. in view of certain matters to which I propose to
Re sumac, 0.0. June 4th, 1889. call your attention. Sir, the Minister of Finance
Also the Orders in Council definiug the rates of duty could see no cloud on the horizon. Whether hepayable upon certain articles as follows, viz.:-
On carpenters' tool baskets, O.C. June 6th, 1888. looked east or west, north or south, he, at
On celluloid halls, etc., 0.0. April 12th, 1887. any rate, was happy in his fool's paradise. He
On Vermouth bitters or Vermouth wine, 0.0. August told us that the last year had been a fairly25th, 88
Ou sapolio and silver soap 0.C. Aril 4th, 1889. satisfactory one. I tell him, and I tell this
On veneers of wood, C. C. ay 14thi, 1889. House, that not for thirty-five years has there been
And the following transfers to the Free List, viz..~ in the annals of Canada, and notably not a year in

Myire18891te manufacture f wire cloth, etc., 0.0. the annals of the great Province of Ontario, in
Cotton yarn for covering wire, etc., 0.0. May 14th, which, in many portions of the country, there has

1889. been such extreme distress and such well-founded
WireAf iron or steel for wire grip machines, 0.0. May apprehensions for the future. The hon. gentleman

14th, 1889. told us that our farmers and fishermen were in a
Steel for the manufacture of buckle clasps, etc., 0.0. condition cf fair prosperity, that want was practi-

May 14th, 1889.
Blanketing, lapping, etc., 0.C. May 14th, 1889.
Yarns for the manufacture of braids, etc., 0.0. May remuneration througliet this Dominion. Si, un-

14th 1889. less I knew that the on. gentleman was speaking
White ash lumber, 0.0. June 10th, 1889. lu ignorance cf the condition cf a great number cf
Camwood, O.C. June lth, 1889.
Steel wire for the manufacture of pins, 0.0. September the people cf Canada, I would say that these were

19th, 1889. werds cf cruel mcckery. The hon. gentleman
Wire for crinolines, etc., 0.0. September 19th, 1889. alleges flaf lie las a large surplus; lie fels us that
Sulphate of soda, 0.0. November 22nd, 1889.
Cotton yarn for loom harness 0 C. November 27th, he expects a StR langer eue. As I have said, le

1889; and the Order in Council of May 14th, 1889, defining must know, sud if lie did net know, surely there
the rate of duty payable upon plough plates, mould are men wlo support him who ceuld have iuformed
boards, &c.

5. Resolved, That it is expedient to pro-vide that the
foregoing resolutions and the alterations thereby made in classes in this cemmunity have enjoyed a fair
the duties of Customs on the articles therein mentioned ameunt cf prosperity, there is threugbout Canada
shall take effect on and after the twenty-eighth day cf to-day a great amount f distress. Nevertheless,
March instant. the hon. Minister had ne word cf substantial relief

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair, for lese parties. The on. gentleman did,
indeed, make a few delusive and illusive pro-

After Recess. mises cf the assistance that lie would grant te
sonie cf tliese people ; but I repeat that cf substan-

Mr. BOWELL. It is usual upon the presenta- tial relief, or cf any real sud genuine appreciation
tion of resolutions having reference to the tarif, cf the position, the hon. gentleman's speech frein
that the motion should be made that the House start te finish was enfirely deveid. On the con-
resolve itself into a Committee at once, pass the trary, when these men, speakîng through their se-
resolutions pro form4 and report, and upon the credited representatives, ask the hon. gentleman for
reception of the report the debate will be con- bread, lie gives them a Stone; when they ask te be
tinued. relieved from the taxes which are injuring them

codto8ffi poprtta wn a rci
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and destroying the very foundation of their
prosperity, the hon. gentleman, with a large
surplus, and in the expectation of a still larger
surplus, for sole panacea, proposes to add still
further to the' burthens of the people. I am sorry
the hon. gentleman is not in his place, but I am
afraid that after listening to his speech, I must say
to him, as I have said to some of his predeces-
sors, that he has sunk the high and responsible
position of the Minister of Finance, the sworn
guardian of all classes of the people, to the position
of speaking trumpet for a number of combines.
The hon. gentleman is not only deaf to the
murmurs of distress at home, which ought to have
reached his ears, but he is likewise deaf to certain
threateninw aspects abroad, which no statesman
should venture to disregard for a moment. He is
satisfied, and he asks us to be satisfied, if the
huge taxation which he and his comrades have
imposed, is successful in filling their coffers. But,
Sir, he never pauses, nor have they paused, nor
have their masters and paymasters ever paused,
to consider at what a cost to the whole community
these results have been obtained. As was said of
another person in somewhat similar circumstances

'Half ignorant be turus an easy wheel
Which sets sharp racks at work to pinch and peel."

Now, I have long seen and known, for my part,
that the propositions which were made to us from
the other side of the House, when we were asked
again and again to impose additional taxes on the
people for the purpose of promoting this or that
infant industry, were, to all intents and purposes,
attempts to obtain money from us under false pre-
tences. They may, in a number of cases, have
fostered new industries, they may occasionally
have produced a temporary splutter ; some weak
industry may have been nursed into existence for
a few months and years, and afterwards disap-
peared. But, although the industry disappeared,
although the promised benefit to Canada disap-
peared, although it vanished into the thinnest
of thin air, the tax remained, and no doubt helped
to swell the surplus of which the hon. gentleman
boasts to-day. Now, Sir, to me, and I think to
most gentlemen' in this House who have studied
and reflected on the present position of Canada,
there are two questions which tower above all
others. Those questions are closely related, no
doubt, to each other; nevertheless, they are
distinct, and require distinct treatment. One
of those is the present condition of Canada
as regards the United States, and the other is the
condition of the agricultural population of this
Dominion. Now, no Canadian statesman ought,
in delivering a discourse on the financial condition
of the country, to ignore the unsatisfactory condi-
tions which exist with respect to these two great
questions; and yet I put it to the intelligence of
this House, whether, during his entire speech, the
hon. Minister of Finance appears to have had even
the slightest appreciation of the real position of
these two great questions. I will pause here for a
moment or two, to review one or two of the state-
ments which were made by that hon. gentleman.
I agree with him that lie deserves, in this respect,
at any rate, a reasonable amount of credit, in that,
I think, he fairly estimated both the revenue and
the expenditure of the past year, and I daresay he
has made a reasonably fair approximate estimate
of the probable income and the probable expendi-

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT.

ture for the present and succeeding years. But, as
I have said, I dissent entirely from the hon. gen-
tleman, I take issue with him in the strongest
possible terms, when he states that, on the whole,
the last year has been a satisfactory one, and much
more, when he stated that our farmers and fisher-
men were in a condition of fair prosperity, that
want was practically unknown, that labor had
found full and fair remuneration in Canada, and
that all we need, forsooth, to make us a united and
happy people, was swift communication with the
West Indies and other countries to the south
of them-and, I suppose, liberal subsidies for
the benefit of my hon. friend from St. John,
and some other friends of the hon. gentlemen
who also reside in St. John. I notice that the
hon. gentleman declares that it is communica-
tion with countries to the south that we must
look to. But his vision swept over 5,000 miles
of territory in order to see countries south of
the equator, to whom he holds we must look for
profitable trade and intercourse. He cannot see,
though we can, that there is a country to the south,
in communication with which, in free trade and
free relations with which, an infinitely more
valuable, an infinitely more important trade, a
trade of infinitely greater consequence to all classes
in this cosmunity, can be had if there were only
a little wise statesmanship and a little common
sense displayed in the conduct of the Government
of this country. The hon. gentleman went on to
tell us that we had laid broad and wide the founda-
tions of a development, the like of which-if I
understand him aright-the world has never seen.
Well, I hope he may be correct. The hon. gentle-
man went on to say that, in laying broad and wide
the foundations of this development, we had
poured out treasure like water, a statement no
one on this side of the House will contradict,
though we may dissent extremely from his other
statement that every dollar of that treasure had
been wisely spent, that we had a princely equip-
ment and a royal endowment. When we turn to
one of these princely equipments and royal endow-
ments-which its other name is the Intercolonial
Railway-we find that it cost us fifty-one millions
of dollars, and, according to the last statement
which has been placed in my hands, in the first
eight months of this year, besides not paying one
cent of interesL on this fifty-one millions, it shows a
deficit of actual working expenses over receipts of
$416,000. That is the royal endowment, and that
is the proof of the wise expenditure of every dol-
lar which the hon. gentleman assures us has taken
place. Then the hon. gentleman proceeded to
reproach my friend beside me because my hon.
friend had ventured to say that the intelligence
and good sense of the people of the United States
would, lie thought, ere long free them from their
protectionist trammels ; and, with a singular igno-
rance-although perhaps, looking to the previous
part of his speech-it was not an unnatural ignor-
ance- of what transpired in the United States at
the late presidential election, the hon. gentleman
went on to declare that the people of the United
States were practically unanimous in their adhe-
rence to their tariff policy, when it must be known
to him that, in the last great contest between the
protectionist and free trade parties in that country,

resident Cleveland, the champion of the free
party, had a popular majority of over 100,000
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strong. The United States, the hon. gentleman tells States. What has been the course of these hon.
us, are practically a unit in favor of their tarif gentlemen from that day to this ? It can be char-
policy. Does the hon., gentleman know what acterised as nothing but a succession of imbecile
majority the Republican party have in Congress blunders. First of all, those hon. gentlemen were
to-day ? because if he does not, I think I can tell only too ready to make concessions to the United
him. The total majority of that party in a House States, without the slightest idea of what the
of 339 members, I think, was eight. That is the results of those concessions would be. Then sud-
decisive majority to which lie refers. That is the denly turning round on their previous action, after
evidence and the proof that the people of the having, as I say, gone perhaps further in the
United States are a unit in favor of protection. I way of concession than was either necessary
do not intend at the present moment to spend any or desirable, we saw them resorting to a policy of
great length of time in discussing the various bluster and annoyance in which they-I will not say
points to which the hon. gentleman has called our falsely, but certainly inistakenly-supposed they
attention in the matter of the tarif, other than would have the support of the English Govern-
this. I notice that the hon. gentleman dwelt on ment. But, when it was seen by the mother
the new industries which had sprung up by magic, country that these foolish men were playing with
but he forgot to enumerate them. Now, I know lire, that they were incurring dangers altogether
something of the industries which sprung up by too great to be incurred either by ourselves or by
magic, and I know more, I am sorry to say, of the empire, we saw a complete and total reversal
the industries which, having been fostered into of their previous policy, and we saw an English
existence by unwise protection, resulted in total statesman sent out from England practically for
loss of capital to those who had invested in them the purpose of ordering these gentlemen-for it
and in very great loss to the localities which had amounted to that-to withdraw their pretensions
been induced to subscribe in order to aid them. and make peace as best they could, no matter at
Perhaps the hdn. gentleman had reference to an what humiliation or at what risk to our interests,
industry nearer at home. I remember one industry with the people of the United States. Then, Sir,
in which he might at one time have been induced to we had a little while ago a declaration on the part
take an interest, and that was the industry of timber of these gentlemen that they refused to be bound
limits, though I think a check has been given to by the offer they themselves had made to the people
that particular branch of development. As I said, of the United States. As I said, that offer they.
I will defer, for the moment at any rate, my re- were compelled to implement probably by the
mnacks on the various items in which the hon. action of Sir Charles Tupper, the then Minister of
gentleman proposes to increase our taxation. I Finance, within two or three days. But, I suppose,
think it is more in the public interest that we by way of provoking and challenging the people of
should apply ourselves at present to consider what the United States, scarcely had our backs been
are the immediate needs of the time, and I propose turned when we saw these men commit the further
to review, in a few words, our position in regard folly-the insane folly for such it was- of deliber-
to the people of the United States. I say-and if ately risking a great injury to a most important
iny words do not find an echo on the other side of trade, by attaching an export duty to lumber, whi6b
the House, they will find an echo far and wide they ought to have known would simply serve as ý
through the Dominion of Canada-that, to-day, lever to parties in the United States who desire to
our position in regard to our great neighbor is injure our trade in that important commodity.
eminently unsatisfactory, and why is it so ? I will Then, we had twice the rejection of the resolution,
tell the hon. gentleman why. We are standing at which I had the honor to propose in this House;
the cross-roads. Two policies are now face to face not binding the G overnment te any particular form
before the people of this country. You may see, of trade with the United States, but simply asking
if you choose, the reflection of the policy of the that they would invite negotiations for the pur-
Government in the McKinley resolutions, and you pose of seeing whether we could not obtain better
may see the reflection of the policy of the Opposi- trade relations with our American neighbors. I
tion in this House in the resolutions which were suppose, by way of giving emphasis to that, they
introduced by Mr. Hitt, the Chairman of the Com- added to this double rejection a further refusal to
mittee on Foreign Relations. Here is our position: take any steps whatever to maintain an agent at
It is perfectly clear that, whatever else this Gov- Washington, who could keep them advised of what
ernment may or may not have done, they have they extremely need to be advised--the real tem-
succeeded in bringing Canada into this position, per and feeling of the American politicians and
that Canada wil shortly be compelled to people. I say, that in dealing with the United
choose between our policy and theirs, be- States these hon. gentlemen opposite, from first to
tween free intercourse and non-intercourse, and I last, have displayed an utter want of statemanship
know well what particular decision the people and capacity for Government. These hon. gentle-
of Canada, if they were allowed a fair and honest men may be, as one of their supporters last night
choice, would choose to make in that matter. But described them, persons who are extremely well
I have something to say as to the policy the fitted to gerrymandering fifty-four constituencies,
Government have inaugurated towards the United under pretence of providing constituencies for four
States. It is now five years and more, since the new members ; they may be able enough to pass
members of the Opposition in this House called Franchise Bills ; they may be able to debauch
the attention of the Government to the fact that, members, and constituencies, and Provinces too, for
as our treaty with the United States with respect that matter ; but when a real emergency occurs,
to the fisheries was about to expire, it was emi- we find these men helpless, or compelled to adopt
nently desirable that the Government of Canada, the policy furnisbed thenm from this side of the
should exert themselves to bring about proper and House. In this matter I say, that we on this side
friendly relations with the people of the United of the House, speak at least for one-half the
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people of Canada, even supposing that the hon.
gentlemen opposite do speak, which I doubt, for
the other half ; we know, and we have proof, that
in advocating the course we have advocated, we
reflect correctly the views of the Local Legislatures
of the people who are in many important respects,
closer to them, or at least quite as well acquainted
with their real wants and wishes, as we can be.
I have no doubt that if the hon. gentlemen were
to submit to-morrow a plebiscitum to the people of
this Dominion, demanding of them plainly whether
they did or did not desire to cultivate close trade
relations with the United States, by every honor-
able means and methods-I have no doubt what-
ever that such plebiscitum would obtain a per-
fectly overwhelming vote throughout this Domi-
nion. I have no doubt either for my part, that if
it were possible for us to obtain a fair and honest
expression of the people at the polls, free from.
those debasing and perverting influences to which
I have alluded ; free from the effects of Gerry-
mander Acts, and Franchise Bills, and a subsidised
press, and all the side issues which disturb a poli-
tical election-I have no doubt, whatever, that the
result would be precisely the same. I say, it is an
ostrich-like policy on the part of these hon. gentle-
men to affect-as the Minister of Finance appears
to affect in his speech this afternoon-indiffer-
ence to the policy which may be pursued by the
country to the south of us. The United States are
our closest neighbors, bordering on us for more
than three thousand miles, they are our chiefest and
most profitable customers, they are the home of a
very large number of our people, and more than that,
their prosperity, as hon. gentlemen well know,
most largely affects our prosperity. A great crisis
and a great depression in the United States would
mean great injury and great loss to an enormous
number of our people. Now, Sir, that being so,
and there being no possiblity of disputing these
facts, why cannot the hon. gentlemen recognise
that ? Why must they neglect the ordinary pre-
cautions, which would recommend themselves to
men of common sense ? Why, must they
deliberately invite and challenge grave injury to
this country, as has been done to-night, by the pro-
position submitted by the hon. gentleman ? I tell
the hon. the Minister of Finance and I tell bis col-
leagues, that if the Bill now known as the McKin-
ley Bill passes through the United States Congess
in its present shape, these portions of the Bil,
which are likely to affect our people injuriously,
will have been passed, humanly speaking, more in
consequence of the ill-advised acts of the hon.
gentleman and bis colleagues, than from any other
cause whatever. I say that the hon. gentleman
has acted most imprudently and that he has done
all that he can possibly do to inflict a grave
injury on the people whom it is bis bounden duty
to protect and to provide for. Now, Sir, in listen-
ing to the remarks of the hon. Minister of Finance,
I missed two or three things which we were in the
habit of hearing commented on in former occasions.
I can well remember when hon. gentlemen, occu-
pying the position of Finance Minister, were wont
totell us that nothing did so much injury to this
country as the great preponderance of imports
over exports. The hon. gentleman is well aware
that we imported some $20,000,000 worth more than
we exported during the last year, but on the present
occasion he does not consider that fact as even
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worthy of notice. The hon. gentleman likewise, and
the hon. gentleman's colleagues, a little while ago,
lost no opportunity of explaining to the House, and
explaining to the people of Canada, that it was an
unanswerable proof of the general prosperity of the
people of the country that our savings banks
deposits kept increasing by millions and millions
every year. It was no doubt quite an accidental
oversight on the part of the hon. gentleman that he
did not mention to-day, that whereas the savings
banks' deposits amounted to $42,999,692 on the
Ist of October last, on the lst March last they
had been reduced to $41,305,493, being a losa
of $1,700,000 of savings banks' deposits in the
course of five months. That is a fact which bas
no doubt entirely escaped the hon. gentleman's
memory. Perhaps the hon. gentleman, or some
of his friends, will tell us that was because of the
reduced rate of interest from 4 to 3j per cent.
Now, Sir, I cal] the attention of the House, as I
have done on two or three occasions before, to the
fact that the hon. gentleman's proof of " marked
prosperity," simply indicated that they were pay-
ing some 30 or 40 per cent. more than the inoney
was actually worth, and, therefôre, they got
the additional deposits of which they boasted.
But when they come down to the fair market
rate, not to 3 per cent. but 3½ per cent., in five
months their deposits were reduced by nearly
$2,000,000. The hon. gentleman cannot see, I
suppose, that is any evidence either of the falsity
of the system on which he worked, or-if bis pre-
vious statements were correct-any evidence of
the pressure which, according to him and bis
friends, is noW inflicted on the country. When
the hon. gentleman and bis friends were calling
the attention of the people of Canada to the
increase of the savings banks' deposits as a proof of
our great prosperity, I took the opportunity on
many occasions of pointing out to them that that
was an entire delusion. I pointed out that Canada
was a borrowing country and not a lending coun-
try, and that it was perfectly absurd for them to
suppose that if they borrowed from the people of
Canada, they could produce any other result than
to oblige the people of Canada to borrow from
somebody else. I have in my hand a very curious
proof of the exact accuracy of my prediction. I
have here the returns of the moneys borrowed by
loan companies abroad in the last few years, and I
find that whereas on the lst- of July, 1879, we
borrowed through our savings banks $9,207,000,
and on the lst of January, 1890, $41,800,000,
being an increase of about $32,000,000, at the
same time the Canadian public were borrowing,
in England chiefly, in precisely the same
ratio. In 1879 they had borrowed $6,602,000,
and on the lst of January, 1888, within a period
two years shorter than the terin for the savings
banks' deposits, they had borrowed $36,502,000.
So that the whole result of the policy of these hon.
gentlemen was that they borrowed from the
people of Canada, and compelled the people of
Canada to borrow abroad at higher rates ; and
that statement does not take into account the
numerous other loans, municipal and private,-
which have constantly been made. Sir, the hon.
gentleman had not one word to say at the same
time of the growth of our trade with thd United
States. According to our Trade and Navigation
Returns, our trade with the United States appears
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to have grown more than our trade with any
other country. In the last year our trade with
the United States appears to have increased from
$91,000,000 to $94,000,000, while our trade with
Great Britain barely increased from $79,000,000 to
$80,000,000, which is proof enough, if proof were
needed, of the enormous importance to the people
of this country of cultivating close and friendly
relations with a nation which in the face of the dis-
advantage of two hostile tariffs takes from us very
nearly one-half of our total exports and imports.
The hon. gentleman estimated his surplus at
$1,867,000. That is a substantial surplus, but I
observe that in obtaining it lie charged to capital
account $163,000 for expenses of North-West
lands, while lie appropriated the entire receipts
from North-West lands to income, and also that
lie charged to capital account about $370,000 for
rolling stock on the Intercolonial Railway ; so that
in my judgment at least $530,O0 ought to be de-
ducted from the bon. gentleman's surplus, leaving a
substantial surplus it is true, but one very consi-
derably less than that which he claims. And, Sir,
while I am on this subject I may call the attention
of the hon. First Minister, who is the party most
chiefly responsible in the first instance, to the fact
that although we have now come within five or six
months of the time when we were to receive
$68,000,000 profit from the sale of the North-
West lands, our expenses for North-West lands,
up to the 30th of June last, amounted to $5,909,462,
and the total receipts credited to us to that date
amounted to $4,205,526 ; so that to-day we have
five or six months left to us to overcome a deficit
of $1,633,936 and to realise the much desired
profit promised by the hon. First Minister of
$68,000,O0 odd, payable on the lst of January,
1891, both days inclusive. Well, Sir, all I will
say is this, that looking at the promises held out
to us when this same National Policy was intro-
duced, and looking also at the performances, the
results with respect to the National Policy corres-
pond very accurately, so far as the majority of the
people of Canada are concerned, to the results of
the hon. gentleman's North-West land policy. But,
Mr. Speaker, there a question of still greater
magnitude which I desire to discuss to-night. We
have now had something like eleven years of the
operation of this saine protective nostrum, and
the time has come for us to see to what position
it has brought us ; and more particularly bas the
tune cone for us to see to what position it has
brought the greatest class in this community. I
need not say, for I have the authority of bon. gentle-
men opposite, and particularly the hon. First Min-
ister, for declaring that the prosperity of Canada
mainly depends on the prosperity of the agricul-
tural class-that our wealth comes chiefly from
that class, and next to them from our miners, our
fishermen, our sailors and our lumbermen ; the
rest are practically to a very great extent
dependents or waiters or servants on those classes.
Of these productive classes, as every one knows,
our agriculturists are by far the chief. If they
prosper, the rest will prosper, and prosper per-
manently; if they do not prosper, I need not tell
the House that the prosperity of all the rest will
depend on a very unstable equilibrium, Now, it
may interest the House to know what, in the
opinion of the hon. First Minister, wae the con-
dition of the farmers of Canada a few years ago.

I find that in 1876, when the subject of the
National Policy was first introduced to the notice
of the people, that hon. gentleman, speaking of
the condition of the agricultural class, made use of
the following rather remarkable words:

''It is not every man who can be or likes to be a farmer,
and the man who is unwillingly made one will be a failure.
There is no life in the world, in my estimation, more
happy and enviable than the farmer's under the circum-
stances in which he is placed in Canada. It is a pleasant,
independent life, bringing domestic happiness and all that
the expression implies, but still all men are not to be
farmers."
A little later on lie went on to say:

" I shall not assert on their part that they come here
informâ pauperi8, or that they are sufferingfrom distress
or pecuiniary difficulty. I am not going to say anything
of the kind; no man could truthfully say that the farmers
cannot live in comfort or happiness under the present
tarif."
That is the tariff to which my name is attached.
Well, if the hon. gentleman had never stated an
exact fact in his life before, lie stated it then.
Sir, it was all true. The condition of the farmers
of Canada was fairly good in 1876, and more than
fairly good, take the whole country throughout.
The land values of the farns was certainly rising.
On the whole, barring accident from unprosperous
seasons, their indebtedness was diminishing ; the
taxation of the country was stationary, the farming
population-and to this I call the attention of the
House-was increasing with reasonable rapidity,
and, as the statistics of the United States clearly
show, emigration from this country, and emigra-
tion on the part of the farmers was lessening.
Moreover, there was reasonable probability then
of retaining our surplus population in our own
country. It is true at that time there was a
serious commercial difficulty, not merely in Ca-
nada but in the United States, in England and in
ahnost the entire civilised world. And it was
equally true, and the right hon. gentleman knew
it wel1, that so far as Canada was concerned our
commercial difficulties arose, to a very considerable
extent, if not altogether, from the state of things in
the United States, which were then going through
a period of unexanpled depression, and that our
commercial difficulties were far less than those
existing in the United States, and that they were
certain to disappear the first moment that a
revival of prosperity took place there. Waiving
this, however, we have had, on the authority of the
First Minister, his own admission of the condition
of the farmers of Canada, and notably of the farmers
of Ontario, at the time when the late Government
was in power. It becomes our duty to examine
the condition of the farmers of Canada to-day.
Anywhere and everywhere that is a most im-
portant task ; here it is supremely so. At all
events so far as our inland Provinces go agri-
culture is, agriculture must be for many a day
our great staple. Sir, I do not at all mean to say
that we may not have a reasonable number of
manufacturing industries in this country, but I do
say that, taking Canada as a whole, circumstances
do not seem to fit us to become a great manufac-
turing country, and most assuredly, if I am to
judge of the progress which the e4ports of manu-
factures have made in the last eleven years, the
policy of hon. gentlemen has been singularly
unfortunate in promoting the exports of manufac-
tures at all events from this country. It becomes
our duty to ascertain what are the best tests of the
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condition of the farmers in any given country, To
me it appears that our first duty is to ascertain
how rapidly the rural population in the Dominion
of Canada is increasing, how much the value of
farm land in Canada is increasing, how far the
indebtedness of the farmers has increased, how
high they are taxed; and, in the last place, how
fast the settlement of unoccupied lands is advanc-
ing. Here I must perforce take the Province of
Ontario as the best illustration I can get of the
actual condition of the farming population. Not
only is it the largest and richest Province, but here
we have got, on the whole, tolerably clear and satis-
factory evidence of what is going forward, more so
at all events than we are as yet able to obtain in
any other Province. I want to call the attention of
the House to the growth of the rural population of
the Province of Ontario within two periods ; one
covering the Administration of Mr. Mackenzie,
and the other covering the Administration of the
hon. gentleman who succeeded him. Sir, it is
noteworthy, and it would be well for those who
represent agricultural constituencies to call the
attention of their voters to it. I find that in the
years from 1872 to 1879 the rural population of
Ontario increased 84,603 souls. I find that from
1879 to 1888 the rural population of Ontario
increased a little less than l,000 souls ; in the
seven years under the Administration of Mr.
Mackenzie chiefly, the rural population of Ontario-
which I submit is a very good test of the prosperity
of the farmers-increased eight times more than it
did in a period of nine years under the Adminis-
tration of the hon. gentleman opposite. And, Sir,
it is well to remember that that increase under the
Mackenzie régime took place against that all but
absolutely stationary condition under his successor,
in spite of the fact that a large amount of new ter-
ritory was thrown open in Ontario, that many
thousands of miles of railway were constructed in
the period from 1879 to 1888, whereby a great
impetus ought to have been given to the growth of
the rural population. Even at the risk of somewhat
wearying my bon. friends, I must call their atten-
tion to a statement which has been furnished to
me, showing how the rural population in fifty con-
stituencies in Ontario bas retrograded during the
last nine years. The figures are as follows.:

RURAL POPULATION, ONTARIO.

1879.
Kent....,...............30.847
Elgin............... ......... 27,772
Norfolk ...................... 25,200
Haldims.nd ............... 18s,544)
Welland ................ 19,19
H uron........................ 51.592
Grey................ ......... 56,263
Bruce.................... 45,176
Middlesex ............ . 50,861
Oxford......................30,106
Perth..... .................. 32,719
Wellington . ............. e,20)3
Lincoln .................15,982
H alton....................... 14,910
Peel........................ 18,973
York........ .......... 46,258
Ontario................... 38,468
Durham ................ .22,632
Northumberla.nd............. 26,686
Prince Edward ............ 15,473
Lennox and ýA&ddinrton.....]8,;w6
Leeds and Grenville.....39,852
Glengarry .............. 18,590
Lanark...................... 21,33
Victoria.................... 22,112

1888.
29,816
26.420
23,879
16.'6w3
17,M65
48,451
54M9
41,789
50,M3
28,881
29,834
35,079
14,311
13,811
18,145
39,866
30,496
22,617
25,967
13,977
18.148

18,113
20,889
20,752

Now, out of eighty-three rural constituencies
Sir RIcHARD CARTWRIGHT.

the Province of Ontario, in fifty the rural popula-
tiot had actually retrograded. Many of the
remainder were absolutly stationary, hardly one,
with the exception of those which were perfectly
new territories, had maintained its natural in-
crease. Will hon. gentlemen opposite dare to
assert, in the face of these figures, that the whole
Province of Ontario is already filled up, that tbere
is no room there for agriculturists or settlers, and
that the state of thngs which exists there is a
natural and wholesome condition of affairs ? I
turn to the Hand Book of this Dominion, which
was laid on the Table last night, and I see there
that the total area of Ontario is 181,000 square
miles, or 115,000,000 acres. Now, I suppose, if I or
anybody on this side had dared to insinuate that
this was not all good land, we would have been
accused of being woefully unpatriotic. Neverthe-
less, I cannot say that I consider the whole of
these 115,000,000 acres perfectly good land, but
I do believe that a very large portion of it is
quite capable of profitable agriculture ; and I
ask : What can be thought about such a state of
things as this ? We have but a little more than
200,000 families engaged in agriculture in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, with its area of 181,000 square
miles, or one square mile to each family ; and we
have an enormous extent, fully equal to that
now occupied, of good land waiting cultiv-
ation ; and yet in nine years the total rural popu-
lation of the great Province of Ontario bas increased
less than 11,000 souls. Why, if I look at the
municipal returns, I find that the total occupied
land in Ontario, in the year 1887, was given at
21,799,000 acres, of which 11,108,000 acres were
returned as cleared. So that of 115,000,000 acres,
which is the nominal area of Ontario, 11,108,000
appear to be cleared ; and yet the population of
that Province, during nine long years of the Ad-
ministration of the right hon. gentleman, has
remained positively stationary. It has gained but
1 per cent. in that period, the natural increase of
population being something like 2j per cent. per
year. lu the meantime, if the hon. the Minister of
Agriculture's statistics are to be relied upon, we
have imported into Canada many hundreds of thon-
sands of immigrants, the greater portion of whom
must clearly, if they have stayed here at all, have
settled in the Province of Ontario. Now, not merely
is it clear from this evidence that the rural popula-
tion of that great Province is perfectly stationary,
but I say that, with such an area as I have describ-
ed unoccupied, a stationary state is a retrogressive
state ; and I ask, is it our misfortune or our fault
that such a state of things has been created that
we cannot keep the natives of our own country
here, but they must leave our shores by the hun-
dred thousands, and that, when we bring out at
great expense hundred of thousands of emigrants,
we cannot keep them either? Iturn to the second
part of my investigation. It is clear, as I have
shown, that there is no increase of the rural
population-but what of the other proofs of pros-
perity, and, more particularly, what of the amount
of indebtedness existing among the farmers of
Ontario? It is quite true-I am not disposed to
dispute the proposition-that in newly settled
countries an increase of indebtedness is not
always a proof that the country has retrograded;
but, in old settled countries, I say there is no
clearer proof that farming has become unpro-
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fitable and that the farmers are hampered in their Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. None of
circumstances, than to find, instead of paying off these mortgages were paid off in the cases to which
their indebtedness, they, are largely increasing it. I refer. The-registrars took great care to say thnt
I have always believed that it was the duty, both they returned none that were paid off. On the
of this Government and of the Local Govern- contrary 1 fear that if a critical analysis had been
ment, to have investigated this matter, to made, it would be found that there was a large
have ascertained and put on record the increase amount of interest in arrear on those mortgages,
or diminution of mortgage indebtedness, especially and the true indebtelness was considerably in
on farms, from year to year ; and I regret much excess of what I had stated. Now, if these samples,
that neither one nor the other of these Govern- which were taken fairly and without prejudice, at
ments has seen fit to do so. As the Governments all represent or are a fair average of the general
would not act, and as I had cause to know that condition of the Province of Ontario, then, in the
this indebtedness was increasing enormously, I largest and richest of our agricultural Provinces
took such means as were fairly open to me to to-day, one-haîf of aIl the farms there would be
ascertain what was the extent of the mortgage mortgaged within two-thirds of their actual selling
indebtedness of the Ontario farmers, and I am value. At this present moment the total assessed
going to submit to this House a brief statement, value of the entire Province of Ontario is Some-
based on actual investigation, which may, perhaps, thing like 429 million dollars, and though that
open the eyes of some people here and more people sum is considerably below the actual value, it
in the country to the condition at which the farm- needs no great degree of calculation to see what a
ers of Ontario have arrived. I caused eleven ridings proportion such a mortgage indebtedness as 1 have
to be selected in various parts of the country, §uch alluded to would involve. That means that a very
as, in my honest judgment, afforded the fairest large proportion of the once prosperous farmers of
samples of its condition. Among those, I selected the Province of Ontario have sunk below the level
certain townships and certain concessions; and I of tenants at will, that they are ii a worse position
have here from the reports of the registry offices of to-day in Canada than if they held their property
those counties a rather remarkable statement, to at a landlord's caprice, because 1 hold that a man
which I call the particular attention of my hon. who is mortgaged to snch an extent is in a more
friends from Ontario, showing the extent of the helpless position, and less likely to extricate
mortgage indebtedness among the farmers of this himself, than even a tenant at will conld be. If
Province. In the first group I found that in one the Goverument of Canada, or any of their suppor
single concession, covering 10,200 acres, the mort- ters, dispute this assertion-and I am merely
gage indebtedness was returned at $139,9S3 ; in givmg it as the resuits at which I have arrived
a second constituency in a concession of 5,600 acres after considerable care and after taking ah pre-
the mortgage indebtedness was returnedat $146,- cautions which could be taken-it is easy for the
271. Ii another group in a concession containing Government, by devoting a few thousands to the
6,400 acres, the mortgage indebtedness was $93,906, task, to obtain from the registrars of the Province
and in another concession in the saine group of 4,600 of Ontario a perfect answer, either in confirmation
acres, the mortgage indebtedness was $57,288 ; in or refutation of the statement which 1 now make
the fifth case, in a concession of 4,220 acres, there in my place in Parliament. I may tell the hon.
was a mortgage indebtedness of $55,850; and in gentleman from Grey (Mr. Sproule) who interrupt-
the sixth case in a concession of 6,800 acres, there ed me just now, that in the cases where I nyself
was a debt of $84,300. In the fourth group in a examined the records of registry offices, there was
concession of 5,600 acres, there was an indebtedness no one fact which was more painfun, no fact which
of $59,062, and in the second case, in a concession was more apparent than this, that within the last
of 4,600 acres, there was an indebtedness of $79,900; few years mortgages had increased in an almost
in the fifth group, in a concession of 5,600 acres, preternatural rapidity, both in number and in
the indebtedness amounted to $92,441 ; and on one amount. Now, Sir, simnltaneonsly with this,
ýof 7,200 acres, it aniounted to $150,36 1. In no case there lias ensued in Ontario an enormons deprecia-
were any village properties included, in no case tion in the value of farm land. Here I am prepared
were any farms of less than 50 acres put down. to admit that there is room for considerable differ-
Now, I would like to, cal the attention of the ence of opinion, but as to the main fact that there
coIntry to what that means. If these assessments has been a great depreciation, there is no possbi-
fairly represent the indebtedness of the respective lity of doubt. I oill e prepared to hear very
counties in which they are made, and if those coun- different opinions advanced. A I can Say is this :
lies are, as I have every reason to believe, a fair I have had occasion, in the discharge of my poli-
sample of the condition of the varions rural con- tical duties, to visit nearly every county in Ontario
stituencies throughout Ontario, then yTou are co- repeatedly for some years, and wherever I have
fronted with this alarming state of fact, that in gone I made it a. point, knowing that it
the greater number, probably, of the older settled was a question on the answer to which a
townships of the Province of Ontario, the average great deal depended, to make careful enquiry as
indebtedness o a ownship, according to its size, to the extent of the depreciation that had
will range from $500,000 up to one million dollarst; occurred. I took precautions wherever I could,
that the average indebtedness of each constituency, not to get inere guesses, but to obtain the records
according to its size, wim range to two or three of actual sales ade in the different localities. I
millions; and that the total morvgage indebtedness know well that the estimoate which have been put
of the Province of Ontarvo is probably well over forward, particularly by Mr. Blue, may differ in
200 million, if it does not attain to 300 million one or two respects, m ay differ perhaps to a con-
dollars. siderable extent, from the results at which I have

Mr. SPROULE. Ilow muclp of these mortgages arrived ; but in making these estimates I wish the
are paid off Hluse to uderstand that I am speaking of the
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actual selling »value ; whereas the estimates
brought forward by that gentleman, no doubt
perfectly correct, so far as his information went,
were based on the estimates furnished him by
parties who owned lands, and who were not unna-
turally interested in keeping up the price as high
as they reasonably could, or who, at any rate, were
naturally most reluctant to admit that the value
of their lands had materially fallen. Some time
ago I had occasion to consult a gentleman of very
large experience as to the extent of this depre-
ciation. I do not know a better authority in
Ontario, and this is what that gentleman wrote to
me with reference to the mode in which the value
of farm properties is arrived at:

"No doubt you will have the report of the Ontario
Bureau of Industries thrown in your face, in contradic-
tion of the statement as to depreciation in value of farm
land, and while I am free to admit that they are computed
honestly, probably from the best data obtainable, still as
to the value of the farm lands, they are terribly mislead-
ing. The number of acres sown in wheat, oats, barley
&c., price of cleared and wild per acre, &c., are probably
returned complete, and from the average of this return
the tables are computed. A farmer can ,ell exactly how
many horses, cattie and sheep he has, also how many
acres he bas in wheat, oats or barley, but if he gives the
price of his land, he invariably puts it down at the highest
price be has ever been offered, or bases bis figures on
some price generally that has been paid in his neighbor-
hood, adding for improvements he bas made in the mean-
time at cost, hence the misleading character of that por-
tion of the statistics. I have gone over these sheets care-
fully in townships where I knew the parties and the
farins well, and found that it was generally the best, most
independent and enterprising farmer who made returns,
and while they gave the other statistics correctly, they
invariably placed their land at a great deal more than it
is worth, and we find the same thing occurs in applica-
tions for loans."
Now, I am very sorry to say that in a great
number of cases it is patent to all who have had
experience, that were you to place any consider-
able number of farms in the market at the present
time, it would be quite impossible to obtain pur-
chasers for them at almost any price. Sir, cases,
and many cases, have been named to me, and
details given, where expensive farm buildings had
been erected and improvements made, when it
was impossible to obtain for the whole farm more
than the cost of the farm buildings and the fen-
cing. Now, this need not surprise anybody who
will fairly consider the situation, because it is
perfectly well known to every practical agricul-
turist, that within the last few years there has
been an enormous reduction in the price of all
farm produce of every kind and description what-
ever. The actual margin of profit has almost enti-
rely disappeared. It stands to reason, therefore,
that the value of land must fall, and the onus
would rather be on those who maintain that, under
such circumstances, land could preserve the value
it had a few years ago. But here again, I say
to hon. gentlemen opposite, if you dispute my
statements, if you deny the conclusions I have
arrived at, it rests with yourselves to have this
matter properly tested and examined into. Go
to those impartial parties who are likely to
know what the resu t has been. Consult your
registrars, consult your sheriffs, consult your
county judges, consult your assessors, and I
believe that, without exception, they will bear
me out in saying that there has been an enor-
mous depreciation in the value of farm lands,
in the Province of Ontario at any *rate, and
that I am well within the mark when I say that,
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within the last nine or ten years, the average re-
duction in value of farms in Ontario is not less-I
am sorry to say, is probably more on the average
-than $10 an acre. If you choose to multiply
the amount of farm lands in Ontario by lO
an acre you will arrive at something like an
approximate estimate of the total depreciation in
the value of farm property in that Province. For
other Provinces I will not pretend to speak. Hon.
gentlemen are here present who are better qualified
than I am to say how things have turned out in
their part of the country. And, lest I should be
accused by any of those hon. gentlemen of ventur-
ing to speak without authority for the farmers of
Ontario, I would like to call your attention and
that of the House to certain resolutions which were
recently adopted at a meeting of the Ontario Central
Farmers' Institute, where delegates from fifty consti-
tuencies, I am told, were present. These gentle-
men, with four dissentient votes out of about 120,
passed the following resolutions, which, probably,
the Finance Minister has never heard of, because,
if he had, he would not have ventured on the
assertions lie has made to-day:

" The Central Farmers' Institute of Ontario do mem-
orialise the Dominion Government that -

" Whereas, we consider the present high tarif is very
injurious to the agricultural interests, making what we
buy proportionately dearer than the products we sell;
and,

" Whereas, the present high tarif has given rise to the
combine system, by which competition is to a great
extent prevented ; and,

" Whereas, the agricultural interest is suffering under
serious depression and unable to bear the strain occasion-
ed by the tarif and the combine system aforesaid, and, as
the agricultural interests represent the large maiority of
the population ; that.

" Therefore, this, the Central Institute. do respectfully
ask the Government to reduce the tarif on articles of
prime necessity to the farmer, such as iron, steel, coal,
cottons, woollens, rubbers, sugars, corn and salt, to such
an extent as te relieve the agriculturist of the uneaual
burden under which he is now laboring."
And to-night we had the response of the First
Minister and his colleague to their address, to their
reasonable and modest request that a portion of
the great surplus, at the disposal of the Govern-
ment, should be used for the relief of the farmers
of Canada, by the declaration that there should be
greater duties on iron, and there should be greater
duties on paints, which are largely used by agri-
culturists, that there should be greater duties on
woollens, and that, these duties should be so
arranged, by virtue of the imposition of large
specific duties, that they should press with special
severity on the poorest class of the community,
who necessarily consume the clss of goods on which
a specific duty works the greatest injustice.

Mr. SPROULE. Such as paints for rail fences.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If my ion.

friend would speak louder I would attend to him,
but I cannot always hear what he says. I do not
desire to pass him by. It las been argued on the
floor of this House, and it has been argued by the
press, subsidised and other, in favor of hon. gentle-
men, that precisely the same state of things existe
in the United States. It is true. Precisely the
same state of things does exist in the United
States, only rather worse than here, because they
have had a protective system rather longer.

Mr. BOWELL. That is what you want to join.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No; I do not

want to join them.
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Mr. BOWELL. Commercially, I mean.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I say that
commercially such a propsition as I have advo-
cated here means in the largest sense free trade
for Canada, and, therefore, I have advocated it. I
do not desire it to be supposed for a moment that
I regard the mischievous and mistaken policy of
the Government as the sole cause of the disastrous
consequences which I deplore. There are several
causes. Some of these causes are beyond our con-
trol and beyond the control of the Government,
and my charge against hon. gentlemen is rather
that they falsely pretended that they were able to
avert these disasters than that they caused them.
But some of these were of their own making. One
very important factor, at all events, they are
directly responsible for, and that is the outrageous
taxation which they have levied upon the people
of Canada, and which falls worst and heaviest upon
the agriculturists of Canada. Not only is that
taxation enormous, but there is this further fea-
ture that the real taxation is vastly in excess
of the nominal taxation. There is another thing
which you are bound to consider, and that is the
cumulative effects of this taxation extending over a
number of years. What was our nominal taxation
during the last decade* which ended on the 30th
June, 1889 ? In that decade, commencing with 1879
and ending with 1889, the nominal taxes paid by
the people of Canada aggregated, all told, $262,-
812,578. That was the nominal taxation paid into
the Treasury. The real taxation, in my opinion,
was at least half as much greater. The Minister
declared before recess that he thought we could
get along with thirty-six millions and a half of
annual expenses on Consolidated Fund. Surely we
ought to get along with that amount with a popu-
lation of five millions or less, when we remember
that the United States, in the most truly pros-
perous period of their history, when they had a
population of twenty millions of souls, expended
for all federal purposes put together a little less
than twenty-three million dollars. In 1845, if
the hon. gentleman chooses to look, he will
see that the United States, with twenty millions
of people, expended a little less than twenty-three
millions of dollars for the same services which he
thinks he can manage to get along with for thirty-
six and a half millions, or, deducting the four
million dollars paid to the Provinces, let us say
thirty-two and a half millions. It only costs this
frugal and economical government of Canada 50
per cent. more to administer the government of five
millions of people than it cost the United States to
administer the federal government of twenty mil-
lions of people. I have said tijat I cannot estimate,
for it would be almost impossible to estimate, the
full extent of the real taxation. I believe it cannot
be much less than 50 per cent. more than the nomi-
nal taxation, and it may be a great deal more. How-
ever, take the nominal taxation by itself and what
does it mean? We are taxed $30,000,000a year. The
average wages throughout the Dominion of Canada,
not merely of the agricultural laborer but of the
ordinary artisan, rarely exceed on an average $300
per man in each family per year, so that at the
present moment we are administering our affairs so
economically that we require to raise $30,000,000 ;
-enough to maintain 100,000 families or 500,000
individuals in reasonable comfort without their

doing one stroke of work. Sir, if we were to
make a further calculation we would find that at
least thirty days' wages, on an average, of every
workingman in Canada were acquired to defray
the expenses of our Federal Government. If we
look at the proportion of taxes which Ontario
pays and if we were to assume, as I think we
might fairly assume from various indications,
that it pays about three-fifths of all the taxes of
the Dominion, we would find that ten years of the
taxes of Ontario would represent two-fifths of the
value of every farm in Ontario from one end
to the other. Now, Sir, the result is, as every
hon. gentlemen who has studied this question
knows,and as I think the First Minister himself ad-
mited time and again, the burthen falls on the land.
It may be shifted from hand to hand for a time,
but in the last result the burthen falls on the land
and if my calculation be correct, if the mortgage
indebtedness of Ontario reaches between two and
three hundred millions on the farms of Ontario, it
is something more than a coincidence that ten years
of the real taxation would about equal the amount
of that mortgage indebtedness. But the point to
which I specially call the attention of the House,
and of the country too is this : these hon. gentlemen
opposite contend and with some show of reason,that
a good deal of the depression of the value in land
and a good deal of the distress of the Dominion, and
notably of Ontario, is due to world-wide causes
which they cannot control. Sir, in part that
may be true ; but what shall we say to the states-
men who, knowing that a combination of causes
exist which have depressed the agriculturist and
reduced the value of his property, selected that
time to increase the oppressive burthens upon him ?
If ever there was a time when the agriculturist
should have been favored, and when his burthens
should have been lessened, it was during these
last ten years-the precise period these gentle-
nien chose to load them down with burthens.
Now, Mr. Speaker, there are certain facts which
are beyond all possibility of dispute. In the first
place, no human being who has taken the trouble
toexaminestatistics, orwhohastravelled in the rural
parts of Ontario extensively, can, I think, deny the
fact that throughout the greater number of consti-
tuencies in Ontario the rural population is almost
absolutely at a standstill, that if it is not absolutely
retrograde it is stationary, and that in spite of
many influences which ought to have added largely
to our available area of territory and to our popu-
lation. Nor can any man with a map of Ontario,
before him, and in view of the facts I have stated,
deny the other fact to which I call attention,
namely, that in Ontario to-day there are vast quan-
tities of agricultural land wholly unoccupied, and,
therefore, there is no pretence for saying that the
rural population is stationary, because there is no
more land left for them to occupy. Nor, Sir, can
any one who knows the condition of our farmers
dispute my third proposition, that the mortgage
debt in the Province of Ontario, and particularly
on the farming population, has reached most
alarming proportions. Of the grave depres-
sion in land I speak with positive knowledge
in many localities. I speak after having taken
every means available to ascertain the actual
facts, and if the Government dispute my asser-
tions on either of these points, it is possible
for them, by' devoting a small sum to the
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purpose of obtaining information as to the the rural population barely amounts to something
mortgage indebtedness from the various re- like one farily to three square miles or 2,000 acres
gistry offices, and of obtaining perfect confirma- of land as the resuit of the Government's policy
tion or refutation of what I say. They can also of colonisation and civilisation in that country
obtain information as to the depression of lands where we have spent so much. 1 Say it is a good
from the proper source. As to the excess of taxa- time to examine these observations of mine,
tion, it is unnecessary to speak further, but there Within one year we are about to have a census
can be no doubt that so far as we have gone, taken and 1 suppose we shall have the general
nothing has been more apparent than the total elections within two years. Now, it is easy to
failure of our efforts, by our so-called National verify the facts which I present as to the popula-
Policy, to keep the natives of Ontario at home, or tion; provided the census is properly taken,
to induce any considerable number of the immi- and provided there are no de jure frauds to
grants whon we import at great cost to this vitiate the returns. 1 have no doubt what the
country, to remain with us. To what does all this results will be found to be as to the mortgage
point ? I say that it all points to the permanent indehtedness and the depreciation of land. If
impoverishment, and to the permanent degrada- there be any honest desire to get at the facts,
tion of the chief class in the Province of Ontario. an insignificant expenditure cor-pared with the
It points to the failure of the experiment sums daily and hourly lavished by this Govern-
in all material particulars of which the hon. ment for perfectly useless purposes, would obtain
gentleman spoke so boastfully this afternoon. facts of the greatest possible value in estimating
It also points to a grave and important the real condition of the people of Canada. As to
-displacement of wealth. I do not believe that the other points, they admit of no dispute. I have
these gentlemen have by their policy added one quoted already the resolutions passed by the
penny piece to the collective wealth of this Central Farmers' Institute of Ontario; I have
country ; but I do believe and I know, that they quoted the remarkable eviJence given by the hon.
have to an enormous extent contributed to the First Minister hirraself as to the prosperous con-
displacement of wealth throughout this country, dition of the Ontario farmers durong the in-
and that from first to last their policy hnas been cumbency in office of my hon. friend Mr. lac-
to create 500 millionaires and to impoverish kenzie. I aght go on to multiply these quota-

w500,000 farmers. That may be wise on their part, tiens, and show fron extracts frorn papers sup-
for we know, too, that it pays the Government to portîng the hon. gentleman, that I have in no way
,create millionaires on whom they caW draw for exaggerated the statements I have made; but 
another ten thousand, or it ay be a h tndred will have some ad ercy on the hlouse, considering
thousand or two, when their coffers are empty. the latene s of the hour at which it separated this
And very few, indeed, of the manufacturers that moring. But, inasuich as the matter was alluded
the First Minister comes in contact with get to before by an hon. member of this flouse, I will
loose without subscribing more or less freely to just cal attention te a statement which was
is election fund, as he well knows. The truth brought toe my notice a little while ago, made by a

is, that the hon, gentleman has done his best paper which I understand is very friendly to hon.
t create what 1 take to be the bases formr of all gentlemen opposite, and which rejoices in the tite
oligarchies-to create a plutocracy ti which the of the Richmond Guardin. Speaking of a certain
people are to be enslaved. The hon. gentleman state ent made by an hon. member in this fouse,
may have been succesaful in pronioting the growth it proceeds as fowlowsi
of two or three cities in which a disproportionate "Outside of the born-with-a-silver-spoon-in-the-mouth
amout of mthe wealth and of population of the Do- fraternity every son of Adam, at least in this part of the
minion is sunk, but so far as the people at large are the world, knows that business is very depressed that
concerned, the facts I have submitted leave no farming profits are at the lowest ebb, and that the

bauks are carrying haf their eustomers. We caunotdoubt in the minds of intelligent and honest men, se what good object e served by keeping up thie
that they have been tricked and plundered and delusion about the prosperous condition of the country.

betryed.It rmain tû e sen whther ha in No country can be said to be prosperous when the classes

betrntral Farmers'iInstitutesofnOntarior; Iahave

whoelabor creates the wealth are living from had tobeen tricked, and plundered, and betrayed, they mouth and it is of no use dening the fact that this is the
bave been s far enslaved that they are not able to condition hasst now of the producing clas. *
strike for their liberties when the time comes. Vie depreseion is from the very bottom, aud is felt up-

S te m inae a o o hwards in every avenue of ndustrial and peculative life;,0as it muet b wheu the tillers of the so are unable tote tell us that ie could see no reason for doubting 'ra ake the two ends meet.'
that Canada was in as prosperous a condition as any These are not my statements ; these are the state-
country could be; while, had he looked abroad, he ments of one of the neighbors of my hon. friend
would have learned that I spoke the literal truth from Stanstead (Mr. Colby), and I dare Say that
when I said that in the greatest and richest Pro- he could produce some valuable corroborative
vince of Canada at any rate, if not in the others, evidence. Meantime, in order that the countryone-half of our farers were sinking rapidly belo may have an opportunity of judging between us,
the condition of tenants at will, and when he knows I desire, before these resolutions are finally read,
that one-fourth if ot one-third of the whole t submit my views and the views of y hon.
adult male population of Canada have had te seek friend in this fouse as te the real position in
homes i the Unted States, and in larger pror- which the people of Canada stand to-day; and
tieons by far since the on. gentlemen retuarni with that purpose I move in amendient:
power than at any time before. When he knows
that not only in Ontario have we been unable te That alI the words after the word "ThatI be struck
cear more than 11,000,000 out of 115,000,f00acres out, amd the following iuserted instead thereof:-
of land, but that in Manitoba ater spending trea- The total ordinary expenditure of Canada

charh eable to the Consolidated Ftnd in theure like water, as e tru y said, for twenty years, fiscal year 1878 was...................2,59,301
Sir RIChn.ARi CATiRIGHT.
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" That the total taxation collected in the same
year was........................................ 17,841,938

" Thatthe total ordinary admitted expendi-
ture in the year 1889 was....... ........... 36,917,834

" That the total taxation collected in the sane
year was.................,...................... 30,613,522

" That over and above the amount of the taxes actually
paid into the Treasury -n -immense additional sum is
annually taken out ofthe pockets of the people and is
paid over to certain private individuals and corporations
under pretence of protecting and. encouraging certain
special industries.

"That in the decade terminating on the lst day of July,
1889, the sum of $262,812,878 bas been raised in the way of
taxes actually paid into the Treasury, independently of
an immense additional amount extracted from the people
for the aforesaid purposes.

" That the said taxation is enormous and oppressive in its
incidence, and that it is so imposed as to diminish the
value of lands used for agricultural purposes and to in-
crease the indebtedness of the agricultural class in
especial.

'That in fact the values of farn lands have greatly
diminished and the amount of mortgages thereon have
been much increased throughout a very large portion of
this Dominion since 1879.

" That the additional taxation whieh it is now sought to
impose will still further increase the burthens of the peo-
ple and is likely still further to aggravate the distress un-

appily existing among a large portion of the farming
population of this Dominion, and that under such cir-
cumstances it is the bounden duty of this House, instead
of adding to the existing oppressive taxation, to apply
itself to the reduction of the burdens now impeding the
progress and prosperity of the principal producing classes
of the Dominion, and f or this purpose to abolish or reduce
the taxes now imposed on articles of prime necessity to
farmers, miners, fishermen and other producers."

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Rumor has it
that the hon. member for South Oxford was in
Washington at the time the McKinley Tariff was
proposed, and I should like to give the hon. gen-
tleman an opportunity to state to the House
whether or not that rumor is true ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know
nothing whatever about the McKinley Tariff. I
never was consulted about it, or had a word to say
about it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not the
question.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have an-
swered the question. I know nothing whatever
about it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Who was there9
Mr. COLBY. The louse is fatigued, and I am

fatigued, and if the task, which I now propose to
undertake, was a very heavy one I should cer-
tainly not undertake it at this hour. I have listen-
ed with a good deal of attention to the remarks
of the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat.
That hon. gentleman is always listened to with
attention, whether he makes a Budget speech or
whether he criticises a Budget speech. His long ex-
perience, his experience as Minister of Finance, his
special course of study, qualify him perhaps better
than almost any member of this House to discuss
these fiscal questions with great ability, with great
ingenuity and with very considera ble effect. I
have listened to him many times, but I have never
listened to him--the hon. gentleman must excuse
me for saying it--when he seemed to have accom-
plished so little as he has done in his criticism to-
night. The Finance Minister proposed changes in
the tariff. For some reason or other the hon. gentle-
man in the course of his speech made hardly a refer-
ence to those tariff changes. That bon. gentleman
approved of the Finance Minister's calculations of
revenue and expenditure and his estimates for the

coming year, and the criticism he addressed to the
very able, direct and unadorned speech of the
Minister of Finance, was not, by any means, a.
searching one. The whole effort which the hon.
gentleman seems to have made was to impress the
House with the idea that the farmers in the Pro-
vince of Ontario are in great distress. The hon.
gentleman entered into that feature of his state-
nient with very great care, and I might almost say
with apparent satisfaction ; but I do not under-
stand the hon. gentleman to propose any particular-
remedy for that distress. I am not uncandid
enough to say to this House that I believe the con-
dition of agriculture anywhere on this continent of
America is in a prosperous condition to-day. I do
not think that agriculture in the civilised world
is in a prosperous condition to-day. There are
causes beyond the control of any Government,
beyond the control of any fiscal policy, which go a,
long way to determine the prosperity or the failure
of the agricultural class in any and in all countries.
Happily for humanity we have been for many years
at peace ; peace lias prevailed in the world for a
considerable number of years. We have been free
from the destruction and devastation of war. There
has been no extraordinary waste or consumption
of agricultural products or of the energies which are
devoted to the creation of agricultural products.
There have been for a series of years fairly good
harvests, and in many sections of the world most
abundant harvests. I think, so far as the produc-
tions of the soil are concerned, we have hardly t
record of a more uniform abundance than has pre-
vailed over the civilised world for a few years past.
New agricultural fields are being developed in
various parts of the world, the products of which
come into competition with those of the older
sections. These causes, apart from any fiscal
policy whatever, have occasioned a depression
among the agricultural class the world over. But
I venture to say that the hon. gentleman may
examine the condition of the agricultural class in
any State of the United States, in any part of the
Continent of America, or in any other country with
which we are familiar, and lie cannot find a record
of so much prosperity and so little suffering as
there is in the Province of Ontario to-day. The
lion. gentleman blames the Government for not
obtaining statistics, and yet when Governments do.
obtain statisties lie, with his superior knowledge,
attempts to explain them away. He is not content
with the information obtained by Mr. Blue, statis-
tician of the Province in which lie lives, and
appointed by the Government towards which he is
well affected ; lie is not content with the repre-
sentations made by Mr. Blue with respect.
to the agricultural condition of the country,
but lie goes back on Mr. Blue entirely; lie makes
private and individual and personal enquiries of
his own, and gives this House the result of his
own private information, gathered in certain
selected counties, and on a basis which is peculiar-
to himself, and intended, if possible, to illustrate
his views. I shall expect that intelligent members
from Ontario will point out the fallacy, the abso-
lute impossibility of the correctness of the figures
with respect to mortgages which the hon. gentle-
man has made on his own private investigation.
The hon. gentleman's statement shows that fully
one-half of the Province of Ontario is mortgaged
for more than it is worth, a condition of affairs
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which certainly does not exist; and when the
statement goes forth that the hon. gentleman bas
presented this as the condition of affairs, it will go
very far among intelligent men to weaken his high
authority among them. Speaking of the Province
of Ontario, I do not know of any better test
of the condition of farmers than the test of farm
values, and I will quote froin Mr. Blue, the
statistician, the high authority in that Province.
I differ entirely from what the hon. gentleman
said just now with respect to the returns of
farm values. The hon. gentleman stated that
farmers are apt to return their farnis and crops
as being more valuable than was actually the
fact. That has not been my experience, and I do
not think it has been the experience of the census
takers. If enquiries are made with respect to the
values of the farms and crops, it always occurs to
the mind of the farmer that this means taxation,
and that it will not do for him to overstate the
value. However that may be, Mr. Blue's figures
are based on a series of years, and of tests taken in
precisely the same way ; consequently, if they are
exaggerated in one case they are exaggerated in
another. I challenge the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), I challenge any
hon. member in this House, and I challenge the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
who is not in his seat just now, but who professes
to have more familiarity, and probably has more
familiarity, with the condition of affairs of certain
States in the United States than any other hon.
member, to bring me a parallel in any State
in the United States, the most favorable of all
the States, where farm values have retained
their steadiness as they have in Ontario. Mr.
Blue takes a period of seven years, from 1882
to 1888, inclusive, and he shows that while the
average value for those years was $637,732,000,
the value for the last year, 1888, was $640,000,000,
proving that there bas been, from year to year
during those seven years, a steady increase in farm
values, and that the last year of which he gives
evidence it gives a higher value than the previous
years, gr than the average of the seven years.
And the sanie thing is true with regard to farm
buildings. The average of the seven years is
$172,000,000, and the estimate for last year, 1888,
is $188,000,000. The same is true of farm imple-
ments, the average of the seven years bemng
$46,000,000, whereas the value last year was
$49,000,000. The same is true of live stock, the
average value of the seven years being $99,-
000,000, and the estimated value of last year being
$102,000,000. The same statement holds goo
with regard to the total value of farm property,
the average for the seven years being $956,882,048,
and last year's value being $981,368,094. Now, I
throw down this gauntlet decidedly and clearly.
Let any gentleman in this House or country-for I
provoke a challenge, not only on the floor of this
louse to be taken up by members of this House,

but by any body who may hear or read my re-
marks-point to me a single State of the Union
which can show such a uniform, steady and gradual
increase of farmi values during the last seven or
eight years as is shown by this much maligned
Province of Ontario. I have in my hand a com-
parative statement of the values of certain farm
producta in Ontario and the United States which
Iade myself, and for the correctness of which

Mr. CoLBv.

I can vouch. It is taken from Mr. Blue's figures
on the one side and from the official statistics
of the United States on the other aide, show-
ing the average values of cereals per acre in
the respective countries during the past seven
years. I find that in the United States the aver-
age value per acre of wheat was $9.44, while in the
Province of Ontario, this poor, distressed Province
-what were his words ? " murmurs of distress ; "
" extreme distress in Ontario ;" " a great amount of
distress "-in this exceedingly distressed Province
-I am quoting the hon. gentleman's words-the
value per acre was $15.78 as against $9.44 in the
United States. I find that in the article of corn,
in the United States, the value per acre was $9.32,
while in Ontario, according to Mr. Blue-I do not
know what private sources of information my hon.
friend may have-but according to the provincial
statistician the value was $18.90 per acre as against
$9.32 in the United States. In the article of barley,
the value in the United States was $12.67 per acre
as against $14.98 per acre in Ontario. In oats, the
value in the United States is $8.08 as compared
with $12.88 in Ontario. In rye the value is $7.15 in
the United States, as against $9.97 in Ontario. In
buckwheat the value is $7.95 in the United States,
as against $8.77 in poor distressed Ontario. These
figures are taken from the "Statistical Abstract of
the United States, 1888," and from the " Annual
Report of the Bureau of Industries for the Pro-
vince of Ontario, 1888." I find in a recent article
in the Canadian Journal of Commerce a similar
comparison with some of the very best agri-
cultural States. I came upon this article after
I had made my own calculations. It is as
follows :-

" The average value of farm products in Ontario bas
been compared with those of the chief agricultural
States of the Union by an Ottawa official statistician,
greatly to the advantage of Ontario. The returns for the
six years, 1882-87, published by the Department of Agri-
culture at Washin gton, are compared with those issued
by the Bureau of Industries at Toronto, and the question
to be solved was what have ten acres in each of the eight
chief crops of wleat, barley, oats, corn, rye, buckwheat,
potatoes and hay, yielded in money value? The answer
is, in Ontario, $8,640; in New York, $7,474; in Ohio, $6,457;
and so on tili we get to Iowa,with a return of $4,958. The
average production of wheat in Ontario was two bushels

.pn acre more than in Michigan, three bushels more than
in New York and Kansas, five bushels more than in Ill-
mois and Wisconsin, and six bushels more than in Mis-
souri. The Ontario farmer with eighty acres in the above
crops, would, at the end of the six years, have received
more than the farmer in New York by $1,166; in Ohio by
$2,183; in Michigan by $2,200; in Illinois by $2,798 in
ndiana by $2,861; in Kansas by $3 215: in Missouri by

$3 , andin Iowa by $3,682. These fgures do not inelude
18e.89, when Ontario did not make such a good showing,
owing to drought and other causes. The returns we have
given, however, are most gratifying and should tend to in-
spire confidence in the farming community."

Now, I refer the hon. member for South Oxford to
that comparison, drawn between this poor,
wretched, distressed, murmuring Province of
Ontario, and the cream, the pick of the States of
the Union, according to the evidence given to us-
not by politicians, not by men speaking on the
stump, not by men talking in Congress, not by
men writing in free trade or protectionist news-
papers-but by the officers of the respective Gov-
ernments, under the responsibility of their offices,
and, unless we know differently we muet accept
them, and that is the condition of poor, distressed,
murmuring, wretched Ontario.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And yet

they do leave by tens and hundreds of thousands
for the United States.

Mr. COLBY. Yes, some do go to the United
States. I did not intend to touch upon that
point, but now I will-a little later on. The
hon. gentleman was speaking of the sad case
of the farmer in Ontario. Now, Sir, I am go-
ing to speak to you for a few moments of the
condition of farmers in the United States, and
I do not do so with any degree of satisfaction, but
with a very great deal of regret. I am sorry that
their condition is such, but it is an incontrovertible
fact that all the older States-the northern and
eastern of the United States-are in a condition as
much worse than the hon. member pictures Ontario
to be, and lie pictures it worse than it really
is, as one can fairly imagine. I would take,
for instance, that good old State of Vermont.
Some people may say : Oh, well, Vermont is not a
good agricultural State ; but I say, with a full
knowledge of the State of Vermont-for I know it
from one end to the other-that it compares favor-
ably with the farming districts of the Dominion
throughout, and I think I might almost say with
some favored districts of Ontario. The hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) need not shake his
head. I know it, almost every inch of it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) You do not know every
inch of Ontario.

Mr. COLBY. I do not know every inch of
Ontario, but the person who tells you that the
beautiful valley of the Champlain is not one of the
finest valleys in ail the north-my hon. friend from
Ottawa (Mr. Wright) knows it, because I think he
is faniliar with that locality-tells you what is not
correct. When a person tells you, Sir, that the
valley of the Connecticut River, which is one of the
most beautiful on the continent, comparing almost
with that of the Shenandoah, one of the richest
alluvial valleys, is not a fine agricultural section,
he tells you what lie knows nothing about. If
lie tells you of those beautiful pastures, those
hill-side pastures in Vermont, which are unsur-
passed in any part of this continent for dairy
purposes, for pure water, for sweet and luxuriant
feed, if he says we have better pastures n
Canada than those for dairy purposes, I tell him
lie does not know Vermont as well as I do. Yet
what is the condition of agriculture in that State?
I will give the hon. gentleman an object lesson.
No later than the lst of January, 1890, the com-
missioner of agricultural and manufacturing inter-
ests in the State of Vermont, under instructions
from the State, published this circular, and this
map, and this invitation:

" Showing the location of towns inwhich are unoccu ied
farins and lands occupied, which can be bought at about
the samne price as those occupied. Good farms with fair
buildings and naple sugar orchards, can be purchased at
froin $3 to $5 per acre, others with better buildings and
near railway or village, can be bought for from $5 to $10
per acre. None of these lands are far froin a ready mar-

t nd all are adapted to dairy purposes. Payments
ne easy. Farm labor is in great demand at good wages.

In many sections those desiring eau procure work through
the winter on wood and lumber jobs."
Now, where are those lands? In what part of the
State ? I ask hon. members opposite to look at the
proportion of that map which is marked red, and
there you see the proprtion, in the Connecticut
Valley, in sone of the best counties and towns in

Vermont, of lands that are to be sold from $3 and
$5 an acre, and many of them unoccupied. That is
the record put out by the Commissioner of that
State, and it includes sixty townships in ten out of
the fifteen counties which constitute the State.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is the advantage
of protection to agriculturista.

Mr. COLBY. Very well, the advantage of that
system you wish to unite with. My hon. friend
wishes to pool the farmers of Ontario with the
farmers of the United States. I tell him that the
farmers of Ontario are better off to-day. They do
not want to go into partnership with the farmers of
Vermont; they do not want to come under any of
those conditions which have brought Vermont to
the situation m which she flinds herself to-day. It
is very easy for the lion. gentleman to sneer, to sit
there and show a great glee, as if he had superior
knowledge to that of every other person, to look
pompously down upon the opinions of other people,
but I tell the hon. gentleman that if the farmers in
Ontario and i the Dominion of Canada are in a
better condition than the farmers in Vermont and
m New York-and statistics show that they are-
it is because we have protected our farmers ; I de-
clare that boldly, it is because we have given pro-
tection to our farners in our markets, so that the
products of the farmer may be sold at fair prices
in the local market. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have the most singular faculty of misapprehend-
ing facts. It is only after an election, when
they have been shown the true feeling of the country
that they have any realisation of them, and that
awakening only lasts for six or twelve rnonths ;
but the old fatuity comes back, the old self-conceit
comes back again, they know more than anybody
else, and they go again to their destruction, as they
are going now. Sir, pork in my county, pork i
the County of Missisquoi, in the County of Brome,
and throughout the Eastern Townships, has been
reduced in price more than a cent a pound, by pork
coming in from St. Albans, and other places in the
State of Vermont, paying one cent a pound duty
and reducing the value of pork in our market. That
being the case, if we are not inundated and over-
whelmed by the products of the United States com-
ing into competition with the products of our far-
mers, we owe it largely to the protective tariff,
and to it is due, in a very large degree, the superior
condition of the farmers in Canada to that of the
farmers of the United States. Even now, does the
hon, gentleman suppose that we for one moment
could compete on even terms in the markets that
are common to Canada and the United States, if we
were one country ? Can we produce corn as cheaply
as they can ? Can we produce the equivalent of
corn as cheaply as tliey can ? I say we cannot. Our
barley is the nearest equivalent to their corn for
feeding purposes. The unrestricted admission of
their corn would lower the price of our barley.
That would be the effect also upon ail the coarse

grains which the farmers do produce, and will pro-
duce, notwithstanding the high scientific farming
that is coming by-an -bye. The average price of
corn in Chicago for seven or eight years past, has
been 40 cents per bushel, while that of Canadian
barley for the same period has been about 57 cents
per bushel. The effect of an intimate relation with
the United States, of being upon even terms with
them, would be to bring down the prices of our
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own coarse grains to the corn standard,' and not been in the market at that prioe with no takers. In other
only the coarse grains, but also the products of words, this shows a shriakage of one-haif in price in @lxyears, and is a fair showing of the decrease of the valuesanimals that are fed upon coarse grains. Our ofland with us. Prices of farn produce are quoted by
prices would be brought down to the corn standard the Departnent of Agriculture as lower ths. ever before
of the United States as against the barley standard known."
of Canada, if we were brought down to a level with Then we have an officiai report made ta the New
the United States. Their prices would control our York State Legisiature in 1887 (Vol. 11, No. 24,
prices. They are the greatest agricultural coun- page 16), and what does it Bay?
try in the world to-day, there is hardly any limit to "It is au indisputable fact that the farning lands of
their production, and their prices would determine this state during fifteen years have depreciated at least

our rics, ad w coud nt hep orseles.Our20 per cent. and many agricultural localities are decreas-our prices, and we could not help ourselves Our Population."
prices are better than their prices and will continue
to be better, provided we continue to persist in A despatch ta the New York Tribune of the Sth
those methods which we have adopted in recent February says of the farmers in New Jersey :
years in order ta keep those prices up. "Many of the best and oldest of them say tey cannot

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then the hou; gentwe- make both endsa meet, and that the utloek is nt
man is opposed te free trade in natural productso? encouraging."

Mr. COLBY. Most decidedly, from the farer'I an not going ta continue these quotations at

standpoint. I kuow whereof I speak. The hiou. auy length. The New York Time,8 states that the
gentleman has devoted many yeara ta the study of rar n t that State are mortgaged for over $700,.
philosophy ; I have deveted many years to the hew0 v and further shows that the greater portion
study of agriculture, and when I first came to this of the moey obtained o mortgages has not been
]Flouse I was one of the largest agriculturist in myexpeded in far improvements, but te enable the

his farers to live. w ell not gro into the question ofco2nty. farm mortgages at any cnsiderable length, but,problema from a farmers stadpoint and am suret e of the t
the farmers of this country will endorse me when in ermoa spes of the mets New her :au
I say that free trade between Canada a d the bsenoi Thesetated es are te mano
United States in ail agricultural products, would ? rncorats sted byan ho. gen anmg.
the worst possible thing that could happen to the s ot printo ontin those taion at
farmers of Canada a the present time. h arn account Of the discharges, but we fid that, iu
ready ta meet the hon. gentleman on any plat- the three prosperous agricultural States of rli7ois,
form p in Canada ta discus that question with 0 ichia and Indiana, themortgage debt amounted
him before the farmers. Now, what said of t he followng sums :-Illinois, $38 1,322,339;
Vermout is true of the State of New Hal shire. Michigan, $129,229,553, and Indiana, $10,855,884.
The Comassioner of the tal po ewoul These are reliable facts. The hon. gentleman
shie wrs puforbethi a t ula ae n ti t has spoken of the rural population of Otario,
thie peo pu ofth a worl r te cres ii aitbuy which he says is almost statiouary. I arn notfarmes of C af ale s the ity of th surpried at that. I would be surprised if t hadrawdh o e o hn e Tma foary pt the largely icresed duriug these years to whichino beter off tew Hanheyhe farmers. No, we refer. What has happened since this Gov-Vermou. strue of the tatoe New ia V sre. i erment came int power? New occupations

My ou.frind elihte hi sie o th Hosehave been found for men since that time. Ailjust ow by quoting from a Towship s paper, through this Canada of ours there are manufac-
the Richmond Guardizn. Now, I will quote from toie which givempo en lreubrsf
another paper. I ath sorry the hou. mein er for t e empays csalmot sta onare In mers of
Huutiugdon (Mr. Scriver) is not here. I will quote mn hrwad ntrutindhs ou ou eoulornouare
from a paper in that hon. gentleman's couuty, the aurphred au tha Ioulsnd e surpputiseo ard
Huntingdon Hmsiner. rNobody doubt the thorough en ageo the ic reasl r thee oas trd chn
Liberalism of that paper, and here is w Vrat it saysh: rifesn heitenai c ered ome this co v-ry

"jWe look acroa the ines, only a few miles distant from Nhh h istbee n cen eoe The thne gAlt
aere we write, and we see farmers, sklful, industrious res h as e p ent ageu noa
and shrewd men, with free acceis to that market f sixty how many have gone there. One of the former
millions we hear s uch about, and what d we find? members of this mouse is now Premier of Mani-
That they are not so prosperous as their brothers on the toba, and many young and older men, and manyCanadian aide; that their land, when of equal quality, . i h
sells for less, their taxes are higher and their profits large families have been deported from Ontario to
smaller. When Mr. Wiman goes to Malone or Champlain the North-West. Then look at the progress of
and satisfactorily explains why the farmers of Essex and our great cities. Look at Toronto, Hamilton, Lon-
Frankhln counties, with the market of sixty milliens open
to them, are worse off than those of Chateauguay and and see how the urban populationa
Hluntingdon to whom the market is all but ahut, we will have increased, and see the increase of population
place some faith in what he says." in the manufacturing towns. Of course that has
That is from the Huntingdon Gleaner, a very absorbed some of the agricultural population, but
deserving newspaper, and that is penned by a very we have not retrograded, and I was glad to hear the
intelligent writer. hon. gentleman admit that, notwithstanding all

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGITT. He is an equal this, Ontario has net diminished in population.
righter, is he not? This is not the case with any of the Eastern

Mr. COLBY. I think that ia au authority that States. Maine, New Hampshire, New York,
the hon. gentleman will not dispute. Then the and Michigan have decreased in population.
New York Post, which I believe is recognised as a So has Iowa, and even lu Illinois a -re-

paper of authority and standing, says : cent report of the commissioner stated -that mi-
" six yea.re ago, a farm of 150 aores sold for $12,O; it gration westward is going on from the best parts

wa sold aainabout two m enthe ago, bld i by the mort of that State. As to the exodus which is so much
gagee who held a $6,00 mortgage upon it, and has since talked about, there ws never a greater humbug

Mr. Courw.
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attempted to be palmed off on any intelligent body
of men than this great exodus which has been ex-
ploded in this House from time to time. No evi-
dence is ever given of it. Mr. Switzner, the United
States statistician, says it is impossible to get any
reliable data as to the movements of population
until the census cornes around. All these talks
and wild imaginings that gentlemen indulge in as
to the exodus I hope and believe are largely the
figments of their somewhat excited imaginations.
At all events, if there be an exodus from this part
of the country, it is not comparable with the exodus
from the Eastern Sgttes, and there are causes
which govern that, and men are investigating
them now. Among the causes of this movement
of population, there are the great increase in
education among the masses of the people, the
diffusion of literature, the diffusion of the news-
paper, the magazine and the illustrated paper,
pointing out the beauties and attractions of this
and that locality. I am sorry to say that young
men on this continent, not only in Canada but in the
United States, are getting reluctant to follow the
avocation of their farming fathers. They show a
preference for the professions or for trade, or for
the mechanical arts and industries, instead of
grubbing in the old-fashioned way on the farm.
The general movement is westward, and they may
go to the North-West of Canada or elsewhere. In
the United States large sections are being depopu-
lated. Among the other obvious causes, there are
the new methods of agriculture to which people
have to conform. Nowadays, the large farming is
done on the broad prairie farm, with the mower
and the self-binding harvester and all the modern
implements, and the consequence is that from the
older Provinces, where farnis of that magnitude
cannot be obtained, and these implements cannot
be worked so advantageously, they move west-
ward. Some will go to the States, and some will
go to our North-West. Our Manitoba population
will sway off to Dakota. There they are frozen
out and starved, and then they come back to Mani-
toba. The land speculator is ubiquitous. You
find him everywhere representing how fortunes can
be realised somewhere yonder, and the young man
goes to the unknown place, whether it be in the
United States or in Canada. He is young, sharp,
smart, conscious of his ability, and too often he
finds that he has been chasing an ignis fatuus, but
it is the character of youth to be sanguine and ad-
venturous. This would be the same under free
trade or protection, with unrestricted reciprocity
or with no reciprocity. You cannot put up barriers
to prevent young men from moving about, and en-
deavoring to improve their station in life. There
is nothing atall in this cry about the enormous
exodus which has taken place as being the result
of our tariff policy. On the contrary, our tariff
policy has retazned so much of our population as is
employed in the manufactures and associate indus-
tries which it has created. They are exercised about
this matter in the Eastern States as much as we are.
Why, the other day, I read in a Vermont paper
that the Hon. Mr. Camp, I think, when discussing
this very question before some agricultural society
in that State, seriously advanced the idea that
young men were getting to be dudes, and that
their fathers and their mothers told them they did
not wish them to work as hard as they had to work
in their young days. He thought the way to thresh
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that crop of dudes is to thresh it before it gets
ripe; and lie thought threshing between the ageF
of 15 and 20 years would do these young men good.
That is one of the methods they are considering in
the good old Puritan State of Vermont-to spaik-
the young fellows and put them to bed, and not
allow them to be drawn off by these western
adventures. I did hope that the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Car uwright) would touch
on some broader grounds in his speech, and I had
prepared some answers to matters to which I
thought he would refer, but he was in his congenial
sphere of speaking of the distress of the farmers of
Ontario, and I have merely given him something for
his consolation, so that he may see that his poor
distressed friends, as he thinks they are, are no
worse situated than people elsewhere.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant) moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agi-eed to ; and House adjourned at 10.40
p.m.

HJOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 28th March, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

-PRAYERS

COLUMBIA AND KOOTENAY RAILWAY
AND NAVIGATION COMPANY.

Mr. MARA moved that the 49th and 51st Rules
of the House be suspended, so far as they relate to
the petition of the Columbia and Kootenay Rail-
way and Navigation Company, in accordance with
the recominendation of the Select Standing Com-
mittee on Standing Orders, as contained in their
l7th report.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. MARA moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
128) respecting the Columbia and Kootenay Railway
and Navigation Company.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish to call the attention of the
Ministers and the House to a question of parlia-
mentary privilege which arises on the proceedings
that took place here and in the other House
on Wednesday, and I call attention to it at the
earliest moment after the Votes and Proceedings
have been placed before us. By referring to those
Votes and Proceedings, it will be seen that you,
Sir, reported to us a Message which you received
from the secretary of His Excellency the Governor
General, bearing date 24th March, informing us
that:

" The Honorable Sir William Ritehie, acting as Deputy
to His Excelleneythe;overnorGeneral wilI proceed to the
Senate Chamber on Wednesday, the26th inst., at 4o'clock
in the afternoon, for the purpose of giving assent to the
Bils which bave passed the Senate and the House of
Commons during the present Session."
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And at a subsequent period, after the members of tion of that court in regard to daims which are
this House had attended the Senate, you reported referred by Departments of the Government to the
to us that His Honor the Deputy Governor had been Exchequer Court, instead of being commenced by
pleased to give assent, in Her Majesty's name, to actions against the Crown.
certain Bills, numbering thirty-two or thirty-three. Motion agreed to, and Bil read the first time.
At the moment I thought that these did not com-
prise all the Bills passed during the present Session PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE.
uptothattime, and upon further enquiry I find there
are several important Bills omitted-aboutseventeen Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire to
altogether on which no action whatever was taken. cail the attention of the Government, and especi-
The constitutional rule of old standing is that to al ally the attention of the Minister of Finance, to
Bills which have passed through all the stages, and the fact that virtually all meetings of the Publie
are, as far as the two Houses are concerned, ready Accounts Committee appear ko have been sus-
to become law, the Royal Assent is due and should pended It is rather better than three weeks since
be given on the first occasion on which it is givento that Committee bas met. Icalledtheattentionof
any Bills. A prominent and marked instance of a the Govermuent to this some time ugo, when the
violation of this rule was one which occurred in the Finance Minister was fot in bis place, but the
time of the first Charles, in the Session prior to the Prime Minister promised to mention the matter to
Oxford Parliament, when it formed the subject him, as he is supposed to have the principal direc-
of a conference by a joint committee of both tion of that Comnittee. It seems to me unreason-
Houses. This conference agreed on the general able that a Conrittee of this kind, which had
principle, which is well understood, that the certain matters before it for investigation, should
Royal Assent is due to all Bills which have passed not have heen calied together for three weeks, and
both Houses ; and the modern practice in England 1 hope the Minister of Finance will see that the
is, owing to the length of the Sessions, to have Committee is called together at ai early day.
numerous commissions during a long Session for the Mr. POSTER. I suppose the delay arises from
purpose of giving Royal Assent to Bills, f rom time the great press of business which bas core on us
to time, as they are ripe for assent. These English 1 ail, and particuiarly on myseif, but I will see that
commissions are limited. The Commissioners are that Commîttee is called to meet on the flrst avail-
given power to assent to only certain named Bills, able day, by which I mean that I will see how the
and, consequently, they can assent to no others. other committees are arranged to muet next week.
Therefore, to avoid the inconvenience and breach of Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. I may' say to
the constitutional rule which might arise should a
fresh Bill become ripe for assent in the few days t
between the appointment of the commission and pratie to have two or three committees sitting
the Royal Assent, it is the custom of both Houses at th ea tin Oteeti oo the
not to press forward any such measures to the h
final stage in that interval. They are kept incom- Committee. Progress cannot be made if one coi-
plete, in order that there may be no other Bill mittee is everlastingly jostling another.
ready for assent on the day when the Royal Mr. BLAKE. Besides, the large committees
Assent is given to the Bills named. It seems to are not having long sessions now. If they meet, it
me there bas been, for some cause which I do not is only for a short time.
understand, and will not attempt to characterise,
a violation of the ancient and wholesome consti- EASTER ADJOURNMENT.
tutional rule on this occasion ; for which violation,
of course, the Ministers who are responsible to the Mr AU R w d (ie te G ovene
Crown, and to the people, mnust answer to us. I
now merely bring this question before the House
without further action ; and it seems to me it is to-day's sitting is over.
important for us to consider whether we shoulrl Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
not assert by resolution the constitutional rule, so
that tbis infringement may not be drawn into WAYS AND MEANS--THE TARIFF.
a precedent. fouse resumed adjourned debate on the pro-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is the first posed motion of Mr. Poster for second read-
intimation I have had of this matter. Of course, îng of resolutions reported from Committee of
not knowing it before, I am not in a position to Wnys and Means, and the motion of Sir Richard
give a definite answer to the hon. gentleman, but Cartwright in ameudment thereto.
1 will mention it to the hon. First Minister when Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In rising to con-
he cornes. Iie crnes.tinue the debate which bas arisen upon the finan-
SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURTS ACT cial statement rade by the hon. gentleman who

AMENDMENT. is charged with the administration of our financial
affairs, it would, perhaps, he courteous on my part

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to first of aIl to reply to the argunients and state-
introduce Bill (No. 129) to amend chapter 16 of 50 ments wbich have een made by the hon. gentle-
and 51 Victoria, intituled : ' An Act to amend the man who immediaiely preceded me in this discus-
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act," and to make sion (Mr. Colby), before entering into a discussion
better provision for the trials of claims against the of @ome of the phases of this question to wbicb I
Crown. fe said : This is merely intended to re- desire to caIl the attention of the fouse. I ar
move doubts which have been expressed by some sorry that that gentleman is fot in bis place at
members of the Supreme Court as to the jurisdic- present. If he were, I would be glad to do in

Mr. BLKE
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public what I have already done in private, that statistics, that I have not seen controverted, that
is, to congratulate him on his elevation to a seat in within the period between 1883 and 1887 there
the Ministry. I have to recognise that he has was a large depreciation of some thirteen million
already taken a position of prominence in the dollars, as shown by these statistics. The Presi-
councils of the party, that he has been entrusted dent of the Council, also, on reading them, over-
with making the supporting speech for the Finance looked this fact-he can correct me if I am wrong
Minister, and his statements are, therefore, worthy -in the comparison he was making, when he took
of consideration, and I notice them, though I the total of one year with the total of another
must notice them but briefly, before touching on year, entirely ignoring, however, the fact that
other subjects. If I remember aright, there were there were hundreds of thousands of acres added
but two divisions of his speech. The first re- to the cleared lands during those years, which he
ferred to the prosperity of the country and com- overlooked. I think I am correct in that.
batted certain statements which had been made Well, the hon. gentleman will readily see
by the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard that, taking the total value of one year
Cartwright) on that subject. The second division and the total value of a subsequent year,
was the declaration of his own opinions-which I in the intervening period, there has been many
take to be the opinions of the Ministry-as to hundreds of thousands of wild land reclaimed
reciprocal trade relations with the United States. which had become profitable, and if they were
With the latter I will deal later on, but, as to the taken on the basis of $40 an acre, that would bring
earlier portion of his speech, where be attacked up the amount very largely, and would not bear
the hon. member for South Oxford in reference to the hon. gentleman out in his contention. But I
statements lie made, I have to express regret need not say more on that point-that can be dis-
that, owing to the fatigue which 1, in common cussed at length, by those who follow. I proceed
with other members of the House, had suffered, now, to notice the argument of the Minister with
having been under arms, as I may say, for reference to the statement, that depreciation did
twenty - two hours, and not having spent the exist in the agricultural portions of this country.
other two hours in sleep, I found myself drop- He was forced to admit that, but bis argument
ping into a doze while the hon. gentleman spoke. was this : There is a more severe depression exist-
It was much against my will that I was unable to ing in the States of the neighboring Union. Take
listen to the bon. gentleman, for he never had, the State of Vermont, he said : cleared land there is
while making either a financial statement for a selling for, from $3.50 to S5.50 an acre, for land
Government, or making the leading speech in reply offered and finding no purchaser. He gave us to
thereto, a more attentive listener than myself. understand that this was in the fruitful valley
But although I was under this disadvantage in not of the Connecticut River, and other fruitful
having heard the whole of his speech, and not valleys of that State, and I was hardly able to
having had an opportunity to read it, as our Official understand how it was possible that in the fruit-
Debates are not yet out, I have had occasion to ful valleys in the State of Vermont, a hundred
ascertain from those who did hear it, the line of acres of land, with the buildings and all,
argument that he took. I find that le gave the could be sold for $350. Why, I do not know
House statisties relative to the depreciation that what kind of houses or buildings could be
lie alleged existed in the Dominion of Canada, upon 100 acres of land that would not them-
more particularly confining his reinarks to the selves be worth more than that, and if that be so,
Province of Ontario, and the statistics that he gave, the land was worth nothing at all. Then le told
as I understood, were compiled from official us that while it might be true, as the hon. member
sources, facts that they had taken in several for South Oxford had said, that there were heavy
counties that might be regarded as a sample of the mortgages on the encuiubered farms of this Do-
whole. These figures were challenged by the hon. minion, lie held it was exaggerated ; but it was
the President of the Privy Council, who quoted nothing in coinparison, lie said, with the nortgages
statistics compiled by the Ontario Government in on the farms in those States to which lie made
refutation of the statements that had been made. allusion. Well, Sir, it is not my purpose to con-
Well, Sir, with reference to the statistics made use tradict the figures of the hon. gentleman-I assume
of by the President of the Council, there is this to they are correct ; I assume the land there is de-
be said : that those statistics are in a large measure preciated to the terrible extent he has represented;
voluntarily given, furnished by parties that are I assume le is correct when he says those farmns
asked for them. I do not wish to attack their relia- are burdened with mortgages greater than the
bility, but there is no compensation paid for them, people can bear ; but I ask the ion. gentleman
as I understand ; it is probable that the more in- what has brought about that state of things, not
telligent members of the community who are asked only in Canada, but in the United States ? There
for information in reference to this matter, and is no use saying that these things exist in the
when they are giving the value of their farms, they United States ; there is no use at all in saying that
will place upon them a value such as they consider lie believes they exist here ; the great question
them to be worth, not what they would sell for on we want to solve, as far as our own country
actual sale, provided the sale was forced upon is concerned, is, what has brought about a
them, or they found it desirable to put them into state of things like that ? The hon. gentleman
the market. I think the President of the Council, will admit there must have been somne great pre-
lu using these statements, was, no doubt, through vailing cause, and he stated that one of the causes
error, led to use them in such a manner as, I think, was that there .had been a long period of peace,
would not fully bear out the idea lie sought to but lie did not propose that, therefore, we should
convey. I have not examined them particularly inaugurate a war in order to raise the prices. He
myself lately, but I remember that a statement told us that during a large number of years there
was presented to this House, taken from the same had been a great production, but lie did not propose,
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therefore, that we should cease to till the land. But penditure for the urrentyear, and, finally, giving his.
these explanations will not explain the problem that estimates for expenditure and receipts for the
is before us, taking it upon his own basis. Why, if year 1890-91. The hon. gentleman succeeded in
the prices of land in the United States have fallen establishing that his estimates were nearly realised,
lower than the prices of land in Canada, pro- and it was a very pleasant task, and in engaging
portionately, there has been a large number of in it he was only following the course of his pre-
farms in Ontario mortgaged ; why are they mort- decessors. But I think that in this year, more
gaged to double that amount in the States that he markedly than in other years, there must have
has mentioned ? Sir, we cannot find a solution come to his notice the depression existing in the
either in a long peace or an over-abundance of country, not only in agriculture, but in commercial
crops ; we must find the cause somewhere else. affairs, and he should have presented sone other
Has there been a cause at work that the hon. tables that would have exhibited the current rate
gentleman bas overlooked ? Sir, I think there has of taxation compared with what it was formerly,
been; and we want to ascertain that cause, and in order to ascertain wbether tbis rate of taxation
having ascértained it, we want to apply the remedy. upon the people had anythîng to do witb tbe state
It may be true that the farmers of the United of depression at present existing. Let us look at
States and the farmers of Canada have had less tbis matter, and institute a few comparisons. We
prices than they had in days gone by ; it may be find, in 1889 the receipts from taxation reacbed
they have bad less abundant crops than they had $30,613,522. 1 say, tbe receipts from taxation
in days gone by; and that would account in that means money actually taken ont of the pockets
part for the depression that is put upon them. of tbe people, omitting niiscellaneous revenue
But there has been another cause at work that derived from our public works. In 1879, tbe last
has been making them poor, that has reduced year of the Mackenzie Administration, the taxation
their income ; there have been laws enacted by the amounted to $18,476,613 or, in otherwords, tbe
Governments of the two countries, and officers have Goverument during the past year took by way of
been appointed by the Governments of the two taxation from the pockets of tbe people, $12,136,909
countries, to take out of the pockets of these farm- more tban was taken from tbem in 1879. But it
ers, who have a less revenue from year to year, will be replied to me, and replied witb force,
larger sums from their reduced incomes. That is if 1 did not make allowance for that point
the point. The hon. gentleman has only succeeded In 1879 tbere was a deficit of $1,936,999, and you
in proving that while an excessive rate of taxation ought certainly to add tbat deficît to the revenue
in Canada is bearing upon agriculturists in com- raised tbat year, because the Goverument sbould
mon with all the other citizens of the Dominion, raise an amount of income equal to expenditure.
and impoverishing them, the same system is in I say that is truc, and, therefore, I add the deficit
force for nearly double the length of time in the of 1879 to tbe amount of taxation, and tbe two
neighboring Union, and has worked there its inevi- sums come togetber amount to $20,414,612. But
tableresults, making them, according to the hon. gen- it might be replied to me again by hon, gentlemen
tleman's own statements, twice, even thrice, poorer opposite: You must admit there was a larger popu-
than the Canadian farmer is at present. But should lation in 1889 tban in 1879, and you must admît
not that be a warning to the hon, gentleman? If tbat if the increase in taxation is not greater than
twenty-five years of protection has brought tbe the proportionate increase of population, the people
Vermont, the New Hampshire and the New York are not in a greater ratio burdened now than lu
farmer to that condition, while ten years of it in 1879. That would be a fair and legitimate argu-
Canada has brought the Canadian fariner to the ment, and I recognise its force ; and, therefore, to
position he is in, does the hon. gentleman wish to the taxation of 1879 I ha- e added the deficit of
perpetuate for another fifteen years this system, tbat year, and I now add 20 per cent. for increase
in order that the Canadian farmer may be reduced of population from 1879 to 1889, and hon. gentle-
to the same low level of the Vermont farmer to-day? men will admit tbat is a fair proportion. That
Sir, I think I have answered the whole statement would give an amount of extra taxation of $4,082,-
presented by the hon. gentleman so far as that 922. But taking tbe whole items togetber there
division of the subject was concerned. Now, I de- would bave been, on a basis of taxation that would
sire to point out the cause of this, and endeavor to bave met ail the expenditure, adding the deficit
prove it. It is a common saying, that you cannot and adding the percentage for increase of popu-
eat your cake and have it ; and it is equally true, lation, a taxation of $24,497,534. Subtract that
that you cannot take money out of the pockets of amount from the amount wbicb the present
the people by way of taxation and leave it in their Finance Minister actually took ont of the
pockets at the same time. I, therefore, propose to pockets of tbe people, and you have $6,115,98&
show what the system of taxation inaugurated by of extra taxation ground out of tbe people
this Government, and carried on by it, is, and that this year more than would be required, look-
every change in the tariff is simply another turn of ing to our increased population and allowing
the screw to wrench more taxes out of the people, for the deficit in 1879. And thus, I think, hon.
who are already overburdened with the taxes laid members will have plainly before their eyes one
upon them. I propose to show by some figures I great cause of tbe depression and the impoverished
have prepared what the rate of taxation is. We condition of tbe people, namely: that in a year,
were interested in listening to the Finance Min- l4st year, the Government took more tban six
ister, who, following the usual course, presented millions of dollars ont of the pockets of the
elaborate statements comparing the estimated re- people than was necessary on the basis of the
ceipts and expenditure with the actual receipts expenditure in 1879, providing for tbe contingency
and expenditure for the past year ; also presenting of increased population that bas taken place
his estimated expenditure and receipts, and com- since. This amount is 25 per cent. over what it
paring them with the estimated receipts and ex- should have been, after allowing the percentage

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).



2601 [MAIRCH 28, 1890.] 2602

for increased population. Hon. gentlemen will
understand that if we are going to take money
from the people at the rate of 25 per cent. more
per year than is necessary to conduct the'affairs of
the country in a prudent and economical and yet
an energetic manner, there can be but one re-
eult, the impoverishment of the country. Let
me strengthen this argument by a comparison of
the total expenditures under the two Govern-
ments. In 1889, hon. gentlemen opposite expend-
ed $36,917,834. ln 1879, the total expenditure
was $24,455,381, an increase, comparing those
two years, of $12,462,453, or 50 per cent. in-
crease in the total expenditure of the country
under the régime of hon. gentlemen opposite. But
it may be replied to me again: Why do you not
give fair figures to the House, why give the figures
for 1889 and compare them with the figures for
1879, and make no allowance for the increase of
population? Do you know that, as the population
increases, it is natural to expect that the expendi-
ture must increase ? I recognise the fact. I have
allowed for that, and, therefore, to the expenditure
of 1879 I add 20 per cent. to cover increased
expenditure owing to increased population, which
-will amount to $4,891,076. These two items to-
gether aggregate $29,346,457, while hon. gentlemen
opposite have actually expended $36,917,834, or
$7,571,377 more in a year. The question was asked,
during the debate on the reciprocal trade, as to
where we would obtain seven million dollars; but
here are seven million dollars of expenditure over
and above that which would have been necessary,
on the basis of the expenditure of the last year of
the Mackenzie Administration, adding 20 per cent.
in order to keep pace with the requirements of the
increased population. I think there is the secret
as to why our people are becoming poor. I have
thus shown that more than six million dollars has
been taken out of the pockets of the country more
than should have been taken by way of taxation.
If the hon. gentleman opposite had said : "Al-
though we have taken this, we shall thereby re-
duce the public debt of the Dominion, which will
become less year by year, and, therefore, eventually
your burdens will be less," there would be some
defence for it. But how stands the account with
reference to our public debt ? Has it been reduced
during these ten years, under these gentlemen?
Is the taxation which has been wrung out of the
people of the country, applied to the liquidation
of our debt owed in the markets of the world ?
No; we have a statement of how our public debt
stands. In 1889, our net debt was $237,530,041,
and in 1879 our net debt was $142,990,187. In
other words, in ten years the Government of this
country have increased the national debt $94,539,-
854. So you have taken your six million dollars
extra taxation, year after year, ont of the pockets
of the people of this country, but you did not
apply it to the reduction of our public debt ; for
your public debt has been heaped up at the rate of
ten millions a year, while you have been taking
this very mouey. I have endeavored to present the
case fairly, as far as I am concerned. I have added
in the deficit of 1879; I have made provision for
the increased population, and in bringing both up
to a fair basis, I find that the result is that
$6,000,000 of extra taxation, over what ought to
be required, has been taken from the pockets of
the people of this country every year. Let us

prove this by another table. Let us take two
periods of ten years each, nearly the entire period
since Confederation. The last ten years is the
time the hon. gentlemen opposite have been in
office with their National Policy in force. I pro-
pose to bring before the attention of the House the
total imports for consumption in the Dominion of
Canada, and the duty collected thereon for two
periods. The first period is the ten years from
1879 to 1889, the period of the National Policy
under these gentlemen, and the other is the period
between 1869 and 1879. The total imports for
consumption in the ten years from 1879 to 1889,
was $1,027,923,231, and on that there was a duty
collected-which, hon. gentlemen will readily re-
cognise as taxation, and as money taken out of the
pockets of the people of the country-amounting
to$204,731,298. Inthetenyears, from 1869to 1879,
under a revenue tariff, there were imported of goods
for home consumption, valued at $103,006,507, on
which there was a duty collected of $128,269,884.
In other words, in the last ten years, under the
National Policy, there was taken from the people
by way of Customs and Excise duties, $76,461,414
more than there was for the ten years that pre-
ceded. Hon. gentlemen may say to me: But you
have larger imports between 1879 and 1889 than
you have between 1869 and 1879 ; and they will
say so correctly, and I would not be dealing fairly
with the House if I did not tell that the imports
during the earlier ten years were less, to the
amount of $24,916,724. But I will deduct that
amount from the extra amount of duty collected,
and it will then leave over $52,500,000 extra, that
have been taken by way of revenue during ten
years the Government has been in power. So that,
taking it on the basis of goods imported, and com-
paring them for the one ten years with the other
ten years, the Government has taken by way of
Customs duties from the people of this country,
between fifty and sixty million dollars more than
was taken from them during the period of the
revenue tariff. Let these hon. gentlemen ask
themselves what fifty or sixty million dollars mean
in ten years, to a population of between four and
five millions. Why, Sir, they must see that it is
a drain upon the country, which the country must
feel, and Which the country is giving symptoms of
feeling at the present time. The hon. gentlemen
should recognise these facts, and if they recog-
nise them as I do, it seems to me that in-
stead of the introduction of tariff changes, design-
ed to heap still greater burdens on the people,
there would have been tariff changes introduced
which would tend to lessen their burdens; and
that an era of economy and expenditure ought to
be entered upon, so that the people, with less rev-
enue coming in as a result of the sale of their crops,
might have more money left in their pockets by
the Government and its officials, who have taken
the money from them. Some hon. gentlemen will
nut be disposed to agree with me, perhaps, that
taxation is such a bad thing and that it impover-
ishes the country. To hear hon. gentlemen oppo-
site applaud the Minister of Finance, one would
think that taxation is a good thing for the country.
I have noticed every time the Minister of Finance
introduces his tariff changes, that when there is an
increased duty proposed a glow of pleasure seems
to pass over the faces of hon. gentlemen opposite,
and they rejoice and clap their hands as if a great
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thing was being accomplished. They rejoice that " Then, Sir, the hon. gentleman says, that we had
there is more taxation proposed by the Finance better settling land, and not selling them. The on.ther ismoretaxtiongenlemn has forgotten that it was the policy of the lafe
Minister to be placed on every man who buys an government, as it is of the prescent, to appropriate a
article for use in his business, or for himself or his certain portion of these lands for the purpose of paying

fami . hatis wat he e'oce a. Terewasthe expenses of building the Pacific Railway. The hon.famil. . gentleman knows that this task was so herculean, and
a time when the hon. First Mnister, looking for- thtthe burden was so great for a population of 4,000,o
ward to the state of things that exists at the present of people, that, while it had become a political necessity
time, but thinking he had found the means of to carry out our good faith and open up and make useful

our North-West, which we had bought for this end, if toaverting it, declared, that if such a state of things build the Pacific Railway, at the same time it was part
existed as is existing at the present time in the of the policy of the late Government--and as the records
country, it would be intolerable. I propose to read will show it-as it is the policy of the present Government

-to make that country pay for its own railway, why, into hon. gentlemen opposite the words of thieir the name of Heaven-andI speak with ail due deference-
chief in reference to that matter. When the Gov- should the people of Ontario and Quebc, of Nova Scotia,
ernment were contemplating the construction of of New Brunswick and of Prince Edward Island, be
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, contemplating the beavil.y taxed in order to open up that western country to

new settlers from ail parts of the world. Why should
great amount of expenditure it would involve, Sir; they be ground down under that iron heel of the aristo-
John A. Macdonald is reported, at page 1053 of cracy, and that relentless grasp of the tax collector? Why
Hansard, to have spoken thus, in the year 1880: should they be crushed out, wh en there was afair country

as large as the whole of Europe that did not refuse the
"I believe that land can be made productive under the sacrifices which flic original settlers of Ontario-and to

terms of this resolution to complete the whole of that go still farther back-the original settlers from old France
road, to open that immense country and give us a magni- in the Province of Quebec, endured ? Why, Sir, instead
ficent railway from sea to sea, without adding to the bur- of being obhliged to plunge into the forest, instead of being
dens of the people, or without causing any necessity for compelled with unskilled arms and old En glish broad-
an increase of taxation." axes to hew their way through the woods before they

eould raise a potato or a cabbage. the immigrant ca go
I ask lion. gentlemen to remember this fact : that now into the North-West, and if he bas his agricultural
at that date Sir John A. Macdonald, the leader of the implements, before the night, after the morning of bis

arrivai has fallen, he can run many along furrow. Then,
Government, recognised that the burdens of the why, Mr. Speaker, should our people be taxed under
people consisted in the increase of taxation. He these circumstances ? This was felt and known in ail
viewed it at that time as a burden on the people, parts of Canada. It was understood, and it was the policy

of the present Government, and of the present, as it was
and he continues to say here: of the late Parliament, that that country sbould even-

" We can do it all by the sale of the lands which we hold tually pay for its own railway, and there was an appro-
as a sacred t rust for the purpose of defraying the whole priation, which still stands on the Statute-book,of 100,000,-
expense of the construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 000 acres of land, which were to be sold, for the purpose
way.' of building this railway: and of these 100,000,000 acres,

25,000,000 acres were to be handed over the railway com-
Again, he says, on page 1057: pcny, and 75,000,000 acres are to be sold-they are not to

be used for homestead purposes,-for the purpose of reliev-
"As the road progresses, the annual sales of land will ing the people of the older Provinces, who, on the faithof

more than be sufficient to meet all the possible cost of this assurance and promise-and on this promise only-
the railway. In addition to all that, we must remember accepted the burden, and have at the polis recorded their
we shall be pouring into that country an enormous popu- sanction of this policy, which was settled some years ago,
lation, which, on a prairie soil, will rapidly become-not of building the Canadian Pacifie Railway, of carrying out
with the painful toil of the people of Ontario and Quebece, the pledge made to the people of British Columbia, and
who have had to clear the forest-consumers of dutiable of opening the intermediate North-West, which was but
goods, and contributors to the revenue. We shall be re- for a price taken out of our own pockets-they endorsed
ceiving a large revenue from that country altogether thic policy on the understanding that eventually that
independent of the product of the lands. Where, then, is country would pay the whole of ti expense. Sir, I am
there any danger of this country being over-ridden by glad to say, that for the persistence of speculators-as the
taxation or being oppressed ? There is none.' Ion. gentleman calls them-but of capitalists and gentle-

men, desirous of investing in the North-West, as I would
That was the hon. gentleman's statement in 1880, describe thiem-it is safe, it is certainly beyond the pos-
when the Government were carrying on the con- sibility of doubt, to say, that every farthing and every

sa cent, and every dollar, that has been or will be expen-struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway as a ded in building the Pacific Railway, not one shilling of
Government work, and he was telling the people this burden will fall on our shoulders, or on the shoulders
of this country that the Government did not pro- of the generation that will succeed us. We will be free

pose to increase their burdens in order to accomplish from the whole amount of that debt."

it. But, Sir, two years passed, and the policy of The hon. gentleman recognised at that time that if
the Government was changed. They had made this country was to face the task of constructing
that famous bargain with the Canadian Pacific that road by taxation, we should be ground down
Railway Company to construet the road. They under the heels of an aristocracy, as he phrased it.
had lifted, as they said themselves, that enormous our life ground out of us by the tax collector ; but
burden from the shoulders of the people of Canada, he said he had a plan by which, if it worked, this
and transferred it to a syndicate ; and under that country would be relieved of that burden. Now,
changed condition of affairs we had an expression I propose to show how the hon. gentleman's plan
of the views of the lion. First Minister on this worked, and I will then ask hon. gentlemen op-
question, whether or not taxation or increase of posite whether or not we have paid for this work
taxation is a burden on the people of this country. out of the taxation which presses upon every vital
Pleasing, as one might be disposed to think hou, part of this Dominion. What was the hon. First
gentlemen opposite considered increased taxation, Minister's proposition? The scheme he brought,
as they felt every turn of the âcrew, i 1882, af ter before Parliament was this : From the sale of
the Government had made the agreement with the those public lands, by the year 1890, he assured
syndicate, the hon. First Minister, in replying to us, we should have, of cash in hand, $38,593,00
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and during the next ten years, coming in yearly
who hald made a motion with reference to the instalments, we should have a sum amounting in
manner in which the Government were disposing the aggregate to $32,712,000; or in all, at the end
of our public lands, said: of ten years, he said we should have, in cash,
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or in the best securities in the world, a total settlers there and consumers of dutiable goods, in
of $71,305,000. From that we should have to such a volume that the proportion they will con-
deduct $2,400,000 for the cost of surveys and tribute to the revenue will more than offset any
the' cost of administering the lands, which additional taxation necessary. Let us look at the
would leave us, after paying expenses, $69,000,000 result of that forecast and see how far it has been
either of money in hand, or the best security in Uccomplished. The hon. gentleman then calcul-
the world-the land itself. This sum is to be in ated that in 1882, 35,000 settlers would come into
our bands during the current year, 1890, and if Manitoba and the North-West; in 1883, 40,000 ;
we find it there, we must admit that the people in 1884, 45,000; in 1885, 50,000; in 1886, 55,000;
have not been ground clown under the burden of in 1887, 60,000; in 1888, 65,000; in 1889, 70,000;
taxation which the hon. gentleman saw would be or a total estimated influx of settlers into Manito-
imposed upon them if they had to pay for the rail- ba and the North-West during those years, of
way by taxation. Now, Sir, let us see how much 420,000. Let us see what the actual number
we have realised. I have the Public Accounts is of settlers who have gone into that country.
only up to 1889, and the hon. gentleman has until I will give you the figures from the official leaflet
the 30th June of this year to get in the balance of issued by the Departnent of Agriculture in Janu-
the money. Let us see how much he will have to ary, 1890. 1 find that the estinated population of
raise between now and the 30th June next in order Manitoba now is 120,000, and of the North-West,
to have his $69,000,000. If you turn to page 16 80,00. Therefore, the Department of Agriculture
of the Public Accounts, you will fiud the following estimates that there are at present lu Manitoba,
statement of the account on the 3tlr June last: and the North-West 200,00. There was lu that

TERRITORIAL ÂccOUNT4. country, wen the census was taken, lu 1881, before

thse of setters werhae toncoe lut tat acountry.0

North-WestTerritory Organisation. 1,460000 00 e te re ome i al
do Purchase.........n 00 people ; and the natural increase of 2 per cent. per

Add-Dominion Lands Capital to38th June, a00um during the Dine years to date, would, this
1889. ....................... 2,989,462 171 year, amount to 2,032. So that you will find,

taking the census of 1881 and the natural increase,

So t dat by the 30th June, 1889, istead o f having wich we were told tha420,000 souls were to flow
any portion of these $69,000,000 in the treasur, into that country, amounted erely to 55,568.
we have a deficit. We have expended more than The estimiate made by the Flrst Minister was that,
we receved by $,633,936. That is the position on an average of eigbt years, 52,500 souls would.
as revealed by the Public Accounts. But the hon. go in per anuum to that country, whereas the
gentleman may reply. Well, you have added the actual net result la that merely 6,946 went into
purchase of the 3orth-West Territories themselves; that country anually. The First Minister esti-
you have added the cost of organisation; you have mated that the influx in 1889 would be 70,000),
gone back to the inception of the enterprise ,whereas the actual immigration, as given by the
whereas when I mac e my statement, made it a Minister of Agriculture the night before last,
1882, and my calculation was based on a prediction amounts to but 14,000.
of the resuts which followed 1882. Teri l, I trl Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) And nearly ail Cana-
take hm ou that ground and see ow the Dominion
Lands account stands from 1882 to 1889. I find dasa ht
that the total receipts from the sale of Dominion Mr. PATERSON (Brant). And nearly al
Lands for the year 1882, wheu that speech was Canadians t that. I have given these figures be-
1ace, to the 3t June, 1889, were $4,922,20; and cause I supposed, lu giviug them, I would e quot-
there bas been expended during that time on cap- ing an authority recoguised on the other aide of
ital account, $2,664,91 , and ont of the Consoidated the onuse. I have shown that the Minlstry them-
Fund, $1c,307,267 ; or, addong the two together, there selves f t that if an increase of taxation was re-
has been expeuded $3,972,178. ]Jeduct that from. quired to construct the Canadian Pacific Railway,
the total receipts, and you have a balance to the that would be au intolerable burden. I have
credat of $950,030. That is what we have. As I poinuted to the fact that the whoe burden of the
said before, the Flrst Minister las to the 3 yth construction of that road lS ou the peeple of Can-
June of this year to make up the difference between ada to-day as a national debt, w uich nust be pai
$950,030 and $69,000,000; and we are warranted for by extra taxes, ad the interest on which bas
lu sayiug that if he is able to make up aveu becu wrung from the people in the shape of extra
$1,000,0W0, by the time at whtch he said we taxation. I have sowun that in one case $6,000,-
would have $69,000,000, that wiIl be the most we 000 more than the actual requiremuts of the
can hope for. There you have, Sir, a miscalcula- country was taken, and that did not go to reduce
tion lu the receipts of $68,000,000 ; which bas had the public debt, which M-eut up by leaps and
to bie met hb taxation; and that in face of the bounds ut the rate of $10,000,000 a year. With
statemeut ofthe First Minister that if sucb au referece to our wbole immigration policy, I
amount of taxation bad to be taken from the peo- charge this upon the Gyoverument, that they are
pie, it would lay upon them ourdens greater than not statesmen. I charge that the calculations of
they would be able to bear. But, Sir, you wil g re- the leadirg statesmen of that party have been
member, as I read to you f rom lis speech, lie had utterly falsified. I have proved that these men
a double string to bis bow. He said: Even if we do not grasp the circumstaFces of the coutry,
do not sell that quautity of land, we wilI pour that they are not able to comprehend the is-
in1nigrants into that country, who wwll become sues upon us, that tie returnas given yemot-
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strate the falsity of their predictions, and prove
to every one their utter inability to grasp the
-condition of the country and to manage its
affairs. This is true in every Department. When
they introduced their National Policy, what
did the Minister of Finance, then Sir Leonard
Tilley, lay down as a cardinal principle ? He
laid down, with all the solemnity that charac-
terised his utterances, as one of the great causes
of depression in this country, the fact that the
people were importing too many goods. And the
way to remedy that evil, lie said, was to add
on taxes which would shut out those imports,
which would keep the people from buying, and
turn the balance of trade in our favor. Then he
declared we would be rich, and prosperous. Hon.
gentlemen opposite endorsed that proposition with
a cheer, and that was laid down as the prominent
plank in their platform. But turn to our Trade
and Navigation Returns of to-day, and what do we
find ? We find that not only have we groupd
many millions of dollars by way of taxation out
of the people, but that the balance of trade is
still against us by $25,000,000 a year, being
an amount against us greater than it ever was
before. And this, despite the fact that Sir Leon-
ard Tilley laid it down as a distinct proposition,
and the cardinal principle of his policy, which was
endorsed by the party and never since receded
from, that if we imported more than we exported
we were on the road to ruin. He said if a man
spends more than his income, poverty will stare
him in the face; and that so it was with a nation.
If the balance of trade is against us, we are on the
road to ruin. Therefore, according to his own
declaration, according to the creed of hon.
gentlemen opposite, this country has been going
down the road to ruin ever since. They talked
about their immigration policy. They told us
that people would pour into the North-West, once
we built the Canadian Pacific Railway, and they
got our people to agree to hasten its construction,
and to bear the burden that would entail, with the
expectation that they would be recouped by the
millions which would flow into this country by
means of the Canadian Pacific Railway. What
did the Minister of Public Works, Sir Hector
Langevin, say in 1881 ? He said :

" We want to people also the North-West ; we cannot
people the North-West otherwise. Withallour exertions
and with all the powerful machinery the Government can
have at its disposal to bring emigrants to this country,
we cannot bring more than 15,000 or 20 000 a year, but
with this powerful syndicate having all their interests for
the future in bringing emigrants to this country to co-
operatewith the Government we shall certainly secure an
immigration which will, at feast, be equal to the immi-
gration which we have seen flowing for years into the
United States of America."
Sir, they were united on this. The First Minister,
the Minister of Publie Works, the combined genius
of the Cabinet, agreed that the result would be to
introduce a great population into that country, and
to divert the stream of immigration which was
flowing to another country. What has been the
result? It has been, as they now claim, that they
have added 50,000 souls to that population. I ask
if there has been any exhibit made by any Govern-
ment showing more incompetency to grasp the
conditions of the country, than this which is before
us to-day? I do not wish to allude to another
matter which has been brought to us, or I might
show that in every Department in which they

Mr. PATERsON (Brant).

have endeavored to exercise foresight, or to
make the forecast of statesmen, they have ut-
terly failed, and it is not using too strong lan-
guage, in face of the facts, to speak of this
country as being in a condition of drift, and
carrying the Ministers with the drift, because they
seem to imagine that the only thing to do is to
increase the burdens of the people by adding to
the taxation. We know on both sides of the
House, that while public works which are the
property of this Dominion are going to ruin
because grants are not made to repair our own
property, at the same time half a million of dollars
is used for a machinery to prepare a voters' list
which is a fraud, a delusion and a snare, and that
amount would be sufficient to repair works in
New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward
Island, which are going to ruin and decay. I must
pass on now-because I do not desire to occupy
the attention of 'the House too long-to another
subject, one which should be a very important one
if we are to judge of the policy of the Government,
as we are bound to do, by the statements of the
Finance Minister and the President of the Council.
1 come now to deal with the statement which was
made in the latter part of the speech of the hon. the
President of the Council. This would have been a
revelation to us if we had not been prepared for it by
the announcement of the Minister of Finance, thathe
intended to abrogate the friendly clause which was
placed on our Statute-book by which we signified
our willingness to enter into reciprocal relations
with the United States wlien they manifested a
similar desire. In this there appears to be a change
in the policy of the Government. The President
of the Council stated that he was utterly opposed
to reciprocity, even in natural products, and that
it was the worst thing that could befall our farmers.
Taking that in connection with the action of the
Finance Minister in increasing the duty on natural
products, and proposing to abrogate the standing
offer which has been on our Statute-book for years,
it simply declares to the people of the United States
that the policy of this Government is one of estrange-
ment from them. The policy which is approved of
on this side of the House is not one of estrange-
ment from our neighbors, but one of reciprocity in
regard to those interests in which we are bound up
with them. Gentlemen opposite have always
hitherto taken the ground that reciprocity, at all
events in natural products, would be in the interests
of this country. They have alwa.ys professed to be
anxious for reciprocity on the lines of the old Reci-
rocity Treaty. What was the amendment moved

bySir John A. Macdonald in 1878, on which lie went
to the country ? Was it a policy of estrangement ?
No ; this was the effect of the resolution which lie
moved, that, having failed to secure reciprocity of
trade, we should endeavor to obtain a reciprocity
of tariffs. And why ? It was in order that we
might in that way bring about a reciprocity of
trade. That was the argument which was used.
What was stated bythe presentfHigh Commissioner
when lie went to the people of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, who came into this Confederation on the
understanding that they would not have any in-
creased burdens to bear ? It was that the policy
of the Government involved only a readjustm'ent
of the tariff for the purpose of securmig free trade.
The President of the Council was in the House at
that time, and I am bound to say that lie made the
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best and ablest speech that was made in defence o:
that resolution in this House. That is universall3
conceded. What were his views in reference to
that resolution, which read as follows :-

" That the Speaker do not now leave the Chair but tha
this Bouse is of the opinion that the wplfare ot Canada
,requires the adoption of a National Policy which, by s
judicious readjustment of the tariff, will benefit and fostei
the agricultural, the mining, the manufacturing and othej
interests of the Dominion. That such a policy will retair
in Canada thousands of our fellow-countrymen, now
obliged to expatriate themselves in search of the employ-
ment denied them at home; will restore prosperity to our
struggling industries, now so sadly depressed; will preveni
Canada from being made a sacrifice market; will eneour-
age and develop an activ e interprovincial trade, and mov-
'ng (as it ought to do) in the direction of a reciprocity ol
tariffs with our neigbbors, so far as the varied interests
of Canada may demand, will greatly tend to procure foi
this country eventually a reciprocity of trade."
The hon. the President of the Council then said:

" If every other member of this House should go back
on the proposition contained in this amendment of the
right hon. member for Kingston, I certainly could not
do so without very glaring inconsistency."
Then he went on to point out that he had declared
to the Government

Mr. COLBY. Was that before or since the
Flood ? The hon. gentleman is reading ancient his-
tory.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). This was at the
inception of the National Policy, just when it was
being hatched, when the hon. gentleman was its
strongest defender. The hon. gentleman need not
ask how long ago it was, because he declared in his
speech that lie held to the National Policy now
just as he did when it was introduced into this
House. Here is a strange inconsistency : that he
held to it then, as declared by himself, because he
believed that by the result of those duties we
should secure reciprocal trade relations with the
United States ; and now he says he still clings to
the National Policy because reciprocity with the
United States, even in natural products, would
uin our farmers. Yet he says he is in favor of the

National Policy all the same-bound to maintain
the National Policy which, in 1878, was used as a
neans to accomplish what he termed wbuld be
a blessing, that is, reciprocal trade relations. Hie
holds to the National Policy, le says, as firmly as
ever, that which was in the beginning designed, as
he declared, to bring about that which he says
now would be productive of disaster and of ruin to
the agriculturists of this country. Sir, what did
the Finance Minister of two years ago say in this
louse with reference to reciprocal trade relations

with the United States ? What was the language
of Sir Charles Tupper when Le introduced his
financial statement, in 1887 ? As late as 1887, the
Finance Minister of this Dominion, speaking the
views of the Governinent opposite, used these
words:

" I think the interests-of that greatcountry(the United
States) and the interests of Canada alike are bound up ineclose commercial relations, and in extended reciprocal
relations. I have no hesitation in saying so. It wouldLe, iu MnY judgment, a great calamity and a ms
fortune if anything were.to revent reciprocal trmadarrangements with the United tates, which would be asthe were when they existed before, alike beneficial tocountries."
That is the utterance of Sir Charles Tupper, Minis-
ter of Finance in 1887. Now, we have a change
of base on the part of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
instead of viewing reciprocal trade relations with.

the United States as a blessing to both countries,
it is officially declared by a member of the Cabinet
that it would be a curse and a hindrance to the
agriculturists of this country-he did not add, to
the other interests ; but as it has always been main-
tained they will be benefited thereby, perhaps as
much as any other class in the community, we may
fairly infer that he believes it would be an
injury to every one. That gentleman made a
speech a little later on-it was made since the
Flood-and perhaps he had as good an idea of the
way in which trade relations between the two-
countries stood, and what the effect would be, as
the President of the Council, or even the present
Finance Minister. I want to quote now from
what the present ligh Commissioner, Sir Charles
Tupper, said in February, 1888, when he was
speaking upon the question of trade relations and
the circumstances in which the two countries stood,
after Le had been at Washington, and after he had
realised the position of affairs:

" I have told you that we stood face to face with an
enactment which had been on the Statute-book by an
unanimous vote of Congress, ratified by the President,
providing for non-intercourse between the United States
and Canada. I need not tell you that the Bill meant com-
mercial war; that it meant not only the ordinary suspen-
sion of friendly feelings and intercourse between two
countries but that it involved much more than that. If
that Bill had been brought into operation by the procla-
mation of the President of the United States, I have no
hesitation in saying that we stood in the relation to that
great country of commercial war, and the line is very
narrow which separates a commercial war between two
countries from an actual war. No man who knows any-
thing of the intimate commercial relations which exist
between Canada and the United States should contemplate
such an Act going into operation without feeling that it
would tear up from the foundation those intimate social
and commercial relations which exist between these two
countries, which, in friendly commercial rivalry, are
making rapid progress which has attracted the attention
of the civilise world."
That is the expression of Sir Charles Tupper, who,
after being in Washington, after understanding
the position in which both countries stood, be-
lieved that in the interests of the people of this
countrythere should be peaceable relations, friendly
relations and reciprocal trade arrangements made
between the people of the two countries. Now, we
have, on the other hand, a Minister of the Crown
declaring that to have reciprocity in natural pro-
ducts means ruin to the farmers of Canada; we
have a Finance Minister repealing a friendly
clause in our statutes and re-imposing duties that
may have the effect of being viewed by a certain
portion of the people of the United States, as cast-
ing down the gauntlet, and as saying: We will
enter upon a commercial strife with you, and, in-
stead of having you for friends, we will enter into a
commercial struggle which can only have the re-
sult of hindering the progress of both countries and
proving damaging to both. Why, Sir, I have
stated that this country is drifting, and I have
shown, I think, from the views that have been
enunciated by those gentlemen, from their record
on this question, that they are unable to grasp
the condition of the country; they are vacil-
lating, changing from what is desirable one day
to what is undesirable another, drifting in a
current, not knowing whither they are going,
and following a current which, as I consider, is
dangerous for the prosperity of this country. We
find a Minister of the Crown rising and solemnly
stating that he believes it would be the worst
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thing that could happen to the farmers of this
country, to have reciprocal trade relations with the
United States in natural products. I would ask:
What can you think of a Minister that has delibe-
rately entered upon that course, in view of the
records of our trade and commerce with the na-
tions of the world ? Where is the man who is
possessed of ordinary business sense, who desires
his best customer to be cut off his list ? Where is
the man with the least degree of common sense in
commercial life who desires to have his customer
estranged from him and his trade cut off ? Yet
the hon. gentleman declares that to have free
intercourse with the United States in trade would
be injurious, the worst thing that could happen to
our farmers and to others. Out of $4,417,170
that we exported as the produce of the mine, the
hon. gentleman asks that the country which takes
$3,753,351 worth of it, should be cut off, and that
we should not send any there at all. Of the total
of our fishery products of $7,000,000, in round
numbers, nearly three millions go to the United
States, and the hon. gentleman proposes that
we shall cut them off as our customers, that
we will have no trade with them. What do you
think of a Minister of Finance and a Government
that have entered on a policy like that? What
think you of a Government that have declared
their belief that as regards the products of the
forests, which amount to $23,000,000, in round
numbers, of which the United States take $11,000,-
000, charging a duty of $2 per thousand, these
products should not enter that market free, and it
would be the worst thing that could happen if the
market were free? What think you of a Govern-
ment that as regards animals and their products,
of which we export to the value of $23,894,000, of
which the United States take the value of $7,000,-
000, imposing a heavy duty upon them, declare
that it would be injurious if these animals and
products were admitted free into the adjoining
Republic? What do you think of a Government
announcing a policy and declaring it on the floor of
Parliament, that as regards agricultural products,
of which we export to the value $13,000,000, of
which $9,000,000 worth go to the United States,
that the removal of these duties would be injurious
to Canada and fatal to our farmers ? I cannot com-
prehend such a declaration.

Mr. COLBY. I desire to say that I was dis-
cussing the question of the condition of the farmers
of Ontario, as compared with the condition of the
farmers of the United States, and whatever
remyrks I made had reference simply to agricul-
tural products.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Natural products was the
statement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Probably
there will be another policy on Tuesday.

Mr. BOWELL. We shall have to go to Wash-
ington first.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I said the hon. gen-
tleman did not state that he included the other
industries.

Mr. COLBY. Precisely.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). But I said, I pre-
sume, as it has always been conceded, that the
farmers would especially, as a class, benefit by this
policy, that all other classe would share in it.

Mr. PATzsON (Brant).

Mr. COLBY. I have no objection to the hon.
gentleman drawing any inference he pleases.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is what I said.
But I want to read the words of the hon. gentle-
man, as I wrote them down: " He was opposed to
reciprocity in natural products ; it would be the
worst thing that could happen for our farmers."

Mr. COLBY. Farm products. The hon. gen-
tleman took it down correctly.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman
will admit that animals and their products, and
agricultural products come in there, at all events.

Mr. COLBY. Quite so.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). And, therefore, the
declaration that as regards animals and their pro-
ducts, of which we export to the value of $23,000,-
000, of which $7,000,000 in value go to the United
States, it would be the worst thing that could hap-
pen to this country, if the American duties were
removed, is one I do not understand. So it is with
regard to our whole trade. Out of a total export
of products to the value of $77,000,000, the United
States take $36,000,000 worth, and is in fact our
largest customer, taking one-half of our total
exports. I fail to understand the contention of
hon. gentlemen opposite, and the people of this
country will fail to understand it, that it is a wise
thing to endeavor to promote estrangement between
our best customer and ourselves, that it is best to
enter on a course of legislation calculated to give
aid and encouragement to men who view public
questions and endeavor to frame public policy in
the way in which the McKinley school are doing at
Washington, rather than along the lines laid down
by those members of the gieat community to the
south,' who are actuated by a broader and nobler
spirit, who have introduced a resolution in the
interests of peace and progress, as between these
two great nations lying side by side, and who
desire that each Government shall appoint com-
missioners with a view to devise some means by
which we may cast down the barriers and open the
gates and let the great flood of commerce cirulate
between the two peoples as freely as the blood cir-
culates in the human veins. I am in accord with
that school. Sir, they are meeting us with a gen-
erous offer.

An hon. MEMBER. Louder.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentle-

man must pardon me ; but I felt it was a sentiment
it was not discreditable to approve, for it was a
sentiment favoring trade with those who speak our
own language, who are our next-door neighbours,
with whose welfare and well-being our interestse
are bound up, and with whom more than one-half
of our trade is conducted. I must apologise, if to
speak too loudly is an offence, and my plea is that.
the sentiment is one worthy of our approval. It
was not urged at length by the Minister of
Finance, but it has been stated in this House, that
to allow free corn would be a very great injury to-
our farmers. That statement was made, totally
ignoring the fact that the Central Farmers' Insti-
tute, which recently met in Toronto, comprising
representatives of the agricultural class pf the
country, passed a resolution in which they declared
that free corn would be in the interests of Canada.
But what say hon. gentlemen opposite? They say:
If you permit free corn-and it would come in.
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under reciprocity trade with the United States-
then the corn standard of 40 cents a bushel would
be the standard of value for all your coarse
grains, while now the standard of values is the
barley standard of 57 cents a bushel. I wil
not pretend to know as much about farming as
I do about commercial matters, as I have been
trained to commercial pursuits; but I have heard
intelligent farmers speak in this House, and I have
heard them discuss thisquestionoutside of this House
and I have brought what little commercial know-
ledge I possess to bear upon this subject, and the
sentiment to which they gave expression, and
which I endorsed, was this: that, as a business
enterprise, it would be good policy on their part to
grow barley (we will take the figures given by the
President of Council in this argument) and sell it
at 57 cents for 48 pounds to the bushel, and then
turn round, and, with the money received from
that barley, spend 40 cents for 56 pounds to the
bushel of feed, better fitted for our cattle than that
which we sold at 48 pounds to the bushel, and
place the balance of 17 cents per bushel in our
pocket. The farmers thought this was a good
business transaction, and I was surprised to
hear a Minister of the Cabinet declare that it
would be inadvisable to adopt that policy, which
the intelligent farmers have been pressing on
the attention of the country. Now, Sir, it has
been said that the United States grow more of
natural products than they require, and that,
therefore, that is not a market for us. I have
not time to go into that discussion, nor will I
delay the House by referring to it at length, but
that, on the face of it, is very easily to be seen and
very easily to be explained. What is the result ?
Why, Sir, you take the States that lie contiguous
to Ontario, to Quebec, to Nova Scotia, to New
Brunswick, to Prince Edward Island--take these
States, comprising the New England States and
the great States of New York and New Jersey,
and you will find that at the last census they had
over 10,000,000 people in them. Why, Sir, these
States do not grow enough wheat to bread them-
selves. They only grow ten million bushels of
wheat, when it would, I suppose, take fifty million
bushels to feed them. There is a market right at
your very door for forty million bushels of wheat.
You could send it to them better than their wheat-
producing fields, in far away Kansas and Nebraska,
if there were free commercial intercourse between
us. If we had that free intercourse, Canada
would be the market from which these States
would draw the supply of wheat, for the ten
million barrels of flour they need per annum.
Take the New England States, in which, on
the testimony of the Ministry, the farms are
forsaken, and where they are not growing what is
needed for consumption ;-there you have immense
cities like Boston, Lowell ; Boston, I suppose, with
a population of over half a million. What are these
immense cities requiring? They require all the
commodities which we produce in this country.
Potatoes are not grown in the New England States,
or in New York, to any quantity like what they
need for consumption ; while little Prince Edward
Island and the Annapolis valley grow them in
abundance, and their market for potatoes is in
the United States, notwithstanding the duty of
15 cents a bushel imposed upon them. In view of
all these facts hon. gentlemen opposite say, that a

proposition to knock off that 15 cents a bushel,
which would go into the pockets of our farmers in
Prince Edward Island and the Maritime Provinces,
would be ruin and disaster to the country. Did
any one ever hear before an argument like that
advanced to intelligent men ? If the hon. gentleman
adheres to the National Policy, let me ask him to
remember that one of the great principleslaid down
for the National Policy was, that it was essential
to the prosperity of the farmers, and to the well-
being of the country, that we should have ahome mar-
ket. Ahomemarketis agrand thing. I live myself in
a busy manufacturing city, which affords an excel-
lent market; Toronto has grown in wealth and popu-
lation and mouths have to be fed. No one will deny
that it is a desirable thing to have a home market,
but we are getting it by slow progress. Adopt reci-
procal trade relations with the United States, and
see what an immense home market you will have for
the farmer. Within one day's ride, you have
gathered together in cities,-not to be built, but
already peopled with a population greater than
the entire population of the Dominion of Canada.
You have these States for a home market, which
are already inhabited with immense populations
They need every product the Canadian fariner has
to sell. There is your home market. Hon. gentle-
men opposite claim that the home market is the
best thing the farmer can have ; but when a pro-
position is made looking towards the securing of a
home market for the supply of five million people,
congregated within cities already built and deve-
loped, in many cases a day's ride, and in some
cases within two hours' ride from the homes of
the farmers of the country ; we are told that it
would be a ruinons thing to our farmers to give
them this market, and that the Government con-
tinue in a course of policy that will tend to
keep these markets more closely shut and barred
against us than they have been heretofore. I will
not detain the House longer. I have spoken
longer than I should have done, but I think
it was necessary, perhaps, or it might be useful
to point out these facts, which I have endeavored
to obtain. I can only add, in conclusion, that the
depression which exists in this country, as well as
the depression which exists in the neighboring
States of the Union-which has been referred to
by the hon. President of the Council to console us
-has been brought about in part by an excessive
rate of taxation, and by the taking of money out
of the pockets of the people of this country, and
taking it out to a greater extent, year after year,
although, year after year, the products of the far-
mers have been lowered and their revenue less ;
taking it out until-as the hon. gentleman pointed
ont- in the States of New England the farmers
have left their farms and become impoverished ;
and until, as was pointed out by the member for South
Oxford, and admitted by hon. gentlemen opposite,
it is pressing to such an extent on our farmers, that
the proper policy for the Government to-day is, as
is proposed in the resolution of the hon. member for
South Oxford, to devise ways and means whereby
this excessive load of taxation may be lowered,
so that the people of this country may be allowed to
retain the hard-earned money they have honestly
and fairly won for themselves ; without the Gov-
ernment taking more out of their pockets than is
absolutely necessary for the conduct of the affairs
of the Government, in a wise, and prudent, and, at
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the same time, energetic manner. Sir, I wish to
stand here to take my position on this. If parties
in this country are to be divided on the line ;
whether it is to be a desire for reciprocity, or a
desire for estrangement between the two countries;
as I judge, from the resolution introduced by the
hon. the Minister of Finance, and as enunciated
by the hon. the President of the Privy Council, is
to be the dividing line of policy ; I desire to
express my sympathy in favor of those who wish
to have unrestricted reciprocal relations-friendly
feelings and commercial intercourse between these
nations, and my opposition to those who wish for
commercial warfare, which, as was pointed out by
the late Finance Minister, is only removed one
degree from a state of actual war. I would rejoice
if this House had been unanimous in the reception
of the sentiments of men of that noble line of
thought in the United States who, I am glad to
believe, are daily increasing, and which senti-
ments find expression in the resolution offered
by Congressman Hitt. I wish that we should
be permitted to go on in commercial friendli-
ness with one another, that the barriers should
be lowered, that there should be free inter-
course, and that we might reap the benefits which
will come to us, as they will reap the bene-
fits that may come to them. Sir Charles Tupper
has often pointed out here the necessity to the
National Policy of an interprovincial trade, and I
have always given him credit for his desire to pro-
mote such a trade. An interprovincial trade is a
grand thing, if you can have an interprovincial
trade without forcing the public to pay for it, as
we are forced to do, situated as we are geographi-
cally in this country. Internal commerce carried
on by a nation is a great factor in the prosperity of
a people. Remove the commercial barriers which
exist between you and the United States, and you
will have in an eminent degree, not only the progress
and prosperity which flow from a provincial and an
interprovincial trade, but the progress and pros-
perity that would result to you from an uninter-
rupted flow of commerce and trade throughout the
length and breadth of this Dominion, and as well ar
throughout the length and breadth of the great Unior
to the south of us. Hon. gentlemen opposite fearto
take this step, because they say : We will be outdis-
tanced in the race. Sir, they belie the character of
the Canadian people. Who are the men who are in
foremost places in the United States to-day, and
who hold prominent positions in every department
of life there, professional, commercial or agricultu-
ral? Shining among the brightest names that shine
in the United States, are the names of Canadians,
born and bred in this country, and holding their
own among the very best people of that country.
Go into their factories and workshops, in the
United States, and you will find, in many cases,
that their foremen and machinists are Canadians.
Look at the heads of their great railway systems
and you will find among them Canadians born,
Canadians bred, and Canadians trained in this
country. Go into their monetary institutions, as I
did in Chicago, and you will find that their bank
managers, and the members of their financial
boards, are, in many cases, Canadians. Go to their
fishing fleets and there you will find, as my friends
from the Maritime Provinces tell me, that the
captains of their ships, and that almost all the
mnen who are successful fishermen, are men drawn

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

froni the hardy mariners of our Maritime Prov-
inces. And you tell me that these men, who are
holding their own in the United States itself,
whieh was to them when they went there virtually
a foreign country, except in language, and under a
different Government -- and not only holding their
own, but, with these things against them, working
their way up to the highest positions-that these
men cannot hold their own in their own country,
not with any undue advantage given to the United
States, but with a free, open competition. Where
muscle is placed against muscle and brain against
brain in equal contest, I say I have no fear of the
Canadian muscle and the Canadian brain.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Mr. Speaker, I con-
fess to you that I consider myself especially
unfortunate in having been selected to follow an
hon. gentleman of the great eloquence, energy
and logic of my hon. friend who has just taken his
seat. But, Sir, whilst I cannot pretend to emulate
that hon. gentleman's logic, neither shall I
attempt, as in a great measure that hon. gentleman
has done, to quote the speeches of other hon.
gentlemen delivered on former occasions in this
Parliament and ont of it ; but I shall endeavor to
present, as concisely and in as few words as I can,
the views I hold in regard to the trade relations
of this country ; and the views I express shall be
my own, and must not be taken as binding
any other person in this House or out of it. It
has been my good fortune, Sir, to have had
the opportunity of listening to the speeches of
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) during the last sixteen or seventeen
years. In the first four or five years that I had
the honor of a seat in this House, that hon. gen-
tleman occupied the position of Finance Minister
of this country, and it was his duty then to
present the financial statements of the Govern-
ment of which he was a leading member. Since
that time, with the exception of one occasion
only, on which my hon. friend from South Brant
(Mr. Paterson), discharged the duty which would,
no doubt, have devolved on the hon. member for
South Oxford, but for circumstances over which
lie had no control-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. An Act of
Parliament, to wit.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Since 1879 it has been
the duty of that hon. gentleman to criticise the
financial statements made from this side of the
House. The hon. gentleman says he was kept
out of Parliament for one Session by an Act of
Parliament. Let him rather, Sir, attribute the
fact to the true reason, namely, that the people did
not agree with the nostrums lie was proposing to
them.

Some hon. MEMBERS. The gerrymander.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Sir, I have listened to
the hon. gentleman in this House during those
years with a good deal of pleasure ; but during
all those years the hon. gentleman has been sin-
gularly unfortunate. Although I admit that his
utterances have been eloquent and his financial
genius great, and although he has a capacity of
making the worse appear the better cause, yet
that hon. gentleman's position, from the time I
first listened to his utterances on the floor of this
Parliament, has been exceedingly unfortunate. On
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the first occasion that I listened to a Budget speech
delivered by the hon. gentleman, he came down to
Parliament with a proposition for a general
increase of 2½ per cent. in the taxation of the
people of this country, attributing the necessity
for such increase in the tariff to the legacy
that had been left to him by his predecessors
when they went out of office in 1873. I had
not the opportunity of hearing the hon. gen-
tleman's financial statement in 1875 ; but in 1876,
1877, and 1878 that hon. gentleman was wrestling,
year after year, with constantly recurring and
constantly increasing deficits, without having the
boldness-I will not say he had not the genius,
because I think he had-to apply the proper remedy
to bring about an equalisation between the receipts
and expenditures of this country. At that time I
sat on the Opposition side of the House. I followed
then, as I follow now, the right hon. gentleman
who leads the Government to-day. The party of
whicli I was a member, which was then in a min-
ority in this House-although I believe not in a
minority in the country, as circumistances showed
very soon thereafter-suggested to the hon. gentle-
man a means by which he could overcome the
difliculties that presented themselves to him during
those years; but the hon. gentleman, with that
great knowledge of public affairs and finance which
characterises him, refused to accept the suggestions
which were made, and honestly made, by the party
then in Opposition, and went to the country on the
principle which he and his party laid down, of a
revenue tariff and a revenue tariff only. Sir, I
need not remind you and the louse of the result
of tie course which these hon. gentlemen pursued
during the years they were in office; I need not
remind you of the overwhelming defeat they met
with when they submitted themselves to the arbi-
trament of the people of this country. I have
heard my hon. friend from South Oxford, year after
year, from 1879 down to the present Session,
ascribing the defeat of his party, and their
continuance in Opposition, election after election, to
every possible reason but the true one, that is, that
they do not possess the confidence of the people of
Canada. The hon. gentleman, the other night, in
tie course of the speech he delivered in reply to
the Budget speech of my hon. friend the Finance
Minister, said that the Government could gerry-
mander the constituencies, that they could pass an
infanous Franchise Act, that they could debauch
the eonstituencies and the Provinces, but that they
had not the capacity to grapple with the financial
(estions which presented themselves for the con-
sideration of the Government of this country. He
also made the statement that the course which has
been pursued by the present Government since they
came into office has produced irritation in the United
States. Sir, if the course of maintaining the dignity
of Canada by the Government charged with conduct-
ing the affairs of the country produces irritation on
tie minds of the people of the United States, then
I say, let that irritation be produced. It is the
duty cf this Government to conserve the interests
of the people, whose interests they are charged to
guard. I say it is no part of their duty to make
aly concessions to the United States that will be de-
trinental to the interests of the people of Canada.
My hon. friend also stated the other night that lie
believed he reflected the opinions and the views of
half the people of this Dominion, and, also, that he

reflected the views and the opinions of the Local
Legislatures throughout the whole Dominion. As
regards the latter part of his statement, I have
nothing whatever to say against it ; but let me
point out to my hon. friend that the logic of facts
during the last ten or eleven years has had the
effect of destroying the theories of the hon. gentle-
man, as they would the baseless fabric of a vision.
If the hon. gentleman has the capacity, as I an
sure he has, of understanding the logic of facts, he
must by this tinie be convinced that the policy, or
rather the no policy, the -shifting policy, the
attempt at finding out a policy for the party of
which he is one of the leaders, will never
secure the approval of the people. I heard my
hon. friend lay down the proposition here the
other night, that he and his party had subscribed to
the resolution which had been submitted by Mr.
Hitt in the American Congress. I would like to
point out that there seems to be a process of
retrocession upon the part, not only of those hon.
gentlemen, but of their ally in the American
House of Representatives. If you read the resolu-
tion submitted by Mr. Hitt last year in the House
of Representatives, you will find that it rends as
follows :-

" Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
That whenever it shall be duly certified to the President
of the United States that the Government of the Dom-
inion of Canada has declared a desire to establish com-
mercial union with the United States, having a uniform
revenue system, like internal taxes to be collected, and
like import duties to be imposed on articles brought into
either country from other nations, with no duties upon
trade between the United States and Canada, he shall
a point three commissioners to meet those who may
likewise be designated to represent the Government of
Canada, to prepare a place for the assimilation of the im-
port duties, internai revenue taxes of the two countries,
and an equitable division of receipts in a commercial
union. And said Congress shall report to the President,
who shal lay the report before Congress."

Now, last year the hon, member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) submitted this proposi-
tion to Parliament:

" That, in the present condition of affairs, and in view of
the recent action of the House of Representatives of the
United States, it is expedient that steps should be taken
to ascertain on what terms and conditions arrangements
can be effected with the United States for the purpose of
securing full and unrestricted reciprocity."

That resolution did not meet with the approval of
the majority of the miembers of this House, and I
think my hon. friend must have come to the con-
clusion, judging by the results of the elections
held since, that it does not meet with the approval
of the people of Canada. Mr. Hitt has modified
to some extent, during the present Session in the
United States Congress, his resolution, and the
resolution now before the Committee on Ways
and Means in that House, reads as follows :-

" Resolved, That whenever it shall be duly certified to
the President of the United States that the Government
of the Dominion of Canada has declared a desire to enter
into such commercial arrangements with the United
States as will result in the complete removal of all duties
upon trade between Canada and the United States, he
shal appoint three commissioners to meet those who may
be designated to represent the Government of Canada to
consider the best method of extending the trade relations
between Canada and the United States, and to ascertain
on what terms greater freedom of intercourse between
the two countries eau best be secured, and said commis-
sioners sha;h report to the President, who shall lay the
report before Congress."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
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Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). My hon. friends upon
the other side say "hear, hear ;" and one would
suppose from the approval with which they
receive that resolution, that it was in such
a position that we would be certain, if we
adopted a similar policy in this Parliament, to
obtain reciprocal trade relations with the people
of the United States. Well, last year I read to the
House the opinions of Senator Sherman and Sec-
retary Blaine as to the only means upon which the
people of Canada could secure reciprocal trade re-
lations with the people of the United States.
These gentlemen said it was their firm conviction
that unless we were prepared to cast in our lot
with the people of the United States, unless we
were prepared to enter into a political union with
them, we could not hope to secure from them any
measure of reciprocal trade. In addition to that I
will read, with the permission of the House, an
editorial paragraph which appeared in the New
York Sun of Sunday last:

" That there may be no needless misunderstanding, we
beg our Canadian friends to understand that they can have
free trade with the United States-the only important
system of real free trade in the world-on the same terms
as the United States themselves enjoy it, namely, on the
terms of political union."

Are my hon. friends opposite prepared to say
"hear, hear," to that?

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Then the writer goes
on to say:

"All other propositions, such as that of Mr. Hitt in the
House of Representatives the other day, eau lead to
nothing but vanity and vexation of spirit."

If my hon. friends opposite are prepared to accept
that dictum, if they are prepared to accept vanity
and vexation of spirit as the outcome of their
efforts to obtain reciprocal trade relations with
the people of the United States, 1, for one, am not
prepared to make any overtures with such a result
in view. My hon. friend froin South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) has always, ever since the
present party came into power, and ever since he
becan e convinced it was impossible to oust them
from the Treasury benches, ever since he became
convinced, as he must be, that the people of
Canada are with the Conservative party and
against the theories of my hon. friend, has been
accustomed, on the floor of this House, to utter
pessimistic wails when criticising the Budget
speeches of Finance Ministers. In pursuance of
that policy, he told us last night some very ex-
traordinary things. In the first place, he spoke
of the reduction of deposits in the Government
savings banks as evidence that the country was re-
trograding; but I am sure my hon. friend, with
his great knowledge of banking affairs and of the
financial affairs of this country, must have known
that the reduction of interest on the deposits in
Covernment savings banks in November last had
the effect of displacing a large portion of the
moneys which had been previously deposited in
the Government savings banks, and transferring
theni to the chartered banks. My hon. friend said
last night that he had always contended that the
Government had been paying too much for their
money and that this result, the withdrawing of
money from the savings banks, bore out to some
extent that contention. Let me say that I do not
.agree in that view, nor do I approve of the action

Mr. WHITm (Renfrew).

of the Government in reducing the rate of interest
upon those deposits. I have always held, and I
hold still, that it would pay the Government of
Canada better to pay to their own people, through
the medium of these savings banks, the 4j
per cent. which these deposits cost, including
their administration, than to pay 4 per cent. to
people outside of this country. I have always held
that view and endeavored to impress it upon the
Finance Minister, but I am sorry to say, I was not
successful. The hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) knows full well that very
shortly after the Government had reduced the rate
of interest in November last, the ciartered banks
raised their rate of interest, and, in point of fact
many of them now pay 4 per cent. to their
depositors, while the Government pay only 3½.
I hold, therefore, that the reduction of de-
posits in the Government savings banks is no
indication of poverty on the part of the people.
My hon. friend went a little further and stated
that although the deposits in the savings banks
had increased from $9,279,000 in July, 1879, to
$41,800,000 in July, 1889, there had been a large
amount of money borrowed abroad, amounting,
I think he said, to $36,000,000, against some
$6,000,000 which were borrowed in the year 1879.
And my hon. friend made the statement on his
authority as a financial critic, that the difference
between what we had borrowdd abroad, and what
we had in our savings banks at home, would
account for the increased deposits. Surely, he
must have concealed facts which were in his pos-
session, for he must have known that the de-
posits in the chartered banks in 1874, when
he came into office, amounted to $78,709,368 ;
while in 1879, when he left office, those de-
posits were $71,368,502, or a decrease during the
time my hon. friend occupied the position of
Finance Minister, of over $7,000,000. I am sure
he must have been aware that the deposits in the
chartered banks had increased, fromn 1879 to 1889,
to no less than $123,655,414, an increase of
$52,000,000 in the chartered banks, in addition to
the increase of $32,000,000 in the deposits in the
savings banks. I, therefore, think my hon. friend
was not ingenuous in his statement that, while we
had increased the deposits in the savings banke by
$32,000,000, we had increased our indebtedness by
$30,0o,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You increased
it by a great deal more. That is only one item.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Then my hon. friend
ought to have taken the House into his confidence
entirely, and to have stated the whole of the facts
as he understood them, and not to have concealed
a part. The return I have shows that the savings
banks deposits on the 30th June, 1889, amounted to
$53,715,838, which was a considerable sum in
excess of the amount stated by my hon. friend last
nighe.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know my
hon. friend does not intend to be unfair ; but I was
speaking only of the Government savings banks,
and not of the other savings banks, and I think he
will find that my statement is correct.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I believe my hon.
friend's statement is correct as to that, but, when
he was endeavoring to create an impression on the
House and the country that we were retrograding,
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he should have stated the whole facts. We find
that the deposits in chartered banks, in savings
banks and in loan and building societies, on the
30th June last, amounted to $194,678,285. Assum-
ing our population to beive millions, that would
give an average of $38.93 for every man, woman
and child in the Dominion, and yet we are told
that this country is going to ruin, and that the
Dominion is reaching a point almost of destitution.
My hon. friend devoted a considerable portion
of his speech - to that large portion of our
population which, to a great extent, controls
the elections throughout the Dominion, and
whose good graces, no doubt, my hon. friends
on the other side would be exceedingly glad
to secure. My hon. friend stated the condition of
the farmers in Ontario was deplorable, that the
growth of the rural population from 1872 to 1879
had been 84,000, while from 1879 to 1888
it had only been 11,000. My hon. friend,
the President of the Council dealt pretty fully
with that phase of the question last night. ie
pointed out to the House what, I think, everybody
must recognise, that the opening up of these
large areas of land in the North-West had the
effect of withdrawing our surplus population from
the rural districts of Ontario and Quebec, and,
further, that the growth of manufactures under-
shall I call it ?-the fostering influences of the
present Administration, had been so great as to
draw a considerable number away from rural
pursuits. My hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) looks on this matter from
the pedestal on which he stands, high above the
common herd, of whom I am one, and I am afraid
my hon. friend does not take sufficient pains to
inforin himself, as he ought, as to the circumstances
of the rural population of this country, and as to
the causes which induce them to move from one
part of the country to the other. If lie had been
brought up, as I was, in a wild part of the country,
andi had seen the labor which the people have had
to undergo in preparing their lands for cultivation,
lie would understand why the sons of these men
wouldl naturally be attracted to the fertile prairies
of the North-West, where they are able to put in
their plough at once, and to obtain crops a year
or two afterwards. Assuming my hon. friend's
figures to be correct-and I think, as I shall be
able to show in regard to some other of his state-
ments as to the condition of the Province of On-
tario, they are to be taken with some measure of
doubt-I say there is no reason in them for the
assertion of the non-growth of the rural popula-
tion in the Province of Ontario, to which the
hon. gentleman referred. Let me say, also, that
my hon. friend was not ingenuous in the
statement he made, that large areas of land
had been opened up in Ontario since 1879,
and that railways had been built through a large
portion of that Province. It is true that the con-
struction of the Canadia;n Pacific Railway has been
of the greatest possible benefit to the Province of
Ontario, but it has not been of such great benefit
to the agricultural development as it has been to
the mineral and timber resources of that Pro-
vince. My hon. friend knows full well that, in
that large extent of territory from Lake Nipis-
simg to Rat Portage, there is a very small
percentage of cultivable lands, and having our
North-West prairies to go to, the young men

of the Province of Ontario would prefer them
to settle upon. Therefore, I say that my hon.
friend was not ingenuous in making that statement
to the House, any more than he was in making the
other statements to which I have referred. He
also referred to the fact that the statistics of Mr.
Blue, which in former Sessions of this Parliament
were quoted by hon. gentlemen opposite as being
perfectly authentic were now unreliable

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew)-to sonie extent mis-
leading, was the expression the hon. gentleman
used, the hon. gentleman had taken the pains,
with the view, I have no doubt, of elucidating
the theories evolved in his own brain, to make
enquiries as to the mortgaged indebtedness of the
people of the Province of Ontario, and he had come
to the conclusion which he announced to this House
last night, that, in the Province of Ontario alone,
there were no less than 300 million dollars mort-
gages upon farm lands. Now, Sir, my hon. friend
is a financial genius, I am aware of that, and I feel
a good deal of diffidence in criticising any state-
ment he may make ; but if the hon. gentleman will
take the trouble to examine those statistics fur-
nished by Mr. Blue, upon which hon. gentlemen
opposite have heretofore placed so much reliance-
although I, myself, confess that I do not put the
same faith in them that some of my hon. friends
opposite do-but if lie would examine Mr. Blue's
returns he would find that in 1888 that gentleman
reported that there were 20,823,426 acres of lands
occupied by residents ; that there were 1,234,853
acres occupied by non-residents, making in all
22,058,279 acres of occupied lands, of which the
number of acres cleared was 11,314,725. Now, if
my hon. friend had taken the pains to analyse the
statement he made here last night, lie would have
found that, according to his own statement, there
is a mortgage of $13.60 upon every acre of occu-
pied land in the Province of Ontario ; and if he
were to take only the cleared lands in that Prov-
ince, he would find the mortgage indebtedness,
according to his computation, ainounts to $26.87
on every acre of cleared land in the Province of
Ontario. Now, I am a native of the Province of
Ontario and I deprecate any such statement.

Sir RICHARD CART\WRIGHT. So am I, and
I know whereof I am speaking.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I should be very
sorry to think that the hon. gentleman himself
believes what lie states

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Make the in-
vestigation, if you dare.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I have some further
evidence of a disinterested character which may
convince the House, if it does not convince the
hon. gentleman, that his statements are not entirely
in accord with the facts. I hold in my hand a re-
port made by United States Consuls respecting
mortgages in foreign countries, and I find, in regard
to the Province of Ontario, that Mr. Consul
Bridges, of Brockville-perhaps, Mr. Speaker, you
may know something about him-reports as fol-
lows:-

"The value of property in my district has not ex-
perienced much change in late years, but is on the lu-
crease, if anything, owing principally to the increase of
population "-
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That does not accord with the views of my hon
friend.-
-" and the healthy, industrious condition of this sec-
tion of the country. People, as an average, are careful
in incurring the responsibility of indebtedness and there
is plenty of money to be had on the market tirom 6 to 7
per cent. I do not think that recorded indebtedness is on
the increase, if you take into consideration the contiued
change of ownership and the increase of population."
Mr. John M. Strong, American Consul at Belle-
ville, reports as follows :-

" During the last three years recorded indebtedness
bas increased, owing to shortness of crops, Prior to that
time it had diminished in proportion to value. This
year, prospects being good, recorded indebtedness is
again diminished, except in the case of small chattel
mortgages,"
Mr. Hiram Davis, Commercial Agent at Colling-
wood, says:

" Recorded indebtedness is generally decreasing."
Mr. Roberts, Consul at Hamilton, says :

" The probable ratio which mortgages and judgments
bear to total valuation of taxable and assessed property,
is about 25 per cent."
Mr. Twitchell, Consul at Kingston, says:

" Recorded indebtedness, in proportion to estimated
values, is increasing."
I give my hon. friend the benefit of that; William
C. Hall, Consul at Prescott, reports:

" Recorded indebtedness is diminishing."
Mr. Farrar, Consul at Port Sarnia, says :

" The best opinion here is that recorded indebtedness
bas diminished during the past two years."

I give my hon. friend that testimony in addition
to the others.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In opposition
to the testimony of the registrars in the country.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). My bon. friend, I am
afraid, has confined his investigations to the par-
ticular part of the country where he thought that
the circumstances would support the theory he had
lu his own mmd.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, Sir; I
took good care not to.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Let us compare the con-
dition of other countries with Canada. The Presi-
dent of the Council last night referred to the condi-
tion of the State of Vermont, and, perhaps, I may be
permitted to say a word or two in reference to the
condition of other States of the Union ; and I do
this because, from the statements of hon. gentle-
men opposite, this country would be led to believe
that upon the other side of the line the people of
Canada would find an Eldorado:

"Mr. N. J. Bachelder the Commissioner of Agricul-
ture and Immigration o New Hampshire, bas sent out
(under date October 14) a preliminary list of abandoned
farms in that State which shows a condition of things
closely resembling that of Vermont. The list embraces
115 farms. 'These,' says the circular, 'are unoccupied
farms, and bave been reported by the Selectmen of the
varions towns to have fairly comfortable buildings. They
comprise but a small part of the abandoned farms of the
State.' He adds-and this is an important matter-that
'in most instances these farms have not been abandoned
because the soil bas become exhausted, or from a lack of
siatural fertility."'I

Then I find that another writer makes the follow-
ing remarks -

" To one conversant with the facts, it is evident that the
reports of these lately appointed commissioners do not
begin to show the actual extent of the decline. Their re-
ports are supposed to show only the number of vacant

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew).

farms having on them buildings in a fair condition-im-
possible after more than five years of neglect. Instead of
the 887 deserted farms reported by Commissioner Bachel-
der of New Hampshire in 160 towns, three times that
number would probably be a low estimate.'

But our hon. friends opposite say that this con-
dition of things is produced because the United
States have followed the same "foolish system,"
according to my hon. friend from South Oxford,,
that has prevailed here since the present Govern-
ment obtained power. One would imagine that
there was no agricultural distress existing in
any part of the world except in those highly pro-
tected countries to which my hon. friend has refer-
red. Well, I suppose hon. gentlemen opposite will
admitthat the condition of things which has,accord-
ing to the hon. member for South Oxford and the
hon. member for South Brant, produced such dire
results to the agricultural population in Canada
and the United States, does not exist in the United
Kingdom-at all events, so far as protection is con-
cerned. I will read for the benefit of hon. gentlemen
opposite, if the House will permit me, some para-
graphs from a report made by a Royal Commission
appointed to enquire into the depression of trade and
industry in the United Kingdon in 1885. The
commissioners make this statement :

"We should here state that in selecting the last twenty
years for the period of comparison, we were influenced
mainly by a desire, on the one hand, to avoid carrying
back our investigation into periods in which the con-
ditions of the trade and industry of the country differed
too widely from those which now affect it to make any
comparison between them useful; and, on the other hand,
to include the years immediately preceding the events of
1870-71, which resulted in so serious a disturbance to the
commerce of the world."

Then they go on to say:

" The industries which we selected were-the iron and
coal trades, the textile industries, agriculture and ship-
ping.

" We received from SirJames Caird and other witnesses.
ample corroboration of the serious effect which the great
depression lu the agricultural industr bas produced upon
the home trade of the country. There is but little
divergence of opinion as to the cause of that depression.
The extreme lowering of prices, brought about by the
extension of American farming, appears to be the main
factor of the present agricultural position, one witness
Mr. Druce, expressing the opinion that the cultivation of
much of the inferior land in the country could not be
remunerative, 'even if it could be had for nothing.' ''

That is in a free trade country. The commis-
sioners also make this statement :

We sec no indications that, taking the industries of
the country as a whole, and having regard to the figures
of a series of years, there is any diminution in the aggre-
gate of commodities produced by British capital and
British labor.

" In stating this general conclusion however, there is
one important branch of industry which must be excepted.
We refer, of course, to agriculture. There can be little
doubt that the quantity of agricultural produce raised iu
the country during t he last two years bas materially
decreased, and that even the fairly good seasons of the
last three years have scarcely compensated for the
diminished production of the eight years which preceded
them, while the steady fall in prices has, of course,
affected the agriculturists even more seriously than the
diminished yield of the soil."

I think hon. gentlemen opposite will find this is
one strong reason why the agricultural population
in Canada and the United States are not as pros-
perous as under other circumstances they might
be. I could also quote to hon. gentlemen the
statistics respecting the diminution in the products
in the United Kingdom, but I presume the House
knows what these are as well as I do. But I will
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say this: if you examine the records I hold in my
hands you will find that one of the reasons for the
agricultural depression in this country, as well as
in the United Kingdom, results from the extra-
ordinary diminution in prices, which I will quote
to the House. In 1877 the price of wheat per
quarter in the United Kingdom was 56s. 9d. ; in
1888, 31s. 10d. Barley, 1877, 39s. 8d. ; 1888, 27s.
10d. Oats, 1877, 25s. bld. ; 1888, 16s. 9d. Beef,
1877, 5s. 91d. per stone of 8 lbs. ; 1888, 4s. 6fd.
Sheep, per stone of 8 lbs., 1877, 6s. 9d. ; 1888, 5s.
7id. So that I think the House will observe that,
apart altogether from the maladministration of the
present Government, the prices to which I have re-
ferred asprevailing inthe United Kingdom have had
much to do with agricultural depression, both in that
country andin Canada. Let me draw the attention of
hon. members to this important fact in regard
to the depression in agriculture, such large areas
have been brought under cultivation in India and
other countries, and the facilities for transportation
from the inland regions in those countries have so
greatly increated, we must expect continued and
increased competition in the markets of Europe.
How are we going to meet that competition ? We
nust meet it by more scientifie farming, by produc-

ing cereals at a lower rate then we are producing
them now. What did hon. gentlemen opposite do
when in office ? Did they attempt to improve the
condition of the farmers ; did they attempt in any
way to teach them scientific methods ? No. It was
reserved to my hon. friend the iMinister of Agri-
culture, at the instigation of the hon. member for
Rouville (Mr. Gigault), to adopt a system by which
more scientific methods of farming can be taught
to the people of this country. And, therefore, I
say that the farmers owe to this Government, a
debt of gratitude which it will take a very long
time to repay, but which I think they will in part
repay when the opportunity presents itself of cast-
ing their votes either for or against the party now
in power.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). When the House rose
at six o'clock for recess, I was endeavoring to
point out that the only real interest that had been
taken in the farmers of this country, since I have
had a seat in Parliament, has been taken by the
present Minister of Agriculture. That hon. gentle-
man has, with the assistance of this House, estab-
lished experimental farms throughout this Domi-
nion, with a view, as I understand it, of affording
information to the farmers as to the best kinds of
grain to be selected for growth in Canada, and as to
the best methods of developing agriculture. I may
add to that, Sir, the fact that it was my hon. friend
the Minister of Agriculture, who incepted the model
farm in the Province of Ontario ; and so I say, that
to the Conservative party belongs the credit of hav-
ing endeavored to promote the interests of the
farming community of Canada. Therewas one point
which escaped me when I was speaking with refer-
ence to the allegations of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) respecting mort-
gages upon farms in the Province of Ontario. I
endeavored to point out, and I think pretty suc-
cessfully, that it was almost impossible that the
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hon. gentleman's calculations could be correct.
But, Sir, the hon. gentleman still persisted in
the statement that he had made an investi-
gation himself that led him to the conclusions.
which he gave to the House last night. I am afraid
that the hon. gentleman did not take one or two,
facts into consideration, which might materially
affect the discoveries that he made by his examina-
tion of the registry offices of the Province of
Ontario. In the first place, those gentlemen who
are familiar with the mode of dealing with mort-
gages by land companies, especially in the Province
of Ontario, will bear me out in the statement which
I am now about to make : In some instances, when
mortgages become due, a lower rate of interest can
be obtained than that which the mortgagor has
been paying, and the mortgage is transferred
or perhaps it is increased or dealt with in some way
by re-mortgaging the premises, either to the com-
pany that has already effected the loan, or to some
other company. In many of these instances I have
known, of my own knowledge, that these prior
mortgages have remained undischarged for a consi-
derable number of years, and that, in point of fact,
where there was, perhaps, only $1,000 against apro-
perty, it might appear from the records in the re-
gistry office that there were two or three thousand
dollars against it. I would also like to draw the
attention of the Flouse to this further fact, that in
the Province of Ontario a great proportion of the
loans that are made upon agricultural land to far-
mers, are payable in annual instalments. No re-
cord is made of the payments of principal upon
these mortgages until they are finally discharged;
and it is probable that my hon. friend (Sir Richard
Cartwrigit), in his investigations, overlooked the
fact that a large proportion of these mortgages that
appear against the agriculturists in the particular
parts of Ontario to which he devoted his atten-
tion, were paid, and that, instead of there being the
large amounts which he discovered in the registry
offices against these lands, the proportion may
have been probably not more than one-fourth of
that which the books of the registrars show. My
hon. friend, in the course of his speech, in addition
to the statement which he made, that the agricul-
tural population of the Province of Ontario was
stationary, or practically stationary, said also
that there was only one family in the Province
of Manitoba to three square miles of land.
My hon. friend from South Brant (Mr. Paterson),
pursuing that subject a little further, drew the at-
tention of the House to certain predictions which
had been made by the right hon. the leader of the
Government, and by the then Minister of Railways,
Sir Charles Tupper, respecting the probabilities of
the development of agriculture in Manitoba and
the North-West. Now, Sir, I frankly admit that
the forecast of these gentlemen, the hopes which
they entertained at the time these statements were
made upon the floor of Parliament, have not been
realised; but I would like to ask hon. gentlemen
on the other side of the House to consider whether
the statements that have been made by leading
Liberal politicians, both in this House and outside
of it, have not had some effect in deterring people
from going into the North-West and Manitoba.
They must take some portion of the blame for the
failure of these predictions that were based upon
data given to the Ministers, and they must see
that the failure does not lie entirely at the door
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of the Government. My hon. friend the mem-
ber for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) devoted him-
self with a good deal of assiduity to prove that
the present depression, which lie and his friends
allege has overtaken the agricultural population
of the Dominion of Canada, is due to the fact
that extraordinary imposts have been laid upon
these people since the present Administration
have come into office. That hon. gentleman
endeavored to show that if the expenditure had
been kept down to the point at which it stood
when the hon. gentlemen on the other side of
the House vacated their seats, by the mandate of
the people of Canada; the depression which now
exists would not have existed to the extent it does.
We have heard these stories year after year in
Parliament; we have been told year after year-
and it was repeated here by the hon. member for
South Oxford last night-that the policy of the
present Government was " to create five hundred
millionaires and to impoverish 500,000 farmers."
Whilst, as I have said, these statements have been
made year after year on the floor of Parliament, we
have had two general elections since they were first
made, and upon both these occasions, the policy of
the present Administration has been triumphantly
vindicated by the verdict of the people. Not only
that, Sir, but we have had since the last general
election a number of bye-elections throughout the
length and breadth of the Dominion, and I venture
to state, that in no period in the history of Canada,
las the policy of the Administration of the country
been more fully, more effectually, and more decid-
edly endorsed, than it has at these bye-elections.
So, Sir, I say, that whilst these gentlemen make
certain statements in reference to the expenditure
under the present Administration, and whilst they
endeavor to create upon the minds of the farmers
the impression that it is because of the policy, and
because of the extraordinary expenditure of the pre-
sent Administration, that the country is in the state
of depression in which they declare it to be, yet they
are stating something which neither the House nor
the country will believe. I do not deny for
a moment that the expenditure has largely increased
since the present Administration came into office,
but, Sir, it is only natural that there should be an
increase of expenditure as the resources of the
country develop and as the demands made on the
Government expand from year to year. What has
been the course pursued by the present Admin-
istration, as compared with their predecessors in
office ? When the Administration of the hon'
member for East York came into office, they
found, as they declared, a legacy left to them by
their predecessors, involving extraordinary ex-
penditures ; there were certain public works
requiring to be constructed for the development
of the country ; and yet when the Government
of hon. gentlemen opposite left office, and were
relegated to what the people of the country
deemed to be their proper places, those hon.
gentlemen had accomplished practically nothing in
the development of this great Dominion. What
has been the result of the administration of affairs
by the present Government ? We have now,
extending from the Atlantic to the Pacific, a
great highway of commerce ; we have enlarged
and . deepened our canals ; we have extended
to local railway enterprises throughout the
length and breadth of this country a measure of

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew).

aid which has developed the commerce of the
country to a phenomenal extent ; and whilst those
achievements have undoubtedly increased the ex-
penditure, they have not increased it in a manner
to be oppressive to the people of this country.
It may not be ont of place for me, Sir, before leav-
ing this branch of the subject, to point out the
contrasts shown by the Public Accounts in the admi-
nistration of the affairs of this country, between the
present Government and their predecessors. I
stated at the beginning of my remarks, that whilst
I had the greatest admiration possible for the abil-
ity of my hon. friend from South Oxford, that hon.
gentleman, in all the speeches he had delivered in
Parliament on financial subjects since I had the
honor of a seat in this House, lie had been
singularly unfortunate ; and let me say that
those hon. gentlemen who have held the position
of Finance Minister since 1879 down to the pre-
sent time have been correspondingly fortunate.
The lion. member for South Oxford, when Finance
Minister, was obliged, as I have already stated, to
wrestle with constantly increasing deficits ; and if
we are to credit, as is customary, the administra-
tion of my right hon. friend with the results of
1874, the year in which they left office, and the
administration of hon. gentlemen opposite with
the results of 1879, the year in which they left
office, we shall find this extraordinary condition of
things-that from 1874 to 1878, during the admin-
istration of the hon. member for South Oxford, there
were net deficits amounting to $5,551,114, whilst
the net result of the administration of affairs under
the leadership of the right hon. First Minister from
1879 to the present time, is an aggregate surplus
of $13,382,095. While I do not pretend to say
that these results are due to the extraordinary
ability of the Ministers who have administered the
Department of Finance under the present Govern-
ment, nor to the lack of ability of my hon. friend
opposite, yet I say they show that while that hon.
gentleman has been singularly unfortunate, hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House have been
singularly fortunate ; and may we not reasonably
deduce from this circumstance the conclusion that
the result shown by the Public Accounts, has been
due to the adoption of the policy which hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House promulgated
in 1877 and put into effect when they came into
office ? Sir, my hon. friend from South Brant (Mr.
Paterson) too~k very strong exception to certain
statements made by the hon. President of the
Council in reference to a change of opinion which
the hon. member for South Brant alleged to have
taken place in the mind of the lion. President of
the Council between 1878 and the present time.
Well, let me say to hon. gentlemen opposite that
we are not Bourbons; we are ready to learn. The
changed circumstances of the country may properly
bring about changed opinions; and while, speaking
for myself, I am in favor of an interchange of
natural products between Canada and the United
States-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). A calamity.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). If my bon. ljiend
chooses to characterise it as a calamity, then I am
in favor of such a calamity, provided we can ob-
tain an interchange of those products on terms
that are fair and reasonable to the people of Can-
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ada. But if my hon. friend the President of the
Council has changed his opinion on that subject,
there are, perhaps, some good reasons why his
.opinion should have changed. Sir, let us look at
the condition of things in the United States. The
avowed object of the bon. gentlemen opposite, in
advocating the policy of reciprocity with the
United States, is to benefit the farmers. Let us
see how the farmers would be benefited by such
an interchange of products as these hon. gentle-
-men propose. If agricultural depression exists in
the Dominion of Canada, it not only exists here,
but in the United Kingdoi, and that also to so
great an extent in the neighboring Republic that
the House of Representatives have deemed it neces-
sary to introduce a Bill for the appointment of
a Commission to enquire into the causes of that
agricultural depression. I hold in my hand a Bill
which was introduced in the House of Represen-
tatives on the 21st of January, 1890, " to create an
Agricultural Commission to investigate causes of
present depressed condition of agricultural inte-
rests, " This Bill enacts as follows:-

"Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress
assembled, That a Commission is hereby created to be
called the Agricultural Commission.

" That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and is hereby,
authorised and directed to appoint nine commissioners,
who shall be residents of the United States, and not more
than five of whom shall belong to any one political party,
and of whom the first named shall be president

" That it shall be the duty of said Commission to take
into consideration and thoroughly investigate all the
various causes which in their judgment may relate to
the present depressed condition of the agricultural
interests of this country: and for the purpose of fully
examining the matters which may come before it, said
Commission, in the prosecution of its enquiries, is em-
powered to visit such different portions and sections of
the country as it may deem advisable.

" That the Commission shall make to Congress final
reDorts of the results of its investigations, and the testi-
mony taken in the course of same, not later than ninety
days after its appointment; and it shall cause the testi-
mony taken to be printed monthly and distributed to the
members of Congress by the Public Printer, and shall
also cause to be printed for the use of Congress three
thousand copies of its final reports, together with the
testimony-one thousand for the Senate and two thons-
and for the louse."

So that, whilst it is alleged that we have depres-
sion in this country, it has'not here reached the
point which it appears to have reached on the
other side of the line. In addition to that, I
should like to point out for the information of the
farmers, whose interests these hon, gentlemen pre-
tend to have at heart, the condition of prices in
the United States. I hold in my hand an inde-
pendent paper, the Canadian Journal of Commerce,
in which I find the following statement of the con-
dition of the American markets:

" In wheat, the situation may be summed up as follows:
The crop of 1889 was 17'96 per cent. larger than in 1888,
with the reserves on lst July,50 per cent. less. The supply
on lst March was 39'3 per cent. larger. Prices are26 er
cent. lower, neutralising the inerease in the crop. The
United States Department of Agriculture makes the
following estimate of the supply of wheat and corn in
farmers' hands, the percentage of the crops represented,
and the prices in the Chicago market."

Now I would like to draw the attention of the
House to these figures, and I will state them as
briefly as possible:

831½

Wheat, Millions of Bushels.

Years. March 1 Per PriceCent.

1883........143 28·5 $1.09
1884 ..... , 119 28'4 921
1885....... 169 33-1 751
1886... . .. 107 30-1 801
1887. 123 27-0 75
1888. 132 29-0 78j
1889...112 27·0 1.04
1890........156 31·9 77î

Corn, Millions of Bushels.

Years. March 1 Per Pricecent.

1883.......585 36«3 58e
1884...... 512 33 0 531
1885. ....... .670 37'6 381
1886....... 773 400 37
1887.......603 36«0 36
1888......508 34'9 491
1889.......787 39'6 34
1890. 970 45'9 28

So that, although I do not entirely concur in the
views of the President of the Council as to the
disadvantages of reciprocal trade relations in
natural products between this country and the
United States, yet I say that hon. gentleman had
some cause for the change of opinion which has been
effected in his mind since 1888, in view of the cir-
cumstancesnow existing in the United States. I was
not a little astonished to find that my hon. friends
opposite, who, I supposed, had given their adhesion
firmly to the scheme of unrestricted reciprocity,
who had submitted and ably advocated a resolu-
tion in that direction last year, should have receded
so completely froni their position as they have upon
the present occasion. The hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) said last night, in
point of fact, that the Liberal party pinned their
faith to the Hitt resolution, and I find that the
leading organ of the Liberal party in the Province
of Ontario also advocates that resolution as the
basis upon which the Liberal party proposes to
appeal to the country when the time comes to make
that appeal. In addition to that, I find that the
Young Liberals in Toronto have passed the follow-
ing resolution :-

" That this Club berewith puts on record its belief that
the message of good-will contained in the recent resolu-
tion of Congress of the United States, favoring the
appointment of commissioners to negotiate a Reciprocity
Treaty at such time as the Government of the Dominion
of Canada shall express a wish to secure closer trade
relations with the United States, will result in the best
good to the people of both countries; and we pledge our-
selves, as free traders, to take all possible means to
hasten the passage of reciprocity resolutions in the Par-
liament of Canada, as being in the direction of freedom of
trade with all the world."
These three things indicate that the Liberal party
still adhere, to some extent, at all events-although
they have not put upon record this Session a
declaration in favor of unrestricted reciprocity-to
the views they held last Session. Sir, it is a singu-
lar circumstance that these hon. gentlemen on the
other side, during the time which elapses between
one election and another, advocate, both in Par-
liament and out of it, the views they really hold,
but when the time comes for an election, these hon.
gentlemen, as did my hon. friend the member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake), in his Malvern speech,
modify their views so as to suit what they believe
to be the opinions of the electors for the time
being.

Mr. BLAKE. No.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). My hon. friend says
"no," but I am sure that the evidence is rather
against his disclaimer.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
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Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I shall not be at all
surprised to find that these hon. gentlemen-
although, I presume, they hold the opinions they
have been advocating upon the floor of Parlia-
ment-receding, when the time comes for another
election, from the position they have taken,
because they know and feel that the country is not
with them. We were told to-day, by the hon.
member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson), that this
resolution of Mr. Hitt is a friendly resolution,
that it was submitted to the Congress of the United
States with the best intentions, and that it was
our bounden duty to accept the friendly overtures
made by Congress to the Government and Parlia-
ment of Canada. Yet, I find that in the very
same Session of Congress, a Bill has been intro-
duced and referred to the Committee on Ways and
Means, which will impose extraordinary taxes upon
those particular classes of agricultural products
we send to the United States. It will be said, no
doubt, by my hon. friend from North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton), that that is a reason
why we should make overtures to the United
States for the free interchange of products ; but
if our hon. friends opposite hold that it is
improper on the part of this Government to main-
tain the dignity of Canada and their own rights,
because in maintaining the rights of our people
they are creating irritation in the minds of the
people of the United States, how much more
unjust is it for the people of the United States, by
a Bill of that kind, intended to affect the in-
terests of Canadian farmers, to endeavor to inti-
midate our people into adopting the policy they
may desire us to adopt. For my part I hold
that there is no condition of things existing in
Canada which demands at the hands of this Par-
liament the making of overtures to the people of
the United States, further than those we have
already made, until the people of the United States
give some stronger evidence that they are prepared
to meet those overtures in a friendly and equitable
spirit. My hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) has submitted to you, Sir,
a resolution. In that resolution, although he
attacks the changes which have been made in the
tariff in a general way, yet he does not specify
what particular phase of that tariff or what par-
ticular clause of that tariff is, in his view, detri-
mental to the interests of the country. The re-
solution which the hon. gentleman has submitted
reads as follows -

" That the additional taxation which it is now sought to
impose will still further increase the burthens of the
people and is likely still further to aggravate the distress
unhappily existing among a large portion of the farming
population of this Dominion. and that under such cir-
cumstances it is the bounden duty of this House, instead
of adding to the etisting oppressive taxation, to apply
itself to the reduction of the burdens ow impeding the
progress and prosperity of the principal producing classes
of the Dominion, and for this purpose to abolish or re-
duce the taxes now imposed on articles of prime neces-
sity to farmers, miners, fishermen and other producers."

I would like the hon. gentleman to specify what
particular clauses in the tariff submitted by the
Finance Minister he takes exception to as imposing
additional burdens on the farmers. Surely le
does not pretend that the addition of 25 cents on
the article of flour is an additional imposition on
the farmers ; surely he does not pretend that the
addition of 2 cents upon fresh meat is an im-
position on the farmers ; surely le does not pre-

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew).

tend that the other additional impost apon agri-
cultural products coming .into Canada are an
addition to the burdens of the farmers? We
are told by these hon. gentlemen that it is a
very desirable thing that we should have free
trade relations with the people of the United
States; but, has it never occurred to them that,
under the policy which has prevailed in this coun-
try since 1879, if we have not been able to create a
larger trade with our neighbors to the south, we
have, at all events, been enabled to retain within
our own borders, a very large portion of the trade
that otherwise would have gone to the people of
the United States ? We have been able to create
an interprovincial trade between the Provinces
which compose this great Dominion, and, if we
have not been able to get our neighbors to the
south to agree to an equitable proposition for the
interchange of commodities which would alike be
fair to Canada and to the United States, we have
been able to build up-if the information which I
have is correct-an interprovincial trade which
has been of great benefit to the several Provinces
of the Dominion. I hold in my hand a leaflet
compiled by Mr. Johnson, the statistician of the
Dominion, in regard to interprovincial trade, and
here is what he says as to the efforts we have
made to establish that trade :

" In the first place, we may attempt to obtain a general
view. Before Confederation, as all the Provinces stood
to each other in the relation of outside countries, the re-
turns of imports and exports from and to each other were
noted in the Customs statistics. An analysis of these re-
turns shows that in 1866 the Maritime Provinces of New
Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island im-
ported goods to the value of $40 per head of their popula-
tion. Allowing for the increase of wealth in those Pro-
vinces since 1866, and placing the value of their importa-
tions at $41.per head, we have an import which would be
now equal to $40,000,000 if those communities had con-
tinued in their pre-confederation status. (Per paren-
thesis, I may rena rk that in England the value of im-
ports is placed at $50 per head, in Belgium at $62 and in
Australia at $100). As, however, the actual imports of
the Maritime Provinces now are only $13,250,000, there
remains the sum of $27,000,000 to represent: first, the
extent to which they provide for their own wants through
the growth of their manufacturing industries ; and,
second, the amount they procure from the St. Lawrence
River Provinces in the way of interprovincial trade.
One detail will have to suffice in respect to this east-
bound interprovincial trade. If we take the annual con-
sumption offlour, meal and coarse grains in the three
Maritime Provinces at two barrels per head of the popu-
lation-and this is not too high an average, because the
fishernien consume more flour than any other class-we
have au annual consumption of two million barrels. The
imports of these articles average 65 000 barrels a year
leaving 1,935,000 barrels to be supplied by the millers of
Ontario."
And an hon. gentleman told me to-day that a
manufacture with which he was connected, the
manufacture of carriages, carried on in one of
the small towns in Ontario, has been enabled
to build up a trade in the sale of these car-
riages with people in the eastern Provinces, which
has reached the large amount of $120,000 a year.
I say, therefore, that the benefits which have
arisen under the policy which has been adopted by
the Conservative party have resulted in establish-
ing an interprovincial trade between these Pro-
vinces which, but for the adoption of such a policy,
would have gone to foreign countries. I do not
say that I am entirely in accord with all the details
of the tariff which has been submitted to tlTa
House. As a humble follower of the right hon.
gentleman who leads the Government, I suppose I
shall have to accept these details, but I tell my
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hon. friend the Minister of Finance, and my hon. without any extraneous aid from the people of the
friend the Minister of Custonis, that I believe they United States or of any other country in the
have made a mistake in adopting a policy of world.
granting a rebate on corn brought into Canada for
the purpose of milling for human food. I have Mr. CHARLTON. I can compliment the hon.
stated that before in my place during the present member for North Renfrew (Mr. White) very cor-
Session ; and I think the Government have dially upon the able presentation of the case from
also made a mistake in allowing the intro- his own standpoint, that he has made to-night. I
duction of corn and other grains for the purpose of can say, with equal truth, that I am unable to
ensilage. While, however, I believe that, in those agree with the hon. gentleman in a single conclu-
cases, they have done something which will not be sion he has drawn. He had a good deal to say with
beneficial to our farmers, still, taking the tariff as regard to my hon. friend beside me (Sir Richard
a whole, I cannot pretend to say that the interests Cartwright), as to his management of public affairs
of the farmers have not been fairly looked after. while he was Finance Minister of Canada, and as to

Mr. LANDERKIN. They have been salted. the positions advanced by that hon. gentleman in
his speech last evening, and I shall crave the indul-

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). The farmers salted ? I gence of the House for a few moments in reviewing
think not. I think their interests have been more briefl) some of the points made in this connection
looked after than the interests of some other i'- by the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr.
dustries in this country. White). He asks, almost at the outset of his speech,

Mr. BLAKE. Are you not going to make a how it was that upon one occasion the member
noise about that little bit of pork ? for South Oxford did not occupy a seat in this

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Let me tell my hon. House, and he left the House to infer that the
friend that I am not a Jew, and, therefore, as the in- riding the hon. gentleman had represented had lost
creased duty on pork will benefit the farmers in my confidence in him, and had failed to return him ;
constituency and throughout the country, I am con- but the truth was that the Government had blotted
tent to accept the proposition. I have very little out that riding by the infamous Gerrymander Act
more to say upon the subject now under discussion. of 1882, and consequently a temporary derange-
A sentiment was given expression to by my hon. ment of affairs resulted in my hon. friend being out
friend from South Brant (Mr. Paterson) in the of the House, I think, for one Session. The hon.
course of his speech to-day which has my entire niber for North Renfrew goes on to say that
concurrence. He said it had been alleged by those ii, the first financial statement that he heard
who opposed reciprocity in manufactures with the from the member for South Oxford, my
United States that the people of Canada would be hon. friend advanced the Customs duties of this
distanced in the race, and he expressed it as his country f rom 15 to 17 per cent. Well, that was a
opinion that no such danger existed, but that very moderate advance. It was my opinion at the
Canadians were capable of holding their own with I time that it should have been 2- per cent. more;
any people upon the face of the earth. Being a but the slight advance made by my hon. friend
Canadian myself, it may be somewhat egotistical indicated the conservative character of his admin-
on my part to say that I entirely concur with the istration of the finances. He chose to refrain
view expressed by the hon. gentleman in regard from imposing burdens upon the country; and in
to that matter, but, while I believe that we Can- connection with the strict economy in the manage-
adians are capable of holding our own with any ment of public affairs which that hon. gentleman
people on the face of the earth, I entirely dissent practised, I think it is greatly to his credit that so
from the conclusion at which the hon. gentleman slight an advance was made. The Public Accounts
arrived. Those conclusions, as I understood them, of this country show that during the five years of
were that we would not be able to give effect to the administration of the finances of this country
our energy, our perseverance and our talents, un- by the Mackenzie Government the increase of ex-
less we had unrestricted trade with the people of penditure was very small; for 1873-74 the expen-
the United States. From that proposition I en- diture upon Consolidated Fund was $23,316,000,
tirely dissent. I believe we have, in this Canada and the expenditure in 1877 - 78, after five
of ours, ail the elements of a great nation. I be- years of the administration of affairs by my
lieve that we have all the natural resources which hon. friend, was $23,503,000, an increase of
are required to build up a great nation, and, if we about $184,000 only in the expenditure of this
have the people here in Canada, as I believe we country, chargeable to Consolidated Fund, iii five
have, to develop our resources and to bring about years, under the prudent, conservative and econ-
the results which I believe we are capable of bring- omical management of the hon. member for South
ing about, then, I think, we should work out our Oxford-a management the character of which
own destiny without reference to the people to the stands out in striking contrast with the manage-
ýsouth of us. I do not wish to say a word ment of the Finance Ministers who have succeeded
against the people of the United States. They him in this country.
speak the same language as ourselves, they are a Then the hon. gentleman states that the fact
people having, to a great extent, the saine aspira- that my hon. friend and those associated with
tions as we have, they are a people descended from him on this side of the House, are still in
the same stock as we are, and I glory in their Opposition, is proof positive that the country
greatness. But, while I glory in their greatness has no confidence in them, that the people refuse
because they are an English-speaking people, to repose confidence in the policy and in the char-
IIsay that we, on this northern part of the acter of those hon. gentlemen. Sir, wlen we take
North American continent, are capable of working a survey of the political field of this country, when

<out our own destiny, and, I believe, the people of we take into account the influences used by
'Canada will show that they are willing to do that the Government that now occupy the Treasury
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benches, when we consider the Gerrymander
Act of 1882, the Franchise Act of 1885, the timber
limit scandals, the pasture lease scandals, the
appropriations amounting to millions of dollars
made by that Government from time to time to
influence the elections in various ridings of this
country, the purchase of ridings en bloc, the pur-
chase of Provinces, the refusal of that Govern-
ment a few days ago to allow the passage of a law
that would curtail its own powers for evil, so un-
scrupulously used-I say, when we look at all these
things it is folly to talk of hon. members on this
side of the House failing to secure the approval of
the people. They are bought out; bought out by
the money resources and the corrupting resources
employed in every possible way by the Govern-
ment of the day for the purpose of influencing the
elections in this country.

Then, Sir, the hon. member for North Renfrew
(Mr. White) refers to the intimation made by my
hon. friend (Sir Richard Car+wright) that the
policy of this country was only calculated to
produce irritation in the United States, and that
consequently the policy was one to be regretted ;
and he tells us that if to maintain our dignity
is to produce irritation, then let the irritation
be produced and we will stand upon our dignity.
Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of great im-
portance that Canada should set a good
example to the world, that its progress
and course in this matter should be dignified ;
but I think I will show a little later on, that I
have good reason for the belief that Canada, in its
intercourse with the United States, in the character
of its policy towards the United States, has been
more than dignified, that it has been captions,
that it has been more than captious, that it has
been insolent in some respects, that it has given
good reasons for being considered so, and that a
just cause bas been given for the feeling of irrita-
tion towards Canada that exists ; and I think I
will be able to present, later on, the facts upon
which this opinion is based.

The hon. member tells us that the party
to which the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) belongs has no policy,
and that it is useless to talk about a party
asking for the confidence of the country when it
has no policy to present to the public, that it just
sits here and indulges in a course of factious
opposition, attempting to pull down everything that
is offered, without having anything itself to offer in
return. Now, I have always imagined that the
Liberal party of this country had a policy-in fact,
the'hon. gentleman has attempted to criticise the
policy that the Liberal party advanced to-night.
One of the points in the policy of the Liberal
party is that it advocates reciprocity with the
United States, it desires to extend our trade
relations with that country. That is one point
in its policy. Another point in its policy is the
assertion that this country is unduly taxed, that
the burdens resting upon tþe shoulders of the
people are too great, and that'these burdens should
be reduced. Another point in the policy of this
party is that the expenditure is too great, that the
Government in expending money is reckless, that
it betrays the trust imposed in it by the people,
and squanders their money ; that there should be
economy introduced in the expenditure of this
money ; that is one plank in the policy of the
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Liberal party. Another point is the assertion that
the debt is too great, that the accumulation of
debt should cease, and that a policy should be
adopted that will reduce that debt, rather than
increase it. That is another plank in the platform
of the Liberal Party. Then, with regard to the
management of the public domain of this country,
the Liberal party asserts that the management has
been reckless ; that it has not been judicious; that
it has not been in the public interest; that it has
been conceived in the interest of the friends of the
party and of the Government; that it has been
used to increase the Government influence and to
give the Government power, and that in all these
things the policy of the party now in power is
wrong ; and per contra, that the policy advocated
by the Liberal party being in direct opposition
to the policy the Government has pursued is right.
I might indicate many other points upon which the
Liberal party stand before the people with a clearly
defined policy, a policy exactly the opposite of that
pursued by the hon. gentlemen in power.

Then, the member for North Renfrew (Mr.
White) proceeds to refer to the resolutions intro-
duced in the House of Representatives last year
by Congressman Hitt, and the resolutions this year
reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, of which Mr. Congressman Hitt is chairman ;
and the hon. gentleman informs us that there is
something very suspicious about that matter, that
last year the resolution reported to Congress and
passed by the House of Representatives was one
favoring commercial union, offering to negotiate
with Canada on the basis of commercial union ;
while this year, singularly enough and suspiciously
enough, the resolution reported by the Committee
on Foreign Relations to Congress is not definitely
in favor of commercial union, but is a proposition
that Commissioners should be appointed on behalf
of the United States, when Canada indicates a
desire to treat, for the purpose of considering the
best methods to secure wider trade relations be-
tween the two countries, without any definition as
to exactly in what way the details are to be settled-
a resolution covering almost identically the ground
occupied by my hon. friend (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) when he moved his resolution last year.
This simply shows, in my estimation, that Con-
gressman Hitt, one of the most advanced thinkers
in the United States, one of the most liberal-
minded statesmen in the Republic, has somewhat
modified the view he entertained last year, and
he now believes that unrestricted reciprocity
between these two countries can be secured on some.
other basis than commercial union, that it can
be secured on the basis which my hon. friend from
South Oxford proposed last year. In fact, it
places us in a better position in this matter than

efore ; it gives us a more liberal offer as to the
basis on which negotiations shall be entered upon;
it offers to us, if the resolution passes Congress, a,
basis for seeking to make an arrangement, which
is one we may, with every confidence, enter uponi
and carry to a successful issue. But, the hon.
gentleman tells us, that is all bosh ; that this hope
held out by the motion, introduced by Congress-
man Hitt, is perfectly delusive. He says, that
Senator Sherman, last year expressed the opinion,
that we could not have free trade relations between
these two countries, except on the basis of politi-
cal union. Then, the hon. gentleman takes up the.
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New York Evening Sun, a one cent evening daily, did was to name eleven ridings in the Province, and
and he reads an editorial from that newspaper, his statement was that a certain condition of atfairs
in which the writer ventures the assertion, with respect to mortgage indebtedness prevailed in
that if we want free trade, we must take it on these ridings, and he said, if a like condition of
the basis of annexation. Does that settle the things prevailed in the rest of the Dominion, then
question ? Does the opinion of Senator Sherman, there was a mortgaged indebtedness in Canada of
respectable and eminent as he is, settle the ques- from $200,000,000 to $300,000,000 ; and, to satisfy
tion? If the United States invite this country to treat the country that his calculations were correct, he
with it, to appoint Commissioners for the purpose asked that there should be a vote of money for the
of negotiating as to freer trade relations upon the purpose of appointing a commission to examine
basis that Congressman Hitt's resolution indicates, into this matter, and decide whether these calcul-
shall we, because someNew York newspaper or some ations with regard to the mortgage indebtedness
individual member of the United States Senate, were well founded or not. And if the Government
refuse to accept the proposition, made through have any doubt as to the conclusion, let them give
Congress, inviting us to enter into negotiations us a small vote, and appoint a commission, and
with a view to ascertaining what results can be investigate the matter, and demonstrate whether
reached, refuse to accept the invitation to secure the calculations of the hon. member for South
an acceptable treaty ? To refuse to enter into Oxford are well founded or not. But whether we
negotiations is to show we do not want reciprocal have a mortgage indebtedness of between
relations on any terms whatever. $200,000,000 and $300,000,000, made upon mort-

Then the hon. gentleman has told us about the gage loans less or more, I can assure the hon.
pessimistic wails of the hon. member for South Ox- gentleman, and the members of this House, that
ford (Sir Richard Cartwright). Well, I might speak theN is a certain mortgage indebtedness, the
of the optimistic cock-a-doodle-doo expressions of amount of which we can arrive at almost exactly.
the hon. gentleman himself, and one would be as There is a mortgage indebtedness on the improved
appropriate as the other. It may be pessimistic to lands in this Dominion, amounting to over $10 an
point out clearly the dangers that threaten this acre, due to the public debt of Canada. That
country, to show that we are on the way to ruin, mortgage indebtedness we have at ail events.
to warn the people of the result of the course we An hon. MEMBER. Are there no assets ?are pursuing. But I do not think so. I think it
is patriotic in a public man, and he who has the Mr. CHARLTON. We have $237,000,000 of net
courage to stand up and speak the truth and warn debt, and we have 22,000,000 or 23,000,000 acres
the people as'to the natural outcome of the policy of improved lands, and it is, therefore, easy to figure
pursued by the Government is one who deserves up how much is the mortgage indebtedness on the
thanks rather than condemnation. improved lands of the Dominion.

Then the hon. gentleman goes on to talk about Then the hon. gentleman (Mr. White) proceeds to
the small increase in our rural population. He give us some statisties, or not statistics exactly, but
does not admit directly that there is a decrease, speculations, as to the depression existing in the
but he admits, inferentially, that there is a very United States. If aIl he asserts with respect to the
small increase, because he proceeds to account for United States were true, it simply points to the fact
it, and he says the drainage of the population to the that protection, which has been the policy of that
North-West accounts for it. Thereisnot a sufficient country since 1861, has not worked satisfactorily,
aggregation of people in the North-West to account and if protection in the United States has produced,
for the drain from the older Provinces. The people or any other cause has produced, the depression in
go to the United States-they go in streams and in that country, which the hon. gentleman asserts
thlousands. exists there, it behooves us to see whether the

An hon. MEMBER. Why? policy we are pursuing is not one of a similar

Mr. CHARLTON. Because there are better character and likely to produce similar results.
Opportunities and openings there. I find Canadians The hon. gentleman (Mr. White)refers to England
wherever I go, and I find them satisfied with the under a free trade policy. Well, in England a great
condition of affairs there. I am bound to say that inany causes have operated to produce agricul-

I neyer have fonnd a Canadian in the anited tural depression. In the first place., the natural

States who exfressed any desire or intention to customers of England for the products of her
come back to Canada. looms and workshops are the countries that

ome hon. Canada. Ohhave adopted a policy which is calculated to keep
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh. her goods out of their markets. The result has
Mr. CHARLTON. It is a bald statement of been, to that extent, to reduce the purchasing

fact, and simply that. It is a fact that the increase power of England. These countries have a sur-
of our rural population is at a standstill, and this plus of food to sell to Britain. The price of natural
is not accounted for by the drain of our population products in those countries is governed by the prices
to the North-West, for, where one man goes to the in England, and the protective policy which im-
North-West from Ontario, four or five cross the poverishes their natural customer for food products,
line into the United States. and reduces her purchasing power has its effect

The hon. member from North Renfrew (Mr. White) upon the reduced prices paid in America for farm
nextcomestothestatementmade bythehon. member products. Added to this there has been a great
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) with reduction in freights, both railway and ocean, and
respect to the mortgage indebtedness of Ontario, the opening up of new sources of supply, as in the
and he disputes the statement made. It is an easy case of India, ail of which has tended to depress
matter to do so. Accurate information as to the the agricultural interests in England. The most
matter is not probably available. What the hon. marked influences upon prices of farm produce in
mnember for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) England and America have been exercised by the
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construction of railway lines to reach the wheat
fields of India, which bring our farmers into com-
petition with the Coolie labor of that country.
All these causes combined have reduced the agri-
cultural prices in England, but that is a question
quite f oreign to the matter under discussion in this
House at the present time.

The hon. gentleman (Mr. White) wants to know
if we did not consider ourselves largely to blame for
the slow settlement of the North-West. I hardly
know what the hon. gentleman means. Perhaps, he
means to insinuate that we have taken a course that
is calculated to deter people from going to the
North-West, and that we have sought to diminish
the movement of population into that country. I do
not think, Sir, that the North-West has better
friends in this country than the Liberal members of
this House, or friends who are more desirous of
seeing the country prosperous. Of course, we have
criticised freely various parts of the policy of the
Government with reference to the North-West. We
have criticised its land policy ; we have criticised
that colonisation policy which gave to speculators
land at $1 an acre, for which the settlers were
charged $2 an acre. We have criticised the pasture
lease grazing policy, which puts in the hands of
cattle kings vast tracts of land, on which a settler
is not allowed to settle, unless the cattle king gives
his consent, and by which the settler is shut out
from some of the best agricultural regions of the
North-West. We have criticised the policy of the
Government in regard to timber limits; we have
driticised its mineral lands leases; and we have
criticised its railway policy, by which vast sums of
money are expended uselessly in that country.
All these things it was our duty to do, and if these
criticisms in any way had an unfavorable effect
upon the settlement of the North-West, why, we
cannot help it, and it is really the fault of the
Government that they gave ground for criticism
by their improper conduct, and not our fault that
we criticised what we found to be objectionable in
their policy.

The hon. gentleman (Mr. White) then proceeds to
a criticism of Mr. Mackenzie's Administration-
really he has covered a wide range in his speech
to-night-and he says that Mr. Mackenzie and his
colleagues accomplished practically nothing for
the country. Did they not? They completed
the Intercolonial Railway, they proposed to give to
the North-West an outlet by constructing a road
from Lake Superior to the Red River in Manitoba,
and from the Red River to Pembina, to connect with
the American lines ; and further, as soon as the
wants of the country required it, to continue the
Canadian Pacific Railway west. They deepened
the canals, they did varions things that were bene-
ficial to this country,'and the best thing they did
was to set an example of honesty and economy in the
administration of the affairs of the country. Then,
Sir, the hon. gentleman says that the hon. mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
wrestled constantly with deficits ddring his admin-
istration of the financial affairs of this country.
Let us look at that deficit question a little. If
the hon. member for Renfrew (Mr. White) had
examined the Public Accounts, I do not believe he
would have said anything about deficits, and I
rather think he would be disposed to let this mat-
ter rest. I have here a list of the deficits since
Confederation, and during the five years my hon.
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friend, Sir Richard Cartwright, held office, the
deficits were :

1875-76.............................. $1,900,000
1876-77.............................. 1,460,000
1877-78.............................. 1,128,000

or a total deficit for the three years of $4,488,000.
Now, are these the last deficits in our financial
history, and did the deficits cease when the hon.
gentleman left office ? Let us see. The deficit was
In:

1878-79.............................. $1,937,000
1879-80.............................. 1,543,000
1884-85.............................. 2,240,000
1885-86........................ 5,834,000
1886-87.............................. 810,000

or a total deficit of $11,365,000, as compared with
a total deficit of $4,488,000 during the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright's) in-
cunibency of the office of Minister of Finance.

Mr. FOSTER. We will soon pull the deficit
down.

Mr. CHARLTON. Oh, yes, you will pull things
down.

Fault has been found with my hon. friend beside
me (Sir Richard Cartwright) because he refused to
raise the duties. Now, the deficits under his admin-
istration were due, not to extravagance, and not to
mismanagement, but to causes entirely beyond his
control. They were due to the world-wide depres-
sion which diminished the revenues of Canada, of
the United States, of England, and of every coun-
try in the world, and my hon. friend knowing that
this condition of things was temporary ; knowing
that when this depression passed away, the duties
that were then being levied were ample to afford
him all the revenue that an economic administration
of the affairs of this country required, refused upon
the pretext of scant revenues, resulting froin this
abnormal condition of things, to increase the bur-
dens placed on the people. The revenue of the
United States during this period of depression, and
the increase of the revenue immediately after this
period of depression, clearly show that my hon.
friend's expectations would have been realised had
lie remained in office. The Customs revenue of the
United States was :

1876.......... ........... $148,000,000
1877............................... 130,956,000
1878............................... 130,170,000
1879......................... 137,250,000

Then the depression passed away and in 1880 there
was a leap from $137,000,000, the revenue of the
previous year, to $186,500,000; and in 1881, the
Customs revenue of the United States was $198,-
000,000 against $137,000,000 two years before, and
that without the change of a single item on the
tariff list. That shows that there was a rapid
advance in the collections from Customs in that
country as soon as the depression passed away, and
it warrants the impression that had the tariff
remained as it was in this country, and had my hon.
friend (Sir Richard Cartwright) remained in the
position of Minister of Finance, the increase in the
revenue of Canada, when the depression passed
away, would have been ample for all purposes and
would have left him a surplus instead of a deficit.

My hon. friend from Renfrew (Mr. White) says
that he is in favor of reciprocity on fair terms.
What are fair terms, and what does he esteem té
be fair terms ? In my opinion the proposal made
by my hon. friend (Sir Richard Cartwright) for
unrestricted reciprocity, is a proposal for reci-
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procity upon fair terms, and anything coming
short of that falls short of being such a proposai.
If we ask the United States people to grant us
a treaty of reciprocity that will enable us to
sell to them exactly what we want to sell, and
not enable them to sell to us anything they wish to
sell, that is not reciprocity on fair terms. That is a
treaty by which we secure a decided advantage at
their expense. A true reciprocity treaty must
permit us to sell to them the products of our labor,
and permit them to sell to us the products of
their labor ; what they naturally want to sell.
Anything short of this, falls short of being a true
reciprocity treaty. But the hon. gentleman says
in effect it is not a matter of much moment after
.all ; it is a very trifling matter whether we get
reciprocity or not ; it is hardly worth looking
after ; it might be advantageous, if we could get it
exactly as we wanted it-if we could dictate our
own terms; but, if we have to go into negotiations
with our neighbors, and give them some advantage
as well as secure some advantage ourselves, then it
is not a matter of much consequence ; lie does not
know as we care about it at all. But, the hon.
gentleman infers that the Liberals are still in
favor of reciprocity, and I am sure his inference
is right. I can assure the hon. gentleman that
that is one of the principles on which the Liberal
party stand, and on which they will appeal to this
country ; and with that principle they have vie-
tory written on their banners if ever they can reach
the people of this country and place that issue
squarely before them.

Mr. SPROULE. You did not work it very well
in Haldimand the other day.

Mr. CHARLTON. When the Government have
to distribute their boodle among 215 ridings, and
cannot concentrate it in one, we shall not probably
have the result we had in Haldimand.

Now, the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr.
White) tells us that the farmers are not burdened
by protection-that the Government have consider-
ed bis case and are about to give him protection.
Well, Sir, if we are going to have protection, I
think it is about time the farmer had his share ; if
there is anything that can be done for the farmer,
in Heaven's naine let it be done. When he is bleed-
ing at every pore for the benefit of a lot of monopo-
lies it is but fair that somebody should bleed for his
benefit ; it is a case of blood-letting all round. But
I do not know as you can give the farmer much
advantage by bleeding others. There may be some-
thing in the duty on meat for him--he may get one
or two cents back in return for the dollars he is
losing, but the whole thing taken together is a bad
policy. I do not know that I need weary the
Ilouse by referring, at greater length, to the
remarks made by my hon. friend from North
Renfrew.

The hon. Finance Minister the other night
iade a few statements, and took a few positions

to which I wish to refer briefly. He told us
that the increase of the public debt of this
country was a wise arrangement, that we had got
value for it, that it had been beneficial to us in
every respect. lie told us that the increase of the
expenditure was also an act of wisdom. Well,
I have great respect for the judgeutt of the
hon. Minister of innce, and Ihave great

respect for him personally-greater respect, per-
haps, for him personally than I have for his
judgment in these matters. I doubt very much
whether I can agree with him in the position
he takes with regard to the benefit this country is
ikely to derive from the vast increase which has
taken place in its public burdens. For instance,
in 1867 the net public debt-I deal with that en-
tirely, not referring to the gross debt-amounted
to $75,728,000 ; last June that debt had been in-
creased to $237,530,000, an increase of $161,802,000.
Now, how bas this increase been applied ? IHave
we got value to show for it ? I suppose my hon.
friend would say we have, but I shall be obliged to
express grave doubts on that point. We have
$51,000,000 sunk in the Intercolonial, and if we
had a true statement of the management of that
road, I believeowe should find that it is costing us
not only the loss of the interest on that amount,
but about $1,000,000 more every year ; so that
certainly that is not a profitable investment
directly, and I do not think it is a profitable in-
vestment indirectly. Then, we have about
$70,000,000 in the Canadian Pacific Railway, in-
cluding the $10,000,000 worth of lands taken from
the company when we settled with it the
$20,000,000 loan. I have the greatest respect for
the promoters of that road. They were men of great
enterprise and energy, and the construction of the
road was a marvel in railway construction-a won-
derful display of energy ; but the action of the
Government I do not think was politic or advisable
under the circumstances. I do not think we re-
quired to push through that great work with such
haste as we did. I believe that if the policy out-
lined by the Mackenzie Government-building the
line first fron Lake Superior to the Red River,
with a branch to connect with the American roads
for a winter outlet, and carrying the construction
westward to the base of the Rocky Mountains, as
the country settled-had been continued, by the
time the line reached the Rocky Mountains, we
should not have expended more than $30,000,000
or $35,000,000, and we should have had a paying
road, which, given as a bonus, would have been
more than sufficient to secure the construction of
the remainder. By that policy, I believe, we
could have saved from $35,000,000 to $40,000,000
and a land grant of 25,000,000 acres; we should
have got the line as soon as the country required
it ; a better line, and by a better route ; and
we should have had a large population along
the line when it was opened to furnish it with
business. I believe the policy of this Government
with regard to the Canadian Pacific Railway was a
gigantie folly. I do not look at the question from
the standpoint of the company, but I look at it
from the standpoint of the Government and the
country. Therefore, I do not think this great in-
crease of the public debt was in the interest of the
taxpayer of this country, or in any sense warrant-
ablo.

Then, the hon. gentleman tells us-and in this I
agree with him-that we ought not increase the
debt after 1892. I more than agree with him. I
say we ought not to increase the debt after 1890.

Mr. FOSTER. That is what I said.

Mr. CHARLTON. We ought to stop increasing
it now; it is already too large. The hon. gentle-
man tells us he expects a large surplus in the next
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three years. In that he may possibly be reckoning
without his host. If the tariff policy of the Com-
mittee of Ways and Means at Washington, as
embodied in the McKinley Bill, becomes the law
of the United States, the hon. gentleman may find
that his surplus will dwindle away and disappear,
and that deficits will take its place. He may find
a condition of things among the laborers and
farmers of this country, brought about in con-
sequence of that American Tariff Bill, that will
dry up the sources of revenue, and be more disas-
trous and lamentable than any condition we have
experienced in the recollection of any hon. member
of this House. Therefore, I fear that the hon.
gentleman's anticipations with regard to a surplus
in the next three years are not likely to be fully
realised.

Then the hon. gentleman alludes to a prediction
which he says I made in 1879, of a reversal of
the protective system in the United States,
and a breakdown of the same system in this
country. Well, perhaps, I have only put the
realisation of that prediction at too early a date,
It is my belief that the next presidential elec-
tion in the United States will see the triumph
of the Democratic purty, which in the last presi-
dential election had a large majority in the popular
vote. The Republican party to-day only holds the
House of Representatives by a very narrow major-
ity, and they hold the Senate also by a small ma-
jority. So that a slight reversal would give the
majority in Congress to the Democratic party again,
and there is evidence of a very rapid progress of
free trade ideas in the United States. There is
evidence that the farming population of that coun-
try are becoming aroused to the true condition of
things, and that the operatives in manufacturing
centres are becoming free traders. This was indicat-
ed by the gains made by the Democratic party in
the last election in the State of Connecticut and
in other manufacturing centres. We shall see
within a few years a breakdown of the protec-
tive system in the United States. A highly
respectable element among the Republican mem-
bers of the House of Representatives favor tariff
reform and a sweeping reduction of duties at this
moment.

The hon. gentleman lauded the National Policy
as having been the means of calling into existence
new industries-of having in fact been the means
of creating the manufacturing industries of Canada.
We often hear this assertion made, and I wish upon
this occasion emphatically to deny it. I believe
that if the tariff of my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie),
of 174, had not been repealed in 1879, but had been
continued until the year 1890, we would to-day see
a healthier state of manufacturing industries in
this country, a healthier development of those
industries, and a development ample for the wants
of the country. I am warranted in this assertion
by the extent of their development in Canada,
first, under the tariff of 15 per cent, and later
under the tariff of 17 per cent. It is not con-
tended, for it cannot be, that manufacturers
commenced in this country from the oper-
ation of protection and were not in exist-
ence before. Why, Sir, in 1871, we had
$77,964,000 of capital invested and 187,942 men
employed in manufactures in this country, and
the products of these industries in 1871 reach-
ed the value of $221,619,000. And all this
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business was called into existence under a tariff
of 15 per cent. -a strictly revenue tariff and a very
low revenue tariff. In 1881, we had a capital in-
vested in manufacturing industries in this country
of $165,302,000, and 254,935 hands engaged in
them, and their products amounted to $309,676,-
000; and very little, if any, of this development
can be claimed as due to protection, because the:
protective tariff was not passed until 1879, and
there was no time for it to produce any perceptible
effect so soon as April, 1881. I assert, therefore,
that in Canada, under a revenue tariff, and a very
low revenue tariff, we had, in 1871, manufac-
tured in this country, $221,000,000 worth of pro-
ducts, and, in 1881, $309,000,000 worth, showing a
rapid development between 1871 and 1881 under a
purely revenue tariff policy. It is an insult to the
intelligence of men understanding this question for
any one to stand up here or anywhere else and
assert that the present policy of the Government
has been the cause of the existence in Canada of
the manufacturing industries we have.

Then we come to the question of the burdens im-
posed by this debt. Our net debt of $237,530,000,
imposes a per capita charge of $47.50, taking the
basis of 5,000,000 population, which I believe is>
more than we have. The gross interest last year-
was $10,148,931, but we received interest to offset-
this on investments of $1,305,392, leaving a net,
interest on our public debt last year of $8,843,-
539, or $1.76 per head. Now, there have been
sone allusions made to the United States. The
President of the Council enforced his arguments
by such allusions and so to some extent did the
Minister of Finance. The hon. member for North
Renfrew (Mr. White) followed their course, and
I shall, imitating the example set by these
hon. gentlemen, draw a contrast, as regards the
amount of debt and per capita expenditure be-
tween this country and the United States. The
debt of the United States on the 30th June last
was $1,050,034,000, or a per capita charge, taking
the basis of 60,000,000 inhabitants-which I
believe is less than the actual population-of
$16.67, against a per capita charge in Canada
of $47.50. Our debt obligation is threefold
greater per head than that of the United States,
and the interest on the public debt in the United
States amohnted to $41,001,484 last year, or a
per capita charge of 65 cents against a per capita
charge in Canada of $1.76. These are suggestive
facts. They are facts it is well for us to pause and
consider. If we owe three times as much as
the United States per head, if we are paying
three times as much interest per head, that
is not a satisfactory condition of things.
The burdens of the country are too great,
because we necessarily come into direct competi-
tion with the United States, and to have a fair-
chance in the race we do not want to be encum-
bered to a greater extent than they are. The
nation that has the lightest debt and the lightest
burden is the nation that has the best chance to
succeed in the race of progress. If we were to
treat the United States debt on the same basis
as we do our own; if we were to deduct from
the amount of their debt the assets of the coun-
try in the form of securities held, we would'
take from that debt the Pacific railway debt.
due to the United States, which is said to be
perfectly good, and which amounts, principal and.
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interest, to more than $120,000,000. If we did
this, it would leave the debt of the United States
last June at $930,000,000, or $14.76 per capita,
against $47.50 in Canada.

I come next to the question of Customs taxa-
tion, and a comparison of the relative bur-
dens under this head in the two countries. Our
Customs taxation last year was $23,726,783, or
a per capita charge of $4.74, on the basis of
5,000,000 inhabitants. I shall not make a com-
parison between the Excise taxes in the United
States and in Canada, because it would take
more time than is necessary, and because the
Excise tax is a voluntary tax. The Customs
duties are an involuntary tax, the people are
obliged to pay it, but no man is obliged
to contribute one cent to the Excise duties. It is
a purely voluntary tax. The Customs tax then of
Canada amounted to $4.74 per head last year.
In the United States, the Customs revenue was
$223,832,741, or a per capita charge of $3.55, so
that we paid in Customs last year $1.19 more per
head than the people of the United States, or a
difference in their favor in the matter of Customs
taxation of 33 per cent.

In the matter of expenditure, our expendi-
ture last year, chargeable to the Consolidated
Fund, was $36,917,834, or $7.30 per head. In the
United States, the ordinary expenditure last year
was $281,996,615, or $4.47 per head, making a
difference of $2.83 per head in favor of the United
States, or our expenditure was 62 per cent. greater
than that of the United States-comparing the
ordinary expenditure of the United States with the
expenditure chargeable to Consolidated Fund in
Canada. But if we take the Consolidated Fund
and the expenses chargeable to Capital Account
last year, anounting to $45,700,960, we have a
total expenditure per head in Canada of $9.14;
and if we take the expenditure in the United
States, corresponding to our Consolidated Fund
and Capital Account, we find an expenditure
of $387,050,000, or $6.14 per head, showing
that the total expenditure in the United States
last year was $3 per head less, or 48 per
cent. less than the total expenditure in Canada.
Then we have the fact that, in this total expendi-
ture in the United States of $387,050,000, which I
place against our Consolidated Fund expenditure of
Canada, the former amounting to $6.14 per head and
the latter to $9.14 per head, there is no less than
$105,033,443 of a surplus which went to the reduc-
tion of the debt of that country and to rest, while
we had no reduction of the debt, but on the con-
trary an increase of $2,998,090.

It may be claimed, and truthfully claimed,
that this is scarcely a fair comparison, that we
have in our Consolidated Revenue Fund ex-
penditure an item for which the United States
bas no corresponding expenditure, and that is
the subsidies which are paid to the Provinces,
which would correspond with the expenditures
of the State Governments in that country to
which the United States Government does not
contribute a dollar. I recognise the force of that
contention, and I will make a comparison deduct-
ing that amount. Taking the Consolidated Fund
expenditure at $36,917,834, and deducting from
that the provincial aubsidies of $4,051,427, we
have a net expenditure of $32,869,407, or an expen-
diture per head of $6.57 against the ordinary

expenditure in the United States of $4.47 per
head, and still we have an excess of $2.10
per head in Canada as compared with the United
States after leaving out of account the subsidies, or
47 per cent. more than the ordinary expenditure
in the United States.

A comparison which is still more interesting and
suggestive is that of corresponding items. Taking
the United States ordinary expenditure to be
$281,996,615, we may deduct from that the pension
list, $87,624,779, the military list $44,435,270, the
navy list, $21,378,819, and we have a total of
$153,438,858 to deduct from the total ordinary ex-
penditure, leaving an expenditure for all other
purposes except reduction of debt, of $128,557,758,
or an expenditure per head of $2.04. Treat our
own expenditure in the same way. Froin the
total of $36,917,834 expenditure on account of
Consolidated Fund, deduct subsidies to Provinces
$4,051,427, militia $1,323,551, mounted police
$829,701, and pensions $116,029, making a total of
$6,320,708, it leaves a balance of expenditure
amounting to $30,597,126, or an expenditure per
head of $6. 11 against an expenditure in the United
States for substantially the same purposes of $2.04,
or an excess of expenditure per head in Canada
of $4.07, or 200 per cent. more in Canada than in
the United States when these items are left out.
These are comparisons which are not only unfavor-
able but are alarming. They show our reckless-
ness. This is a young country. When we expend
in every Department and in every way more than
an older and richer country, when we add three
times as much per head to our debt, and expend
three times as much, aftereliminating these charges,
it must suggest serious reflections to those who take
a look at the future.

Let us for a moment look at the expenditure of
this country now, and at the expenditure of the
United States at various times in its history. The
expenditure in the United States in 1810, when it
had a population of 7,239,000, was $10,280,000.
In 1820, when the population was 9,633,000, the
expenditure was $18,285,000. In 1830, when the
population was 12,866,000, the expenditure was
$15,142,000. In 1840, when the population was
17,069,000, the expenditure was $24,314,000. In
1846, with a population 20,000,000, the expendi-
ture was $27,261,000, or $10,000,000 less than our
expenditure with the population we now have,
theirs being four times as great, while their
expenditure was only two-thirds of what ours
is now. The first time when the expenditure
of the United States reached the present expen-
diture of Canada was in 1847. In 1860, with
a population of 31,443,000, their expenditure was
$63,200,000. After that date we have not a fair
comparison, because the war commenced and great
drains were made on the treasury of the United
States, but up to 1861, the comparison between the
expenditure of the United States and that of
Canada is startling. It is startling to see that a
country with twenty million people should expend
only two-thirds of the amount expended by a.
country with five million people.

The most interesting point of my case to-night is.
that which I am about to refer to, and that is the
measure of the burdens of taxation. An ordinary
person would say we pay $23,756,783 in Customs,
duties a year, and that is the measure of our bur-
den. It is not so. That is only a part of the cost
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of the goods. The wholesale merchant assesses upon
that his profit of say 20 per cent. The retail mer-
chant buys the goods and assesses his profit of 2ý5
per cent. on the duty, and 25 per cent. on the profit
of 20 per cent. made by the wholesale merchant
which forms an item in the cost to the retail dealer.
When the goods reach the consumer, they cost
him $1.50 for every dollar which the Government
receives. But, not to be accused of exaggeration,
I will say that the cost to the consumer is only 40
per cent. extra instead of 50 per cent.; and in that
case, the consumer pays $33,197,496 for the goods
from which the Government has only received
duties amounting to $22,726,783. But is that all ?
No; there is still a more serious charge. Every
dollar's worth of goods manufactured in this coun-
try costs, within a fraction, as much more than the
goods could be imported for as the amount of the
duty. That is what is called incidental taxation.
Mr. Springer, a Congressman in the United States,
who is a recognised financial authority, made a
careful calculation as to the amount of incidental
taxation paid by the people in that country. The
result of that was that he estimated that the people
of the United States paid $539,000,000 more in the
year the calculation was made than they would
have paid for the goods if they could import them
free of duty, while the amount of the Customs
receipts that year were $200,000,000 ; in other
words they were paying two and a half times the
amount of the Customs taxes in the form of inci-
dental taxation due to the higher prices of domes-
tic goods than the same article could be imported
for if free of duty. I will assume that we are not
doing as badly as that-though I fear we are-but
that the incidental taxation, the enhanced cost that
we have to pay over that which would have to be
paid if those goods were imported free is only one
and a half times the amount of the Customs duties,
and that gives us an incidental tax of $35,589,000,
and it makes the measure of the burden of taxa-
tion on the people in consequence of the tariff
which imposes a scale of duties realising
$23,726,783, and including the 40 per cent. whole-
sale and retail dealers profits on the duty cost of
goods of which I have already spoken, a total
of $68,786,496, and it is probably more, or
$3 that the people lose for every dollar that
the Government gets. Can you conceive of a more
wasteful system, or a more absurd system ? Is it
any wonder that the people of this country are
poor, that business is depressed, when the Govern-
ment adopt a policy that takes $3 out of the
pockets of the consumer directly and indirectly,
that it may get one dollar into its coffers ? Our
total exports last year were $89,189,000. It took
three-quarters of this total volume of exports to
pay the losses, direct or indirect, sustained by this
,country through this absurd policy.

Now, we come down to the question of the
increase of the debt, and I wish to compare the
percentage of the increase in that debt with the
percentage of the increase in the population of this
country, just to allow the hon. gentlemen who have
charge of this matter to realise where they are going
to, and how fast they are going there. We had
a net debt, as I said, in 1867, of $75,728,000 ; last
year it amounted to $237,530,000, or an increase of
8161,802,000. The debt was 314 per cent. greater
on the 30th June last year than it was 22 years
ago. In 1867 the population was 3,371,000 ; sup-

Mr. CHARLTON.

posing it was 5,000,000 last year, the increase was
only 1,628,000, so that the population increased by
48 per cent. while the debt increased by 213 per
cent., the increase of debt was almost five times
greater than the increase of population. Is not that
a nice showing for the Finance Minister to make,
that the Government is increasing the debt five
times faster than the country's power to pay has
increased ? Why, any business man whose agent
would manage his affairs in that way, would turn
him out, he would get rid of him as quickly as he
could, and he would not stand upon the order of
doing it.

The expenditure chargeableto Consolidated Fund
in 1868 was $13,486,000, in 1889 it was $36,917,000,
an increase in 22 years of $23,431,000 ; it was 274
per cent. greater in 1889 than it was in 1867. The
increase was 171 per cent., against an increase in
the population of 48 per cent.,-a nice showing!
What do you think of a body of men who would
manage the affairs of the country in such a way
as to increase the debt nearly five times faster than
population increases ; and increase the expendi-
ture over four times faster than the population ?
I should think the Minister of Finance would take
credit to himself and say that the management of
affairs had been satisfactory, that the increase of
the debt was quite commendable, that the in-
crease of the expenditure was just the thing, I
should imagine that he would say so.

We will next take the Customs account. Here
we have another beautiful illustration of the
thrifty management which the Minister of Finance
congratulates himuself upon. In any other country
in the world such a Government as we have would
have been turned out by an overwhelming ma-
jority years and years ago ; they do not deserve
public confidence. Any man who would manage
business in such a way would be called idiotic, he
would be sure to go to ruin. In 1867, the taxation,
from customs, was $8,578,000; in 1888 it was
$23,826,000, an increase in 21 years of $17,148,000,
it was 276 per cent. greater in 1889 than it was
in 1868, an increase of 176 per cent. in those 21
years against an increase in population of 48 per
cent. The increase in taxation was four times
faster than the increase of population. Brilliant
management ! No wonder, I repeat again, that
the Finance Minister congratulates himself and
the country on this brilliant achievement. I
should imagine that his judgment was scarcely as
reliable as it ought to be, and I think I am war-
ranted in saying that I have a higher regard for him
personally than I have for his financial judgment

Mr. FOSTER. That will grow.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon. gentleman means
the expenditure no doubt it will grow ; it has
been growing; it has a thrifty growth. We are
growing right on towards ruin, there is no question
about that. No man can gainsay these deductions,
they are unmistakable. There is an undue in-
crease in the debt, an undue increase in the expen-
diture, and an undue increase in the taxes. Any
Government or any party that would justify this
recklessness is unworthy the confidence of the
people of this country. What is the effect of a1l
this when we enter upon the race of competition
with the United States in seeking to obtain immi-
grants, when we are placing before intending im-
migrants what we have to offer to induce them te
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corne here ? Is it likely to secure their settling in
this country when we tell them that our debt is
three times greater per head than that of the
United States ? Is it likely to secure their confi-
dence when we tell them that we are increasing the
debt five times faster than we are increasing our
population ? Is it likely to secure their confidence
when they know that we are increasing the expen-
diture four times faster than we are increasing our
population? Is it likely to draw them to us when
we tell them that we are increasing the taxes four
times faster than the population? Why, we have
not the inducements to draw them here, we cannot
get them to come here. Not only do we fail to get im-
migrants to come here, but our own people are for-
saking us, and the result is that we have fear for
the future, and the consequence is a great exodus
of people fleeing from the wrath to come, realising
that the country is going to ruin, and they are
bound to get oùt of it. Now, Mr. Speaker, what
does the hon. member for South Perth (Mr. Hesson)
say ?

Mr. HESSON. The people will let you know
what they think about it.

Mr. CHARLTON. The Government bas taken
care of my hon. friend ; I do not think the agricul-
tural depression affects his sons very much who
have snug government positions in the North-West.

Now, I am coming to the consideration of the
agricultural depression. We have reported from
the Ways and Means Committee of the United
States House of Representatives a tariff law, and
its provisions are a little startling. We had hopes
that the rumors that reached us were not well
founded, but the result, if the Bill reported be-
comes law, is worse than our fears. Let us scan
some of the provisions of the Bill, and I will
first refer to the article of eggs. This article
has been free of duty for a good nany years, and
an enormous trade has grown up, amounting to
$2,135,000 last year. This tariff proposes to im-
pose a duty of 5 cents a dozen on eggs, which will
nearly wipe out the trade. The Minister of Cus-
toms says "lIumph." If he was engaged in the
hen business, I think he would have good reason to
say " humph." We have a duty of $30 a head on
horses-not 20 per cent., but $30 per head-a
specific duty that my bon. friend is so fond of.
That will be a dead shot. Then we have a specific
duty of $10 per head on cattle ; that is a dead shot
too. There is a specific duty of 30 cents a bushel
on barley. It is only worth 45 to 50 cents in
Canada now, and 20 cents more duty will bring it
down to 25 or 30 cents a bushel. There is 25 cents a
bushel on potatoes, a duty of $4 a ton on hay.
Your own Province, Mr. Speaker, is interested in
that trade. The duty at present is $2, and $4 will
be disastrous. There is a duty of 6 cents per pound
on butter, and 1 cent a pound on fish, and so on
through the list.

Now, I said a while ago that I was going to allude
to the provocations that this country had given to
the United States, inviting this very policy that has
been adopted partly by way of retaliation, and partly
for the purpose of throwing a tub to the agricultural
whale of the United States, in order to pacify it.
We have first as a provocation the fisheries question.
I have no doubt the old treaty of 1818, that denies
to a fishing vessel of the United States any of the
usual courtesies which are extended to other mer-

cantile vessels, that does not permit such fishing
vessels to come into port for food of anything but
wood and water, that does not permit it to supply
itself with any tackling or to replace anything
lost in case of distress, and the enforcement of
these regulations have produced bad feelings.
There is a party in the United States that takes
this ground with regard to our fisheries. They say
these fisheries were acquired by the joint action of
Great Britain and the thirteen colonies, that the
thirteen colonies had a proprietary right in those
fisheries, and that contention, it is well to remem-
ber, was recognised by Great Britain up to 1818;
and, further, they say that the provisions of that
treaty are antiquated, and the more that common
sense and courtesy and good neighborhood prevail
with respect to commercial relations, the more anti-
quated and exasperating becomes an enforcement
of those provisions. This state of things has pro-
voked irritation and friction in the United States.
That country grants to us the bonding privi-
lege. Our railroads, the Grand Trunk and
the Canadian Pacific Railway, carry products
through the United States without interference,
bonded in their cars to New York or Boston
or Portland, or any of the other seaports which
their lines or connections reach, while we have
denied to the United States the privilege of
sending fish in bond througb Canada. This is
another ground of serious friction and trouble.
Then we have created the grievance of differential
canal tolls, in violation of treaty stipulations, by
giving a drawback of 18 cents a ton on the 20 cents
a ton collected on the Welland Canal to all vessels
bound for Canadian ports. Then we have refused to
meet the overtures of the American people with
respect to reciprocity. A resolution was passed in
the House of Representatives, last year, offering us
the olive branch. We might at least have exer-
cised equal courtesy, and have passed a resolution
providing that the Governor in Council might
appoint commissioners to meet commissioners ap-
pointed by the United States in accordance with
the offer of the House of Representatives, to
enter into negotiations with respect to this sub-
ject. We would not have needed to consenr to
anything we did not wish. But this Governinent
did not entertain the proposition. It was bound
to maintain its dignity, and it would not deign to
meet overtures from 65,000,000 of people and
treat them with the same degree of courtesy with
which they treated us. No, we would not have
reciprocity. We had too many men like the Pre-
sident of the Council, who thought it would be dis-
astrous to have reciprocity, and did not want
it even in natural products, and so we refused to
meet those overtures; and, accordingly, the United
States feel that they have received, in a certain
sense, an insult from the Government of Canada.
Then we had the export duty on logs, a miserable
little exaction, which is worthy of a Barbary state
or a South American Republic, but not worthy of
an enlightened Anglo-Saxon state, a miserable little
half-penny affair which produces irritation. Last
winter a very large and influential delegation repre-
senting the entire lumber trade waited on the Gov-
ernment, a delegation kept altogether apart from
politics, which demonstrated to the Government
that the removal of this duty was necessary in the
interests of the country. This delegation pointed out
that the removal of thiis duty would probably result
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in the removal of the lumber duties by the United
States ; but the Government refused to surrender
this income of $30,000 or $40,000, and this gives
the lumber interests of the United States a lever
to use against the lumber interests of this coun-
try. What is the state of the log trade? We
imported from the United States from 1885 to
1889 logs to the value of $6,750,000, $4,675,000
of which went down St. John river from the State
of Maine, and we exported to the United States
logs to the value of $1,958,000. We, therefore,
imported more than three times as many as we
exported. There was no export duty on the
logs of the value of $6,750,000 coming from the
United States into this country, but we must im-
pose an export duty on our paltry exportation, to
create irritation and show our utter incapacity to
deal with questions of international comity. The
result is, that we see the lumber duties have only
been reduced 50 cents per M., and before the various
deputations are through, probably the duty will be
back to $2, with some provision as to the export
duty that will prove disastrous to this country.
In all these- respects we have adopted a policy
calculated to produce irritation, and we have pro-
duced irritation, and the result will be that this
country will suffer disaster.

The National Policy, we were assured, when it
was adopted in 1878, would result to the advantage
of the agricultural interests of the country ; and I
wish to make a comparison between the prices
of the leading agricultural products on 1st October
1878, about the time the Mackenzie Government
surrendered office, and 1st October last year. The
figures are as follows:

FARMERS' PRICEs.
Wheat. Barley. Rye. Peas.

Oct. 1, 1878...$1.10 to1.24 50 to65 63c. 70 to 73
do 1,1889... 0.81 to 0.90 40 to 50 52 to53 531 00

Oats.
36 to 38
251 to 27

the duty, and he tried in vain to figure out how
the Government had benefited the farmer in that
matter. He wanted a cloak for his little girl who
was attending Sunday school, but he found a duty
on it of 71 cents a pound and 20 per cent. ad valorem,
and the cloak was beyond his wealth. Next he
bought some yarn for his poor old mother-in-law
to knit two pairs of stockings for herself, and on
that there was a duty of 7j cents per pound and 20
per cent. He looked at some kid gloves as his
daughter was about to be married, but he could not
reach them as the duty was too high ; then he
bought a sheet of paper to write his will on, and
he paid a tax of 35 per cent. on that. He went
home, and when he came to think over matters,
he got gloomy, and he made up his mind that this
world, with its combines, rings and monopolies,
preying upon the producer, was no world for the
farmer to live in, so he took that 25 per cent. razor,
and he went out to the barn and committed suicide.
We have the rest of the transaction only through
the spirit medium, and I do not know whether
it is true or not, but it is represented that the
farmer went to Hades, and his Satanic Majesty
met him and took him kindly and cordially in. He
put him into a chamber where there were a great
many Conservative politicians and Conservative
editors, who had died in their sins, but the farmer
did not feel at home there. Then he moved him
to a place where there were a couple of deacons
and a number of election agents, who had met
together in a Conservative caucus to devise means
for carrying the County of Haldimand and had not
been allowed to live out half their days, but he did
not like that association, and he went next into a
place where there were a number of doctors and
lawyers, but there he did not feel at home either.
Then the Devil came around and asked him what
he wanted, and said to him: " What are you?"

I think the farmers were deceived in regard to this and the other replied "I am a farmer." "Wlere
policy benefiting them. We see the resuit in this are you from," said the Prince of lades? "I am
great decline of prices, or at least we see that prices from Canada," le replied, and "Wlo did you vote
have fallen greatly despite the National Policy. for?" enquired bis Satanic Majesty.

It is said that a farmer down in Western Ontario Some lon. MEMBERS. Charlton.
died lately, and some spirit medium professed to say
what happened after his death. He had gone to Mr. CHARLTON. No; le would not have been
market and sold his little crop of wheat for 81 cents punisbed if he did that. "I voted for Sir John
a bushel. He had gone to his storekeeper, and find- A. Macdonald and the National Policy," was wlat
ing he had only sufficient money to pay one-half his le said; and the Devil said: "Wby did you do
bill, he gave his note at six months for the balance. that?" "Well," said the farmer, "I did that
He had saved a little money for the absolute neces- under the impression that it was going to raise the
saries of life, and he made a few small purchases. price of produce." "Oh," said tle Devil," then
He bought a dollar's worth of sugar, and he found core &long, I have a place for you;" and le took
that between the government and the refiner they him to another large room, a tlousand feet long,
took 50 cents of the dollar he expended. Then he tlree lundred feet wide, and a lundred feet higl,
wanted a felt hat for his little boy, and on it there witlines stretched across it and a great number
was a duty of 25 per cent. which, with the profits of people hung up, and the farmer said: "Wlat
of the wholesale and retailer on the duty, brought does this mean?" -Well," said the Devil, "these
its cost to 37 per cent. more than it should be. He are Canadian farmers wlo voted for Sir John A.
bought a few nails to fasten a few boards on his Macdonald and the National Policy, under the
barn, and on them there was a duty of a cent a impression that it would raise the price of grain,
pound and the profit of the merchant on the duty and as they are too green to burn I have hung
was half a cent, makîng the amount one and half a tlem up to dry." Now, Mr. Speaker, the class of
cents more than they could have been purchased farmers who wîll be too green te burn after the
under free trade. He bought a razor, and that was next general election is, I beieve, growing small.
taxed 25 cents. Then he looked at some glass They are beginning te realise that ah these pro-
goblets for his wife, but as the duty was 30 per mises were fallacious, and tley are not goingto
cent. they were beyond his resources. Then as to take tle assertions made by the friends of the
binding twine he found when he came to settle his National Policy as law and gospel hereafter.
bill for that article that it cost 25 per cent. more We have heard sonething to-night about depres-
than should have been charged, in consequence of sion in the United Sates, and the lion. the President

Mr. CHCoLToN.
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.of the Council told us last night, that the trouble
with the world was we had not had any war lately ;
that we had, in fact, lived under the calamitous
-condition of a long period of peace, and that if we
could only have a little blood-letting, the Conser-
vative party would be, perhaps, in a better con-
dition, and the country as well. He told us there is
a plethora of production, that everything is out of
joint, and that there is as much depression in the
United States as there is in this country ; in fact
he said that there is more depression in the United
States than here, and that it- would not be safe to
have intimate relations with that country, as we
-might be troubled with depression as they are, and
suffer from the evils under which they labor.
Well, Sir, if there is anything the matter with busi-
ness in the United States, if land in Vermont,
right in the centre of the protected region is only
worth $5 an acre, as the hon. gentleman asserts,
he neglected to say it was barren mountain pasture
land, and if the further you go from the manufactur-
ing centres, the better the price you get for land, I
do not think it works very well as an argument in
favor of protection. If depression exists in that
great country, as he represents, it does not reflect
very great credit on the policy that he recommends
as a panacea for all the evils of this country. The
fact is, that there does, to some extent, exist de-
pression in the United States, but depression exists
to a greater extent in Canada, and that fact is suf-
ficiently shown by the movement in the exports of
this country to the United States, and to other
markets. Naturally, we sell to the United States
that which we can find a better market for there
than elsewhere, and although matters may be de-
pressed there, yet there are a great number of the
productions of the soil and of the forests of this
country that find their best market in the United
States. The duty imposed upon these various
articles reduces their price to the purchasers here,
to about the extent of the duty, for the reason
that the production in the United States is so much
greater than the imports from this country, that a
small quantity, comparatively, going in, has little
effect on the prices of the great mass there. If
this was the exclusive source of supply, of course
the consumer would pay the duty, but as we
export but little compared to the great mass of
the productionsof that country, the duty is deducted
from the price we receive. Now, Sir, we find our
best markets in the United States for a number of
important productions, and during last year the
following statement will show the value of a list of
articles which we exported to the United States,
as compared with the value of the same articles
which we exported to Great Britain:-

Exported to
United States.

Eggs............. $ 2,159,725
Ilorses........... 2,113,782
Sheep............ 918,334
Poultry........... 110,793
Hides, &0........ 454,105
Wool............. 216,918
Barley ........... 6,454,603
Beans........... 405,534

a lt............15,183
Potatoes......192t576
Planks & boards. 7,187,101

Total........... $21,141,035

Exported to
Gt.Britain.

$ 18
26,975

303,009
1,127
7,070

470
3,838

158,443

$585,885
'This would show that the movement in these
.articles is nearly forty times greater to the United

States than to England, for the simple reason that
for all of these articles we find our best markets in
that country, and if the duties were removed from
these articles our market would be so much the
better there. We have, therefore, a very great
advantage to derive from the removal of the duties.
In addition to these articles I have specified, we
have exported last year fish, various kinds of
lumber and other commodities amounting to suffi-
cient to make our exports to the United States last
year, $43,500,000. Upon this vast volume of
exports, our direct interests lead us to desire that
the duties may be removed, for if the duties were
removed, that market would be better, the prices
would be higher, and the prosperity of the country
would be greater. Our trade with the United
States is greater than with any other country;
greater than with England, although we enter the
English markets without any Custom house
restrictions, while in the United States market
these vexatious restrictions are calculated to
reduce trade. Last year our trade with the United
States, Great Britain and all the world was as
follows :-

Agg regate trade-
United States........ ........ $ 94,059,844
Great Britain ........ ........... 80,422,515
All world.......................... 198,862,614

Exports-
All countries ........ ........ 89,189,167
United States..................... 43,522,404
Great Britain...................... 38,105,126

Imports for consumption-
All countries ................. 109,673,447
United States................ 50,537,440
Great Britain..................... 42,317,389

These figures prove conclusively that we must
trade with the United States, that we will trade
with the United States, that even tariff walls
cannot prevent us from seeking our natural
customers; that, in spite of all the restrictions
placed on our trade, we export more to the United
States and import more from the United States
than any other country in the world, even Great
Britain herself.

Now, to show what would be the effect of
reciprocity on our trade, let me for one moment
refer to the result of the reciprocal trade rela-
tions which obtained from 1854 to 1866. Our
exports to the United States in the first year after
reciprocity amounted to $10,473,000, while in the
last year of reciprocity they amounted to $39,-
950,000, an increase of 280 per cent. in eleven years ;
and now, twenty-three years after, our exports to
the United States have only risen to $45,500,000,
an increase of only about $3,500,000 in the
23 years, against an increase of nearly $30,-
000,000 in 11 years under reciprocity. These
figures tell their own story; there can be no doubt
what the result of reciprocity of trade between
these two countries would be.

I will not detain the House by showing the
advantages which would result to the various
lines of trade from reciprocity ; I will just refer
to one branch of the subject. My connection
with the Mining Commission of Ontario brought
forcibly under my consideration the great ad-
vantages which would result, not only to Ontario,
but to all sections of the Dominion having
mining resources, from free trade with the United
States. For instance, the only coal fields on the
Atlantic coast from Florida to Greenland are in
Nova Scotia. The consumption of bituminous coal
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in the New England States and in the Atlantic
seaboard cities of the United States amounts to
from 12,000,000 to 15,000,000 tons a year; and
with free trade Nova Scotia could, in all these
markets, compete with the bituminous coal brought
from the interior of Pennsylvania, and the paltry
export trade of about 63,000 tons which was the
amount exported by Nova Scotia' last year,
could be increased indefinitely. Would that not
confer great advantages on Nova Scotia ? Then
the iron foundries of the New England cities
and other seaboard cities in the United States
would supply themselves from the unlimited iron
ore beds in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.
Those Provinces would receive enormous ad-
vantages from the removal of the duties on
iron ore and coal. Then, along the shores of Lake
Huron and Lake Superior, in the Province of
Ontario, we have the finest structural material in
the world. Marble, granite and freestone quarries
are situated along the lake shores, where vessels of
any draft that can pass through our canals could
load. The United States last year used $25,000,-
000 worth of structural material, and the great cities
on the lakes used a large amount of this structural
material. From these quarries Chicago, Milwau-
kee, Detroit, Cleveland and Buffalo could be
reached with the utmost ease. The stone could
also be sent down the Erie Canal to New York,
Brooklyn and Philadelphia, with only one transfer
from lake vessels to canal boats. A trade of millions
of dollars a year in building stone would spring up
in place of the paltry trade of $43,338 last year,
only $10,812 of which was from Ontario. Then,
if the duty, amounting to $5 a ton on the copper
contained in copper ore were removed, I do not
say that smelting works would be erected in Canada,
but we should ship thousands of tons of copper ore
every year to the smelting works of the United
State. A similar trade would spring up in iron ore.
The trade of the Lake Superior region in iron ore
amounted last year to 7,000,000 tons-long tons,
as they are called, of 2,240 lbs., and we have only
shipped 60,259 tons from the whole Dominion,
24,329 tons only of which was from Ontario.
We have as good iron ore on our side of the great
lakes as the United States have on theirs, and
there is no reason why we should not participate
largely in this immense trade ; it is only protection
that shuts us out. Western Ontario, projecting
like a wedge into' the United States, brings
the cities of New York, Buffalo, Albany,
and many other great centres of population in
the Northern States to our doors. We possess
unlimited advantages for supplying them with
everything we produce, and we are only pre-
vented from enjoying these advantages by the
tariff wall which exists between the two countries.
Yet the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr.
White) considers it of very little consequence for us
to adopt the policy which ran up our trade with the
United States from $10,000,000 to $40,000,000 in
the eleven years from 1854 to 1866. It is perfect
folly that these hon. gentlemen talk. Here
we are, with an increase of 18 per cent.
in our population in the last decade against
an increase of 30 per cent. in the population
of the United States, although we received 60 per
cent. more immigration proportionately than they
received. We have lost of the population of this
country over 3,000,000 souls directly and indirectly

Mr. CHARLTON.

in consequence of being debarred from our natural
market by hostile tariffs ; and the Government are
provoking an aggravation of the evil themselves by
moving in the very direction that will call down
on their heads the disaster threatened by the pro-
posed tariff legislation at Washington. I tell you,
Sir, these are matters for grave consideration. The
faults and follies of this Government, their mis-
taken policy, their recklessness in management,
their refusal to seek that which is best for this
country, and which this country must have, will
result in their defeat, I believe, and I hope, when
they next go to the country.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Mr. Speaker, I
must compliment the hon. member for North
Norfolk on the admirable, eloquent, and I may say
magnificent speech he has just made. I have
thought to-night, as I have thought for years,
that it is a great pity that that hon. gentleman
should not confine his splendid talents to the
interests of the country in which he lives. If
those talents were devoted to these interests, I
have no doubt that they would be productive of
very great good to the country; but I am sorry to
see them on all occasions devoted to an investiga-
tion and laudation of the country lying to the
south of us. I do not know that I should have
spoken on this occasion, had it not been that the
community of which I am a member, the farming
community, has been slandered by hon. gentlemen
on the opposite side of the House. It has been
depicted as being in a state of distress and want,
and even semi-starvation. I would like to ask
what farmer in this country could go to any mone-
tary institution and get credit upon the certificate
of his character and the condition of his affairs
given by the hon. member for South Oxford.
I will just follow on hastily through some of the
remarks made by the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and intend to give the
House something they have not heard in all pro-
bability in this debate before. That hon. gentle-
man says that Canada has been captious and inpu-
dent towards the people of the United States. If
the evidence we have had during the last few
months bears that out, if the events which have
occurred lately bear that out, I do not know what
impudence is. Have we not had the newspaper
men of this country going to Washington to lay
plans and plots for the purpose of betraying this
country, and time will show that men in high
places, in political circles here, have devoted their
labors within the past few weeks to that object. If
that is dignified conduct, 1 do not know what is.
In my opinion that portion of the conduct of the
public men of this country is impudent, and to that
extent I agree with the hon. member for North
Norfolk. The hon. gentleman says he has always
imagined that the Liberal party has a policy.
I quite agree that he has imagined so, but that
policy has always existed in the imagination of these
hon. gentlemen, for they have never yet given any
tangible evidence of ittothecountry. Theonly plank
in their platform is reduced taxation, and yet they
are spending the whole of their talents in en-
deavoring to bring us under a system of direct and
indirect taxation with the neighboring Republic,
which, by their own showing, is from 40 per cent.
to 50 per cent. more than it is here. He said that
no Canadian he had ever met wanted to returu from
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the United States to Canada. I would like him
to visit Dakota and give us some of the information
he would get from that state. A gentleman in my
town, Mr. Bamfield, and some others, visited
Dakota last fall on a shooting expedition, and they
said they met dozens of farmers there who would
gladly return to Canada if they could find the
means. But the difficulty with Canadians who
have visited the far west of the United States is
that they are in such a state of destitution and
poverty that they are unable to get back to the
land which gave them birth, and plenty while they
were here. He says that the hon. inember for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has very gener-
ously offered the Government to support a vote
of some thousands of dollars in order to prove the
accusation he brought against the farmers of this
country, that the farms were mortgaged to the ex-
tent of from $200,000,000 to $300,000,000. What a
generous offer ! Why, if he were a true, loyal and
patriotie Canadian he would not utter words from
his seat that he did not know to be true ; he would
not come here to slander the farmers of this
country and place them in such a position that
they would be unable to go to any monetary insti-
tution and get credit. - He said the farms were
mortgaged to the extent of $300,000,000 and that
he got this information from the registry offices.
Now, there is not an hon. gentleman in this House
who knows better than the hon. member for South
Oxford that that statement must necessarily be
false, because if you go to any registry office and
investigate, you will find mortgages registered
there running five, six, seven and eight years, and
that the condition of nearly every mortgage is that
so much must be paid off in one, two, or more years,
and there is no evidence in the registry offices that
these payments have been made, for they are
simply endorsed on the backs of the mortgages
and are known only to the mortgagor and the
mortgagee. It will be remembered that much of
the inoney loaned in this country years ago was
lent by monetary institutions in Toronto and else-
where, upon the condition that a certain amount of
the principal, together with the interest, should be
paid off every year. These mortgages have con-
tinued for years. I have known them to be drawn
fifteen years ago, to run twenty years, and I know
that fifteen payments have been made on them and
only five remain to be made. Yet the hon.
gentleman comes here and quotes a partially paid
mortgage as a mortgage existing and fully due. It
requires no knowledge, beyond that which a school
boy of fifteen years ought to possess, to understand
this, and the hon. gentleman must have known that
he was giving information which was totally and ab-
solutely unreliable. That is a sample of the way in
which hon. gentlemen opposite fling into our teeth
a lot of figures, and say, if they are not correct, dis-
prove them. But that is no way to argue. The hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat has argued
in the same way as he has to-night, session after
session. Ever since I have had the honor of a
seat here, these arguments have been made and
these figures quoted and disproved, and if they
were disproved to-night he would still qnote them
again to-morrow night. The hon. gentleman says
there is a charge of $10 per acre mortgage upon the
improved lands by reason of our public debt. What
a statement that is to make to this House and the
country, and the world at large. It will do no

84

harm in this country, because no man here believes
it; it will do injury where the hon. gentleman's
figures are not known so well as they are here. He
said we started at Confederation at $65,000,000,
and had now reached $236,000,000 of public debt..
He had not the candor to state to this House
that a large share of that increase is composed
of the debts of the Provinces which were assumed
by the Dominion, and in that case the debt
of this country, on the whole, so far as the
people are concerned, was not increased ; but
the condition of things was bettered and the
debt actually decreased, for this reason, that the
Provinces were paying a larger rate of interest,
while the Dominion is paying a smaller rate on
these debts. If the hon, gentleman were candid,
fair and sincere, if he were talking fron a -Can-
adian standpoint, he would not have made use
of these figures nor uttered these sentiments. The
hon, member for South Oxford (Mr. Charlton) says,
that our public debt has been increased fron
$65,000,000 at Confederation to $236,000,000 now
by extravagance. Does the hon. gentleman not
know that we have a valuable asset for every dol-
lar of our public debt? Does he not know that the
building of the Intercolonial Railway was a ccndi-
tion of Confederation, without which we could not
have had Confederation, that this accounts for
about $40,000,000 of our public debt ? Does he not
know that the Dominion Government has assumed
$30,743,392 of the debts of the Provinces since
Confederation? Does he not know that we have
largely subsidized railways in the various Prov-
inces to open up unoccupied lands to give our peo-
ple ready access to the markets of the world ?
Does he not know that the Dominion has spent in
opening up our water-ways, canals, $33,841,932
since Confederation ? Does he not know that the
Dominion has spent on the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way to open up our North-West to settlenient and
gain access to the great and wealthy Province of
British Columbia since Confederation $61,899,600 ?
Does he not know that we spent on Dominion lands
and other public works about $5,000,000 ? Does
he not know that we have spent on our North-West
Territories in surveys, etc., $3,912,000, and includ-
ing other small items, a gross sum of $178,102,413,
since Confederation ? Mr. Speaker, if he does
know all t iis, then, in the face of the statenients
he has made to-night, his position in this House
and before this country is not an enviable one.
It is the position of wilfully misstating and mis-
quoting the public records of the country for the
purpose of gaining a political advantage. If he
does not know, he is grossly negligent of his duties
as a public man and as a member of this House.
He talked about the agricultural depression in
England. Let me tell him that the agricul-
tural depression in England away back in 1812
was very great. At that time it was impos-
sible in England ahnost to raise a bushel of wheat.
The land had become well nigh exhausted, it had
become exhausted of all the essentials for the rais-
ing of wheat, when Sir Humphrey Davies, the
great scientist, coped with that difficulty, and in a
very few years, by instructions to the farmers,
showed them how they could increase the fertility of
theirlandfrom a state in which itcouldraise no grain
to a state in which it could, and that a severe agri-
cultural depression exists in free trade England,
at the present time. To-day the agricultural
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depression in Canada is due to the diminished
prices in Liverpool very largely. When the hon.
gentleman quoted to-night the prices in Canada
during the Mackenzie régime and the prices now,
he forgot to tell you, Sir, that the market which
controls the price of agricultural products here and
in other countries is lower by one-half than it was
during that period, and this necessarily depresses
prices in Canada, and has nothing at all to do with
the Government's policy. He went on to state what
the Mackenzie Administration did. They completed
the Intercolonial Railway; they also commenced
that amphibious scheme of transit to the North-
West. I think if there is one subject more than
another hon. gentlemen opposite should not refer
to, it is that unfortunate Fort Frances lock busi-
ness. They spent hundreds of thousands of dollars
of the people's money, and all they have is a big
tomb in which ultimately you might place
all the gentlemen who had connection wit hit.
That Fort Frances locks, and the whole of
that scheme, was one grand scheme of wrongs
and misdoings on the part of that Government.
Jhe deficits from 1874 to 1878 are said to be spe-
cially due to the depression which existed in
Canada. The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) said the other night that there
never had been as great depression during the past
35 years as there is now. The depression in this
country now is attended by a surplus, but the de-
pression during the time of the Mackenzie admin-
istration was attended by a deficit, and yet the
hon. gentleman said that the depression now is
greater than it was then. The hon. gentleman has
apparently changed his mind in regard to recipro-
city. Last Session he was not in favor of recipro-
city, but now he is. In his speech last Session,
reported in Hansard, he was very particular in
setting forth that reciprocity was not the great boon
it was cracked up to be, and that the Mackenzie
Government had practised a system of retaliation
against the people of the United States. I will
read you a little of his speech on that occasion :

" It happens that this mat ter of wrecking has been in
the past in favor of Canada. This advantage was thrust
upon us by the action of the Ainerican Government in
1874, by a regulation which was issued by their Treasury
Department, that Canadian vessels were prohibited from
taking hold of wrecks upon the American coast; and the
enforcement of that regulation has been of the most
stringent character. The Mackenzie Government followed
that up by adopting the sarne regulation as to American
tugs taking hold of wrecks on our coasts. A report by
Under Secretary Fox, in 1574, shows that the condition of
things which has since existed, existed by reason of the
American Government, and that Government cannot
accuse the Canadian Government of acting in any spirit
of unfriendliness or in any spirit but that of the broadest
and most liberal character. The Canadian Government
were not responsible for that order. They were driven
into the position by the action of the American Govern-
ment itself. That being the case, I hold that, when the
American Government approaches us with a 1roposal to
reinstate them in the position they occupied before they
issued the order, we are warranted in considering whether,
under the circumstances, we shall surrender the advan-
tage we possess without some quidpro quo, without some
consideration beyond what they propose, which is really
no consideration at all. There has been a large amount
of investment of capital in wrecking companies in this
country."
Further on lie says:

" There is another wrecking company at Windsor, and
there is another about to be formed at Windsor: and
these have been induced to make their iuvestments under
the regulations of the Canadian Governrment. It is these
regulations which have called these firms into existence,
and have led to the investinent of this money, and to

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland).

sacrifice those interests without good reason is something
the Government should hesitate to do. I think it is only
reasonable that some slight concession should be offered
to the American Government and I propose it in the be-
lief that it will be accepted. I do not offer these amend-
ments on the ground of factions opposition to this Bill or
in order to prevent its passage."
Again, further he says :

" It is said, why not pass the Bill, and then ask the
Americans to make this arrangement with you about re-
ciprocity in towing ? Why not give away every considera-
tion that you possess, for the purpose of securing a con-
cession, and, after giving away all the considerations,
then go and ask for compensation? That is not a business
way of doing business. I do not know that I need to en-
gage further in this discussion. I say distinctly and
positively that the object of this amendment that I am
about to move is not to kill this Bill. I am prepared to
accept reciprocity in the matter with a slight modification
that will give reciprocity in towing to tugs, pot recipro-
city in the transportation of grain vessels, but simply a
mutual reciprocity in towing vessels and rafts by the tugs
of either country. This proposition would be mutually
advantageous, it would be reasonable, and I am morally
certain that it would be accepted."
So the hon. gentleman was not in favor of unre-
stricted reciprocity, so far as that question was
concerned. Now, while he says that the money
invested in wrecking in this country was so invested
under Government regulations and that, therefore,
the people who invested it should be protected, and
their investments should not be sacrificed, le turns
round and says that the hundreds of millions of
dollars which have been invested in the manufac-
turing industries of this country may be sacrificed
at any time without any consideration on the part
of tle Government or the Parliament of this
country. The hon. gentleman also says that the
farming population of the United States is in favor
of free trade. The subject of free trade has not
been discussed in the United States at all except
by a few individuals. During the last presidential
election there I heard Mr. Mills, the author of
the Mills' Bill, in Buffalo, and he was very
careful to state that they must not imagine that
the party he represented were going in the direc-
tion of free trade ; all they wanted was a modifica-
tion of the tariff. He took as an example the
article of woollen goods, and said that the all-
round duty was 46 per cent., that what they
wanted to do was to reduce it to 36 per cent.,
and lie would not go lower than that, because
it was necessary that the manufacturers should
have that amount of duty imposed in order to
protect them against foreign competition. It was
not a question of free trade, but it was simply a
question .of modifying what I think myself is a
very high protective tariff. That question of modi-
fication of the tariff was the only question in regard
to this matter at the last election in the United
States. Strange te say, the Democratic party
having adopted the scheme of modifying the tariff,
the farming States supported the Republican party.
If you take Dakota and the other States which
have been since admitted into the Union, I think
you will find they are all Republican, and they are
specially agricultural States. The policy of the
Republican party is high protection, and they are
supported by the farmers, as the protective party
of this country have been and will be supported by
the farmers. I will not go into the subject of the
per capita tax which I dealt with two years ao.
The hon. gentleman did not enter into the question
of the debts or taxation of the different States on
the other side. I need not go into that matter
again, but I may refer to speeches made in this
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House for many years past on that subject for a full ed throughout the world, the mortgaged indebt-
and complete answer. He was not fair in comparing edness had decreased to $196,650,000; but from
the debt of Canada with the debt of the United 1880 to 1887 it had increased to $402,033,118,
States, and the expense of Canada with that of the over 200 millions in the short space of seven years,
United States, because we all know that the and interest is not calculated on that sum. Now,
inethods of the two Governments are altogether take the chattel mortgages at those three different
different. The Dominion Government grant sub- periods. In 1870 the chattel mortgages amounted
sidies to railways, and build the canals of the to $13,762,541 ; in 1880, $11,808,167; in 1887,
country, and these things are done on the other $20,730,000, with interestaddedtoover $22,000,000,
side by the State Governments. We also pay large or almost twice as much. Now, you will find that
subsidies (four millions per year) to the Provinces, from 1870 to 1880 the chattel mortgage indebt-
which has no corresponding payment by the Gov- edness in the State of Illinois decreased, while
ernment at Washington. Nearly $40,000,000 have between 1880 and 1887 it almost doubled. In
been expended on the Welland Canal by Canada, 1870 there were 145,468 land mortgages, and 30,455
while the Erie Canal on the other side was built on chattels, representing a sum of $304,433,000.
by the money of the State of New York, and the In 1880, there were 137,666 land mortgages and
United States Government has never granted a 43,124 chattel mortgages, representing $196,656,-
dollar for that purpose. 000. In 1887 land mortgages jumped to the enor-

Mr. LANDERKIN. Do not our Provinces spend mousnumberof 2,335,527, and the chattelsto74,740,
Mr.y onD Dos a ot our Provincrepresenting a total sum, not including interest

money on railways as well? .unpaid, of $402,053,000. This is the state of affairs
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). It would be quite existing where they have that great market whicl

fair for you to compare the provincial expenditure the hon. gentleman wants Vo procure for our Can-
with the expenditure of the different States, but it adian farmers. Now, I will give you some startiing
is not fair to compare the expenditure of this facts in regard to these mortgages. There can be no
Government with that of the United States. The error in regard Vo these statistics, as there might be
last portion of the hon. gentleman's speech to an error in the statistics presented by the hon. mem.
which I will refer is the little excursion by which ber for South Oxford. ln one year, 1887, there
he took us into that unmentionable place, the were executed and placed upon the mortgage
lower regions, and I can only congratulate the records of 102 counties mortgages Vo the num-
louse on having an hon. member here, an ambas- ber of 125,923, givea Vo secure a gross sum of

sador, who is able to give us exact information as $117,152,857, ail in one ycar. This is a marvellous
to what is going on there. Now, I will draw the showing of poverty and destitution of the farners,
attention of the House to one or two tables a country Vo secure the market of which our
of figures which I have here for the purpose faruers are invited to sacrifice everything thcy
of showing that if the farmers of Canada are possess. You wili find tles3 figures in the
in a bad condition, which I deny, the farmers Report of the Bureau of Labor Statîstics of
to the south of us are in an infinitely worse Illinois, published in 1887. They are carefully
condition. The hon. member for South Oxford made up by a statistician who is known Vo be
talked about the two or three hnndred million one of the most eine t on the continent of
dollars of mortgages upon farms in the Province America. Now, e us see the condition of
of Ontario. 1 hae here some carefully prepared the fanrer in the State of Dakota. I have here
labor statistics for the State of Illinois, issued two or three extracts, if the rouse will allow me
in 1888, noa statistics got up by registrars or any- Vo read them. First, there is a letter from a mis-
body cisc for a special purpose. I will be able sionary in the State of Dakota, Father Claude,
to show you the condition of the farmers who who, writing back Vo ais f uipntis, says:
live in the State of Illinois, in the very midst of ,Well, my dean friends, I am 1ack to Dakota. I did
which is that great market, Chicago, that the hon. ot fare we l since I came here sud have no hope of a
member for South Oxford in his speech last Session change in the situation for months to corne. The water
said we should have for our farmers. 1 find that is very bad and unit for man or beae to drink. c was

taken with tyhoid fever a few days after ry arrivai thdppria- on Al Saints Day thought gy days were numbered.
cipal, $381,322,000; unpaid înterest, $12,702,000, But with God's heip 1 railied and arn now happiiy ont of
naking a total of $394000,000. Then we have Vo danger and gaining strength daiy. The country arou d

o here is povery-stricken and the inhabitants also. Thedlitte fraue church is mortgaged for $400, and other debteone thing more than another which shows the pover- to the amont of $200 present a financiai aspect that is
ty of the people of any coutry, it is the nimbe discoragig, when you consider the resources of the
of chattel mortgages. 'When a man gives a chattel " Mymissin includes ail of Sanborn and Zerubel Coun-
mortgage on bis houshold furniture, bis cooking tics, part of Lake County, ud as there is no priest in
stove, bis horse, with which he has Vo ecan bis daiy Bufalo Connty, I have to go there too The worst ofai
bread for ais family, it shows destitution i is is that the people are povert-stricken on account of the

S as t or total failure ofth crop. any farmers have ow de-tpend on charity yo khep thm from starvatio."
gages were 74,740, covening a sulu of $20,73)000; This is an extnact froni the letter of a reverend
interest unpaid, $1 ,623,000, making a total of
$22,354, 187. The total liabilities of the State of g
Illinois wer no less in 1887 or o which we are poited for relief fron what they
a sum almost double teotaneto h Dominion%3 eal the abject distress which bas existed in thîs

memberforSo thexfotld ebhi ofec last Dominion

of Canada. Now we wil take the mortgaged country for some yars.
indehtedness at three different periods, Vo show Mn. LANDERKIN. Is it a free trade coumtoy?
how it has increased. of 1870 it was $304,433,v60; Mn. FERGUSON (Welland). might tel the
ia 1880, during the time when the hon. gentleman on. gentleman that in the free trade coutry of
stated that universal agricultural depression exist- Engiand the price of land to-day is noV twenty-
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five per cent. what it was fifteen or twenty years
ago. The price of farm land all over the world has
decreased from causes very well known to those
who seek to ascertain the true causes, but for
causes unknown to those who want to bend the
public mind in the direction that best suits their
political purposes. I desire now to read an ex-
tract from the "Internal Commerce of the United
States," published in 1887, respecting the condition
of things on the Mississippi River. The extract
will be found at page 1567 of the report of the
Commission, and is as follows

"It has been no unusual thing to hear of farmers in the
west burning or otherwise destroying their grain because
it was unprofitable to ship it abroad."
This is due to what ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. To protection.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). It is due to the

enormous freight rates charged by railway corpor-
ations, in which all kinds of trickery are resorted
to in their management. I was in California last
summer, and I visited the ranche of one of the
directors of the Union Pacific Railway. I found
while I was there that a commission had been ap-
pointed by the Washington Government to enquire
into the Central Pacific affairs, to ascertain whether
the company was in a position to repay a few
millions to the Government which had been
loaned to the corporation. I afterwards saw the
report of the commission, and it appeared that the
company declared they were not in a position to
repay any suin, while at the same time four of
the directors boasted of being worth one hundred
millions each. That is the way the railways
are managed in the west, and that is the reason
why the farmers have to burn their corn. Next,
as to the question of the decline in the farm popu-
lation. I desire to refer to this subject, and to
show that it is not peculiar to Canada ; the
object of hon. members on this side of the House
is to prevent the farmers being slandered, not by
all the hon. members opposite, but by some of those
hon. gentlemen. I want to demonstrate that in
the United States the farm population is decreas-
ing, and that this is true of the whole world. I
find the following figures as regards the United
States:-

" In 1790 one-thirtieth of the population of the United
States lived in cities of 8,000 inhabitants and over; 1800,
one twenty-fifth in cities of 8,000 and over; 1810 and 1820,
one-twentieth in cities of 8.000 and over; 1830, one-six-
teenth in cities of 8,000 and over; 1840, one-twelfth in
cities of 8,000 and over; 1850, one-eighth in cities of 8,000
and over; 1860, one-sixth in cities of 8,000 and over; 1870,
one-eighth in cities of 8,000 and over; 1880, twenty-two
and a-half percent., ornearlyone-quarter,in cities of 8,000
and over."
I take this information from what I consider good
authority, a work compiled by Rev. Josiah Strong,
D.D., general secretary of the Evangelical Alliance
of the State of New York. My hon. friend to my
righ. will accept this authority, and I believe the
statement is a correct one. My hon. friend, when
the Budget was brought down and the tariff reso-
lutions were submitted, did not altogether like the
increased duty on flour, but after hearing the speech
of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), he said : I willingly grant it ; I will
endorse the resolution ; you poor, unfortunate,
poverty-stricken people in Ontario deserve some-
thing at our hands, and we are willing to give it. I
only wish the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard

Mr. FERGUSoN (Welland).

Cartwright) would give us a better character. From
1830 to 1880 the population of the United States
increased a little less than fourfold. The urban
or city population increased thirteenfold. During
the half century preceding 1880 the population in
the cities increased more than four times as rapidly
as that of the villages and country. This is due,
I suppose, to the civilisation of the nineteenth
century. I desire now to compare the prices of
lands in my county and in Erie County, in the
State of New York, immediately opposite. I may
tell this House that farms in my county-Wel-
land-are of more value and will realise more
money than the farms in Erie County, New York,
in which county the city of Buffalo is situated,
when you get outside of the farm property which
has a prospective city value. I have taken the
trouble to investigate this matter ; I know some-
thing of the value of the land in my county, and
land in my county is not mortgaged to any extent
whatever, while the land in Erie County, New
York, is very heavily mortgaged. I will submit to
the House some figures furnished to me by a real
estate agent in Buffalo. He writes :

" I offer a farm of 200 acres in the township of Collins,
about 170 acres cleared, with fair farm buildings on it,
for $7,500. This is about thirty miles from Buffalo and
six from the town of Springville, which is in Erie County,
This is a good dairy farm."

Mr. CHARLTON. May I ask the hon. gentle-
man if this is a mountain farm ? I have been in
the neighborhood, and I may say that Springville
is at the foot hills of the Alleghanies, and it is a
pretty poor section.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I will give the hon.
gentleman some other farms. I can mention splen-
did farms that I have been over and inspected.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Will you settle there?
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). If Iheld the opinion

the hon. gentleman holds of this country I would
go there quickly, and not remain and expend my
force and intelligence in trying to deprave the
public mind against Canada, and turn it against
the country of my birth and the country that I
ought to love.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman says
I have depraved this country. I should like him
to point to one line in which I have done so. If he
can point to one line I will take it back. Never in
one speech have I done it, and the hon. gentleman
who says so is not responsible for what he says.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). If the word
deprave is offensive, I will let the hon. gentleman
apply his own term, for my meaning is that he is
distorting the public mind.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Apply it to your political
condition and it is quite apparent.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). This letter also
statesthat he offers a dairy farm in the townshipof
Wales, Erie County, about 20 miles from Buffalo,
of 300 acres, with a good residence, 3 tenement
houses, fine barns and good orchard, well watered
with running stream and wells, and good fences,
for about $12,000.

Mr. CHARLTON. In what township is that,
please ?

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The township of
Wales.
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Mr. CHARLTON. There is a lot of very miser-
able land there. When the hon. gentleman com-
pares that with Welland County he is comparing
atone with gold.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I am glad to find
that the hon. gentleman thinks that there is some-
thing bad in the United States and something good
in Canada. It is the first time, since I have had
the honor of having a seat in this House, that the
hon. gentleman was ever willing to admit that
there was anything wrong in the United States,
for he has always accused the whole wrong of this
continent on the people of Canada. This farm.
which I have referred to, and which is to be sold
for $40 an acre, is about four miles from the town
of Aurora, which has a population of about 2,000,
and is a beautiful town, situated in a beautiful
country, as I happen to know myself, and in
a country where the great stock farms of
the State of New York are situated. I have visited
some of these farms myself, not with a view of
living there, but I know it to be a fact that farms
in Erie County, in the State of New York, can be
bought at a less price per acre than they can be
purchased in the County of Welland. It has been
stated by hon. gentlemen opposite that the manu-
facturers are of no use to this country, but I
maintain that it is just as important for farmers
to have a market, as it for them to raise grain.
Unless there is some market home market, in which
to enable farmers to sell their produce, there is
very little use in farmers raising it. The principle
is well recognised all the world over, that the
nearer you can bring consumer and producer
toget*er, the better it is for both. It is a well
known fact that if produce has to be exported, or
imported from long distances in order to feed the
people of the country, there is a great loss to both,
and the closer you bring consumer and producer
together the more profitable for both. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I do not intend to detain the House longer.
I can only say that I am glad to have an oppor-
tunity to enter my protest against the insinuations
made by hon. gentlemen opposite, that the farmers
of this country are mortgaged beyond all chance of
redemption. I do not want this statement to go
to tlbe world unchallenged. I do not believe that
it is fair or just to the country for any hon. gentle-
man, on his responsibility as a member of this
HRouse, to advertise to the world that the farmers
of this country are so mortgaged that unless they
get reciprocity with the United States it is impos-
sible for them ever to recuperate. Whoever heard
before of people trying to make a bargain-as hon.
gentlemen opposite seem to be trying to make a
bargain with the United States-decrying what
they have to sell. It is a deplorable and an unfor-
tunate thing that we should have such speeches
made on the floor of this fouse, as have been made
by members of the Opposition during this debate.
Canada is bound to grow, Canada is bound
to be a great country ; the people of Canada are
as highly educated and as wealthy per capita as
m any other country under the sun. Travel
where you will, froni Halifax to Vancouver, you
find a well dressed and well educated people,
possessing fine schools, fine residences, fine roads,
fine carriages, fine everything, and in no country
can you find a greater or better people than in this
Dominion. We have spent the last twenty-three

years in joining together the dissevered Provinces
of this great Dominion, in harmonising the differ-
ent religions, the differenf races, and the different
people of which this country is composed. I say,
Sir, we have accomplished that successfully, we
have accomplished it brilliantly, and we have to-
day a country that we may be proud of, as we
ought to be proud of, and that we will be proud of,
if we are only true to Canada. But, Sir, if we are un-
true to Canada, she must cease to be great, and she
must cease to continue to prosper as she is now
prospering. It was stated to-night, that it would
be better if the Canadian Pacific Railway had been
built in sections, and I am sorry to hear the hon.
gentleman say that, because I am sure he does not
believe it. There is not a man who has travelled
across that railway, whether he is Canadian,
American, English, German or Scotch, who does
not say it is a credit to the country, and that it
passes through the finest territory of any transcon-
tinental railway on this continent. I had the sat-
isfaction of travelling over that great national rail-
way last summer, and everywhere I found a fertile
and a productive soil, and evidences of prosperity.
I returned by the Central Pacific Railway, and in
Northern California, Nevada, Utah and Colorada,
I rode for days and days through alkaline sand and
dust, without a sign of vegetation putting its head
above the ground. In the great Humbolt Valley,
in Nevada, I travelled from early morning until the
following morning, and so long as daylight served
me I did not see a living thing, either vegetable or
animal, except in the immediate neighborhood of
railway stations. Travelling through Colorado,
I found that unless they could bring water
from the mountains aud pour it upon the land
it would produce nothing at all. It is the
same in Nevada. There must be artificial
irrigation there, and without it they can raise
nothing. But, in Manitoba and the North-West
Territories, without any artificial irrigation
at all, I travelled through the most magnificent
wheat-fields in the world. We have a country in
this Dominion that is incomparably better in point
of agricultural possibilities than any portion of the
Northern States which I have yet seen. Any one
who takes the trouble to look at the physical geo-
graphy of this country will find that it must be a
richer and a better country than that to the south.
The physical geography shows that the fertile
alluvial soil has been pouring into that valley
since time began. Altitude has as much and more
to do with climate than latitude, and the dimin-
ished altitude of Manitoba makes it a warmer and
a better country than that to the south. They
have not the deep snow falls or the great storms
and cyclones that prevail farther south ; they live
peacably, calmly up there, and they possess a soil
which is not surpassed anywhere in the world.
Now, it has been asked why we have a better cli-
mate in British Columbia than they have in Cali-
fornia? I believe I can state the reason, which
is true both scientifically and by observation.
The Japan current, carrying heat and moisture,
strikes British Columbia at Vancouver, and the
atmosphere overlying this current being laden with
heat and vapor rushes into the mountains, where
the vapor is condensed and falls in the forin of
rain and the latent heat which held it in the form
of vapor set free, warming not only British Col-
umbia, but passing over and through the mountain
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passes, bathes and warms the whole district east of
the mountains for hundreds of miles. The warm
Japan current meets the cold Arctic current flow-
ing southward along the coast off British Columbia.
The Japan current being warmer and lighter
passes over the cold current from the north and
prevents it from chilling the climate of British
Columbia. The cold current emerges from be-
neâth the Japan current at the mouth of the
Columbia River and flows southward along the
coast of California as far south as San Francisco,
chilling the atmosphere and giving rise to the cold
winds for which Northern California is so noted.
So that, examine this question as yoi will, we
have in Canada one of the finest countries under
the sun, and our future greatness and the pros-
perity of our people are assured if the sons and
daughters, and the men and women of Canada are
only true to their country.

Mr. McMULLEN.
ment of the debate.

I beg to move the adjourn-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.

Mr. CHARLTON. Allow me to suggest that,
as the reporters have had a very hard time during
the last two days, out of mercy to them we ought
to stop now.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. LAURIER. I hope hon. gentlemen oppo-
site will agree to the adjournment. We cannot
get through the debate this evening, as there are
several hon. members who yet want to speak. The
House bas had very heavy sessions during the last
three days, and hon. gentlemen will accomplish
nothing by forcing the debate at this time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is only half-
past eleven, and the hon. gentleman himself the
other day suggested two o'clock in the morning as
a proper hour at which to adjourn. Evidently this
debate will not finish this evening, but if we want
to end the Session before the close of May we must
do more work than we are doing.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman knows
that when the House is in Committee of Supply it
sits longer than usual, and then 2 o'clock is not an
unreasonable hour ; but it is not an ordinary hour
for adjourning on such a day as this. We have
shown ourselves disposed to meet the views of the
hon. gentleman, and I think he should try to meet
our views to some extent ; and as my hon. friend
is not prepared to speak this evening, I hope the
hon. gentleman will agree to adjourn.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no doubt
that we have sat late yesterday and the night
before, but we expected to sit much later than this
this evening. If hon. gentlemen are so tired that
they do not think we should continue now, it should
be understood that on future evenings we must sit
later than this.

Mr. LAURIER. Hear, hear.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 31st March, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

CLAIMS OF PRINCE ALBERT SETTLERS.

Mr. MACDOWALL asked, Whether the claims
against the Government of Hillyard Mitchell, of
Batoche; Louis Goulet, of Battleford; Widow
Laviolette and Charles Thomas, of Batoche;
William Lyttle and John McNevins, of Prince
Albert, have been considered ? If so, is there to.
be a sum placed in the Estinates to cover these
claims?

Mr. DEWDNEY. These claims have been con-
sidered. The claim of Mr. Hillyard Mitchell was
for compensation for advances made to freighters
for carrying flour from Fort Qu'Appelle to Duck
Lake, in the spring of 1885. After these advances
were made, and before the freighters had reached
their destination, the Rebellion broke out, and the
flour was never delivered. . Mr. Mitchell's account
was sent in tome when I was Commissioner of Indian
Affairs at Regina, and was forwarded by me to the
Department of Indian Affairs, on the 14th July,
1885, with a recommendation that it be paid. The
whole of the facts and papers were submitted to
the Department of Justice, and the Deputy Minis-
ter, Mr. Burbidge, now Judge of the Exchequer
Court, twice reported that Mr. Mitchell had no
legal claim. The case was then presented to the
Rebellion Losses Commission, and was rejeeged by
them as not being within the scope of their
authority. The claim of Louis Goulet is for loss of
crop, as is also that of John McNevins. Goulet's
claim was not submitted to the Commission, but if
it had been submitted, it would, as were all others,
of the same kind, have been disallowed as an in-
direct loss. MeNevins' claim was submitted to.
the Commission, and was disallowed for the cause
mentioned. The claim of the Widow Laviolette
was not submitted to the Commission, and al]
that was ever laid before the Department was
a statement of the articles lost. It was not.
accompanied by any evidence as to the circum-
stances under which the loss was sustained or any
evidence as to the validity of the claim, although
such evidence had been asked for by the late Min-
ister of the Interior. The claim of Charles
Thomas is based upon the allegation that his
horses were taken by Col. Scott, commanding the
92nd Battalion, for the purposes of the military
force. It is quite clear, therefore, that it does not
come within the scope of the Commission, nor has
it any connection with the business of the Depart-
ment of the Interior. William Lyttle claims $770
for Rebellion losses. His claim was considered by
the Commission, and upon the evidence produced
$163 was allowed and paid. In view of this state-
ment of facts, the Government would not be justi-
fied in placing a sum in the Estimates to cover
these claims.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the ajourn- MAIL SERVICE IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.
ment of the House. 1

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at
11.35 p.m.e

Mér. FER.GUSON (Welland).

Mr. GORDON asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to comply with the request
made by the City Council of Nanaimo and by the

[COMMONS] 26682667



[MARCH 31, 1890.]

City Council and Board of Trade of Vancouver,
for a direct daily mail service between those cities ?
If so, when will the service commence ? If not,
what are the intentions of the Government and the
Department with reference to the said applica-
tions ?

Mr. HAGGART. In December last, the Post
Office Inspector was instructed to give to the con-
tractor for the New Westminster, Nanaimo and
Comox service, six months' notice of the termina-
tion of his contract, and to arrange for a tri-weekly
service between Nanaimo and Vancouver, such
tri-weekly service to commence on the termination
of the present contract (30th June, 1890).

BELLE CREEK HARBOR.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) asked, Were there a
survey and report made upon Belle Creek Harbor
and Breakwater, last summer ? If so, by whom
was it made; and will the Minister lay copies
before the House ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There was no
survey in 1889. There was one in 1888. The
report states, that to obtain eight feet of water
would require an expenditure of $7,500.

SAVINGS BANK AT PETITE CASCAPEDIA.

Mr. TURCOT asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to establish a savings bank at
the post office of Petite Cascapedia (Joseph Cyr,
postmaster), in the County of Bonaventure ?

Mr. HAGGART. No application has reached
the Department asking for the establishment of a
savings bank at the post office of Petite Cascapedia.
The question has not, therefore, been considered.

BRIDGE ON GREAT CASCAPEDIA RIVER.

Mr. TURCOT (Translation) asked, Whether the
Government have received a petition signed by a
large number of the inhabitants of New Richmond,
and of the adjoining parishes, asking for aid
towards the construction of a bridge on Great
Cascapedia River; and if so, is it their intention
to grant the said aid ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) In
answer to the hon. member, I may say that in
September, 1888, a petition was received. No
action was taken on it.

APPOINTMENT OF A. D. C.
Mr. LISTER asked, Whether an A.D.C. has

been appointed to the General Officer commanding
the Militia? and if so, his name ; and whether a
graduate of the Royal Military College or an
officer of the Canadian Militia has been appointed?
If no such appointment has been made, are Royal
Military College cadets and officers of the Militia
eligible to fill such position ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. An A.D.C. being an
appointment on the personal staff, and being neces-
sarily brought into close social contact with the
General, his selection has always, in every military
service, been left to the General himself. The
A.D.C. of the General Officer Commanding here has
always been -selected from the Imperial army, as he
is required to have a fair knowledge of his profes-
sion, and of the interior economy of a regiment of

the regular army. Major General Middleton, on
his appointment-having previously made his ac-
quaintance-selected Lieutenant Wise, of the Cam-
eronians, who had been a graduate of the Royal
Military College, Kingston, and lie informs me
that having been so fortunate in his choice, lie
would have taken another graduate from the Im-
perial army had he known any of them personally.
Failing this, he has selected as a suitable officer
Lieutenant Streatfeild, of the Gordon Righlanders.

MILITIA-DEPARTMENTAL SECRETARY.

Mr. LISTER asked, Whether a departmnental
secretary has been appointed to the Department
of Militia and Defence ? If so, the name of the
person so appointed, and was such promotion given
to the senior of the class; that is to say, was the
person appointed the senior second class clerk in
the Department?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Mr. Alphonse Benoit
has been appointed secretary to the Department of
Militia, from the 1st July, 1889. He was not the
senior second class clerk of the Department.

LONFLY ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE.

Mr. LAURIER asked, Until what date in the
fall is the light at Lonely Island lighthouse,
Georgian Bay, ordered to be lighted, and at what
dates in the years 1886, 1887, 1888 and 1889 did it
cease to be lighted ?

Mr. COLBY. The light at Lonely Island, in
common with other lights on the lakes, is ordered
to be lighted until the close of navigation. The
light was closed on the 18th December, 1884; on
the 1 Ith December, 1885 ; on the 6th December,
1886 ; and on the 1st December, 1889. The period
of closing in 1887 and 1888 cannot be given at
present, as the returns have been mislaid in the
recent removal of the Department to new quarters.
Enquiry has, however, been made of the light-
keeper in the matter.

DUTY ON MANUFACTURING MACHINERY.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether duty has
been paid on all the manufacturing machinery
brought into Canada? If duty has not been paid,
on what machinery is there a balance still due,
and how long have such arrears been standing?
By what manufacturing establishments are they
due, and what is the amount in each case?

Mr. BOWELL. It will be seen that this ques-
tion is of so wide a character that it would be im-
possible to answer it. It goes back to the time of
Confederation, and how long before I do not
know. If the hon. gentleman will move for the
information, I will try to get it for him.

Mr. MeMULLEN. With the consent of the
House, I will move for a return comprising the
information mentioned in the question.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN FLOUR.

Mr. WELDON (St. John) asked, How many
barrels of Canadian flour were brought by sea or
directly, or through the United States of America,
into the several Provinces of Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island, during the
year 1889 ?
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Mr. BOWELL. We have no record that will

give the information the hon. gentleman seeks,
and the only way to obtain it is by writing to the
different ports and securing, in addition to the
records they possess, the manifests of the ships
that brought the flour. If the hon. gentleman
will move for the papers, I will endeavor to obtain
the information for him at as early a date as
possible.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move for:
Statement of number of barrels of flour brought by sea

or directly, or through the United States of Ame rica, into
the several Provinces of Nova Scotia. New Brunswick
and -Prince Edward Island, during the year 1889.

Motion agreed to.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RAILWAY.

Mr. GUAY asked, 1. Whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to take the necessary.
steps to ensure the immediate completion of the
first one hundred miles of the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway? 2. Whether it is the intention of the
Government to take the requisite steps to compel
the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company to keep
steadily in operation the twenty miles of that
railway extending from Metapedia to Cross Point,
and constructed by the Government as a Dominion
work ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To lst question:
The Government have taken steps to insure the
completion of the first 100 miles by making the
company deposit with them $200,000 of their
first mortgage bonds as security for the completion
under the terms of 52 Vic., chap. 3, sec. 2, viz.,
the 2nd May, 1893. To 2nd question: The sixth
clause of the contract for the twenty miles re-
ferred to reads as follows, namely: "That the com-
pany will, upon and after the completion of the
said line of railway and works appertaining
thereto, truly and faithfully keep the sane and
the rolling stock required therefor in good suffi-
cient working and running order, and shall con-
tinuously and faithfully operate the same." No
part of this road was constructed by the Govern-
ment as a Dominion work.

EASTER RECESS.

Mr. LAURIER. On Friday last I enquired
from the Minister of Public Works, in the absence
of the First Minister, if the Government were pre-
pared to state their intentions with respect to
Easter holidays. I renew the question, as the
Tirst Minister is now in his seat.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have seen a
good many members on this subject, and I find the
general desire is that there should be as short an
interval as possible, and the Government concur in
that view. The proposition is this: that when the
House adjourns on Thursday, it stand adjourned
until Monday at three o'clock.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). The announcement
made by the First Minister is a severe disappoint-
ment to a nurhber of members who had anticipated
the usual Easter adjournment, and who obtained
no tenefit from the last adjournment, of which
they'were unaware until the day before, and who
are now compelled to go home during the Easter
recess. Seeing that Monday is a private day, we
think it is not unreasonable to ask the House that

Mr. WELDON (St. John).

an adjournment should take place until Tues-
day, as it would not delay the progress of public
business.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I agree'with the obser-
vations of the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Wel-
don). The last adjournment for a few days was a
surprise to a great many members. The previous
adjournment took place because there was one day
a holiday. Easter is the time when members look
for an adjournment, and the proposition of the
First Minister is, in fact, that there shall be noue.
It would only be reasonable that when the House
adjourned on Wednesday night it should stand
adjourned until the Wednesday following.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). While I am anxious
that the business should be hurried through as
quickly as possible, I think there might be an
adjournment until Wednesday.

General LAURIE. I should like to add my
influence to that of the hon. member for Albert
(Mr. Weldon), for, like him, I was unable to take
advantage of the last recess. It might be possible
to sit on the following Saturday and allow the
House to remain adjourned until Wednesday. This
would leave the sane number of days for work,
and would enable menibers to prolong their stay at
home, if they desired to go there.

Mr. DICKEY. I hope the Government will take
this view of it. The previous adjournment was
practically of no use to us, because it was unex-
pected and only announced at the last moment.
Marly hon. members have made arrangements to
go home at Easter, and have engagements there.
I think the suggestion of the hon. member for
Albert (Mr. Weldon) would meet the requirements
of the case.

Mr. McKEEN. I hope the Government will
grant the concession asked by the hon. member for
Albert (Mr. Weldon). We have been in session
alnost three months, and we should have an
opportunity of attending to our private duties.

Mr. MACDOWALL. I hope the Government
will adhere to their proposal respecting the adjourn-
ment. The proposed adjournment would only
enable some of us to get half way home. Members
coming from west of Lake Superior will, no doubt,
endorse the proposition of the First Minister, that
the adjournment be made as short as possible.

Mr. WALLACE (York). The Government have
already tak en two private members' days, and only
one is now left, Monday. The House should en-
deavor to sit on that day, in order that the business
of private members may be proceeded with.

Mr. ELLIS. I think we might compromise on
the concession that the House should sit on Satur-
day. I concur with the hon. menber for Cumber-
land (Mr. Dickey) and the hon. meinber for Albert
(Mr. Weldon), that we were unable to take advan-
tage of the last holiday, and I, with other hon.
members, would like to have another day added to
the recess proposed.

Mr. GORDON. If the members for British
Columbia were to go home we would have to ask
for an adjournment of four weeks. I support the
proposition of the First Minister.

Mr. KENNY. It is very evident that we are
not to have a holiday at Easter, but I hope that it
will not be taken as a precedent. I trust the hon.
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member for Perth (Mr. Trow) will arrange to give
pairs to those who wish to go home.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Many hon. gentlemen who were
unable to take advantage of the last holiday voted
for it in order that others might benefit by it, and
they did so under the impression that they would
have a holiday on Easter Monday. It was impos-
sible for me to get away last occasion, and I had
previously made arrangements to go home at
Easter. A number of other hon. gentlemen are in
the same position, and I think it is unfair to now
refuse us Easter Monday. I hope the Government
will consent to it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Govern-
ment is desirous of getting the views of the
majority of the House on this question. The mem-
bers of the Government remain at Ottawa all the
time, and it is a matter of little or no importance to
them whether there is an adjournment or not. I
gather from a great many hon. gentlemen who
spoke to me, that they are anxious to get away
from this before the opening of the season, some-
time in April, and it is with that view that I men-
tioned an adjournment from Thursday night until
Monday. A good many of the members can make
arrangements to pair if they must go home, and I
think there would be few left who could not get
pairs. I would really like to do what is the gene-
ral wish of the House.

Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me that we made a
great mistake in so hurriedly adjourning the other
day. I think we ought, once for all, try and come
to some sort of understanding as to the principle
on which these interlocutory adjournments should
be made. They ought, at all events, to be arranged
some time before, so that hon. members who feel
that they have to go home may arrange to take
advantage of them. The next proposition I would
inake is this: I think we ought, as far as possible,
to concentrate any adjournments we have to make ;
and that if there are to be holidays beyond those
which are obligatory-and I hope that the number
of these may be reduced-they ought to be taken
together, so that the hon. gentlemen who live at a
distance may have a reasonable opportunity to go
home. I do not see that there is any reason at all
why any of us who are within a few hours of our
homes should object to the holiday being very short,
because it simply involves a pair, as the right hon.
gentleman said, and the loss of a day in Parliament.
Ilt is a much more serions thing for those who
require a longer adjournment in order to visit their
homes. I think there is force in what hon. gentle-
men have åaid, that it is customary to have a longer
Easter recess than from Friday until Monday ; and
as they had some reason to depend, at any rate, on
an adjournment over Monday, it would be hard for
us at this moment to say that we will deprive them
of the Easter recess. Perhaps the convenience of
the majority would be served by sitting on Monday;
but it seems hardly fair that, after deciding on the
last holiday at a moment's notice, so that hon.
gentlemen who live at a distance could not avail
themselves of it, we should now deprive them of
the Easter holiday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If we follow the
usual practice we might adopt the suggestion of
my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and ad-
journ on Wednesday night, for the reason that most
of the members who wish to go home during the

recess would like to be at home with their families
on Good Friday. If we adjourn on Thursday they
will be travelling all day on Friday, and I am sure
many of the members would not like that. I think
we must adjourn on Wednesday night, if we wish
to give members an opportunity of going home.

Mr. LAURIER. I would suggest to the right
hon. gentleman that the matter should be called
up again to-morrow, and in the meantime it can be
discussed among imembers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then I propose
that the two whips, Mr. Trow and Mr. Small,
should ascertain between them what really is the
wish of the majority of the House, and we will con-
sider it to-morrow.

Mr. LAURIER. That will be satisfactory.

HARVEY AND SALISBURY RAILWAY.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would like to ask the
First Minister if he would lay on the Table the last
survey made of the Harvey and Salisbury Branch,
which, I understand, has been sent to his Depart-
ment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objec-
tion to lay it on the Table. I will bring it down.

TIMBER LIMITS.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would like to enquire of
the Minister of the Interior about what length of
time will probably be required to bring down the
returns in answer to a motion which I made regard-
ing the grants of timber limits since March 1, 1885.

Mr. DEWDNEY. We are preparing it with all
expedition. I will let the hon. gentleman know
to-morrow.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE.

Mr. DAVIN. I rise, Sir, to propose, seconded
by my hon. friend from Saskatchewan (Mr. Mac-
dowall), the following resolution -

That it is expedient that a Select Commission of En-
quiry, having power to examine witnesses under oath do
issue, to enquire into the management of the North-W est
Mounted Police, and into the conduet of Lawrence W.
Herchmer, Commissioner of the North-West Mounted
Police, fron the date of his appointment until the 31st of
December, 1889.
When six o'clock came a few Wednesdays ago, I
was in the midst of a description of the North-
West Mounted Police; their morale, their physi-
cal, moral, and intellectual character, and I en-
deavored to do justice to a body of men of whom the
Dominion of Canada may be proud. When, last
autumn, the Governor General visited the Terri-
tories, this force was massed at Regina, in order
not only to honor him by the manoeuvres and to
give him some idea what the Mounted Police were,
but also to give him some pleasure, for he has the
eye of a soldier ; and a man looking at that fine
body of men might, without the least hyperbole,
apply the words which were applied to the famous
Six Hundred, and which so pleased Lord Palmers-
ton that he raised their author from poverty and
obscurity to wealth and position. I will only
give three or four lines of that remarkable descrip-
tion, which competent critics have pronounced
superior even to that of Lord Tennyson ; and I say
they might be applied without hyperbole to our own
Mounted Police on that occasion:
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" Six hundred men for statues fit,

Impatient in their saddles sit,
Whose pawing chargers champ the bit,
And sniff the sunlit air."

Well, Sir, Commissioner Herchmer had been
drilled and coached how to manoeuvre the men.
Sergeant Mahoney, to whom I shall have to make
reference shortly, had drilled him in the manage-
ment of those manouvres ; but, when a body of
men are moufnted, and some of the horses are
bronchos, various little contre-temps will arise in
the movement of the horses, and, in that way, a
got-by-rote command is sure to meet with some
sort of disaster. Accordingly, the manoeuvres on
that occasion were not successful. Now, Sir, a
light, and an instructive light, is shed on the
character of the man whom I arraign before this
House, by what occurred after the fiasco at Regina,
when he went west to witness the movements of
the western escort, which was commanded by a
tried soldier, his own brother, Colonel Willie Herch-
mer, the second in commandbeingCaptain McIllree,
also a very efficient officer. On that occasion,
what did the Commissioner do ? He turned
around, and, in the presence of His Excellency,
abused the western escort ; but he was not out of
earshot of the Governor General when he turned
around to his secretary, and said : " Colville,
I think that was a pretty good escort," and His
Excellency showed his appreciation of the escort
by making the commanding officer his A.D.C.,
an honor which, if he had been satisfied with the
movements at Regina, he might have conferred on
Commissioner Herchmer. Now, Sir, the offences
which I charge against Commissioner Herchmer
are no trivial offences. They are offences of sub-
stance. They are grave charges, some charges of
defect of demeanor, some charges as to competency,
some charges of going beyond what the law allowed
hin, charges of tyranny, charges of twisting the
law to suit him, and forcing it beyond the bounds
it prescribes. It must be remembered what the
position of this body of men is. When I call the
attention of the House to the Act, they will see
that probably no human being could be more
helpless than one of these troopers, in case the
man administering that Act, and having such
enormous powers, is not a just man. To begin
with, the Ilth clause, which relates to the articles
of agreement to be signed by the trooper, says :

" Every constable shall, upon appointment to the force,
sign articles of engagement for a term of service not
exceeding five years, and such engagement shall be made
with the Commissioner and may e enforced by the Com-
missioner for the time being; but such constable may be
previously dismissed or discharged by the Commissioner.''
The Commissioner, by his mere volition, can dis-
miss any constable from that force, and a dismissal
of a constable from the force is a disgrace which
brands him for life. In my opinion, it was unwise
to put into the Act a clause giving the commis-
sioner such enormous power, and the only thing
that could make it tolerable would be that the
man administering it would administer it with a
rigid justice-would never be influenced by par-
tiality or by his passions, but would be a man hav-
ing command over his temper-having, in fact, some
of the first qualities of a judge. When we corne to
the clause defining the offences, there is some limit,
to be sure, if it can be called a limit, to the mere
exorbitancy of power that the Commissioner pos-
sesses. A large number of offences are defined
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and declared to be breaches of discipline, and
then sub-section 2 says :

" The Commissioner, Assistant Commissioner or Super-
intendent commanding at any post, or such other com-
missioned officer as is thereunto empowered by the
Commissioner, may, forthwith, on a charge in writing of
any one or more of the foregoing offences being preferred
against any man of the force, other than a commissioned
officer, cause the person so charged to be brought before
him, and he shall then and there, in a summary way,
investigate the said charge or charges, and on oath, if he
thinks fit, and if proved to his satisfaction, shall there-
of convict the offender-who shall be liable to a penalty
not exceeding one month's pay, or to imprisonment, with
hard labor, for a term not exceeding one year, or to both
fne and imprisonment in addition to any punishment to
which the offender is liable, in respect of such offence,
under any law in force in the North-West Territories, or
in any Province in which the offence is committed."
Thus, you see that the Commissioner bas power to
punish, not only the offences committed under this
Act, but any offence committed against any other
Act of the Dominion of Canada. He is armed, so
to speak, with the vast power of the criminal law,
and also armed With this Act. But I wish to
press upon the attention of the House that the Act
prescribes the way in which a man shall be tried.
It is truc, it scarcely gives him a chance. It does
not arm him with any code of rules such as those
with which a soldier in the army is protected.
For any of these offences mentioned there, for the
most trifling offence that a soldier can commit, he
will have to be tried according to certain army
regulations. These offences are prescribed, and I
will say here, what I have said before, that the
power given to Mr. Herchmer, under this Act, is
greater than the power which is vested in the
Commander-in-Chiet of the British army. But
this much he is bound to do, and unless be does it
he violates the law. He is bound, when a man
comes before him, to have the charge written out
and to take evidence-in a summary manner, it is
true, but he is bound to take evidence. If I could
bring forward no facts whatever, calculated to
startle this House, calculated to alarm its sense of
justice and of protection over these men who enlist
in that one-sided way to protect and fight for
Canada, I ought to be entitled to ask this House
to consider whether some change should not be
made in the Act itself. Take a man who bas
enlisted for five years ; lie can be dismissed at any
moment, and the severest punishment dealt out to
him ; but, in any case, under that Act, you would
expect that he would be arraigned before the
Commissioner or the Assistant Commissioner or
some inspector. You would expect, anyway,
that he would be tried according to the
Act. Now, by-and-by I shall have to deal
with other offences, but the gravest offence
that I will charge against Commissioner
Herchmer is that he has taken that Act in
bis hand which he is bound to administer ac-
cording to its provisions, and at his royal will and
pleasure torn it in tatters. For instance, in the
case of the man Somerville, who was brought be-
fore him without any charge whatever, before any
charge was made or any evidence taken, he was
sentenced to three months'imprisonment and to be
dismissed. Thatmanwas not dismissed, and was let
out before his time. It is not necessary to enquire-
why. Whether it wis because attention had been
called to his case or not I do not know ; but, any-
way, the sentence was not carried out. Now, there
were other grave cases of -this character. Men
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have been brought before the inspector at places know something. This man had money deposited
sixty, seventy, aye, one hundred miles away from in the post office savings bank, and lie wrote
Regina, at the direction of the Commissioner, and to have the balance to his credit sent to
the evidence sent on to him. The sentenced men him. The amount sent to him, he thought,
lie never saw. This has been done in three cases was more that what he was entitled to. He
which can be proved, and I believe there are other was not sure, but lie hardly thought he had so&
cases, although I am cognizant of but three. The much money at his credit. The moment this was
evidence was sent on to Commissioner Herchmer, reported to Mr. Herchmer, what did he do? He
and without having the men before him, as is re- sent a telegran to have the man arrested and put
quired by the Act, without having the accused in prison. For what offence? What offence under
brought face to face with their judge, he pro- the disciplinary clauses of this Act-what offence
nounced sentence. In one case, when Captain under the law, had he been guilty of ? The Post-
Deane was at Regina, a man was sent down master General's subordinates at Ottawa had com-
from Moose Jaw charged with drunkenness. Mr. mitted an error in sending this man another
Hierchmer was going west that day, and what did man's account. There was not any great dis-
lie do? He actually gave instructions defining crepancy, but there was some discrepancy, and it
what the punishment was to be. Withiout hearing was in favor of the man who drew the money, but
the charge, lie gave these instructions to Captain the moment Mr. Herchmer heard of it, lie sent to
Deane. When the man was brought before Captain have hir arrested. This man took out a writ of
Deane, that gentleman said: While there is no habeas corpum, which was granted by Judge
evidence of a character to warrant my punishing Macleod; but what did Mr ferclier do again?
you severely-in fact, while there is no evidence to fe actually sent word by telegrapl to have hlm
(o anything but to dismiss the case, here are my re-imprisoned, and actually tried to prosecute
instructions, which I must carry out. Is that a him at Lethbridge. The prosecuting counsel,
solitary case? No, it is not. I can take you to who was practically the counsel of the
Calgary, when Superintendent Antrobus was there, Mounted Police, refused to prosecute. And
and can show you a case in which Mr. Herchmer so Vhe thing fell througl. I believe Craig in-
actually gave directions contrary to the decision of tends to bring an action for false irprisonrent
a judge cn the previous day. The judge, tiat is against Mr. Herd mer, and if lie does he will in-
to say an inspector, armed with ail Vhe powers and doubtedly get a verdict. Somervlle yiglt have
the autliority of a magistrate, heard the evîdence brouglit an action in the saine way. That is
and decided Vo inflîct a heavy fine on two Men, one phase of Commissioner erchmer's misconduct
citizens of Calgary. When Vhe men were brougHt in regard Vo the law which he administers. h ere
up, Vhe inspector, after trying the case, told Vhe men is another: In administering sudh a Draconian
that lie would have o inflict a fine ;but, having statute as this, a man ougat to be a just man but
rehanded the case until the day following, altlough lis judg ents are as capricous as the movements
lie had previously intiwnated what his decision of a weatsercock. A man May be brouglt before
would be, lie said, under instructions fron Mr. him to-day for one offence precisely simlar Vo that
lerchmer: -"I arn sorry Vo say 1 will noV bave Vo for which another man may be broug t befqre hin-

fine you only, but Vo imprison you as well, because to-morrow, and wliat do you flnd ? TIe one inu
I have directions Vo that effect." If there was gets t bree montas' imprisonment and is probably
nothing more than vis, it is a most sergous matter. dismissed, unless by-and-bye an ordes cores fron
It is tearing Vo pieces tis Act whidh lie bas Vo Ottawa forbidding Vee dnsmissal, as occurred in
administer; it is depriving of Vme last shred of Somerville's case. TIen there was VIe case of
protection both the citizens and members of Gordon, wlo was sentenced Vo Vîree months'iu-

tha e ou ld haePol i nflic a fi e;b th v n

eM ed ce But Mr. Herc er as prisonnent and obe dismissed frothe force; but,
no contented himself with that. Hie has instead of that, the Commissioner was ordered o
actually attempted Vo punish without trial for limit Ie tern of the imprisoment, and Gordon
offences noV set out in the Act at ail. One was noV only noV disrnissed, but oîtained a posi-
probably, is as flagrant a case of tyranny as tion. I will give you another instance: There is
ias ever been perpetrated ont of King Bomba's a man wo was guilty of what I consider a very

real. There was a concert given at VIe barracks. grave offence. I was a man nared Thorpson.
A young lad, who sings and plays very well, per- fie broke into VIe Cornrissioner's cellar and stole
formed at Vths concert. The concert was Vo e Ve Commissioner's beer.
repeated ing town of Regina, and hie young lad An on. MEMBER. Was it four per cent. beer?
refused Vo attedid. Surely it was noV in mis papers
that le must perforni at a concert; nevertbeless, Mr. DAVIN. I believe it was rater stronger
wlen Commissioner Hlerdlmer heard that Vhis Vlhan four per cent. fie ok Ve beer away, and ot
young lad determined noV Vo attend that con- only drank it himseif but gave it Vo hîs fellow
cert lie lad him brou ghlt before him, and said:. policemen Vo drink. What happened ? Wlen
"If you do noV I will dismiss you." In fact, VIe that ian is to be taken before Commissionere
strongest language which. could be sed would Herchmer, lie gets an intimation froi a certain
give no idea of the profligacy of tIe attempts that quarter, ahich it is not necessary for me Vo define,
Vhsý tyrant bas made Vo coustrue Vhe Act, whih that hýe must noV punish tîat man severely. mIe
lie is boud Vo administer according Vo its provis- man is brougit before hm, and lie fines htm $10,
ions, according Vo lis royal will and pleasure. fie and for what? For coîmitting a complicated
thinks there is nothing le cannot do under iV. ie offence against e statute. IV was noV inerely
ias flaunted and strutted up and down Ie platfor tliat le swole Vthe beer, i was not berely
atRegina, and told Vhe people: "Iwillhaveyou that lie gave it Vo other men in he force, but it
know that 1 am the law" There was ge case of was also that lie broke into is companding
Craig, of whic Ie Posmaster General will officer's cellar. fie committed burglary, and also
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the grossest breach of discipline. Nevertheless,
Commissioner Herchmèr fines him only $10. Next
day, we will suppose, a man is brought before him
for an offence far more trivial, and he is sentenced
to three months' imprisonment and dismissed the
force. As to the capriciousness of this officer, let
me give another example. Sergeant Mahoney,
the drill sergeant, who is one of the most capable
men for drilling soldiers on the continent of Am-
erica, goes before Commissioner Herchmer as a
deputation froin the sergeants' mess to ask that,
instead of taking beer at the canteen, they may
have the beer at their own mess. Hferchmer breaks
into a passion, and says he would not trust one of
bis sergeants or bis sergeants-major, and that they
could not have the beer at their mess. " Then,"
said Sergeant Mahoney, " I will drink no more
beer at the canteen." " Come back," says Herch-
mner, " you are fined $,30," and that is simply for
saying that he would not drink beer at the canteen.
The other man is fined $10 for breaking into Herch-
mer's cellar, stealing most of his beer, and taking
it to his brother troopers. That is a great dis-
crepancy in the decisions of this officer, but it is
not so astonishing as this, that one man should be
brought before him for an offence for which he
would get two days' imprison ment in the army,
and he is imprisoned for three months and dis-
missed the force, while another man is brought
before hin and is dealt with in the way this man
Thompson is dealt with. There is another man
there, and, while the Commissioner is on the
spot, he does pretty well what he likes ; but,
when Colonel Willie Herchmer, the Commissioner's
brother, came there, he gave this man notice that
he did not care whether he sang in the choir or
not, for that would not save him from going on
the defaulters' list. Anyone who has observed the
career of Commissioner Herchmer could not fail
to come to the conclusion that either he was de-
mented or that there were in him ingrained vices of
such a charaçter that the moment he got power
they manifested themselves in such a flagrant
manner as we have read of in the cases of tyrants
endowed with unlimited and despotic authority.
The point of view from which I have thus far
dealt with the Commissioner is that of justice,
because I think it the most important, because I
think it the point of view that will most impress
this Parliament, because I think it the point of
view that should most inpress this Parliament;
for there is no helpless being over the wide
Dominion of Canada, if there is the least oppres-
sion dealt out to him or her, whose case this Par-
liament should not be ready to investigate, and to
punish the oppressor. I maintain that a more
helpless creature does not exist than a man who
-enlists under the conditions of this Act, who yet
wears the Queen's uniform, and may be called to
die for his Queen and country to-morrow. Then, if
any injustice is dealt out to him, this Parliament
should see that in the future he gets protection, and
that past offences should be condignly dealt with. I
have dealt with this from thepoint of view of justice,
but there is also the point of view of efficiency to
be considered. Will any man tell me that, be-
cause there is a kind of terrorism exercised-be-
cause, after the men are enlisted, terrorism is used
against them-the appearance of peace is a sign
that peace exists? We, who live in the Territories,
know that that is not the case. We know well
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that, if trouble were to break out to-morrow,
events would occur that would seriously deteriorate
from the efficiency of that force. You cannot
make efficient men, men full of the feeling of dis-
cipline, of courage, and of loyalty, especially in a
free country like this, if they are still treated as
slaves. It is not in human nature. There is an-
other point of view from which Commissioner
Herchmer's conduct has to be looked at. Ie occu-
pies a very important position, one of the first
positions in the North-West, a position that any
man in the country might be proud to fill. It
is a position of great responsibility. Now, if
lis outbreaks of violent temper only related
to the police it would be a grave thing, it
would be a grave cause for enquiry, but he
has to deal with the public in many ways.
His authority and his duties touch the people of
the North-West Territories at many points, and the
people of those Territories have had to endure his
injustice, they have had to endure lis insolence,
to endure his violence of temper, they have had to
endure lis overbearing arrogance. Even if every-
thing were right in the force, yet if it could be
shown that to the people of that vast territory,
where he occupies so important a position, his
demeanor is of a character offensive, insolent, arro-
gant, oppressive, it would be a grave cause for
enquiry, and, if the enquiry established it, full
ground for dismissal. But when you look at it
from the point of view of justice, justice to the
troopers, justice to those men who may be kept there
trembling, as it were, under lash of this man's
capricious injustice, when you look at it from the
point of view of the efficiency of the force, and
then from the point of view of the interest of the
Territories, and the feelings of the people, why, Sir,
you have a cumulative case made out against this
man, and I hold that it is the bounden duty of the
Government to throw no difficulties in the way of
a full enquiry into bis conduct. Now, I charge
against him that he is imcompetent. What
I mean by saying he is incompetent is
this : That, unless ie has recently learned
how to do it, he could not put a troop through its
facings ; and to have a man in that position, who
cannot put a troop through its facings, means
something very serious in its effect upon the officers
and upon the men. Is it to be supposed that men
who are in the position of soldiers, or of officers
commanding these men, can respect the command-
ing officer who does not know bis business? Now,
I believe the right hon. gentleman who is at the
head of the Mounted Police, and takes a deep
interest in them, and who is proud of them, as he
may well be, must have had, I know, the best
grounds for promoting Commissioner Herchmer
from a subordinate position in the Indian Depart-
ment to be the head of this force. I have no doubt
whatever that he had before him grounds that
seemed to satisfy his mind, and that were calcu-
lated to satisfy any mind who applied itself to the
facts which, no doubt, were laid before him. But
it has not turned out fortunately, because there
cannot be the least doubt that promoting him over
the heads of the officers who were in the force hit
the esprit de corps so hard that a very different
management will have te be adopted in -order te
restore it. I charge him with tyranny te officers
and men. Now, his tyranny to the officers in the
Territories is gross as a mountain--open, palpable.
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I will give you an instance of the way he treats
these officers, to show how he is fitted to preserve
their respect. When the Governor General
went up to Banff a ball was given in his honor
at the Canadian Pacific Railway hotel.
After the ball Mr. Mathews, the proprietor of the
hotel, gave a supper to a number of gentlemen,
some of them well known to the head of the
Government. Mr. Buchanan was one, Mr. Baker,
I think, another, Mr. Pocklington another, and a
number of civilians; but anongst the civilians
were a few officers. Colonel Herchmer went to Mr.
Mathews and said, that he thought they were
disturbing the Governor General. Mr. Mathews
said: "Well, I do not see how they possibly can,
but I suppose if they are disturbing the Governor
General he will send us word." Colonel Herchmer
came in again in the most violent wrath, thundered
at the door, and swore at his officers, and told them
to leave the table, and that if they did not leave,
they should send in their resignations. Now, it
is to be remembered that these men have the
position of gentlemen, they wear Her Majesty's
uniform, they wear the uniform of the Mounted
Police, and that is a very " crack " uniform ; it
would suit a hussar regiment. The idea of treating
these officers in that manner ! But that is trifling,
compared with his usual treatment. The usual
thing is to bully thiem before the men-to assail
them, so to speak, with words before their own
men. Now, if that should prove to be the
case-of course I do not know anything about
that--but if it should , prove to be the
case that these officers, up to this minute,
have never sent in any complaint, what
will that show? If they, up to this minute, have
sent in no complaints, it shows that they fancy he
is so strongly entrenched that, no matter what he
does, there he remains, and his vengeance, sharp
and sudden, may be dealt out to them when they
least expect it. It is a common notion amongst
them, and a common notion amongst the people,
that if one of the officers offends him in the least
way the colonel orders him off, even in the depth
of winter ; he will order him, probably, 200 miles
away; probably he orders him off to live there
permanently for three or four months, and the
removal costs money. But I am not here to make
any point about that. I will say, however, that it
ought to be taken for granted, until proof to the
contrary of the most absolute character is forth-
coming, that when a commanding officer orders his
subordinate officer away he has done it in the
interest of the force. So I make no point about
that ; but I will say this : that, seeing his tyranni-
cal conduct to the men, looking at his tyrannical
bearing towards the officers, looking at his tyranni-
cal bearing in a more delicate direction, to which I
shall have to refer in a moment, it is fairly infer-
able, anyway, that in some percentage of the
cases in which he orders officers away he has
been guided, not by a desire for the efficiency
of the force, but by a desire to wreak his own
vengeance upon them. Now, I charge that he
interferes, so as to cause grave suffering with the
conduct of the medical officers in the hospital. It
has been represented to me, on authority that I
cannot question for a minute, that he will interfere
actually with the prescriptions of these medical
officers. One case was brought before me in which
a few lemons were ordered for patients who were

in the hospital, and who were, I suppose, some-
what feverish, and needed these lemons ; and what
did he do ? He drew his pen through the pre-
scription of the medical officer. So he is not only
capable at a bound of being an equipped soldier,
but he thinks he is an Esculapius as- well. I
charge him with unrighteousness in dealing with
defaulters. I have already dwelt on cases that can
be proved in support of this charge. I now charge
that he has taken a course that was against the effi-
ciency of the force, that was contrary to the in-
terests of the North-West in establishing a canteen
there, and in the manner in which he established
it. How did he establish that canteen there ? It
is not the ordinary canteen of soldiers' quarters.
They had every mortal thing at that canteen. I
am not going to dwell on that point, but what I
dwell on principally is, that he has inaugurated a
system whereby the man who runs the canteen is
certain to have large custom and no bad debts.
And why ? A man goes there, and if he has the
cash he pays for his beer ; if he has not the cash,
he gets a ticket. There is no limit to the tickets
given to and taken from the men, as I am in a position
to prove, and sometimes when a man goes to receive
his pay at the end of the month he finds he has
nothing to draw. That is a serious matter, for it
strikes severely at the efficiency of the force. Of
course, one of the objects of Commissioner Herch-
mer in establishing the canteen was, I think, to
keep the men ia barracks. That may have been a
good object, but the effect has been that an enor-
mous quantity of beer has been drunk, as may bu
seen by reference to the returns of the Lieutenant
Governor, which show that large quantities of beer
have gone in for consumption by the Mounted
Police. I am not dwelling particularly on what,
after all, was a thing to be condemned, namely.
that he made the canteen a general store-I think
that was objectionable and undesirable-but I
dwell on the fact that the management of the can-
teen was of a character not conducive to the effici-
ency of that force. I say that he uses the institu-
tion, of which he is the head, as if it were a private
affair. Instances of that kind can be given ad in -
finitum ; but I do not regard this, of course, as so
serious a charge as are the other charges. I charge
him with yielding to his prejudices against certain
nationalities. I am in a position to say, I have it
on undoubted authority, that when the Governor
General was there he issued orders that no French
Canadian officer was to be allowed to take any
prominent part ; and if there is an enquiry we will
sumnon officers in the force to depose to that fact.
The Commissioner gave directions that during the
visit of the Governor General no French Canadian
officer was to be allowed to take any prominent
part-he was, in fact, to be supreme.

An hon. MEMBER. He is an equal-righter.

Mr. DAVIN. I charge him with forcing magis-
trates to act contrary to their duty, and contrary
to the finding before them. So it was, I believe,
at Maple Creek, for when there was only a timber
partition between him and the judge, who was
hearing evidence, he said : " If you do not go for
that man, I will go for you." That was a good
illustration of what was practically done in a good
many cases. I charge him with illegally awarding
punishment, and doing so on evidence not taken
before him. I have already explained what I
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mean by that expression. I have shown what the Mr. DAVIN. Yes ; certainly it would be un
Act requires ; and I have shown that he has not just and wrong, and I only mentioned this as
only done what I now charge, but that he punish- showing that he is not very friendly.to the North-
ed for offences not within the Act. I will give an West Territories. I charge Commissioner Herch.
instance ; it is a trifling instance in some respects, mer that he has actually tried to suborn testi-
but a straw can show the direction of the current. mony, when these charges were put forward.
A man named Garret was painting in the green- After the charges had been made and published,
house. He did not know that the floor of the he issued, on the llth November, 1889, thefollow
greenhouse was not to be painted, and he allowed ing circular to his subordinate officers, who are
one or two drops of paint to fall on the floor. At also magistrates :
eleven o'clock lie went over to his quarters for "ýA statement has been made in the Regina Lead1er
some purpose connected with his business. In that I ave on various occasions interfered wth officers
came Commissioner Herchmer. He at once sent of the North-West Mounted Police in the execution of
for Sergeant Hopkins, and said to him : "Make their duties as justices of the peace, using my position as

commanding offcer in influencing their decisions asout two charges against Garret ; one for leaving jps. Wil you infor nie officially whether 1 have
his work earier than he should do, the other for ever interfered with you in such particulars, stating
messing the greenhouse." It would be difficult to occasions, etc.
find "messing the greenhouse " in the Act ; but (Sign®d) "L. W. HERCHMER.
these were the two charges. He added : "Have HEÀDQUARTE4s, REGINA, Ilth Nov., 1889."
these charges put before me, and I will fine him a I might tell the House that more than three of
couple of days' pay, and that will teach him to be those officers refused point-blank to return the
more particular." The idea of a man saying, before answer that he expected to force from them by
lie had heard any explanation, what he was going this circular, and by which, in case of an
to do, shows, of course, that he is destitute of the enquiry, lie could manufacture evidence before-
very seminal principle of justice. I have already hand. I say that this is a very serions affair.
given other and greater instances. I charge the The North-West Assembly took this matter up,
Commissioner with punishing men without giving not from the point of view of any charges made in
them a hearing, as he has done in the case of Assiniboia, but from the point of view of offences
Somerville. There is a motion on the paper that had been committed in Alberta. On the 5th
that will bring the following charge home. I November. 1889, Mr. Haultain brought the ques-
do not think there can be any misconduct tion of Commissioner Herchmer interfering with
in the case of a man not having power over his own the magistrates in the discharge of their duties
movements, in having a pass on a railway. But before the North-West Assembly. I may say
there is when a man can order himself two or three that Mr. Haultain is a barrister in considerable
times a month to Calgary, and he has a pass, and practice at Macleod, and facts came before him
he pockets the railway fare and payment for which forced this matter on his attention. He
travelling expenses ; and I venture to say that, if said, in the course of his address:
there is an enquiry into that feature of Commis- "One of the chief evils of the law was that subordinate
sioner Herchmer's conduct, it will be found that officers of the police force were dictated to in their posi-
he added from $1,500to $2,000 to his pay. Another tions as magistrates by the officer in charge of the force,who had no more rig t to do such a thing than anycharge is one which, probably, the House may not member of this House. He was prepared to prove, when
think is serious, and it is one which I do not think the time came, that sentences had been changed at the
is as serious as some of the other charges, but the dictation of the chief officer."
people of the North-West consider that some at- As I have said, Mr. Haultain is a man in large
tention should be paid to it, namely : that the Com- practice as a barrister; he was a meiber of the
missioner, to use their own language, is down on Advisory Council at one time, and he takes a pro-
local traders. He can take the prices of jobbers at minent part in the Assembly, and spoke on the re-
Winnipegand compare them with the prices of the sponsibility that attaches to his position-as I
retail merchants at Prince Albert or Regina, and speak with the responsibility that attaches to my
lie can show a difference; but that difference is position here in urging that an enquiry take place.
delusive, because you have to add the expense of So indignant was the Assembly, that on the 6th
transport, and in the Auditor General's Report of November, on the motion of Mr. Ross, seconded
last year you find among the items : freight, by Mr. Secord, the following motion was pro-
$18,000 ; transport, $421 ; waggon hire, $303 ; posed :-
Canadian Pacific Railway, on account of transport, "That, whereas, very serious statements have been
$30,000; or a total of $49,313. The greater pro- made on the floor of the House, reflecting on the conduct
portion of that amount must have been paid for of the Commissioner of the North-West Mounted Police;

be t resolved, that an humble address be presented byfreight. The freight rate is from 7 cents to $1 this louse, through lis H onor the Lieutenant Governor,
per 100 pounds, say for the railway up to the north, to His Excellency the Governor General, praying that the
and, of course, the local tradesman can get as good matter be enquired into."
freight rates as Mr. Herchmer, but he prefers. That motion was carried unanimously, and one of
for some reason, to concentrate all his custom in the the reasons for its being so carried was, that there
hands of the jobbers at Winnipeg. I will not dis- was not a member of the House who was not him-
cuss the statements that people make without self cognizant of some act of gross tyranny on the
authority ; they have hinted this and that, but, in part of Commissioner Herchmer. There is a bar-
my opinion, they have not given any proof, and if rister at present in this city, occupying a high
there is no proof against a man it would be a position politically, who lives in the west, and le
ridiculous thing to press the charges. is also aware of Mr. Herchmer's tyrannical warp-

ing of the law, and tyrannical interference with his
Mr. MULOCK. It would be unjust. offcers in the discharge of their judicial duties-not

Mr. DAvIN. at Macleod, not at Lethbridge, where these matters
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came before Mr. Haultain, but at Calgary; and I in order to bring it up to the right point of discip-
may add that every man who lives in Regina is line ; and Commissioner Herchmer had a most un-
fully aware of the condition of things that pleasant, most disagreeable and most responsible
exist. I think I have made out my case in a task, in introducing order, discipline and subordi-
moderate way, and that a prima facie case has nation into a force where all these things had been
been established why an enquiry should be held, as neglected ; and we have the testimony of the hon.
asked for by this resolution. I will say here, and gentleman himself, in the language lie used before,
I speak the truth, I shall be glad if, when there is and in what lie says now, that for morale and
an enquiry, this man can establish so as to satisfy physique there is no corps superior to it. He took
any reasonable mind that these grave charges have occasion to quote language to show the efficiency
no foundation. I am afraid, however, that he can- of the force. Sir, it is a force that Canada bas a
not ; I am afraid that the charges are only too right to be proud of. Every British officer of the
true, and I am afraid that when the case is heard regular service who has seen the force has pro-
it will be shown that there are other charges more nounced it to be the very finest force lie ever saw.
grave still than those I have alluded to. I believe It has also received the plaudits of the officers of
that I shall be amply vindicated before the country the American army on the auth side of the line,
and before the House in making the motion I have who are in constant and friendly co-operation with
the bonor to make. the Mounted Police in keeping the peace on the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no right frontier and in putting down outrages that occur
to dispute the motives of the hon. gentleman in on both sides of the line. The Governor General,
making this motion. He is, of course, governed by who is a soldier-it is in the report, and I may
a sense of duty, but I rather regret the tone of per- therefore allude to it-took occasion to address the
sonal feeling towards Commissioner Herchmer force and speak of its efficiency. Now, much of
which was evidenced by my hon. friend in making this efficiency bas been produced by the present
this motion, and I think hon. members on both Commissioner. The bon. gentleman says there is a
sides of the House will agree with me in that re- system of terrorism in the force. What one man
gret. I may say, in the beginning, that I am may call a due insistence on subordination may be
opposed to this motion. I do not think there is called by another tyrannical. I believe that Com-
any case made out, and I think it would be a great missioner Herchmer bas the faults of bis good
injustice to Commissioner Herchmer if this Com- qualities. He is stern, he is firm, he insists upon
mission were granted. The purport of the resolu- the strictest discipline, and I understand that lie
tion is most extraordinary. It says: has certain faults of temper. Well, we cannot

" That it is expedient Ïhat a Select Commission of En- find angels in this world. He has done great ser-
quiry, having power to examine witnesses under oath, do vice, and lie has made some mistakes. Most of the
issue, to enquire into the management of the North-West cases the hon. gentleman has quoted-not all-Mounted Police, and into the conduct of Lawrence W. are based on mere hearsay. He las gatberedHerchmer, Commissioner of the North-West Mounted
Police, from the date of his appointment until the 31st of them from different persons up there, more or less
December, 1889." credible I dare say. All the cases he has men-
From this it would appear that the Commissioner tioned, or alinost all, have been enquired into, and
was to be considered a criminal from the very day in most of them bis conduct bas been supported;
lie took command of the force, and that he had in some of them he bas been told that lie has been
committed an offence before or on the day he joined a little too severe, and it would appear that his
it. Now, the hon. member (Mr. Davin) has stated decisions have been reversed ; but on the whole lie
that one of the first charges he brings against Com- bas proved himself a good officer, bis whole soul
missioner Herchmer is that he is incompetent to is in the efficiency of his force, and lie bas secured
take the command, and that he bas got to be that object thoroughly well. The hon. gentleman
assisted, and he draws a comparison between him says that the law should be changed-that he has
and the tried soldier, his brother. It so happens too much power. Well, that is a question which
that the Commissioner is the tried soldier, I shall not enter into just now. It is a question
and that bis brother never was in the army. that can only be discussed when the law concern-
Commissioner Herchmer entered the army, and on ing the Mounted Police is under consideration. If
joining the depot at Hythe his military capacity the law gives too much power to the Commissioner
was so speedily acknowledged that in the first year it can be altered, but it is the same power that bas
he was employed as acting adjutant, and the posi- always been given to him since the establishment
tion of acting inspector of musketry was given to of the force, and I do not believe that the law can
him almost when he was a recruit. In fact, ie be altered or amended so as to relax that power
was and is a soldier, though not, certainly, a without seriously affecting the discipline of the
cavalry soldier. He served in India and, I think, force. The hon. gentleman complains that in
in South Africa, and returned to Canada after four some cases the sentences have been too severe, and
years' service, in consequence of th'e death of his lie complains also that in one particular case the
father. So that he had considerable experience, Commissioner did not punial witl sullicient sever-
at all events, as a soldier. The hon. gentleman ity a man wbo broke into bis own cellar and stole
says the efliciency of the force has greatly suffered some of bis beer.
in consequence of bis conduct. Now, Sir, he was Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Trying bis own case.
appointed because he was a good disciplinarian, a
man of great firmness of character ; and it is Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Welh, the man
known-I do not wish to speak of the force in who comnitted the offence was cauglt in the act.
days gone by-that there was great laxity of dis- I do not know wlitler the Commissioner was
cipline in the force, and some rather unhappy oc- trying his own case, or wletler le banded the
currences some years ago in consequence of that case over to some other person to try it. Tle lon.
laxity. The screw liad to lie applied to the force gentleman says, tlat the oficers are a higl-clas
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lot of men. I believe they are a select and picked
body of men; and do you suppose these men are
so abject, so utterly devoid of gentlemanlike
principle, that if they suffered in their positions or
were trampled upon or oppressed in the mann cr
the hon. gentleman has described, they would be
such cravens or cowards as not to complain ? Now,
Sir, they do not complain. I have heard rumors
of some being discontented at the hasty language
of their commandant, but they have not com-
plained, although they might be well assured that
if there were good grounds for their complaints
they would be completely justified and supported.
So with the men. The hon. gentleman says
the efficiency and morale of the force are
destroyed in conseqence of the terrorism with
which the men are afflicted. Well, Sir, the
term is a short term. They are enlisted for five
years, and at the end of t bat time they are free men.
This very season there were 122 men who had
completed the whole of their five years' service,
and of those 75 applied for re-enlistment
for a term of five years. Why, Sir, this is a favor-
ite service. It is an open-air service. The men
have good pay, they have good appointments, it is
a very interesting service, they are roaming over
that country, and the young men like it. Some of
them settle in the country, and it is very proper
that they should. It is advantageous to the
country that, after serving four or five years in the
service, they should take out their lot if they wish
to become fariners or settle into other trades or
avocations, and this has had the effect of distribut-
ing men thoroughly disciplined all over the country.
But it must be a favorite service when you find
that out of 122 men, whose time bas expired, 75
re-engaged without leaving, and 17 of those who
took their discharge have since rejoined.
So that, in fact, only 33 out of 122
of time-expired men actually severed their
connection with the force. That, I think, is a
sufficient answer to the charge that the corps is
oppressed and the men trampled upon. Besides
the efficiency introduced into the service by Com-
missioner Herchmer, he has administered it with
great economy, to much so, that with an increased
force the expenditure has decreased. The hon.
gentleman has spoken about the canteen. Well, I
can only say that the canteen is managed by the
men themselves. Formerly, they were allowed to
go out to the village, which is some distance from
the barracks, and get all kinds of abominable
drinks, and this lad the effect of demoralising the
force. By having a canteen managed by the men,
where they can get a certain quantity of beer in -
stead of buyimg forty-rod whiskey, or Perry Davis'
Pain Killer, the force has been greatly improved.
The canteen is on the ground, under the eyes of the
officers, managed by a committee of staff-sergeants,
and is in every way an improvement on the old
system. I cannot consent to this commission of en-
quiry being granted, but I will see that any
charges brought up are carefully considered, and I
must ask the House to reject this motion.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me that the House
will hardly endorse the criticism of the First
Minister upon the motives which have induced the
hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) to
bring up this motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say
anything about motives.

Sir JomN A. MAcoNL».

Mr. LAURIER. I understood him to say that
the hon. gentleman had spoken with such warmth
that he must naturally have some personal motive.
True, he has spoken with a good deal of warmth
in tone and manner and even substance, but if the
charges he brought are true, there is cause for his
warmth of feeling. The First Minister has said
that the force is very efficient. That has been
admitted by the hon. member for Assiniboia.
himself, and it was an admission he need not have
made, because every man in this House is proud of
the Mounted Police, and, so far as that goes, Com-
missioner Herchmer is entitled to all the credit he
can gain from it. But although Commissioner
Herchnier may have displayed considerable adminis-
trative ability, if the charge brought against him,
that lie is subject to violent fits of temper, be true,
that would go very far towards impairing his
efficiency as commandant of the force. I do not
understand the hon. member for Assiniboia to have
made any special reference to the canteen with the
view of finding fault with the manner in which it
has been conducted ; but what lie found fault with
was, that one of the officers, because he ventured
to request Colonel Herchmer to have some of
the regulations altered, had been summarily
fined $30. That is a case of absolutetyranny-that.
for having made a simple remonstrance, and for
having simply asked for au alteration in the regu-
lations of the force, the officer who did so should
have been treated as a culprit and summarily fined;
and no man in this House can tolerate such con-
duct on the part of the Commissioner. I do not
pretend to pass any criticism at this moment on
the conduct of Colonel Herchnier. I assume that he
is innocent of the charges brought against him,
and that, if a proper enquiry were made, he would
clear his character ; but when a member of Parlia-
ment, from his seat in the House, brings charges
against the Commissioner, on his responsibility as
a member of this House, that fact alone ought to
be sufficient to warrant an enquiry being made. I
do not say that the present motion should be
granted, and I will come to that question in a
moment; but when such charges are made by a
member of Parliament, on his responsibility, it
seems to me they cannot be treated lightly, and
there is cause for an enquiry. True, the service
may be popular. It may be true that no member
of the force has made any complaint ; but it is
also true that the North-West Legislature passed
a resolution asking for an enquiry.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no.
Mr. LAURIER. I understand the hon. member

for Assiniboia to have quoted a resolution passed
by the Legislature, asking for an enquiry into the
conduct of Commissioner Herchmer. If that be
true, and it cannot be denied, there is cause for
enquiry, and it seems to me the Government are
not discharging their duty properly if they do not
pay any attention to the motion. Why is it that
we have a Local Legislature? It is because it is
impossible for us to administer the Territories
properly from Ottawa. The members of the Leg-
islature are supposed to be more familiar, and they
ought to be, with the doings of the North-West
Mounted Police than we can be at such a distance,
and when such a body, without a dissentient voice,
express the desire to have an investigation, 1, for
one, am disposed to give that desire some atten-
tion. I do not say that I will be prepared to fully
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endorse the resolution, for it seems to nie to go too
far. The resolution is :

" That it is expedient that a Select Commission of En-
quiry, having power to examine witnesses under oath, do
issue to enquire into the management of the North-West
Mounted Police."
I do not see any cause for enquiry into the manage-
ment of the North-West Mounted Police at large ;
but, if the resolution had been confined to asking
an investigation into the conduct of Commissioner
Herchmer, I would be disposed to favor it. Under
these circumstances, if my hon. friend does not
succeed in having a proper investigation this year,
he ought to cone back next year with a motion
asking Parliament to have an investigation into
Commissioner Herchmer's conduct, and if the Gov-
ernment fail to grant such an investigation, they
will be failing in their duty.

Mr. MACDOWALL. When -the lion. member
for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) asked me to
second the motion, it was not my intention to say
anything on the subject, but, after what has tran-
spired, I desire to explain the reasons why I con-
sented to second it. In the first place, I think the
suggestion made by the hon. gentleman who leads
the Opposition is a very good one, and I should
recommend the mover of the resolution to adopt
his advice and strike out the words "into the
management of the North-West Mounted Police."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MACDOWALL. Because I do not think

there is any fault to be found with the manage-
ment of the North-West Mounted Police. I will
state the reasons why I seconded the motion. In
the first place, several serious charges have been
made against the commissioner in the press of the
North-West, and that is a very good ground for
appointmug a commission of enquiry. In the
second place, the Legislative Assembly of the
North-West have unanimously passed a resolution
asking for an enquiry into the conduct of the Com-
missioner of the Mounted Police. Another reason
is that the commissioner himself is anxious that an
enquiry should be made into his conduct, and he
has stated that, if he is given the opportunity of
appearing before any commission that may be ap-
pointed, lie can disprove the charges and clear
himself. In that way, I think, he has taken a
manly course, and, as we have had two com-
mittees of enquiry appointed during this Session,
I think lie should be treated i the same fair way.
The right hon. gentleman who leads the Govern-
ment has spoken very highly of the officers
who serve under the commissioner and the men
who compose the force. I believe these gentle-
men are everything he describes, but I do not
think they can bie called craven if they do not
make complaints against the commissioner. I
know myself that there is a feeling throughout the
North-West Mounted Police force, not only among
the officers, but among the men, which I should say
will not take a very long time, unless it is stopped,
to destroy all esprit de corps. I do not support
the charges which have been brought by the mem-
ber for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). He has brought
those charges on his own responsibility, but, when
I consider that these charges have been brought by
almost the whole of the press of the North-West,
that they have been brought by the North-West
Assemnbly, and that they have been brought by a
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member of this House in his place against the
commissioner, and when the commissioner is
anxious himself to have an enquiry into his con-
duct, and when the esprit de corps of that fine and
valuable force is likely to be destroyed, perhaps by
the fact that the commissioner has not that tact
and that touch with the men and with the officers
of his force, which is absolutely necessary to main-
tain the proper status of the force, I think these
are all good reasons for supporting the motion of
the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin),
especially if it is reduced in the way which I sug-
gest.

Mr. W ATSON. I agree entirely with the hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat (Mr.
Macdowall). I think it is of the utmost importance
that the people should have the greatest possible
confidence in any one occupying the position of Mr.
Herchmer, as commissioner. The member for
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) made similar charges a
year ago. and the Government cannot justify any
one holding the position which Mr. Herchmer
holds without investigation, after such charges are
made in this House by a member on his responsi-
bility. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) is in a
position to know of what lie speaks, and, as has
been stated by the member for Saskatchewan (Mr.
Macdowall), these charges have been made in the
press. It is nothing new that such charges should
be investigated by a commission. The charges
which have been made against Mr. Herchmer are
almost as severe as those which were made against
General Middleton, in regard to which the Gov-
ernment have authorised a commission of enquiry.
I do not see why they should not grant the pro-
position contained in this motion. I would sug-
gest that the management of the North-West
Mounted Police should be omitted, according to
the suggestion of the hon. leader of the Opposition.
As far as I am aware, there has been no charge
made against the management of the North-West
Mounted Police, against their efliciency, or
against the way in which they discharge their
duties ; but there have been grave charges made
against Mr. Herchmer, and I have heard gentle-
men from the North-West repeatedly complain in
regard to his actions. I do not know personally
whether these charges can be proved or not, but I
think the House should allow a commission to en-
quire into those charges, more particularly when
a resolution has been passed by the North-West
Council, asking that a commission should be ap-
pointed to enquire into them. 1, therefore, move
in amendment, that all the words after "That" be
struck out, and the following inserted in lieu
thereof -

It is expedient that a Select Commission of Enquiry,
havingpower to examine witnesses under oath, do issue
to enquire into the conduct of Lawrence W. Herchmer,
Commissioner of the North-West Mounted Police, from
the date of his appointment to the 31st December, 1889.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It is pleasant to note
that all the gentlemen who have spoken on this
subject testify to the efficiency of the North-West
Mounted Police. They corroborate all that has
been said by distinguished officers and others who
have gone to the North-West, and have seen that
body of men, that the force we have in the North-
West is a credit to Canada, that they are possessed
of a fine physique, that they are well drilled and
vell equipped, and that they are in all respects a
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fine body of men. That is the case to-day, but the head of that Department is responsible. It seems
how long has it been so? It was only a few years to me that the attack which the hon. gentleman las
ago that we were told that the force was not in made here to-day, is really made upon the Minister
such a state of efficiency, and I think you will find who las charge of that Department, and it is a ques-
that it is since the appointment of Commissioner tio¶ for the fouse to consider whetlertheywill take
Herchmer that the change has taken place and the the management of that Department out of the
force has attained the high state of efficiency right hon. gentleman's hands and turn it over to a
-which it has to-day. Then we should give the Cemmittee of Enquiry. If the riglt hon. geutie-
commissioner some credit for that. We find that mai is not fit to enquire into it, let us know it. I
greater economy bas taken place in the manage- think that these charges that have been made are
ment of the force, and that the expenditure has ail capable of explanation; some of tlem, I believe,
been less than it was before the appointment are utterly baseless and frivolous-the charge that
of this commissioner. That is another point the lon. gentleman nakes about the canteen, for
in bis favor. But it is said that lie is a instance. Wly, every one who las lad anything to
great disciplinarian, tbat lie is too strict. The do witl men know tlat there is nothing more sub-
bon. member who moved this resolution in- versive of discipline, more calculated to bring the
dulged in a great number of adjectives to force into disorder, and to make it most difficult
describe the conmmissioner's conduct. He spoke of to govern the men, than te allow them to go eut
him as arrogant, and insolent and overbearing. I into the town and get wlat little supplies tley
have known the commissioner for many years, and want, wlether a glass of beer or lemonade, or a pipe
I cannot agree with the hon. gentleman. The and tebacco, or anythîng of that kind. It is most
commissioner may have faults like the rest of us, desirable that this canteen slould be under the
for we all have faults. His temper may not be of control of the commauding officer, subject to bis
the best, but I believe that lie is desirous to secure erders, closed and opened at certain heurs, and
the efficiency of the force, that lie is solicitous for only men of good record should be allowed to enter
the welfare of the men placed under bis charge, them. There is always a uen-commissioned officer
that lie is desirous to procure their welfare in every on duty teseethatnomanwhose name isposted upen
possible way. But there are complaints made the cauteen door fer misconduet, is allewed te enter
against him, and that is natural. Where do we there. It is inest desirable, lu tbe interest of discip-
expect to find a man who is placed in charge of bue and in the interest of the force, that these eau-
1,000 men against whom no charges will be made? teens sliuld be establisled and maintained under
If complaints against commanding officers are to be the centrol of the commanding efficer. For the
ventilated here, and if commissions are to be issued last few weeks I have bad an oppertunity of see-
to enquire into thiem, there will be no end to such ing some of the officers oî that force, and from
commissions. I will undertake to go to everymili- net eue ef theni did I hear any complaints agaiast
tary school in this country and get complaints tle cemmissioner. I have heard them ail stand
against the commanding officers. I will guarantee up for him, and state that bis management of the
that, if these people will go to the first newspaper force las been very geed îndeed, and that these
office whose editor may stand with mouth and ears charges are either ail capable of explanation, or
open to receive complaints, any number of con- cisc that tley are trumped-up charges. I was in
plaints will be made. This motion for a commis- that country myseif about eigbteen mentls ago,
sion of enquiry is not so much a motion to enquire and saw a great many of the officers and men, and
into Commissioner Herchmer's conduct, in my from net eue of them did I hear any cemplaint
opinion, as it is to enquire into the management of against the commissiener. I presume I was just
the Department to which that force belongs. as lîkely te hear of tbem as was the bon. gentle-

Mr. DAVIN. No, no. man. It is known that his paper at Regina-I do
not know wliether the lien, gentleman is editor et

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes ; it is a commission lt-but it is kuown that this paper is, unfortu-
to enquire into the management, by the right hon. nately open, te hear complaints and te make
Premier, of his Departmnent. If that right bon. chages against the commîssioner, te listen te
gentleman has allowed those complaints to le anything and everything that eau be said against
made, and bas never investigated them, I say lie is bim. Let that paper, or the proprietor cf that
to blame ; lie is the uman we ought to try here; it paper, instead cf printing these charges, coileet
is the conduct of his Department that is arraigned the evidence and send it dlwn te the Depart-
here to-day. Commissioner Herchmer is but one ment, and then, if the complaints are net inves-
of his officers, and any complaint, such as the hon. tigated, let him attack those persons wli are
gentleman made here to-day, should have been responsible for keeping that cemmissiener in
sent to that Department ; and if any such com- bis place; then justice weuld be doue, and the
plaint has been made to the Department, and it great wreng, whicl lie says the people cf the
bas not been investigated, and justice has not been Nortl-West Territories are suffering, would be
done, then it is the right hon. gentleman and riglted. For my part, I do Det think there
the administration of his Department that we are slould be any commission granted iu this case.
called upon to enquire into. Let the hon. gentle-
man move for any papers in any particular case Mr. MULOCK. Last year tle lin. member for
that lie has complained about, but let him not take West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) made a motion before
mere gossip, mere rumor, up there, that this man this fouse for papes iu coxnectlon wltl the con-
has said something, the other man has said some- duct cf Commissioner Herclmer, and on that cca-
thing, and base his complaint on these. I say sien lie referred te some cf the matters te which lie
that any complaint that is worth being brought referred to.day. On that occasion, I deprecated
forward in Parliament, is worth being sent to the tle action of the lon. member for West Assinibela,
Department, and if it is not investigated there, then in making that motion wlthout asking for a com-

Mr. KIrRARuxCK.



2693 [MAiROH 31, 1890.] 2694
mission, because that motion led to nothing. I
did not think that the occasion of the motion for
papers should be taken advantage of to make an
indirect attack upon any person in the service, in
the discharge of judicial duties, for the charge last
year was made against Commissioner Herchmer,
more particularly in reference to the dischargeof his
magisterial duties. To-day, the lion. gentleman
has made certain specific charges against this
officer, and has asked for an enquiry into the con-
duct of that offiçer. Therefore, I consider his
action to-day is in the right direction, that is, if a
charge is made against an officer, it ought to be
followed up by a motion, giving that officer an
opportunity to acquit himself in case lie be
innocent, and an opportunity for the member
that is making the charge to establish it
if he can. Now, there must be some way
in dealing with offenders in the public service.
I cannot agree with my hon. friend from Frontenac
(Mr. Kirkpatrick) in his argument. I think it is
to be regretted that on this occasion lie has endea-
vored to appeal to party support of the Adminis-
tration in order to vote down a motion in itself not
in any sense a party motion. That is a favorite
trick which is resorted to in order to dispose of incon-
venient and unpleasant motions. This, lie says,
should have taken the form of a complaint to the
Department The First Minister has assured
the House that complaints have been made to the
Department, and that the Department has enquired
into these complaints, or is enquiring into them.
He says that, so far as the Department has enquired
into these complaints, it has found them without
foundation. The Minister makes a statement
as to what lie found to be the result. The
member for Assiniboia takes issue with the
Department distinctly. The bon. member makes
a motion appealing, as it were, against the decision
of the Department, and asking for an enquiry
under oath. Now, what means had the Department
of obtaining evidence as to whether these charges
were true ? They are of the very gravest kind. The
Commissioner whose conduct is attacked is accused
by the member for Assiniboia of one of the highest
crimes that a judicial officer can be guilty of-he is
accused of being untrue to his trust, of debauching
justice, of being personally corrupt, of abusing his
position, of not only failing to recognise the sacred
position which he occupies as a judge, but also of
using his office to put money into his own pocket.
Could more serions charges be made against a per-
son under such circumstances? I think these
chargesaresufficient to justify an enquiry, inasmuch
as they are made by an hon. member representing
the district largely affected by the conduct of this
officer ; by an ion. member supposed to be familiar,
more or less, with the public opinion in the dis-
trict, and who not only gives his own opinion in
support of his motion, but purports to represent
public opinion in the North-West. The motion is
moved by a supportor of the Administration and
seconded by a supporter of the Administration;
it is also supported by the hon. member for Mar-
quette (Mr. Watson) ; and these gentlemen speak
from their positions in this House, as represen-
tatives of the country more or less affected by
the conduct of this officer. Now, as a matter
of justice to Commissioner Herchmer, the fullest
Opportunity should be given him to disprove these
charges. So the hon. member making this motion

85

has assumed a great responsibility. He has made
these charges on the floor of the fouse and before
the public, and unless they are publicly investi-
gated and disproved, Commissioner Herchmer's
usefulness will largely be impaired. It is due to
the administration of that portion of justice with
which lie is charged, that his character as a judge
and as an officer of this Government should be
investigated; and if the charges are found to be
untrue, lie should walk forth enjoying the well
merited confidence of the public; but if the
charges are established, there must be but one
verdict. I, therefore, think the hon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) has sought to evade
by a ruse a proper investigation into the charges.
He has endeavored to prove that they must be
untrue because the force is efficient. I do not
understand that the entire efficiency of the force
depends upon the conduct of the commissioner,
nor that, however efficient the force may be, the
fact would excuse the commissioner were these
charges proved to be true. I ask the member
for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) whether, if the
force were as efficient as it is possible for such a
force to be, that would authorise or justify the
commissioner doing the acts lie is said to have
done ? Would it justify him in committing em-
bezzlement ? I ask the lion. gentleman, in his
place to state to this House whether the efficiency
of the force would be an excuse for the commis-
sioner violating every law that bears upon him ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If there is any charge
of embezzlement, there is a proper court to investi-
gate this charge, and not this House.

Mr. MULOCK. The bon. gentleman has not
answered the question. The bon. *gentleman has
objected to an investigation because the force is
efficient ; and if this contention were sound,
the commissioner might plead it in justification of
all possible offences. I do not take such a view of
the situation. The two things are separate and
distinct. And in view of the charges made by the
hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin),
supported as they are by the North-West Council,
and also by public opinion in the North-West, it
is essential to the administration of justice, by the
commissioner, that these charges should be publicly
investigated-investigated with all the surround-
ings of a proper court of inquiry, not a Star
Chamber investigation, not one made in
private by the Department, where hearsay evi-
dence, or improper evidence, may be admitted, and
where there is no public demand made for evidence,
in fact an examination made by the Adminis-
tration largely with a view to exculpate the
accused. It is true, as was said by the bon. member
for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), that if any blame
attaches to the officer, it may in some extent attach
also to the Department. But it is not in that
sense and spirit the enquiry is asked ; but if the
Department insists on holding an investigation of
its own, then it will have the appearance of an
accusation against the Department, and one which
they are not willing to allow to be investigated.
It has not been presented in that light, and I am
not urging it in that light. So far as the charges
are made I am assuming the Department is
wholly blameless, but if they prevent enquiry they
must assume the portion of the responsibility of
the officer in question. I, therefore, feel it is my
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duty on this occasion to support the amendment
moved by the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson).

Mr. BLAKE. I hope this matter will receive
further consideration from the responsible head of
the Department, than it appears to have received
up to the present time. I cannot help feeling that
we here, whether we act executively or legis-
latively, who are dealing with the affairs of a
country so remote as that in which this force is
situated, and in which these transactions are said
to have occurred, have a special and peculiar
responsibility, as we are under a special and
peculiar difficulty. In those who are far renoved
from the centre of power and from the centre of
investigation, it is well known, it is human nature,
that there is avery much greater disposition to abuse
that authority and power, from that sense of security
which.exists in the officer, and also from the diffi-
culty, on the part of those aggrieved, of bringing
forward and of establishing charges. The circum-
stances and the peculiar relations which a person
in the position of commissioner occupies towards
those under him, render it a difficult matter for,
charges to be brought. So that we have every
element which should make us peculiarly jealous of
the situation, and should lead us to hold to our
power to see that enquiry is made ; this is a power
which we ought not lightly to abandon. This officer,
of whom I have no warrant to say one single word
in derogation of his character or conduct, of which
I know nothing whatever. except what we heard
to-day, holds a position of very great authority.
He is in a position of very high command as com-
missioner of the force, of almost despotic authority,
power and control; and he has besides very high
and exalted magisterial functions. The bon. mem-
ber who has brought forward these charges has sub-
mitted them in a speech, not taking the course of
submitting them in a written form beforehand. He
has laid a very great number of charges, some of
which are of a general character, extremely difficult
to be enquired into, but proper to be considered, pro-
per to be carefully looked into by the departmental
head, proper to be enquired into in that manner in
which such general charges alone can be enquired
into, but, perhaps, hardly fItted for judicial investi-
gation ; others are of an entirely different descrip-
tion, specific, plain, pointed, and which, if they be
true, are of such a nature that whatever may be the
nerits of the officer otherwise, whatever good lie
may have done in the way of the restoration of
discipline and efficiency in the force, lie is not suited
to remain in that position, or in any position of
public trust whatever. However, as I have said, the
form in which these charges are brought forward
is not one satisfactory to my mind. I think some
course should have been adopted which would
have given the officer in charge, through the
medium of his superiors, of the Department which,
presides over the force, the opportunity of giving
his answer to such of those charges as he might
think fit to answer, so that an explanation of them
might have been presented, if the Minister in
charge thought proper to present it on the floor of
the House, at the saine time as the charges them-
selves were presented. Particularly do I think so
with respect to such charges as affect the magis-
terial office, in which, I think, we ought to adopt,
as nearly as we can, those analogies which prevail

Mr. MUtIocx.

when this House exercises one of its highest func-
tions, its inquisitorial function into the dis-
charge of the administration of justice by those
who are the depositaries of justice in the land.
But we have to deal with the case at it is,
in one form or other ; and we have to consider
what the effect is of these statements, they
having been made upon his responsibility by a
member of Parliament here, and this motion
having been sustained by another hon. gentle-
man representing the same region of country, and
by his declaration of opinion, apart from any
personal acquaintance with the particular charges,
that the condition of the force and the state of
affairs demand investigation. We have to deal
also, with the statement of the hon. member for
Marquette (Mr. Watson), who is also more or less
familiar with the situation. We have to deal also
with the statement and resolution of the North-
West Council, the local body on the spot most
familiar with the matter. We have to deal with
what the hon. gentleman who seconded the motion
has announced to us, with this additional circum-
stance, that the commissioner himself claims and
asks that there shall be some enquiry into
those charges. All these circumstances, to my
mind, add to the difficulty in which we are placed
in adopting such a summary disposition of this
matter as the First Minister has proposed to us.
I would ask in what position this House is to stand,
and in what position Colonel Herchmer himself is
to stand, if this matter is dismissed by a simple
negation of this motion, and without any arrange-
ment whatever for some enquiry into the affair.
The louse stands in this position : It is said we
should dismiss altogether all that we have heard
here to-day, and those additional facts to which
I have just alluded, and that because the Minister
alls upon us, and because a supporter of the Min-

ister turns this-differently from what, I think, is
the intention of everybody else-into an attack on
the Department, or on the Minister himself, we
should consider it is not fit that anything should
be said about it at all, and that no action whatever
ought to be taken. What would be our position ;
in what position would Colonel Herchmer stand,
in what position would the force stand, and in what
position would those towards whom he occupies that
special relationship stand, if, after these state-
nients made and heralded as they will be broadcast
all over the country, we should take no action what-
ever ? I say, Sir, that our position, as having the
charge and the responsibility in this matter, and
the position of Colonel Herchmer, alike require
that some further consideration should be given
before such a disposition as that is made of it. I
do not myself admire the proposition of the hon.
gentleman, even as amended. The same objection
which I have taken a moment ago, to the absence
of a statement in advance of what the charges
were, applies, in my mind, to the form which even
the amended motion takes. I think there ought to
be very grave circumstances to justify the propo-
sition to issue such a wholesale commission of
enquiry generally, as is now proposed, into the
conduct of this officer. I will not say that there
are no circumstances which would justify it. I de
not say, that this House may not be called upon to
say, we find such a case made out on prim fa.cie
proof and otherwise, that a general enquiry is justi-
fied or demanded. But, I think the circumstances
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ought be much more exceptional than they.are now,
to render such a commission at all proper. At the
same time I do feel, that when specific charges of
the gravity and character of these which have been
made to-day, have been made in this House, we
ought to receive some assurance that these charges
-however objectionable the form may be, or the
spirit may be, as the right hon. gentleman has put
it-will be efficiently investigated before we let go
our own power of enquiry, and before we agree that
this motion shall be negatived. Now, what I have
to suggest to the hon. Minister is this : that this
matter would be best met-under all the circum-
stances, and having regard to all that has taken
place, the statements of the member, its support
from other members of the locality, the attitude of
the North-West Council, and the attitude of Colonel
lerchmer himself-if the hon. Minister would
undertake that a departmental commission should
issue to enquire, on the spot, into the merits of such
of these charges as have been specifically made, and
are,therefore, capable of being specifically answered.
If an intimation were received by us that such
would be the course which the hon. Minister would
feel it his duty to take, I, for my part, think that,
upon the whole, that is the best disposition that
could be made of this matter this Session, and if
the results of such an enquiry were satisfactory, it
would, of course, end the matter upon the specific
charges for all time. It would leave the general
questions which the hon. gentleman has adverted
to, of demeanor and conduct, and so forth, to be
dealt with as, I think, alone they can be dealt with,
namely, otherwise than by such an enquiry, unless
the case is much graver even than the hon. gentle-
man has put it. It would dispose of the specific
and very grave charges which I have referred to in
a manner more suitable to the dignity of this
House and to its eficiency as the great inquest
of the country, and to the position even of Colonel
Herchmer bimself, than would result from the
refusal of the motion without any arrangement for
enquiry. If such a suggestion as I have made were
accepted, 1, for my part, would vote against the
amendment and the motion; but unless some such
suggestion is agreed to I must vote for the amend-
ment, or for some amendment of the amendment
which will include a more specific statement of the
charges to be referred to the commission.

Mr. DALY. I rise for the purpose of saying that
I have had occasion to come into contact with Mr.
Heirchmer himself in his official capacity. In my
constituency alone has that force anything to do
'with the Province of Manitoba. Members may not
be aware of the fact, but, it is, notwithstanding,
true, that the duties of the North-West Mounted
Police force are, with the exception of what they
do on the frontier in the Province of Manitoba,
confined to the North-West Territories. I have had
occasion to come into contact with Colonel Herch-
mer in his official capacity, and I have asked him
to look into certain matters connected with the men
under his charge in southern Manitoba. I have
always found him ready and willing to meet any
views I have laid before him which he could rea-
sonably give his adherence to. Now, Sir, I have
also had occasion to see the Mounted Police force
in the years 1881 and 1882, and again in 1887, 1888
and 1889. I must say that any person who has
seen that force in numbers, such as they can be

seen at Regina and at any of the other posts, can-
not but come to the conclusion that the efficiency
of that force has been so much improved in recent
years that one would scarcely recognise them to be
the same body of men. It may be that the physi-
que of the men was as good before Mr. Herchmer
was commissioner, as it is now, but I am borne out
in my statement by the mover of the resolution
and by the other gentlemen who have spoken from
the North-West Territories, in saying, that the force
to-day is in as highly efficient state as it could pos-
sibly be. I have no hesitation in saying that that
efficiency is due to Mr. Herchmer and to the manner
in which he has conducted the duties of his office.
It should be remembered that a great many of the
charges brought against Mr. Herchmer are matters
of rumor, and that, so far as we know, there is no
foundation for them. Mr. Herchmer, as has been
stated by the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down, occupies a very responsible position. lie
occupies a position which brings him to all portions
and parts of the North-West Territories. It has
been said, and, I believe, very truly, that Mr.
Herchmer has certain infirmities of temper, but I
have not the slightest doubt that some of the
gentlemen with whom he has been brought in con-
tact also have their infirmities of temper. I be-
lieve firmly that a great many of the charges
brought against Mr. Herchmer have been brought
by men, who, if their true mind were known, it
would be ascertained that Mr. Herchmer did not
agree to certain propositions which these gentle-
men had made, or, that Mr. Herchmer didi not Io
what these gentlemen asked him to do, and which,
probably, it was not within his duty to perform.
Any person occupying the position that Mr.
Herchmer does must naturally make enemies in
the discharge of his duty. It has been stated that
the North-West Assembly passed a certain resolu-
Lion. It may be that nearly every member of the
North-West Council bas come into contact with
Mr. Herchmer, and that probably they have asked
him to do what Mr. Herchmer did not see lit to do.

Mr. MACDOWALL. I must rise to a point of
order. I do not think the hon. gentleman should
bring such charges against my colleague from West
Assiniboia or myself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He did not bring
any charges against you.

Mr. DALY. I brought no charges either against
the hon. member or against the member for West
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), but if the cap fits the hon.
gentlemen they can put it on. I have no doubt
that, in the course of the performance of his duties
in the North-West Territories, Mr. Herchmer has
come into contact with gentlemen who are now
making the charge against him, and that he has
not seen fit to do what these gentlemen have asked
him to do. Now, the hon. member for North
York says that the logic of the hon. member for
Frontenac is not true-that this is really a direct
charge against the right bon. Premier, who is the
head of the Department controlling the Mounted
Police. He said that the hon. member for West
Assiniboia and the right hon. Premier were at
issue on this matter, and the logical sequence is
that the responsibility for the conduct of Mr.
Herchmer must rest on the right hon. head of the
Department. The resolution as framed would
seem to go into the conduct of Mr. Herchmer
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from the time lie joined the force to the present
time; but I understand that the charges of the
hon. member for Assiniboia do not go back to the
time Mr. Herchmer took command of the force.
To my mind, the most serious charge brought
against him is that he had a pass on the Canadian
Pacific Railway which he used on his trips to
Calgary, and then charged the fares. If hon.
members will look at the Order paper, they will
find that after this resolution the next order is:

" Mr. Davin-Order of the House-Copies of form 93,
North-West Mounted Police returns, in which payments
were made L. W. Herchmer, Commissioner North-West
Mounted Police, by paymaster at Regina, for contingen-
oies from lst July, 1887, to lst July, 1888, and from lst
July, 1888, to 1st July, 1889."
If this return is brought down, it will include all
payments for contingencies made by the paymaster
to Mr. Herchmer, and the House will then be
in a position to know whether the charges the hon.
gentleman has brought against him, in regard to
charging railway fares, are truc or not. I cer-
tainly agree with the position taken by the last
speaker, that the appointment of a select commit-
tee would not be a proper mode of investigating
the charges. Mr. Herchmer, and others, who
would be called to give evidence are at a great
distance from the city of Ottawa. The investiga-
tion should be made through the Department. The
right hon. Premier has stated that an investigation
has been made by the Department into all these
charges, and that they have not been proved-that
all that was found against him was that he hiad
been guilty of infirnity of temper on some oc-
casions. I have no doubt the right hon. Premier
has reproved him for that ; and until such time as
the hon. member for West Assiniboia, or some
other hon. mnember, comes to this House and places
on the paper specific charges against Colonel
Herchmer, we have no right to enquire into them
in the manner indicated.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

E'XTENSION OF PATENT.

Mr. SMALL moved that the House resolve itself
into Committee on Bill (No. 98) to confer on the
Commissioner of Patents certain powers for the
relief of George T. Smith.

Mr. WATSON. I should like to ask the hon.
Minister of Justice if lie has looked into this Bill
and come to any conclusion about it ?

Mr. WALLACE. I think, as a general principle,
we should look very carefully into applications
such as this for the renewal of patents. The case
of the George T. Smith Company with reference to
its patents on the middlings purifier and mill
machinery is notorions throughout the Province of
Ontario. It is a well-known fact, that many millers
and manufacturers of mill machinery have been
subjected to a species of blackmail by this com-
pany. They started originally by claiming a patent
to which the best legal authorities declared they
had no legal right. They sued the manufacturers
of middlings purifiers, among others the Grey
Company and the Barter Company of Toronto.
They sued the Grey Company for the infringement
of their patent in manufacturing. The Grey Com-

Mr. DALY.

pany, having gone to great expense, I believe,
made preparations to defend their suit, which
was protracted over a lengthened period, and
they had such a strong defence, that the Smith
Company not only withdrew the action, but paid
them $10,000 for the trouble to which they
had been put. But before this was done,
the Smith Company went to all the millers who had
purifiers in their mills of the country and extorted
from them what can only be called blackmail. In
every case these mills obtain these purifiers at
very large expense. ln cases, where three or four
purifiers were introduced into one mill, the propri-
etors have had to pay $80 to $90 for use of each
machine. It is easily understood that a man having
a claim of this kind, and being prepared to put it
through all the courts, those who have used these
machines, although they have a good case, would
not care to be dragged into the expense of a law-
suit, involving, perhaps, an appeal to the Privy
Council, which would cost thousands of dollars.
It is estimated that in the Province of Ontario
there are a thousand of these machines in use, and
that this Geo. T. Smith Purifier Company have
extracted from the millers no less than $100,000
cash, to which they were not at all entitled and
had no legal right, and which was paid under the
circumstances I have related. But now they
come here asking to have their patent renewed.
The circumstances they relate may or may not be
true, but knowing the record of these people in
the matter, knowing the fact that this coipany
has no right to make the claims they do, knowing
that the legal fraternity of Canada who have
examined into the matter declare that they have
no legal right as regards these mills to which I
have referred, I think this House should not grant
them the privilege they ask. I have here a letter
froin Goldie & McCulloch, manufacturers, which I
have their authority to read. It is written by John
E. Wilson, and is as follows:

" DEAR SIR,-The enclosed sketch will show you what
both patents cover; the object to be attained being the
same in both cases, namely, to get a clear bolting surface
the full circumference of the reel. Prior to the making
of my machine, all flour bolts had the rod or bar marked
'A' in the sketches close to the outer surface, or silk, the
result being that quite a space of the silk, longitudinally
with each of these bars, is covered with the bar and with
the stock that accumulates alongside of it, thus reducing
the bolting capacity fully twenty-five per cent. from
actual practice of what it will do, constructed under my
patent.

" You will observe that the only practical difference
between the two is in the wording, because he sets the
rods 'A' in from the circumference the very same as in
mine-using a band of hoop iron for the silk to rest upon ;
in mine the silk rests upon the round bar, in preference
to a flat band.

" You will observe that my patent was issued June 7th,
1884; Smith's on January 22nd, 1885. Rad there been
flour bolts in use prior to the date of my application, em-
bodying the specific features which are claimed in both
patents, I would not have been entitled to a patent; but
it being the fact that mine was the first to have a clear
bolting surface the full circumference of the reel, is it
right or just that the House should, by special Act, renew
a patent that bas lapsed, and ought never to have been
granted, and will be worthless when renewed, except to
cause litigation and annoyance to other mapufacturers,
who have undertaken the manufacture of Patent No.
19,509, believing that the certificate of the Patent Office
was a sufficient protection? Had there been any proper
check in the examining department, the Smith patent
would never have been issued, because with the subject-
matter of my patent they were thoroughly conversant, as
tbey had the application before them for two months, and
I had several times been before the examiner, giving
explanations of my machine, before they issued the
patent; so I think you will agree with me that there was,.
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to say the least, very loose work in issuing another for
the saute matter.

"You will observe I send a sketch of mine in blue and
Smith's in black.

'I hope you will use your influence to prevent this Act
being passed, which can only be of service to cause litiga-
tion and annoyance to the manufacturers under the prior
patent, No. 19,509.

"Yours respectfuily,
'JO'HN E. WILSON."

Under these circumstances, these people object to
the renewal of the patent now before the House. In
the case of a great many of those patent rights, their
manufacture and the circumstances attending them.
are all legitimate and proper, but in this case, as
you will see by bis letter, a previous patent had
been issued for the same principle, only a better
principle ; I would, therefore, move that this Bill
be read a third time this day six months.

Mr. TROW. The bon. gentleman is very much
mistaken in reference to the patent in question. It
is over an entirely different patent that litigation
took place, and I am surprised at the hon. gentle-
man's statement. The patent in dispute was
carried from court to court, and the various in-
dustries throughout the country were satisfied
that it was an entirely different principle. In
reference to the Wilson's claim in the letter just
read, I was in the Patent Office the other day and
saw that the patent was an entirely different
affair from the one he speaks of. When this mat-
ter was last discussed it was left to the Minister
of Justice to decide, and be was convinced that
Mr. Smith was perfectly innocent in the matter,
and that lis claim was perfectly good.

Mr. WALLACE. No.
Mr. TROW. He had a patent for five years,

which be should have had renewed for another five
years. He resides in Michigan himself and sent
$20 to solicitors in Toronto, Messrs. lowland &
Co., to deposit with the Patent Office in order to
renew his patent. The solicitors cashed his cheque,
and sent their clerk to get a post office order, but
the clerk, instead of sending $20, sent only $10, and
a few days after the error was found out. Mr.
Smith was perfectly innocent, and, goodness knows,
bas been punished enough for the negligence and
carelessness of bis solicitors in the city of Toronto,
whose negligence will cost him $300 or $400, instead
of the $20 which he sent to Toronto. Messrs.
Howland & Co. are a very respectable firm, and Mr.
Howland says all the trouble was due to the negli-
gence of his clerk, whom he reprimanded and dis-
missed from lis service. I do not see why this
man should be deprived of bis just rights. He has
a large firm in the city of Stratford, which I know
employs 160 or 170 hands all the year round, and
they are only asking what is right and reasonable.

Mr. SMALL. In addition to the remarks of the
hon. gentleman from North Perth, I would say
that I have a letter from the solicitor in this case,
stating that his books have been investigated since
this matter was brought before the House, and
irregularities found which were committed by the
articled clerk who bas been dismissed.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Before the Committee on
Private Bills the same line of opposition was taken
to this Bill as has been taken to-night. I fail to
see why it should be disposed of in the improper
manner suggested by the hon. gentleman who has
just noved the six months' hoist. I think we have

very little to do with the disputants in this matter.
This man had a patent in existence for the last five
years, until it expired the other day. As the bon.
member for North Perth bas explained, and as was
t.orougbly and satisfactorily explained to the com-
mittee, by the negligence or sonething worse of
the clerk in the solicitors' office, the sum of $10
was remitted instead of $20 to the Patent Office
here, on behalf of the present applicant. There is
no disputing the fact that $20 were remitted to
the solicitor by Mr. Smith, and that it was only
through the negligence or improper conduct of the
clerk that half that amount was sent to the Patent
Office, and when an answer came back from the
Department that $10 was too little, by some
peculiar negligence or misconduct of the clerk, this
letter was laid aside and the matter allowed to
stand over until the five years had expired. The cir-
cumstances, so far as Mr. Smith's coming to this
House to obtain a renewal of the patent is concern-
ed, are apparently fair and straightforward ; lie is
not in default in any sense of the word, and bas
not been guilty of any negligence himself at all. In
the case of Mr. May, a short time ago, this House
passed similar legislation to that now before us, and
I think it would be very unfair if this Mr. Smith
were debarred of the right to have bis patent
renewed in consequence of a slight inistake. The
only objection made in Committee was of this
character, that this man Smith and sone other
person had some dispute. The courts are open to
any people who have disputes of that kind. This
patent was held for five years, and if it is
now invalid the courts can set it aside ; but
now these parties ask us to try the question in
dispute. This is a side issue altogether, and,
if we were to allow ourselves to try the ques-
tion by a side wind in this way, our time
would be taken up for a great deal longer than it
is now. All we have to deal with is the question
whether Mr. Smith has been guilty of any negli-
gence or not, and whether there is any reason why
he should not be allowed a renewal. The Com-
nittee bas taken every precaution to protect any
other claimants, and we have no one to deal with
except Mr. Smith. If the other person desires to
go to law, he can do so, and 1, for one, should be
sorry to prevent any one doing that.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No one eau be more
strongly opposed than I am to a renewal by
Parliament of a patent which bas lapsed ; even
through negligence on the part of the holder. I
felt some reluctance in agreeing to the passage of
a Bill in regard to renewing another patent this
Session, but I think this is a case in which we
should allow the patent to be renewed, if we
renew it in any case. I do not see that the paten-
tee was himself guilty of any negligence whatever.
If he had been, I would say that the House should
not give him relief. Moreover, I understand
that there was no negligence even on the part of
the solicitors whom he instructed to have the
patent renewed. I go further, and say that
there was no negligence on the part of his clerk,
but I think the patent was not renewed in conse-
quence of a breach of trust, and probably in couse-
quence of a fraudulent breach of trust on the
part of the clerk. This patent expired, subject to
renewal, on the 22nd January, 1890. On the 22nd
December-one month before-the patentee's soli-
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citors, Messrs. Howland & Co., received from the
patentee instructions to renew the patent. Some
correspondence ensued in order to get the patent
itself. On the 4th January, eighteen days before
the patent expired, Mr. Howland wrote a letter
to the Commissioner of Patents in these words :

" We beg to-enclose patent to George Thomas Smith
for renewal for another period of five years, for which we
enclose post office order for $20.
-that being the sum required. This letter was
given to the clerk, with a cheque for $20. The
clerk cashed the cheque, and, instead of sending
$20 to the Commissioner of Patents, he sent only
$10, and a reply was sent to the firm of How-
land & Co. informing them that the sum was
not sufficient to secure a renewal of the patent.
If that letter had not been suppressed, but had
reached the hands of the solicitors, they would
have had ample time to send the amount necessary,
but it went into the hands of the sane clerk who
lad embezzled the money, and he suppressed the
letter until after the time expired to renew the
patent, and then-judging from the evidence-he
made up the $10 and sent it to the Commissioner
of Patents, who very properly stated that it was
too late. It appears, therefore, that neither the
patentee nor his solicitors were in fault, both
having made provision for the renewal of the
patent in ample time. The only ground now
taken is that this is an interference with a previous
patent, and, therefore, should never have been
issued. I agree with the lion. member for Lambton
(Mr. Moncrieff) that we should not try that ques-
tion, because it is for the courts to deal with. It
is useless to talk of blacknail or extortion in a
case of this kind, as one lion. muember did,
because, as the hon. member for York (Mr.
Wallace) says, the other party bas only to test the
question in the courts. However, I have asked
my colleague, the Minister of Agriculture, to
enquire of his officers, who are experts in these
matters, in reference to this, and they adhere to
the opinion that the patent was properly granted
and is not an interference with a previous patent.
The memorandum given to nie on this subject
says:

" Patent 9,981, granted May 26th, 1879, to A. Crabtree, is
for a silk cylindrical reel of a peculiar construction, in-
volving longitudinal bars and cylindrical rings, to admit
of complete brushing over the whole surface-hence its
cylindrical character. Patent 19,509, granted to J. E.
Wilson, June 3rd, 1884, is for an uninterrupted annular
boiting surface around the reel, to prevent accumulation
of flour, i.e., two heads, cylindrical in form, connected by
slats, over which a series of rings, cylindrical in charater,
overlying the longitudinal slats, leaving a free cylindrical
space between the rings all around the bolt. G. T. Smith
was granted a patent. 20,935, January 22nd, 1885, for a
means of constructing a reel to prevent accumulation of
ground material by the usual slats. The two bolt heads
are connected by round bars, over all of which are fitted
hoo carriers to receive a series of flat hoops at intervals
on t e length of the bolt. On these hoops is placed the
bolting cloth, which arrangement does away with ac-
cumulation on both bars and rings."
So far, the report is, perhaps, a little too technical
for most of us to follow, but now the reasons are
given :

" The reasons for the issue of the Smith patent, 20,935,
are very obvions. The Wilson patent, 19,509, prevented
the accumulation of ground material along the bars, but
the accumulation took place at each of the rings to a cer-
tain extent; whereas the Smith patent, 20,935, not only
prevented the accumulation of ground material along the
ars, but also made the hoops so thin and placed them so

far off the bars by the carriers that no accumulation took
place at elther bar or hoop; the flour passing all around

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

the reel without obstruction from one end to the other of
the bolt. Hence the justification of the office in granting
the patent for a valuable improvement over all preceding
machines."

That is the claim, that the present patent of Smith
is an interference with the other for an improve-
ment to prevent the accumulation of flour. Ac-
cording to the report of this expert Wilson's patent
was defective in this particular, that it only pre-
vented the accumulation of flour in one part of
the apparatus, whereas, the patent now under
consideration prevents its accumulation in all
parts of the apparatus. Whether these conclusions
are right, I do not pretend to say, but they satisfy
me that this is a matter upon -which this question
ought not to turn. If we find it to be a case in
which the party himself is not at fault, that his
solicitors are not at fault,and that lie lost the patent
after using all possible diligence, I think it is a
case in which we ought to give relief to the extent
of permitting the Commissioner of Patents to re-
ceive an application for renewal. But if the com-
missioner, after further investigation, is advised
by the proper officers that it ought not to be re-
newed for other reasons, he will still bave power,
notwithstanding the passage of this Bill, to take
all these matters into consideration. It seems to
me in that case that the jurisdiction of the courts
is the proper sphere in which questions as to the
fact of the patent infringing the rights of others
can be investigated, instead of the Department.

Mr. WATSON. We have had very full expla-
nations from the Minister of Justice and his views
in this matter, and also from the hon. member for
East Lambton (Mr. Moncrieff) in favor of passing
this Act on the ground that it may give rise to liti-
gation. I think that this House ought to guard
against all possibility of litigation of that descrip-
tion. As has been stated by the hon. member for
York (Mr. Wallace), this company have had a great
deal of trouble in connection with bolting machines
and purifiers. The hon. member for South
Perth (Mr. Trow) is accurate in stating this parti-
cular machine is not the one about which there bas
been a good deal of litigation. It is my opinion,
after having carefully examined the model in the
Patent Office, that the Smith patent should not
have been granted ; I have an exact knowledge of
these machines and know whereof I am speaking.
I can see no advantage in the Smith machine over
the Wilson machine. The Wilson patent includes
the same principle that is involved lu the Smith
patent. That being the case, I think this House
should consider very seriously any proposition to
pass an Act to renew a patent that had practically
lapsed on account of what I would call negligence
on the part of the solicitor, if not of the patentee.
Now, Idonot suppose this patentee willdo any great
good to the company. Smith is a man who was
carrying on business until recently in the State of
Michigan. True, there is a firm manufacturing this
machine in Stratford, but that firm have had to pay
Mr. Smith a royalty for the privilege of doing so.
The Minister of Justice does not fully realise the
difficulty that exists in the way of a miller who
has been using a machine, and a man comes round
and says : I have a right to the patent of that
machine, and I demand a royalty. I know that
large sums of money were extracted from the
millers of Ontario on account of a patent over the
Brush machine referred to by the member for
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York. The firm of Goldie & McCullough, of
Galt, had to fight a case from court to court, and
it was finally decided in Smith's favor in the
Supreme Court. The public is greatly interested
in the use of all these machines, and I consider
that Smith has had a greater benefit than he bas
been entitled to in the past for simply making a
machine which had the same principle as the Wilson
machine, which was patented six months previous
to the Smith machine. At the time the Smith
patent was granted, Wilson had some nine machinies
in operation, and he tells us in his letter that if
these machines had been in existence and employ -
ing the same principle prior to his application for
a patent, he would not have been entitled to the
patent. On that ground, I consider that Smith had
no right to the patent. As stated by the Minister
of Justice, the patent of Mr. Crabtree, which was
granted in 1879 and lapsed in 1884, included an
iron band in place of the wooden rings used by
Wilson; consequently Smith should have no right
to that iron band. The only difference between
Wilson's patent and that of Smith was that the
former used an iron band that is reported by the
Patent Office to have been patented in 1879. That
being the case, I shall second the motion of the
hon. member for York, because I thoroughly
believe, after an examination of the iodel of this
patent, that the Smith patent should never have
been granted, as it involves the same principle,
without any improvement, that Wilson's patent
involved. I can easily understand that the officers
who furnished the information to the Minister of
Justice wished to carry out their contention, that
they were right in issuing the second patent. That
is quite natural, but I do think that the resolution
proposed by the member for York should be
adopted by this House.

Mr. HESSON. Representing the city in which
these machines are being manufactured, I tbink I
ought to know something about this case. I
think, with the bon. member for South Perth (Mr.
Trow), that it is scarcely fair for the hon. member
for York to try to impress this House with the
feeling that the Smith Company have not been
honest with dealing with the millers of Ontario or
Canada. The fact of the matter is, that the patent
which created the trouble between the millers and
the manufacturers was an entirely diffèrent patent.
It had expired some years ago, and was renewed
froin time to time, as long as the law permitted
tbem to renew-I think three different times. They
had no alternative but to allow it to expire. This
is an entirely different patent, and there has been
no loss over it and no expense to the millers.

Mr. WATSON. There will be.
Mr. IHESSON. I am not speaking of this

patent ; I am speaking of a previons patent, the
Smith Purifier, manufactured by Goldie & Mc-
Culloch and by others. Other firms were manufac-
turing it precisely upon the same line that they
are. I do not think the millers have any right to
complain, whatever. If they purchased from
other parties who had no right to manufacture,
they simply. placed themselves in the hands of the
inanufacturers, and they had no right to interfere
with this Purifier Company in obtaining the pas-
sage of this Bill. I do not think the firm should
be put to any inconvenience or disadvantage.
They are entitled to their patent; the commis-

sioner makes the distinct statement that they are
entitled to the privilege, and, so far as the benefits
are concerned, he is of opinion that this is an en-
tirely different patent from that of the parties
who are claiming that the right should not be
conceded. I hope the House will not object to
the passage of the Bill. I speak from a know-
ledge of the facts, and from an interview I had
with the manager of the works a week ago in
Stratford, when I visited the office to get the
necessary information ; then I found that the fault
rested entirely with the solicitor in Toronto.
The House is not likely to create any difficulty, as
bas been suggested, in the direction of causing
litigation ; on the contrary, we will prevent it by
renewing the patent, which should be renewed.

.Mr. SPROULE. Hon. members who oppose
the Bill are directing their arguments to the fact
that, because there was a dispute between Mr.
Wilson and Mr. Smith, a dispute which was settled
long ago either by litigation or by compromise or
otherwise, over a patent, this House should refuse
to pass this Bill. It is, however, a inatter of little
concern to us what differences or contentions
existed between Smitlh and Wilson, whetber they
both had the right, or whether either had the
right to the patent, so long as the matter was
settled outside of the House, and it was settled.
The result w-as that Mr. Smith was entitled to all
the rights under the patent. The other line taken
by hon. members opposing the Bill is as to whether
we should or should not grant a renewal of the
patent because there might be something in the
private character of the person making the appli-
cation which we do not approve. That is an
unheard-of principle to adopt. Mr. Smith may
be an honest and honorable man, or the reverse ;
it is a matter vith which we have nothing to do.
The question to decide is whether lie bas or bas
not a right to get renewal of the patent, because
it lapsed through the action of a subordinate
over whon lie ba] no control, and over w-hom his
solicitor had no control. I hold that we are fully
entitled • to pass this Bill. If not, as the Minister
of Justice has said, no case could possibly be
brouglit forward where we would be justified in
granting relief to any man in connection with the
renewal of a patent.

Mr. BLAKE. I think there is no ground on
which we eau possibly entertain the consideration
of the question as to whether this patent was the
original invention of Mr. Smith or not. We are,
moreover, not conpetent to deal w-ith the question
as to whether this patent is a good patent or not ;
and I agree with the hon. member who has-just
taken his seat, that we have nothing whatever to
do with the question as to whether the issue was
proper or improper. But, personally, I have felt
exceedingly averse to sanction the view that
the House should interfere with the law in this
matter on other grounds. The law provides, as I
understand it, that a patentee is entitled to obtain
a patent for fifteen years, on payment of the fee,
and he is given the privilege, if he chooses, of tak-
ing out a patent for five years, paying a proportion
of the fee and renewing it for other two terms,
paying a proportion of the fee each time ; and it is
upon the condition of that payment being made,
that the patentee acquires his rights. It seems
to me to be legislation which ought to be most
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exceptional, and ought to be most care-
fully guarded against, when you propose
to interfere with the operation of the law,
and to relieve a man who, for whatever reason,
has failed to pay the fee at the proper time, and
su to keep alive his patent. But while I say that,
and feel great reluctance to interfere, yet the
very clear statement of the Minister of Justice, as
to the wholly exceptional circumstances of this
case, has led my own mind to the conclusion that
they are such as ought to induce us to interfere as
he proposes; and, therefore, I intend to do what I
had been indisposed to do, to vote for the passage
of the Bill. But I suggest to the Minister of
Justice that it would be convenient to look at the
prearmble and adapt it to the circumstances which
he has just now stated, it order that it inay not
afford a precedent for further invasions of the gen-
eral course of the law. We may have a case of
fraud, as has been pointed out by the Minister of
Justice, but it is very uulikely ; and the preamble
should be limited so as not to afford a convenient
precedent for other kinds of cases. It is of the
highest consequence that patentees, who avail
theinselves of the privilege of not paying the fee
all at once, should learn that it is only under
circumstances of which it is almost impossible to ex-
pect a repetition, that they can be relieved from
the consequence of non-payment in due time of the
renewal fee.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I cannot agree with the
Minister of Justice that the evidence was sufficient
to establish the fact that the lawyer who had charge
of a renewal of the patent was wholly blameworthy.
The Minister stated that a clerk embezzled the
funds ; that having received $20 with which to buy
a money order and send to the Department for the
renewal of the patent, hie used only $10, appropri-
ating the other $10 to his own use ; that the $10
was received at the Patent Office, and that the
Commissioner of Patents wrote a letter stating that
the funds sent were not sufficient and, theref ore, the
patent would not be renewed. and that this letter
fell into the hands of the clerk, althougli it was sent
to the firm, and was concealed for sone time from
the view of the solicitor. This might be an acci-
dentalcircumstance, as the Minister has represented.
If the clerk was guilty of embezzlemnent, I would
like to ask the Minister of Justice if any proceed-
ings have been taken against that clerk to punish
him for-the crime committed. If this has not
been done, no good ground has been offered for
the renewal of the patent. Mr. Smith had a
perfect right to take out his patent for five
years instead of for ten or fifteen years He
took it out for five years, and long before
December he was aware that the patent
would expire if it were not renewed. He had
plenty of opportunity to renew the patent, but lie
neglected to take any step until almost the last
minute, and lie then made application for a re-
newal. The patent not having been renewed, it
became the property of the State, and we have no
right to interfere between the rights of the State
and the patentee. Mr. Smith's patent is virtually
dead, and we have no right to revive it, unless we
have good cause to do so. The principal office of
this firm is in Jackson, Michigan, and the institu-
tion at Stratford is only a branch, of which Mr.
Smith is the sole proprietor, so that this is merely

Mr. BLAKE.

a renewal of the Canadian branch of the firm. If
the Minister of Justice will examine into the pro-
ceedings which have taken place in the courts in
Detroit recently, he might come to some conclusion
why the application for the renewal of this patent
was not made sooner than it was. It appears that
this firm have placed the whole of their affairs in
the hands of an assignee, and from an extract
which I find in a newspaper I take the following:

"ASSIGN'EES APPROVED.

Geo. T. Smiith's Motion to Appoint a Receiver Denied
by Judge Reilly.

"DETRoIT,March 3.-Judge Reilly this morning denied
the application for the removal of the assignees and the
appointment of a receiver for the Geo. T. Smith Midd-
lings Purifier works of Jackson. The application was
made by the Preston National Bank and Geo. T. Smith.
In commenting on the case Judge Reilly said that the
assignees had been chosen by a large majority of the
stockholders of the concern and with the consent and
approval of many of its creditors. They were under
heavy bonds for the faithful performance of their duties,.

l and he could see no reason why the court should inter-
fere."
It appears from this that the firm in Jackson,
Michigan, has failed, and this may account for the
reason that the application was not made sooner.
I feel that we ought not to grant this application as
it is establishing a dangerous precedent that may
be followed up hereafter. If we have a right to
renew a patent after it has expired on account of
neglect, we may renew patents irregularly after
they have expired years. Therefore, I hope the
amendinent will carry.

Mr. GUILLET. It seems to me that the House
is in great difficulty with regard to this question.
I have listened carefully to the hon. Minister of
Justice, but I an opposed to the motion that the
House should go into committee, because it will be
difficult to assume that the solicitors theinselves
are not fully responsible for this patent not being
granted. If we assume that this young man is
guilty of fraud, I think we are doing that for which
we have no sufficient warrant. Every man is sup-
posed to be innocent until he is found guilty. If
the young man has been guilty of fraud, we must
remember that the solicitors in whose employ
he was when he committed that fraud had coin-
pounded the felony by simply dismissing him,
instead of taking proceedings to punish him for so
grave an offence. I do not think the House can
take that view of the question. If there has been
a fraud committed, the penalty should fall where
it belongs, and the solicitors theinselves should bear
the responsibility. If certain rights have been lost
by the application not being made at the proper
time the solicitors are to blame, and the people
should retain those rights which have been for-
feited and which they now enjoy. As regards the
patent itself it is evident that there is litigation,
and I should like to have had the opinion of the
Minister of Justice as to whether it is an infringe-
ment or not. The Minister, however, has expressed
the desire not to give an opinion upon that, and al-
though the member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson)
has stated that the Commissioner of Patents has
given an opinion, we are informed that lie has
given no opinion, and that it is yet open to hin
to decide the question, I think this question can
stand over, very properly, until a later period of
the Session, or until next Session if necessary.
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Mr. McMULLEN. After the very lucid ex-

planation given by the Minister of Justice with
regard to the manner in which this unfortunate
occurrence happened. I do not think it would be
at all creditable to this House if they declined to
renew the patent. It is quite clear, that the
owner of this patent took all the necessary steps to
secure its renewal, and his solicitors evidently
performed the duties devolving upon them by
putting the money in the hands of the clerk to
deposit. Because that clerk happened to act dis-
honestly, I think it would be derogatory to the
dignity of this House if we took advantage of a
small matter of this kind and declined to renew the
patent. The very clear and explicit explanation
of the Minister of Justice ought fully to satisfy any
man, that it is the duty of the House under the
circumstances to renew this patent.

Mr. MULOCK. The objection that I take to
the renewal of this patent is that the Bill itself,
as amended by the Comnittee, does not cover all
possible interests in the country. I do not propose
to enter into any discussion of the abstract question,
as to whether the patent should or should not be
renewed. I admit there is no notice before
the House in this particular case, of any interest
having arisen since this patent elapsed which
would be affected by the renewal, but we
have to bear in mind that the publicity
given to the Act of Parliament is, after all of a
very limited character ; two months advertising
in the Gazette and two months in a local paper
is all the notice which is given to the people of
Canada from ocean to ocean ; so that it is possible
that an interest may have arisen which is not
covered by the Bill. It is to be borne in mind
that these Bills forin precedents for future legis-
lation, the text of this Bill will be considered as a
satisfactory text to meet all other cases; but there
is one class of cases which are not covered by the
saving clause of this Bill. Supposing it has hap-
pened that some person, knowing that this patent
has lapsed, has made financial arrangements to
enter in the manufacture of the article. He has,
perhaps, contracted for the construction of build-
ings, or has purchased machinery, or has made
other arrangements, which would be entirely set
at naught by the renewal of this patent. Does
the bon. Minister of Justice think that is an
interest that ought to be protected or indemnified?
To-day the patent belongs to the public ; there is
no monopoly about it ; and any person who has
expended money with the view of manufacturing
this article, would, the moment this legislation
took effect, be injured.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He would probably
save his money.

Mr. MULOCK. That may be, but we will
assume that there is money in the article. I pre-
sume the applicant could only get a patent on the
ground of it being a useful article, of which the pub-
lic will gladly avail itself. I ask the hon. Minister
of Justice, if lie is prepared to protect that interest.
I am sure that the sense of justice of this House is
such that on its being informed that there is such
an interest which would be jeopardised or wiped
out by the passage of this Bill, it would require
that the patentee should indemnify that interest or
else he would not get the relief he asks for. The
saving clause of this Bill does not meet the case.

It only saves rights that may have been acquired
in the interval in the patent itself. There can be no
right acquired in the patent because there is no patent
to-day ; and to acquire a right in the article simply
means that some person may have bought this
article from some other person. I have drafted
an amendment to meet the case, and unless this
amendment or something equivalent to it is adopted
in Committee, I will oppose the Bill :

Provided always that said extension or renewal shall
only take effeet as against a.ny person or persons who
may have expended money or entered into any contract
with a view to the manufacture of the patented article
upon his or their being indemnified to the satisfaction o?
said Commissioner, in respect of the money so expended
or of any contract so entered into.
If this amendmend is made, I am prepared so far
as my vote goes, to allow the Bill to pass.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hour for Private Bills has
expired.

THE SAFETY OF FISHERMEN.

On the Order,
House in Committee on Bill (No. 96) for better securing

the safety of certain fishermen.-(Mr. Jones, Halifax.)
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I understood that the

hon. gentleman was content to let this Bill stand
until the hon. Minister of Marine comes back. He
has had to be absent in Montreal to-day. He may,
perhaps, be bere later in the evening.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). This is the third or
fourth time that I have been asked to allow the
Bill to stand, and I am appreheensive that it might
not be reached again. I certainly have no objec-
tion to let it stand if the (overunient will assure
me that it will be reached, or if they will place it
among the Government Orders.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly, as
the hon. gentleman has postponed it on several
occasions on account of the absence of the bon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries-the bon. gentle-
man probably knows that ho was obliged to leave
to-day to attend the obsequies of a relative-the
hon. gentleman will have a full opportunity of
moving the second reading of the Bill on another
day.

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. McMULLEN (for Mr. CoOK) nmoved
second reading of Bill (No. 30) to aimend the Civil
Service Act. He said: This Bill simply provides
that any person applying for a position in the
Civil Service, or applying for an examination, must
have been a resident in Canada for five years pre-
vious to the time of his application. I think this
is a Bill which should be passed, and it is intended
to keep the Civil Service of Canada for those who
are, and have been, residents in Canada for five years.
I cannot sec how any objection can reasonably be
taken to the adoptionof this measure. Based, asit is,
on the principle of Canada for the Canadians, I may
be permitted to add that almost all the labor organi-
sations in the Dominion have passed resolutions
urging its passage. I have here a list of those who
passed such resolutions, and it comprises :-Local
Association, 7,025, of St. Catharines ; Local Asso-
ciation, 2531, of Merritton ; Bricklayers' Associa-
tion, of St. Catharines ; Typographical Union, of
Hamilton ; Trade Council of Hamilton ; District
Association, of Toronto ; District Association, of
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Hamilton; Builders' Association, of London;
Local Association, 290, of Belleville ; Local Asso-
eiation, 542, of Lindsay; Local Association, 570, of
Bowmanville ; Districts 1 and 2, of Montreal. So
that almost the entire Labor Associations of this
Dominion are in favor of this Bill.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think that the ob-
servations which the hon. gentleman has made in
support of this Bill show that he is moving with
the times, and is adopting the protective principle.
His Bill, no doubt, has a good deal of value, in so
far as it embodies the principle that this country
ought to be for Canadians, but goes to an extreme
in that direction which I think no public necessity
calls for. The recommendations of the labor orga-
nisations to which lie has referred are no doubt
entitled to a great deal of respect ; but I fail to see
in what respect those organisations are affected by
applications for positions in the Civil Service. I
understood the hon. gentleman to quote the Brick-

'

make it what it is to-day. There is no doubt there
is a good deal of feeling in the country, at all events
in my part of the country, against the present
system, arising from the fact that no one need
apply for a position in the service in the face of
the applications which come from people of influ-
ence in the old country. And although it is, perhaps,
carrying the principle of protection a little too far,
I think ihat greater care should be exercised than
has been exercised in the past, and that prefer-
ence should be given to young Canadians over
those who have come out from the old country
for the first time. I make these remarks in
consequence of a request coming from my own
town, and I am only sorry that the hon. member
for South Victoria (.Mr. Hudspeth) who also, I
believe, received a similar letter, cannot be here
to-night, owing to an unfortunate accident we all
regret, for lie would have said, only in much stron-
ger words, what I have just remarked to the House.

layersAssociaton, and severai other inuustrial o Mr. CURRAN. I have very few words to say
nisations of this country, not one of which can have
any interest in connection with applications for the ith aefe-eac to hisi w regret te
Civil Service, not one of whiose members belongs insto a stoncsiaeareeec otithe Civil Service, or are iely tone to statute lu order to make it intelligible. However,the ivi Serice orare verlikly t ener t. tliere is one observation which feli from the Min-
The principle embodied in the Bill is one we ister of Justice in whici I can hardly concur. It
should no doubt recognise and act upon on every i no doo
possible occasion, and that is, that positions in o n t parecty true am bs o labor
the Civil Service should be given to Canadians organitions have not, Seie, an to a
having the necessary qualifications in preference f sosa t e i Seri n tta
to persons of any other country. But to propose extnt s ose are i ap vy c etter
that no person shall, under any circumstances, be ton tha t o h oc0appl n or tli Bu
eligible for admission to the service, or eligible
even for examination, unless lie has been five years perfectly clear, tlat, as citizens of the country,
in the country, seems to me to be carrying that laving many of tbem young sons growing up, who
principle far beyond what is warranted. The may becoine candidates for some of those positions,
Government, in exercising their powers of appoint- they have an active interest in flua question. They
ment to the service, are, at all times, open to the bave a riglit to look to the inferests of their
censure of this House, if they exercise that families, tley have a riglt to look to tle future of
patronage unduly, or disregard any principle tleseyoung men wlor tbey are educating, and to
which ought to be observed in regard to the resi- seethaf a fair field for competition ia open to tlem
dents of this country, or in regard to giving pre- for positions in tle service, if they thik proper to
feren ce to aî prosotbigrsdn.Bu sek for tliem. To that extent it is quite naturaifeez oany persons not being residents. But e
to enact by statute that no person shall be eligible that members of ail labor organisations slouid be
to be examined for the service, unless lie shall have interested in seeing tlat tlose who live in this
been five lyears in Canada, seems to be carrying countrysould have the first preference in tle
that principle far beyond what public necessity re- ohe
requires. rhand there is this to be said: If we

make thi rule absolute, w-e ray require in
Mr. BARRON. I observe that the inover of tliis the Civil Service persons possessing tecnica know

Bill las referred to tlie labor organisation of tedge, and a Bili of this kind should be dMawn
lLindsay, and I may tell the bouse that I liave witli a great deal of care in order to avoid trouble
received a very strong letter fro that organisa- in te future. Tliei, recent arrivals may Ie
tion, asking me to support tlis Bil. I w-as not members of the falies of those m eho have years
aware of its details, until a very few moents ago, ago corne to this country from tlie old country,
and mhile, perliaps, if may be tliat five years is and prospered heme, and made a home here, and
rather a long timie f0, require any gentleman f romn lelped to build up tliis country, who corne out
the old country, or eisewhere. te reside in Canada, o join tlieir relatives, ard it mig ht be enjut
before lie can le qualified for the Civil Service, to close the doors to thewh if lie tern were
there can be no possible doubt, but that a good extended to five years. A great deal lias been
deai of feeling lias been cmeafed flirougliopt the said in certain parts of the country, and in certain
country, from the fact, whicl undoh4btedly exists, sections of tle press, about employment being given
that Canada is not for the Canadians sm far as the to young men who have been sent here directly to
Civil Service is eoncemned. There is no doulht, enter into the Civil Service. If that weme true,
whatevem, tliat any gentleman coming ffom the old that woud be greatly to le deprecated, but I have
,ountry, who lappens to have influential relations neyer had any swh case brougt under ny notice
in the old country, can more easily get a tby labor organisations or by any other organisa-
position ini the service loan can a Canadian tions. Up to this tie, I think the Civil Service
whoe parents care out years sgo, and employment lhas been faily administered. I do
at a time w-lien they lad to ew ouf a not know any one who is employed in any part of
home in our forest and buiid up Canada and the Civil Service who ias not undergone the Civil

Mr. McMuuLm,.
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Service examination, and I think that in most in-
stances the reports in this matter which have been
published are unfounded. J approve of the
principle of this Bill, but I think five years is too
long a time.

Mr. MULOCK. What would lie the proper
time ?

Mr. BERGIN. In common with the gentlemen
who have spoken, I think this Bill is in the right
direction. Perhaps, as the Minister of Justice has
said, five years may be too long a resi-
dence previous to admission to an exami-
nation, but I do not think it would be too long
before an appointment should lie made to the Civil
Service of this country. There is a very strong
feeling throughout the country, whether rightly or
wrongly, that men from the old country have a
preference in these appointments, particularly
when they are backed up by strong friends in the
old country. I am not willing to believe this, but,
as the feeling is abroad, it would be well to set
that feeling at rest by putting on 'our statute-book
a measure which would prevent these appointments
within so short a time. I would not object to
such men being examined the day after their
arrival, but I think they should not be appointed
before they have been here for at least five years.

Mr. BRIEN. I agree with the two previous
speakers in regard to this measure, and I think the
tune is a mere matter of detail. It is only fair
that our own Canadians should have a preference
over any others for the Civil Service. In regard to
the efficiency of the service, we know that Cana-
dians who are brought up in this country, and have
a knowledge of their work, will be able to perform
their duty more efficiently than any foreigner can
do, and everything should be done to keep Canada
for the Canadians, as far as that is concerned. I
am disposed to support this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This Bill, which
is specious in its nature, is very far-reaching, and
may have effects which we do not at all contemu-
plate or anticipate just now, and which I am sure
it is not in the mind of the hon. member who in-
troduced this Bill to bring about. The basis for
the Bill appears to be the impression-as I hear
from the hon. member for North Victoria (Mr.
Barron) and my hon. friend froin Stormont (Mr.
Bergin)-that there has been undue preference
given to strangers coming to this country, especially
if they are backed by strong influence from abroad.
That impression, as my hon. friend has said,
whether it be true or false, has got abroad and is
affecting some portions of this country.- I know
perfectly well that there is no impression more
unfounded than that. I know that, in the Civil
Service, as far as I have had anything to do with
the administration of public affairs, Canada has
certainly been kept for the Canadians, and the fact
of a man being a newcomer, even when he was
peculiarly adapted for the service, has operated to
his disadvantage and has kept him out. There cannot
be anything more unfounded than the impression
which the hon. gentlemen say has gone abroad
in reference to this, and I can challenge the
most minute investigation of the Civil Service
List as bearing out in every respect what I
have just said. But we must consider what the
effect of this measure will be. We are a portion
ef the British Empire. Every British subject has

the saine right when he comes to this country as
he would have if he remained in that particular
portion of the British Empire where he was born;
and I would call the attention of my hon. friends
on both sides of the House to the effect of the
announcement in England, Ireland and Scotland
that their people were to be considered foreigners
and aliens here unless they had been in this
country for five years. I would not like to prophesy
as to what might be the effect of that exclusion.
We hope to see the boue and sinew of the old
country cone to Canada. We hope to see them
settling in the North-West. We hope that they
will consider when they transfer themselves from
England, Ireland or Scotland, say to Manitoba or
the North-West, that they have the saine right
when they go to Regina or to Winnipeg as they
would have if they had remained in the heart of
England, Ireland or Slandand. It would be an
unfriendly act on the part of the Dominion
of Canada towards their fellow-subjects in
the old country to declare then aliens. It
may have a most unhappy and unwholesome
effect on the connection with England, it will have
the effect of loosening the tie which binds Canada
to Great Britain, and loosening the interest of Ire-
land and Scotland in Canada. Therefore, I would
strongly call upon hon. miembers on both sides of
Le House to consider well before they make this
o.rnouncement. Look at the North-West for inst-
r.nce, it is scarcely settled yet. Before five years
expire we hope to have there a large influx of
people from England, Ireland and Scotland and
other foreign countries. They go there and form
a community, and, to all intents and purposes,
they become Canadians. There may not be a
native Canadian among the whole of them, but for
five years not one of them can hold any office in
the Dominion of Canada. It is a reductio ad
absurdum. If this Act passes it will render it im-
possible to govern or to administer the affairs of
the great North-West. If there can be a just
charge brought against this Governnent or any
other Government that, for any reason whatever,
they have neglected the rights of native Cana-
dians and given preference to British subjects
coming from without the bounds of Canada, then
let the Goverument be met with all kinds of cen-
sure. But until that is proved, I think it would
be only a mistake that we should declare that
British subjects coming to this country are not to
be considered on the saine footing as other British
subjects, that they cannot even compete for public
employment, that they cannot even ask for publie
employment ; even if they are specially qualified
for some employment, they must be set aside for
five years. Why, it is surprising that such a mea-
sure should be thought of, especially by an hon.
member, the promoter of this Bill, who is in favor
of unrestricted reciprocity with the United States,
but is in favor of the restriction of the employment
of his fellow-subjects.

Mr. LAURIER. I am surprised at the warmth
)f tone of the hon. gentleman in opposing this
neasure. Is it not in accordance with the princi-
ple lie himself laid down many years ago, that
Canada ought to be for the Canadians ? Now, if
Canada is to be for the Canadians in the matter of
nanufactures, why should it not be so in respect
to men? The hon. gentleman also urges as a rea-
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son why this Bill should not be adopted that it
might loosen British connection. IN ow, if the
principle at the bottom of this Bill is right, I
should suppose that it would be in accordance
with Conservative doctrine to say, " so much the
worse for British connection."

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not suppose the leader
of the Opposition is serious in supporting this
Bill on the ground that Canada must be for the
Canadians.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is not our prin-
ciple ; it is yours.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We say that Canada should
be for the Canadians, because we want to keep
our own people at home ; we want to give them
employrnent at home, instead of adopting a fiscal
system that would drive them to the United
States. That is what we call the National Policy.
But nobody ever dreanied of saying that the prin-
ciple of Canada for the Canadians should operate
to discourage immigiants from coming to our
shores, and to refuse them equal rights with
native Canadians after they got here. When an
immigrant becomes naturalised he becomes a Cana-
dian, and has all the rights of a Canadian. We
invite all the world to corne to this country. We
pay large sums of money, we should pay larger
sums of money, to induce people from abroad
to corne and make Canada their home, and
it is absurd to say that those people who
corne here should, for five years, be debarred
from obtaining any employment in the Govern-
ment of this country. If the Bill is intended
as a warning to the Government to give as
little employment as possible to our fellow-subjects
from Great Britain who inay corne to this country,
there is no need of such a warning. There are
now over three thousand young men and women,
who have passed their examination, and are quali-
fied for employment, and are entitled to the first
consideration. But to prevent other people who
corne to make Canada their home, from getting
positions in the Civil Service, would be nonsense,
and would be a measure that no civilised Parlia-
ment in the world would think of passing. We are
asking for good commercial relations with our
neighbors, but shall we refuse to encourage im-
migration from among our neighbors? On this
point I will not appeal to the hon. gentleman from
Stanstead (Mr. Colby), whom our friends opposite
are taking as being opposed to every kind of ex-
change with our neighbors to the south of us, but
I appeal to hon. gentlemen opposite. A man may
corne here from France, or Germany, or any other
European country, and lie may have special quali-
fications for some particular employment, and is it
to be said that we are precluded from employing
him even after lie has become a Canadian by
naturalisation? I do not think that there is any
serious pretension to support this Bill, and if I am
allowed to do so I would move that this Bill be not
read now, but that it be read this day six months.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman
who has just spoken says, that lie does not agree
with his colleague on the subject of reciprocity. I
am glad that lion. gentleman still entertains the
opinions that all the hon. gentlemen on that side
entertained upon that subject a few years a go. We
May congratulate the hon. gentleman on his con-
servatism, and on the liberal character of that

Mr. LAuRiER.

conservatism, which is different from that expressed
by the President of the Council. I think there is
no great difference of opinion between hon. gentle-
men on this side upon the subject that is now
under discussion. I apprehend that all who are
British subjects and who are settled in this country
with the intention of remaining here, and becoming
citizens, are entitled to stand upon a footing of
perfect equality, and that when people corne from
the continent of Europe or other countries and be-
corne Canadian subjects, they should be
entitled to exactly the same consideration
as those who are born in the country, or
who are born in the United Kingdom.
Upon that subject I fancy there is no difference of
opinion; but I apprehend that the abuse or
practice, or whatever you may choose to call it.
real or fancied, which is pointed out by the Bil
now under consideration, is this: That we do not
favor the practice, if such a practice exists, of
persons being brought here from the United
Kingdom for the purpose of entering the Civil
Service. We do not think it is right and proper
that a man who would not be here at all if he
were not pronised a situation in the Civil Service
should be brought here for the purpose of placing
him in that service. Whatever the prizes may be,
whether valuable or valueless, so long as they are
so regarded, they ought to be those which pertain
to the citizens of this country. I do not say that
the citizen who was born in the country should
stand in any better position, except from that
superiority which his qualifications for a special
office may give him. Apart from that, lie should
not stand in any better position than any other
party; and,,I think, before we undertake to pass
a measure of this character we ought to be prac-
tically certain that there is a real abuse existing
which it is necessary to remedy.

Mr. CASEY. I am in thorough accord with the
lion. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and I do
not think it necessary to say much on the aspects
of this question. I am sure this Bill is hardly
needed, for one reason, that the constituents of the
leader of the Goverunment, of the Secretary of
State, and of the other Ministers, are quite capable
of looking after this matter, and I am quite sure
no one who has no political influence in this
country will secure a position in the Civil Service.

Mr. McMULLEN. I may, perhaps, be allowed
to add that I am glad to hear the First Minister
say that the Governient have been exceedingly
cautions in giving positions in the Civil Service
only to those who are virtually Canadians. I am
quite willing to accept the right hon. gentleman's
statement, and no doubt it is true. Undoubtedly
there must have been a suspicion in the public
mind, that somne men were admitted to the
service who had been a very short time in
the country. A case might arise when, as re-
gards a particular position, the Government might

nd it necessary to employ such an individual, but
I am glad to know that the Government are anxious
to reserve the positions in the service for those
who are residents here, and that this course
will be followed. With respect to the statement
of the Secretary of State, that three thousand
young men and women have passed the Civil Service
examination, I think it is a mistake to keep that
systern in force as it now exists, and that a Civil,
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Service Board of Examiners should go round once
a year and invite candidates to come and be exam-
ined, and obtain certificates. In a great nany
cases the young men are induced to wait during
several years in the hope of securing positions, and
they even reach a period of life when it is almost
too late to apply themselves to learning a trade or
profession. The whole system of examination
should be changed. The Government should be
willing to accept a certificate issued by a school
board or other body, such as would admit a man
to a high school or collegiate institute, and if the
persons holding these certificates were eligible for
admission into the service, the (overnment would
not be responsible for many young men waiting for
several years anticipating engagements. Some
change should be made, because, if it is continued,
the number of young men waiting for employment
in the service will certainly increase, and men will
postpone learning trades or professions, which they
should acquire, in order to become moie useful to
themselves.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Young men are well aware
that they are not going to obtain situations in the
Civil Service simply because they have subnitted
themselves for examination ; but the fact of hold-
ing these examinations is not at all conducive to
injury to the young men. They prepare thein-
selves for a very severe examination. Every year
the examinations are made more and more severe
as the number of candidates is increasing. If we
accepted other certificates, outside those of the
Board, we would only increase the number of
those qualified to be employed in the Service. I
do not object to certificates from high schools
being accepted, but it would not remedy this
supposed evil-I do not so consider it-of so many
young men having passed the examination. In
the United States, thousands of young men and
young ladies take certificates entitling them to be
employed as teachers or to hold positions in the
Civil Service. It is the saine here. It is perfectly
well known to the candidates, and they are so
warned, that, because they obtain a certificate,
they are not entitled to a position in the Civil
Service.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. Minister said that the
young men are perfectly well aware that the mere
fact of passing examinations for the Civil Service
does not entitie themn to positions in the service.
They do not know that, as a matter of fact. The
hon. Minister's Bill, and the discussion whi-ch took
place in the House, have led young men to expect,
that if they pass the examinations they will secure
positions in the service. I do not say it is the
hon. Minister's fault. I think he means that
they shall know what they do gain by passing the
Civil Service examination ; but it ought to be
known, and is not known, that passing the exam-
ination does not entitle a man to a place in the
Service.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps, after
the general expression of the House, the hon.
gentleman who moved the Bill will withdraw it.
I think that would be the better plan after this
discussion, and after the assurance given by my-
Self on the part of the Government, and after the
invitation I have given for any hon. gentleman to
look over the Civil Service List, and see in what
respect wehave given undue preference to strangers.

I think my hon. friend ought, for this Session at all
events, to withdraw the Bill.

Mr. MeMULLEN. After the assarance that
has been given by the First Minister that the
Governmnent will in the future, as they have in the
past

Mr. LAURIER. Oh no ; not the past.
Mr. McMULLEN. Well, after the assurance

that Canada is to be kept for the Canadians, and
after he has stated that when places become vac-
ant the preference will be given to Canadians and
not to those from outside, I have no objection to
withdraw the measure.

Mr. MULOCK. Do I understand that the Gov-
ernment guarantee is that they will only do as
well in the future as they have done in the past ?

Mr. MITCHELL. They are going to do better.
Mr. MULOCK. I think that the complaint

about this Bill is that they have not done well in
the past. They must do better in the future than
in the past.

Motion withdrawn.

INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT.
Mr. DOYON (Translation) noved the second

reading of Bill (No. 42) to amend chapter 44
of the Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled:
" The Indian Advancement Act." He said:
Mr. Speaker, in moving the second reading of
this Bill I wish to make some observations.
Chapter 44 of the Revised Statutes of Canada,
intituled: " The Indian Advancement Act,"
was applied a year ago to the Caughnawaga
Reserve. That Act provides that the Indians to
whoin it shall apply shall have the right to elect
councillors. Section 10 of this Act states the ob-
jects as to which the council shall have the right
to pass by-laws, but it also provides that these by-
laws shall be binding only when sanctioned by the
Superintendent General of Tndian Affairs. This is
the section I wish to amend. The object of the
amendment I propose is to extend the powers of
the council of the Caughnawaga Reserve, by pro-
viding that the by-laws of the council shall be
valid without requiring the sanction of the Super-
intendent General. I am seeking to introduce this
amendment to the Act in respect to the Caughna-
waga Reserve only, because'1 know the Indians on
this reserve more particularly, and I think they
are more advanced than a good many other Indians.
Indeed, the neighborhood of the towns of Lachine
and Montreal with which they have daily inter-
course, has greatly tended to their rapid advance-
ment; their daily relations with the inhabitants
of the Counties of Laprairie and Chauteauguay
have also greatly tended to their advance-
ment. There are to be found among the inhabi-
tants of the reserve well-educated people. There
are doctors, lawyers, law students, and they gen-
erally, a good many of them, speak the French
language and the English language as fluently as
their own language. There are even some who
have taken to farming, and a good many are
farming with the implements used by the farm-
ers of the adjacent counties. The report of
the hon. the Superintendent General of In-
dian Affairs mentions the fact that this Indian
tribe is fan advanced and supports my state-
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ment in reference to their farming with improved
implements. I quote from the report for 1889 the
following paragraph :-

" The Iroquois of the adjoining County of Laprairie ex-
perienced aiso a year of prosperity, but the crops.of 1888
were, with the exception of oats and hay, inferior in their
yied to those of the preceding season. The increase in
the number of new houses and barns and in their supply
of farming implements and cattle indicates healthy pro-
gress. They own among them as many as twenty thresh-
ing machines."
This is, among others, one reason that goes to show
that these Indians are comparatively more advanced
than a good many other tribes. Mr. Speaker, I
an not conceaing to myself the importance of the
amendment I am seeking to introduce. But should
I entertaim doubts as to the justice of what I
claim, the fact that the Government passed an Act
granting them the right to vote for a member of
this House would be sufficient in itself to warrant
my present request. In fact, they were granted by
an Act of Parliament, in 1885, the right to vote for
a member of the House of Commons, and they were
recognised as capable, like any other citizens of
this country, to manage the publie affairs. Well,
Mr. Speaker, I ask whether, after that, it would
be fair to maintain the restriction contained in
this section 10 of the Indian Advancement Act
which reserves to the Superintendent General the
right to decide whether the by-laws passed by the
Indians through their council shall become law or
not. Mr. Speaker, I think I am warranted in
saying that the management of local affairs re-
quires less capacity and knowledge than the man-
agement of publie affairs. And I take it for
granted that it requires less skill for one to manage
his own cooking than to manage that of the whole
country. No one supported more than I did the
Government when they granted to these Indians
the right to vote. No one, moreover, wishes more
earnestly than I do, that the affairs of this reserve
be carefully and wisely managed, and that har-
mony should prevail among them. But one must
remember that the powers granted to this council
with respect to the objects as to which they have
a right to pass by-laws, are not as extended
as those which are granted to our ordinary
municipal councils. Under the present system,
it is the agent who, so to speak, exclusively
manages the affairs of the reserve, for I think
the Department interferes only on the advice of
the agent, and, if I\am not mistaken, I believe
the Superintendent General never went there
once in order to ascertain for himself how the
affairs of the reserve were managed. I have here
the resolutions which were passed a year ago by
the council of the Indians, and a whole year's ex-
perience must be sufficient to enable us to judge
whether these people are fit to properly manage
their own affairs. Allow me to read a proof of
these resolutions for the purpose of showing
whether they know their interests and their needs,
and whether they are qualified to properly manage
their affairs. The first thimg the council did, as
soon as it was properly organised, was to ask for
the appointment of a health committee. Here is
the resolution:-

" Resolved no one dissenting, that Dr. Patton, Michel
Delisle and Jose ph Barnes, be appointed to take charge
of the sanitary affairs of the reserve, as sanctioned at the
lat sitting of the couneil held on the 23rd April last."
Well, Mr. Speaker, this is a matter the Depart-
ment never thought of, and yet the Caughnawaga

Mr. DoYoN.

Indians, up to last year, were exposed, like anyother
citizens, to contagious diseases. The House must
remember that in 1885, when an epidemic of small-
pox was raging in Montreal, several Caughnawaga
Indians died of that disease. There was theu no
council, and had there been one it would not have
prevented them from dying. But, by order of
the constable and by order of the Government,
children and adults were buried in the fields
near the residence of their relatives. I, myself,
saw the places where these people were buried,
and the corpses are there still, enclosed with fences,
in the heart of pastures. I think that, had the
Caughnawaga council existed at that time, they
would not have allowed that members of their
tribe should be buried in the fields, for there was
there, as everywhere else, a graveyard; and I am
not aware that in any other parish in the Province,
people -who died of this disease or other contagious
diseases, were buried in the fields. I know, as a
matter of fact, that their being compelled to come
to the Government, for the approval of by-laws
passed by the council, is the cause of delays that
are detrimental to the good management of the
affairs of the reserve. Thus I find that on 3rd May
the council passed a resolution asking for the
appointment of a turnpike man, his predecessor
having gone away. This resolution was passed at
the time when the animals are generally sent into
pastures. This toll-gate is situated over the com-
mon which intervenes between it and the quarries.
Well, the answer of the Government did not come
but a month later. The council also passed reso-
lutions asking for the erection of fences to enclose
the reserve. Answers were very slow in coming.
I do not say that that is owing to the bad admin-
istration of the Government ; it is rather because
the agent was compelled to draw up the resolu-
tions, and forward them here, in order that the
Department might consider them previous to their
being carried out. The council passed another re-
solution, asking for the removal of the organist
of the Catholic church, and the Department
answered, a month afterwards, that they allowed
the removal, and authorised them to deduct a
month's salary, because the answer had been de-
layed a month's time. They also passed a resolu-
tion recommending a man named Murray as a
measurer of stones ; the Department would not
allow the appointment. Mr. Murray was formerly
chief of the tribe, and the present measurer of
stones on the reserve is also a policeman ; and,
moreover, he is a mulatto. Were there no other
reason than patronising a member of the tribe, I
think the Government ought to have complied with
the request of the council, even had that resolution
only been passed by way of a petition. The
council also appointed special constables, and the -
Government sanctioned the resolution passed to
that effect. Subsequently, on 27th September the
council passed a resolution recommending the re-
moval of Mr. Moïse Lefort, as policeman, and the
appointment in his stead, with a reduction of $200
in salary, of Mr. Louis Beauvais, a former Indian
chief, an Indian who had held a chieftainship dur-
ing thirty-four years, and the saie party who had
been removed as organist. That is to say, Mr. Lefort
received a salary of $365 a year, and Mr. Beauvais
was willing to do the same service for $165. The
Department would not approve of this resolution ;
not only did they not approve of it, but instead of
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complying with the wishes of the council, who were
unanimous in asking for the removal of Moïse
Lefort-for the six councillors were unanimous in
requesting that lie should be replaced ; some were
recommending Mr. Beauvais and some Mr. Stacey;
but the whole six wanted another man at a re-
duction of about $200 in the salary--the Govern-
ment, I say, not only would not approve of the re-
solution, but they also increased the salary of the
policeman. By referring to the report of the In-
dian Department for 1888, I find that the salary of
Mr. Moïse Lefort as policeman, at Caughnawaga,
last year, was $233 and that lie was allowed an
extra sum of $19 for clothing. And in the report
for 1889, I find that his salary has been increased
to $396 and that he has been allowed for clothing
a sum of $54.75. So that it can be seen that the
Department not only would not yield to the wishes
of the council by approving the appointment
of another policeman who would have cost a good
deal less, but that they also increased the salary of
Mr. Lefort. Well, Mr. Speaker, this same police-
man bas been in Caughnawaga for more than ten
years. Ten years ago, the Indians were niot recog-
nised as voters in the country, and I think they
næst have been less civilised than they are now.
Last year, the council appointed two additional
policemen to assist in the preservation of order on
the reserve. I think this was a reason that should
have impelled the Governiment to comply with the
request of the counciL But what reason did the
Departnent allege for not allowing the replacing of
Mr. Lefort ? I think the answer of the Superin-
tendent General concluded by saying : " So long as
Mr. Lefort shall discharge his duties as he now
does, the Government shall not deem it ex-
pedient to have him replaced." Well, this police-
man holds two offices at the sane time. He is
both a policeman and a measurer of stones ; so
thiat lie sells his time twice to the tribe, and he
receives two salaries, although lie cannot possibly
be lu two places at the same time. I think this is
a serious evil. Moreover, I cannot well see how
the lion. the Minister of the Interior can reconcile
lis answer to the council by whichli he declines to
allow the replacing of Mr. Lefort, by an Indian,
with the following statement contained in his
report for 1889, pages 13 and 14:

" The presence on an Indian reserve of an officer of the
aw cannot but have a good moral effeet on an Indian

band generally, and by one of the mnembers of the band
fi.ling that position the detection of crime will, it is con-
sidered, be rendered more certain, and proof of guilt will
be more easily obtained than it could be were a white
man to hold the office ; besides, the expense is very muchlessened by employing Indians as police."
Well, Mr. Speaker, quite the contrary was done.
The Superintendent General of Indians Affairs
states the expense would be very mch lessened by
employing an Indian as policeman. I agree with
hlm, and I am of the opinion that the employing
of a negro is more expensive. It is a well-known
fact that the present policeman is not an Indian.
He is a mulatto. This is what the council under-
stood last year, when they asked for the replacing
of Mr. Lefort by an Indian, which the Government
would not allow. The Department, by refusing to
allow the resolution of the council, caused serious
dissatisfaction anong the tribe. Since the Depart-
ment would not approve of the last resolution-
that is since the 27th September-certain council-
lors would no more attend the sittings of the
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council; if they ever went there it was for the sole
purpose of enquiring whether the resolution passed
at the last sitting had been approved of or not.
This has been a source of difficulty, and I might
say that the affairs of the reserve have been neg-
lected. If I am to judge by the report of the hon.
the Superintendent General, unfortunate reports,
were made to the Department. I quote again tlhe
following from the report for 1889 -

"TheIndian Advancement Act was last year applied
by order of Your Excellency to this band, but owing to
the obstructive conduct of some of the councillors, noto-
riously of one of them who acts as their ringleader the
beneficial effects of the same upon the community, which
were so hopefully looked for, have net been as yet expe-
rienced."
Mr. Speaker, I do not know who can possibly have
brought the hon. Minister to such a state of mind.
By referring to the report of the very agent of the
Indians where the Department take their informa-
tion, I notice that, on page 32 of the first part,
after referring to the births, the sanitarv condition
of the tribe and the crop, he concludes by say-
ing:

" The Indians of this reserve are prosperous, and I can
say that in general they are progressing.''
So that the agent says they are progressing, and
the hon. the Superintendent General says they are
retrograding. I am sometimes led to presume that
there miglt be some secret correspondence between
the agent and the Departmnent that does not appear
in the report. Mr. Speaker, after what I have
just stated, I hope the Governument will not be
unwilling to accept the anmendment I aim seekinîg
to introduce. We might perhaps be told by the
Governnent that it would not be wise to extend
the powers of the council. Allow me to relate a
few facts recorded in the debates of this House
which will enable us to decide as to the manner in
which the Government have managed the affairs
of the Indians and whether the council themselves
could more unwisely manage their affairs. There
is a large quarry at Cauglnawaga, and the lease
of it is one of the best sources of reserve for the
tribe. The quarry was leased to the Indians.
Som-e time ago I enquired froin the Goverin-
ment, as to the naines of the parties to whomn the
quarry had been leased ; whether the Government
had taken sureties, and whether those who worked
the quarry were indebted ? It appears fromn the
answer of the Department that these quarries
were leased without any surety being taken, and
that the lessees are indebted to the anount of
nearly $4,000. Those who are faniliar with the
law relating to Indians know that it is difficult to
have their property sold, and I think judgments
were rendered in Montreal, by which it was held
that it was impossible to have the real property of
the Indians or their houses sold. When I made
that enquiry, I never intended to be informed as
to the private affairs of the parties who had leased
this quarry, but I thought it my duty to comply
with the wishes of my constituents, and to ascer-
tain how their affairs were managed. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I think the Indians, left to themselves,
would not have leased their quarry without taking
some additional surety besides the word of the
parties who leased it. ·Here is another fact. In 1882,
the Government had the Caughnawaga reserve sur-
veyed. The survey lasted from 1882 to 1888. The
work was given to a man named Walbank. I know
him only by name. I think he may be an estimable
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man, but the Department appointed him on his
own recommendation, as recorded in the Hansard
of 1887. According to his report, the reserve con-
tained 12,327 acres of land, and the Government
paid for the survey of that reserve out of the funds
of the band, the handsome sum of $22,250, that
is to say, a sum of $1.80 per acre. Some time
ago, the hon. member for Huron enquired from
the Government, as to the cost to the Government
of surveys in Manitoba and the North-West, and
the answer came that they cost a little over four
cents per acre, including office expenses. Now,
Mr. Speaker, I earnestly feel that the Govern-
ment was not warranted in taking so large a sum
out of the funds of the band to cover the survey
of that reserve. I am not an expert in surveys,
but all the surveyors to whom I have spoken
about that matter agreed that it was an enor-
mous sum ; and they would not believe it, until I
showed them the answer of the Minister as record-
ed in the debates of this House. There is a
difference of $1.76 per acre between the cost of the
survey in Caughnawaga, in close proximity to
Montreal, and that of the surveys in Manitoba
and the North-West Territories. Al these facts
show, beyond the shadow of a doubt, that the
Department do not manage the affairs of the re-
serves with much care and saving, and that it
would not be unwise to grant to the Caughnawaga
Council the object of my request. I have shown,
moreover, some days ago, that there was a sum
of $3,333.33 which belonged to the Indians, the
interest on which they had a right to, and of
which nothing was heard for these last ten years.
I have no news of it yet, and, if I judge by the
answer the Minister gave me, he is not quite sure
of finding it out. Still it exists, and the Indians
are losing the interest on it. Another matter
which was not managed with much care-I have
referred to it a few days ago in this House-is
shown by the carelessness with which the seigniorial
rents of Caughnawaga were collected. These rents
are paid by the f armers of the Counties of Chateau-
guay and Laprairie. The Indians have been los-
ing th'e benefit of these rents, which should have
been paid annually, and the censitaires paid
nothing whatever these last twenty-five or thirty
years. While the Indians were incurring this loss
no good service whatever was rendered to the in-
habitants of those counties, who could easily have
paid two, three, or four dollars rent each year,
while they are now sued in sums ranging from two
to three and four hundred dollars for the pay-
ment of these rents. This is another instance of
the carelessness with which the affairs were
managed by the Department, and they cannot
plead now that there would be danger in granting
to the Indians the management of their own
affairs. Indeed, I think the latter could not do
worse than that. But what is more, Mr. Speaker,
if I am to believe the report of the Auditor
General, there is nothing left in the funds of the
Indians but a sum of $85.75. I have always heard
that the traveller whose pockets are empty has
no fear of singing out in the midst of thieves. And
if they have nothing left there is no danger in free-
ing them. I shall, therefore, conclude these
remarks by saying it would be fair to extend the
powers of the council as asked for in my amend-
ment, and I hope that my request will have the
support of the whole House.

Mr. DovoN.

Mr. CASEY. Having a few Indians in my
county, I have an interest in this question, and as
nearly as I can understand the principle of the
Bill proposed by the hon. member (Mr. Doyon) is
that the Indians shall have full municipal powers
to carry on matters concerning their tribes, to the
saine extent as the powers given to township
councils. At the present time, the powers of the
Indians in regard to their municipal affairs are
subject to revision from headquarters at Ottawa,
or from the agent in charge of the tribe. I think,
as my hon. friend does, that if the Indian is quali-
fied to vote for a member of this House, lie is
qualified to manage his own municipal affairs, and,
to put it briefly, for this reason, I support the Bill
of my hon. friend.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I am sorry I am unable to
accept the Bill of the bon. member for Laprairie
(Mr. Doyon). The Act which the hon. gentleman
wishes to amend has only been in force for some
two years, and very few of our Indians have taken
advantage of it. From what lias been reported
to us, if there is one band of Indians who should
not get the advantage proposed to be given to
them by the hon. member, it is the band which
that hon. gentleman has been advocating. The
reports we have had in reference to the business
which has been transacted by the council of the
Caughnawaga tribe, has been anything but satis-
factory. In fact the hon. gentleman himself in
his speech lias indicated that that lias been the
case, because he read a paragraph of my annual
report of this year, which goes on to say : "that the
council of this band bas been the cause of a good
deal of trouble, and that the good results we
expected from the Franchise Act being exten-
ded to them had not resulted." Before this Act
was extended to this reserve, a petition was sent
to the Department signed by a majority of the
band. There was a large minority who were op-
posed to it, and when the election took place, the
leaders of the obstructive party were the ones
who were returned as members to the council.
They passed several by-laws, and they were sub-
mitted in accordance with the Act to the Depart-
ment. One of these was thought to be objection-
able, and on its being returned to them and their
being notified to that effect, two or three of the
members of the council commenced to obstruct
the business of the council, and from that day to
this no business lias been transacted. As the
hon. gentleman has said, the by-law to which
the Department took exception recommended that
a mnan named Beauvin, I presume one of the Indians
of the reserve, should be appointed to fill the place
of the Dominion policeman on the reserve, who had
for years occupied that position with satisfaction
to the Department and to the restoration of order,
which had hitherto been very much disturbed.
The bill also recommended a man named Murray
as a measurerof stones. Both of these recommenda-
tions were reported very strongly against by our
agent. The man recommended for the position of
Dominion policeman was reported by the agent as
notorious for drinking to excess at times. It *was
on that report that assent was refused to the by-law.
This is the first case in which any by-law passed
by a band of Indians, which has taken advantage
of the Enfranchisement Act, lias been refused
assent, and I think it would be a great pity at this
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early date, while the Act is still on its trial, to
take this power out of the hands of the Superinten-
dent General. To show that there is a very strong
feeling on the reserve in reference to the manner
in which these councillors have carried on their
work, I will read the following petition, which I
received a few days ago :-

" The humble petition of Thomas Kanatsohare, Ennias
Ohahakete, Louis Kenwenderhon and others, respectfully
sheweth:

"That, according to the Indian Advancement Act the
first election of councillors for the Reserve of Caughna-
waga was held at Caughnawaga, the twenty-sixth day of
March last past, eighteen hundred and eighty-nine.

"That, at the said election, one Louis F. Jackson was
elected councillor for section six (6), which comprises the
village of Caughnawaga.

" That ever since said election, said Louis F. Jackson
bas unworthiiy dischargedâhe office of counciilor.

That said Louis F. Jackson bas worked openly against
the best interests of the Indians of the Reserve, by con-
tinually obstructing the business of the council for said
Reserve of Caughnawaga, h.e being assisted thereto by
two other councillors, to wit: Mitchell Bourdeau and
Mitchell Daillebout, whom said Louis F. Jackson induced
to absent themselves from the meetings of the council in
order to cause want of quorum.

" That out oftwelve meetings of the council called for
by the Indian agent from the twenty-second day of April,
eighteen hundred and eighty-nine, to the twenty-seventh
day of January, eighteen hundred and ninety,they the said
Councillors, Louis F. Jackson, Mitchell Bourdeau and
Mitchell Daillebout did not assist at seven council meet-
ings, and at three other council meetings, they assisted
but immediately left before any business could be trans-
acted, thereby preventing the council to proceed for want
of a quorum.

" That these proceedings, to which said Councillors,
Louis F. Jackson, Mitchell Bourdeau and Mitchell
Daillebout resorted, are inimical and detrimental to the
welfare and prosperity of the Indians of the Reserve of
Caughnawaga.

" That said Louis F. Jackson is unworthy to sit as a
member of the Council, being an habitual drunkard,
which, according to the hereinabove mentioned Act, is
sufficient to disqualify a member of the council.

" That all these facts mentioned in the premises are
well known and publie.

"That the election for new councillors will take place
on the twenty-sixth day of March, instant, at the Village
of Caughnawaga.

" Wherefore your petitioners pray that the disqualifi-
cation of said Louis F. Jackson, Mitchell Bourdeau and
Mitchell Daillebout be immediately proceeded with aud
that, at the coming election for new councillors, they be
not allowed to become candidates.

"And your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.
"CAUGHNAWAGA, 18th March, 1890.'

This petition is signed by ten of the principal
Indians on the reserve and by one councillor. I
have no doubt, as the bon. gentleman states, that
there are a great many sound and intelligent
Indians on the reserve, but they do not appear to
take an active part in the municipal affairs of the
reserve, and while that is the case, I think we shall
have to continue the very wise provision which
gives the Superintendent General the power of ap-
proving the by-laws which have been passed.
The reports that have reached me compel me to
come to that conclusion, and I think any one who
knows the Indians and remembers that this Act is
really on trial, will see the wisdom of continuing
that provision at present.

Mr. LAURIER. The Act which it is now
sought to amend by this Bill is entitled " The
Indian Advancement Act," and it provides that
the municipal councils on the reserves shall have
the power to pass by-laws, which, however, may
not become law on the reserve until they have
been approved by the Superintendent General
of Indian Affairs. The powers given to the coun-
cils are not of a very high order. They provide
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for the maintenance of schools, the care of the
public health, the preservation of public order,
the repression of intemperance, the sub-division
of the land in the reserve, the prevention of
trespass, the construction and repair of school-
bouses, the construction and maintenance of
roads and bridges, the construction and main-
tenance of water-courses, and so on. Now, the
object of this Bill is sinply to provide that in the
reserve of Caughnawaga the by-laws passed by the
council shall become valid without the sanction of
the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs. In
my judgment the Bill of my hon. friend only
lacks in one respect, that it does not go far enough
and apply to all the reserves. At present we have
thi% anomaly : this Parliament, influenced by the
Government, passed a law some five years ago
giving the suffrage to the Indians ; so that though
you allow them to participate in the affairs of the
country, though you give them the right of exer-
cising the highest privilege of civilised men, yet
you do not allow them to dispose of their own
petty affairs on their reserve. In the name of
common sense, I ask the hon. Minister who now
resists this Bill, and in whose opinion the Indians
of Caughnawaga have a right to vote in parliainen-
tary elections-a right to pronounce on his con-
duct as a Minister-on what principle can lie
defend this anomaly or refuse to allow them
to conduct their own municipal affairs ? If there
is any reason whatever why the franchise should
be given to the Indians, I cannot conceive how,
in the name of common sense, this amendment
should not be adopted. The hon. gentleman
says that the Indians have not shown themselves
fit to exercise the powers given -them on the
Caughnawaga reserve. He said that the coun-
cillors have been obstructive, and charged one of
the men known to the whole world as Capt. Jack-
son, who commanded the Canadian boatmen in
Egypt, during Lord Wolseley's campaign, with
drunkenness. I was surprised to hear this man
charged with drunkenness by the Superintendent
General of Indian Affairs.

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is from bis own friends.

Mr. LAURIER. This is from bis enemies.
The hon. gentleman was all the less warranted in
making that assertion since he knows that Captain
Jackson, whom he was asked to disqualify by ten
men of the tribe, bas been elected as councillor no
less than three weeks ago. In the face of such a
certificate given to Mr. Jackson by bis own fellow-
countrymen, the hon. gentleman bas no warrant in
charging him with drunkenness, and I lay against
the bon. gentleman that he did not discharge bis
duty as Superintendent General of Indian Affairs
towards this man, who is his ward, and that Mr.
Jackson deserved better treatment at his hands.
The bon. gentleman bas received a petition demand-
ing the disqualification of Jackson as a councillor,
but that petition is signed by only ten men of the
tribe, and, if I am not mistaken, the bon. gentleman
bas in bis hands a petition coming also from the
tribe, but signed not by ten men, but by 110 men,
approving of every act of Mr. Jackson as a coun-
cillor. I do not know whether I am wrong or not,
but I am informed that the hon. gentleman bas such
apetition in bis hands, and if hehas, how in the name
of justice and fair play could he rely upon a petition
of ten men only, in charging him with drunkenness
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especially when the conduct of Mr. Jackson as he has given should induce the House to accept
a member of the council lias been approved by his the Bill.
election by a handsome majority over his adver-
saries. I may also state that Capt. Jackson is an Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not rise with the ob-
interpreter in the courts of Montreal appointed by ject of adding anything to the discussion of this
the Quebec Government. The hon. gentleman Bill, so far as it applies to the reserve of Laprairie,
lias also said that the council have not discharged with which my lion. friend from that county is
their duties properly. I cannot see that from any- more particularly acquainted ; but I do rise for the
thing that lias occurred. If I followed the speech purpose of saying a word in connection with the
of my lion. friend from Laprairie (Mr. Doyon) effect of the Indian Advancement Act on the
correctly, lie stated that one of the first acts of Indians in the reserve in the county which I have
the council was to appoint a board of health ; a the honor to represent. Let me say at once, that
resolution, by the way, which received the ap- the proposition of the leader of the Opposition is a
proval of the Superintendent General of Indian very debatable one, namely, that this Bill should
Affairs. Then, they passed a resolution with apply to all the reserves that come under the
reference to a toIl-gate, which aiso received. the operation of this Act. On the other hand, the
approval of the Superintendent General of Indian Bill of the hon. member for Laprairie, applying as
Affairs; then, they passed a by-law to compel it does to only one reserve, does not seem to me to
parties to erect fences, which also received the be one which we should deal with very seriously.
Superintendent GeneraPs approval. In fact all It seems to me that the question which the lion.
the by-laws and resolutions received his approval, gentleman discusses is this : That there lias been a
until the resolution was passed dismissing Lefort, dispute in the reserve of Caughnawaga re-
who was receiving a salary of $360 a year, and cently, such as might arise in a township council
appointing another in his place, who was to cost of any municipality in any of the Provinces, and
the tribe only 8165 a year. This resolution did on account of that dispute and the evil effects
not receive the approval of the Superintendent arising therefron, the hon. gentleman asks us
General of Indian Affairs. No valid reason lias to pass a measure, an Act in this House, which shall
been given by the hon. gentleman for his refusal. apply to that reserve and no other. It appears
It is the opinion of the Departmnent that wherever to me, Sir, that such is not the kind of legisla-
possible a full-blooded Incdian should be ap- tion which is the rule in this Parliament.
pointed in preference to a white man or a half- I do not for a moment doubt the accuracy of the lion.
breed, and in proposing Beauvais as constable to gentleman's statements that the Indians whon lie
replace Lefort, who is a half-breed, the council lias the honor to represent are an intelligent tribe,
acted on this principle, and showed a proper but the expressions of compliment and eulogy
economy in the expenditure of their own money; which lie lias used in regard to them, apply also,
for by appointing Beauvais, who was approved by and perhaps in a stronger sense, to some Indians
the Indians, they saved $200 a year. Unless, in the Province from which I come. I know that
therefore, some very good reason cans be as to the Mississaugas of the Credit, who have
given by the Department for interfering with their reserve in the County of Haldimand, any-
the action of the council, they cannot be thing which lie has said may be said more strongly
justified in acting as they did. If I am to believe, in regard to their intelligence. They are cultiva-
and I have no reasons for not believing, the state- ting the soil extensively ; there are many of themu
ments of the hon. member for Laprairie, the highly educated ; they live in good houses,
Indianswould have administered their own affairs and one of then occupies the responsible
infinitely better than they have been administered position of Indian agent on the reserve. They are
by the Departinent of Indian Affairs. What (1o we one of the few bands, I believe, in the Province of
hear ? My lion. friend brings this charge against Ontario who have been, at their own request,
the Department, that a survey was made, under allowed the operation of the Indian Advancement
orders of the Government, of the reserve which Act, and no difficulties have arisen in the operation
contains 12,000 acres, and yet this survey cost no of that Act among them. They have not at
less than $22,000. It cost $1.80 per acre, although all objected to their by-laws being supervised
the reserve is at the very door of Montreal, within by the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs,
five miles of that city, and in face of the fact that, and I am not informed of any reserve, except
in the North-West Territories, the survey of the the one to which the hon. gentleman refers,
wild lands there cost but four cents an acre. Under on which the Indians have asked that they should
such circumstances, what reason can be given by be relieved from the revision of their by-laws. It
the Department in defence of their own action ? seems to me that it is necessary to have an Indian
There was at one time a lump sum in the hands of agent, representing the Government, resident on
the Department to the credit of the band at and in practical control of the reserve, because lie
Caughnawaga, and there is now left, I under- nust be the means of communication between the
stand, but the small sum of $85 ; and this is due to Indians and the Department of Indian Affairs.
the squandering of $22.000 on a survey of 12,000 Not only that, but he must be the officer of
acres of land. Under such circumstances, the the Department in connection with the reserve ;
Indians are justified in believing that they would and as long as the Indian agent is admitted to be
have managed their own affairs better than the a necessity, lie remains the adviser of the Govern-
Department has managed them, and that is a good ment, and the Government must follow his advice
reason why the amendment of my hon. friend in relation to matters connected with the reserve.
should pass. I find only one fault with the Bill of It appears to me, that the Indians not having
my hon. friend, and that is that it does not asked for this change, must, therefore, not need it
go far enough ; but he takes the interests of or be very anxious for it. That is, Sir, so far as the
those whom he has in charge, and the reasons reserve with which I have more personal connection

Mr. LAURIER.



is concerned. There are certain amendments, which I Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You were en-
think, though they have not been very strongly franchised.
agitated, are, nevertheless, necessary to the success~ Mr. BURDETT. When the First Minister did
ful operation of this Act. Hon. gentlemen who re the honor, before the last election, of visitin
refer to the Indian Advancement Act will notice that reserve with what, I think, was called the
that the reserve has to be divided into wards for chestnut combination-a company composed ofthe election of councillors. I believe hon. gentle- ma y members of the Government, and others-he
men fromn Oatario, at ail events, will admit 'aymm rsothGornetndthsLe

men from Onario , ofrural municipalities for t was received at Deseronto, a flourishing town which
that the division of amunicipal it o he was formerly a part of the reserve, with great
election of municipal councils did not receiveand cordialit, and e was presented
very great support, and that, where that system yndte ad chiaofthe Mohas wit e
was once adopted, it was ultinately dropped in by the head chef of the heohasks with a fine
miany municipalities. That is true in regard cane. I arn glad to sece that hie lias niot been callc(l
mn the Indian reserves, and the necessity of upon to use that cane in consequence of any failure

dt tidng them into wards and l e c essity of his physical power. I was not invited upon

ditide the m m to rds e se hud b amended, that occasion, possibly because of my political
so that th be elected from the reserve persuasion, but I was informed that the hon. gen-toy tleen said Sam Burdett claims to be a half-breed,
as a whole. Another amendment which is requir- but I am a full-breed. W ell, I now ask this full-
ed is that there should be one day for nomma- breed to give the other full-breeds the full munici-
tion and another for polhing, as there is in te pal power to manage their own affairs, ami I have
other nîuniiicipalities. Another amendaient asked plpwrt aaetii w farad1hv
oy the Indians particularly, is that those who no doubt the lion. gentleman will do so wheni it is

bycotie mnibers of the council of the reserve shao called to his attention. Now, with respect to this
becoememers to he pcyol o theeserf thaly question of giving the Indians the right to vote,be empowered to have pay voted to themi, if they althog thr maZ rmyno eaybeto
have the funds, as other inunicipalîties are emiow- although there may or may not be aniy objection
havd. le th unds aoerd t m aitiesae mpow- to it-I was not here and did not take a hand in
ered. While these amendments are desirable and the argument-it appears to me that it is hardly
somne of them necessary, I do not think the one consistent with the liberty a man ought to enjoy
proposed by the hon, gentleman is necessary, as when Le votes, that you should say to him: I con-
the Indians have not asked for it, and there las trol your moneys, I control your lands, I control
been no question raised in regard to it, except i the a onent o your o as, control

th rsrv wiliLerprsnî, n 10 ocet the appointment of your officiais, I control thethe reserve which he represents, and no voice to power to remove your councillors for intemperance
t1lis Parhiament but his own, and I am inclined to oramsjntigesatog antd ti
think he is entirely influenced by the dispute to other nanytoincg else, althoug I cannot do it hn
whIich aerfre.Isal hrfrops te municipal couiicils; iii other words, I have y ouh I have referred. I shal, therefore, oppose tied hand and foot, so now you are free, go and vote as

you see fit. If you give these men the power to vote,

Mr. BURDETT. While I have pleasure in also give them the liberty to vote freely as they see
agreeing with a good deal of what thc hon. gentle- fit. If you give themn the power to elect councillors,
man Las just said, I do not understand why Le and give those councillors the samie power as you give to

others on that side of the House do not treat the others. I do not look upon the Indian as a ward,
ldian as they speak of him, and talk of him, and I look upon imn as an ally. I do not understand

talk at him. Then Le is an intelligent and refined they are subjects by subjugation. They came in

gentleman, but, when they deal with him here, le by treaty. The Six Nations claim that they came

is a ward of the Department, and must bc looked in by treaty, that they are independent nations,

after under the protection of the Royal Court a that they are allies, and when they address the

Ottawa; and, as in the case of a goodmany improvi- (overnor General or any other superior, they
dent guardians, I think the infant's adress him as brother, because they dam ta

fered fronm these to a great extent, to the benefit of they are equals m a national sense, although under

the guardian and the loss of the infant and his the protection of tlis Governnent, because the

friends. I ha en to know somethin of one Indian Governmnent gave them that right in ouir original
ries at a appe a to me to Le treaties. But by law and by statute they arereserve at any rate ; and it appears to me to be allies of the British Crown, and any liberty thatvery extraordmary, if these Indians are so well has been taken from them, or any rights that haveeducated, and so intelligent, and so well informed-- been taken from them, have been taken by Act ofand many of them are-and if, by the persistence Parliament, and they now ask to have some inea-of the Government, they have been given the power sure of those rights given back to them. I quite
to vote at Dominion elections, they cannot be understand the objection to this Bill being iitedallowed to pass a by-law to appoint a constable to one tribe only. It ought not to be so limited,without its being liable to be set aside by the but it ought to apply to all tribes in the saine posi-
Superiatendent General of Indian Affairs. Their on, and in the same condition. , therefore,resolutions and by-laws must lc dealt with by the respectfully submnit that as the Indians are growingGovernmnent here while no other municipality is i intelligence and in prosperity, they ought to Le
so dealt with. The by-law passed by any other furtlier enfranchised, they oughit to Lave greater
muicipality must be dealt with by the courts of liberties allowed them, in fact they ought to be
law. Why not treat with these highly educated treated as equals and not as wards.and intelligent Indians as you do with any other
intelligent gentlemen, and why not allow the Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This is a very impor-
councillors elected by the Indians to have the saine tant Bill, and it is in a great measure the neces-
power to pass by-laws which others have. I have, sary outcome of the legislation of the Government.
a great interest in the Indians ? I was born on an A few years ago the hon. gentleman, whonow leads
Indian reserve, and can claim some interest at all the Government, made a report upon the subject
events in the locality. of establishing municipal councils amongst the
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Indians, and he stated that upon enquiry he did
not think they were qualified to discharge the
duties that devolved upon an ordinary council in
reference to municipal affairs. But the hon.
gentleman very shortly afterwards thought those
people who were not qualified to discharge the
duties of ordinary municipal councillors, were
qualified to discharge the important duties of the
elective franchise ; while not capable of judging
with regard to their local and municipal matters,
they were capable of judging with regard to the
affairs of the nation. Now, it seems to me that it
is impossible for the Government to stand still;
they must either resile from the position they
have taken on the subject of the elective fran-
chise, or they must go further and grant to the
Indians full emancipation. The hon. gentleman
has, in the report relating to the political enfran-
chisement of the Indians, recognised the principle
of property qualification. Now, so far as the
white population are concerned, property is re-
garded as an indication of thrift and industrious
habits, and the party who possesses property is,
priiâfacie, supposed to be qualified to exercise the
electoral franchise. But that rule does not apply
to the possession of property by the Indians. The
ýSuperintendent General controls his property,
he cannot put it in jeopardy ; in effect the
Crown holds it for him, and no matter how
unthrifty he may be in his habits, no matter how
extravagant or idle, he still retains the qualifi-
cation upon which he is entitled to vote. No white
man stands in that position. The Indian is not a
part of the body politic, he does not assist in the
administration of justice, he does not act as a
juror, he is not called upon to discharge any mili-
tary duties, lie is an isolated individual so far as
the general population is concerned. He is simply
a member of a tribe, and so far as the Six Nations
are concerned, they no doubt stand by treaty
in the exact position which the hon. gentleman
who has preceded me has stated. They claim to
be the allies of the Crown, they are so recognised
by treaty. The Six Nations and the Cherokees in
the colonies took a particular position and never
claimed to be subjects of the Crown. They were
always spoken of and treated as allies, and in the
Treaty of Utrecht, by Article 15 these Indians
were expressly recognised as allies, and the land
of which they were in possession was held in trust
by the Crown on their behalf. Of course, by the
action of the British Government and by the deci-
sion of the courts, this principle has to some extent
been departed from. But it would not be difficult
for the Indians to discharge the duties devolving
upon them with as much success as they are dis-
charged by the Superintendent General in this par-
ticular. Now, my hon. friend beside me (Mr.
Laurier) tells us-I think it is a matter to which
this House ought to give some attention--that
12,000 acres of a reserve was surveyed, and
that the survey of that reserve has cost upwards of
$22,000-that it has cost about $1.80 an acre. It
does seem to me that was an improvident expendi-
ture of the Indian fund, and it ought not to pass
without the serions consideration of Parliament,
and the Superintendent General ought to bring
down to the House the papers which would enable
the House to form some judgment with regard to
this particular transaction. Now, my hon. friend
behind me (Mr. Doyon) has called attention to the

Mr. MILLs (Bothwell).

condition of things that exists in this particular
reserve. This House, upon the advice of the Gov-
ernment, has conferred upon these Indians the
electoral franchise. You have said they are
capable of exercising judgment, not merely with
regard to the qualification of councillors, but with
regard to these important questions that are put
in issue in every general election, questions of free
trade and protection, the question of the independ-
ence of Parliament, the question of elective fran-
chise-allthese are questions uponwhichthe Indians
are asked to pass an opinion, and if that is so, how
can the Government come down to the House and
say that these people are not capable of electing
a council without our interference, that they are
not capable of judging of the simplest matters
without having to refer to the Superintendent
General ? I do not say that we ought not to ex-
ercise a supervision over the Indians and protect
their interest, but if the intellectual and social
condition of the Indians is such as to require an in-
terfcrence from the Superintendent General, and
requaie his supervision, they are not in a condition
to exercise the elective franchise properly ; neither
are they in a position to exercise the elective fran-
chise properly if they are made wards of the Gov-
ernmnent. If the Government is capable of super-
vising their acts and interfering with their liberties
at every step, you must either withdraw from that
position and give to the Indians complete control
over their own affairs, whatever the consequences
may be to them, or you must withdraw from
them those elective privileges which you have
conferred upon them, by which you undertake to
make them part of the community if they are
not part, and of which they never were a part.
He has stood separate and apart from the rest of
the community, recognised, as the Congress of the
United States has said, as a dependent nation ;
lie is no more a member of the community than
a member of a tribe of gypsies is a member
of the body politic. That being so, the Govern-
ment cannot, on any fair or just principle,
resist the measure which my hon. friend has
submnitted. They must either consent to abandon
their supervision over the Indians and give them
full emancipation, or withdraw from the position
they have taken, and withdraw from them the
elective franchise. The ordinary course of pro-
ceeding is to begin to confer these rights which are
regarded as the most elementary. No one in his
senses will undertake to teach a boy the integral
calculus before lie has learned arithmetic, and
become acquainted with the more simple elements.
of mathematical calculations. He will not under-
take to teach Greek before English. And who
would undertake to confer on an Indian the very
highest mark of modern civilisation and with-
hold from him those provisions which every
civilised community permits to be exercised by
members of the community. But that is what the
Government have been doing, and they must either
go further or retrace their steps and leave the lu-
dian as he was before, to become a member of the
community and enjoy the rights that pertain to
every other citizen when he is prepared to assume
the responsibilities which belong to every othar
man. If lie has control of his own property, if he
is capable of holding it and disposing of what he
possesses, then he stands in the same position as
the rest of the community ; but if the Government-
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take charge of him and his property and treat him
as incapable of taking care of himself, why ask
Parliament to confer on the Indians the power of
controlling the destinies of the country, as was
done by the Act considered some time ago? The
position of the Government is a most illogical and
absurd one, and they must either give up the
ground which they formerly took, or they must
give up their protection over the Indians.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gen-
tleman has addressed to the House an argument,
full of his usual acuteness and ability, against the
Franchise Act which was passed some years ago,
and some of the arguments, I fancy, have been
used on a former occasion. But this is not a ques-
tion at all connected with the Franchise Act, it is
not connected with it in the slightest degree, and
the circumstances are quite different. I remember
perfectly well that hon. gentlemen prided them-
selves on the persistence with which they opposed
the Indians receiving the franchise at all, and by
their persistence they forced the Government to
limit the franchise to those particular Indians who
were able to show that by their position, prudence
and acquisition of property they were worthy of
the franchise. There is a wide distinction between
voting by an Indian under the Franchise Act and
voting by an Indian with respect to tribal
affairs. In the latter case there is no limitation.
Every Indian, including the wild and dissolute
Indian, has a right to vote in the council of the
tribe as well as those who have not earned under
the Franchise Act the right to vote in elections to
this House. The hon. gentleman says he is in favor
of the Superintendent General having supervision
over the Indians. He and I agree on that point,
and lie agrees with the law as it is to-day. It may
be if we resist tbis motion, if he and I vote together
against this Bill, that I may be inconsistent. But
that is not the question. The question is, whether,
under this Bill, the law should be altered so as to
allow the Indians to act without any supervision.
The hon. gentleman will not agree that they should
be allowed to act without any such supervision,
and he will not agree that the present law should
be altered. After that Bill is defeated and the
present law remains, then my hon. friend from Both-
well (Mr. Mills) may come forward with a Bill to
alter the Franchise Act, so far as it affects the
Indians.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What will you do?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The arguments
of the hon. gentleman might have some weight
then, but they have no bearing on this issue now
before the louse, which is simply this : whether
the Indians should have unrestricted power in re-
gard to disposing of property on their several
reserves. When the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) introduces his Bill for an amendment
of the Franchise Act, I will give him permission to
bit as hard as he likes against us for the so-called
inconsistency.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman
voted us down on that question. I hold that we
must go on, but the hon. gentleman is prepared to
go back.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These are quite
different subjects; the one affects tribal relations
of the Indians among themselves, the other confers

on certain Indians the right to vote for members
of this House. They are quite different subjects.
I move that this Bill be not now read the second
time, but that it be read the second time this day
six months.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Bill now under
discussion for second reading does not go quite as
far as the First Minister said. The mover asks in
this Bill that so much of section 10 of the Indian
Advancement Act as relates to the approval and
confirmation, by the Superintendent General, of the
by-laws, rules and regulations made by the council,
shall not apply to the council of the Indian reserve
of Caughnawaga, in the County of Laprairie in the
Province of Quebec. I understand that my hon.
friend has been induced to introduce the Bill at the
request of the Indians whose interests are involved.
That is a point which weighs on my mind. The
hon. member for Haldimand (Mr. Montague) has
spoken about the Bill being- deficient, in that it
does not take in other bands of Indians, but for
my part I think we are warranted in dealing with
this Bill when it comes at the request of the
Indians themselves.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There never was
a request forwarded to the Government. Some of
the Indians may have asked the bon, gentleman,
but the tribe bas never expressed the desire to
have this law.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The First Minister
was not in at the time the previous part of this
discussion went on, but I presume the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Doyon) is warranted in bringing in the
Bill from the well understood wishes of the band.
The Superintendent General of Indian Affairs has
read a petition signed by ten names against the
chief councillor on the reserve, but that was re-
plied to by the hon. the leader of the Opposition,
who stated that he was informed and believed that
a petition signed by more than a hundred names
had been forwarded in favor of Jackson.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That does not refer to the
Bill.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No; but I instance
that as an answer to the statement made that my
hon. friend has been asked by only some few of the
Indians. If he had been asked by the ten, and
110 had spoken in another way on another question,
it might be inferred that he was not advocating the
wishes of the band; but when he is advocating the
wishes and desires of the council elected by that
band, and by whom the chief councillor was re-
elected we find that four out of five who constitute
that council, that council are in accord with the
chief whose conduct las been censured here, and
who has been denounced as unworthy. I cannot
give full credence to the view that has been indi-
cated by the Superintendent General as to the
character of these Indians. I think that if the
Minister felt strongly with regard to this matter
he ought to have used the power he has under this
Indian Advancement Act to have him removed
from office.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I consulted the Department
of Justice, and I found I had no power to remove
him. That is the reason I have given notice to
bring in a Bill this year to amend the Act in order
that I may take that power.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Amendment Act bility of doing that and lie las brought upon him-
says that every member of a council elected under self complications in connection therewith. It
the provisions of this Act, and who is proved to be seens to me that in giving the greater power
an habitual drunkard, may be removed. to them to vote on national affairs, and to

Mr. BURDETT. Drunkenness is one of the withlold from tlem the power to say whether
causes for removal. a man shaîl be paid $360 of their own money

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think there is a for discharging the duties of an office wlen tbey
case of one being removed for drunkenness on the could get a man for $165 to do the same, is treat-
reserve in the county of my hon. friend from Hast- ing them as wards, without even intelligence
ings. If I understand the Superintendent General enougl to deteriuine a small matter of this kind.
correctly, be has charged drunkenness against this Naturally those Indians of Cauglnawaga reason

nia atCaghnwag, nd he eprtmntCia to themselves that it liaving been admitted by theman at Caughnawaga, and the Department has alignofC ad adbyteGvrmt
either acted outside the law in the case of the Parlthey oCa a nd by t Govere
Indian on the Hastings reserve, or they have the that they were able to judge of ntoa afis-
power totions of State tat agitate the Dominion, it is

Mr. DEWDNEY. The accusation of drunkenness simply ridiculous that tbey are not given equai
was not made against Jackson until in the petition power with other white people to have tle entire
which reached me some three days ago. The pro- control of their own internai affairs. The question
position I submitted to the Department of Justice is not as tle First Minister views it. He las taken
was that lie should be removed for obstructing the tle point that this is not manbood suffrage to allow
business of the council, and the Act does not give thein to vote for members of tlis buse, but tlat
us that power. every one over tbe age of 21 years on tle reserve

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). As I understand the can vote for members of the municipal council.
only obstruction to the business of the council, was ln the Province of Ontario, all over the age of 21
that the council made some regulations, and that years can vote for members of the Local Legisla-
when these regulations were disapproved by the ture; but they cannot vote for meinhers in this
Department here, the members of the council then bouse; but it does not foilow that because al
took the not unreasonable ground of saying :over 21 years of age and fot entitled to vote for a

What is the use of our meeting in council and member for tlis bouse, tley are, tlerefore, not
passing by-laws and regulations which are riglit possessed of claracter and ability to fit them to
and proper in themselves, and in the interest of cast as intelligent a vote as others wlo are per-
the band if they are to be disallowed ?" They took mitted to cast that vote. So witl regard to tle
that not unreasonable view of the situation, and, as Indians on the reserves. It is not to be argued,
I understand, they have simply abstained from simply because tley lappea to be over 21 years of
going to council? age and bave not the qualification necessary to

Mr. LAURIER. That is all. vote for this bouse, that tley are necessarily
dissolute cliaracters aud lacking in tlie capacity

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Here is a council for the guidance of tleir own affairs. The Indian
composed of electors of the Dominion of Canada, Advancement Act, it seems to me, will bave to go
and they are passing by-laws dealing with their furtler than it does go in tle liglt of recent events.
own reserve, their own lands, and their own The First Minîster cannot fail to see that the cir-
moneys, and they in their wisdom sec fit to appoint cumstances were clanged wlen lie introduced that
an individual at something like $165 a year to dis- provision into bis Franclise Bill, and I do not se
charge a duty for which another was being paid low lie can weil lesîtate, wlen an Indian band,
some $350. One would have thouglit that was a mat- laving been given the riglt to vote lu nîl rational
ter that was clearly within their competence, and matters, asks for the same privilege in muni-
that it was a matter, as we should term it in a cipal matters. I think it is evident that tlat
fhunicipality of white people, that was a wise and Act slall bave to be extended to the extent now
econonical transaction. However, that is disal- proposed, so that the assent of the Superintendent
lowed by the Department, and the obstruction, as General to the by-laws of the councils shail not be
it is termed, simply arose from the fact that when requisite. This is asked by the representative of
they attempted a matter of economy of this kind in the Indian Reserve at Caugbnawaga. I do not
the internal affairs of the tribe, it was disallowed take exception to the aneudment on the saine
at Ottawa, and they said : " There is no use ground as my lion. friend from Haldinand (Mr.
attempting to do anything at all." That being Montagne). If the Bill is considered in conmittee,
the case they have asked my lion. friend to intro- the hon. member for Haldimand could then move
duce this Bill, which leaves considerable power in to include other bands if le sawfit. Witl reference
the bands of the hon. Superintendent General yet, to my own Indians, as tle hon. Superintendent
but does away with so much of the section of the General knows, tley bave not adopted the Indian
Indian Advancement Act as requires the approval Advancement Act. I believe they are as advauced
and confirmation of the Superintendent General of a body of ludiaus as any to be fouud in the Domi-
Indian Affairs of the by-laws, rules and regulations nion; but tbey have always taken tle position that
of that council at Caughnawaga. I think this tley are not subjeets, but allies of the Crown,
state of things has been brought about by the First laving come lere under a treaty; and tbey are
Minister leading the House in the direction of very fond of speakiug in that way. Tley boid
giving the Indians the right as citizens to vote. to their old system of rnanaging their affairsby
When that proposition was made, I expressed my chefs, and tbe chefs seem to have the confidence
opinion that it was not desirable that should be done of tbe band. I have myseif always taken the
without the Indians themselves first having asked grouud that we slould not force anything on
for it. The First Minister assumed the responsi- the Indian a king more particularly for my

Mr. DEwDNEY.



own-which is contrary to their own expressed the proposition is that any of these bands, when
desire. I took this position with regard to the they ask for it, shall have the right to pass any
Franchise Act. They had not asked for the privi- by-law they please, irrespective of any control
lege of voting in Dominion affairs, and I thought whatever-that because the Indians have the fran-
it was not wise to force the suffrage upon them. chise, they ought to be allowed to pass any legis-
But it was done, and many of them abstained from lation they please without any control.
voting simply because they thought it might lead Mr. LAURIER. The question is whether these
to a condition of things of which they did not ap- Indians shall have the right to pass by-laws which
prove. As they are not under the operation of the statute gives them the power to pass, untram-
this Indian Advancement Act, I cannot speak of melled by the Superintendent General of Indian
the working of that Act on the reserves to which it Affairs. The law provides that certain powers shall
has been applied. I heard the testimony of my be exercised by the councils of the Indians. Is there
hon. friend from Haldimand (Mr. Montague) any reason why they should not have the power
that it works well among the Indians of the of any municipal council, ahd that their by-laws
Credit. They are a very advanced band of Indians, should not become valid by the inere fact that
as are also the Caughnawagas. But the fact that they have been passed by the council ? Any other
this Bill is limited to the Caughnawagas is not, to council can pass by-laws which cannot be affected
my mind, a reason for rejecting it. I hold to the one way or the other by the interference of the
principle which I laid down before, that it is better Government. The argument which is used is that
not to force anything on the Indians for which they if these men are allowed to vote in national affairs,
(o not ask. I take it that this amendment has been afortiori they should have the right to vote on
asked for by a majority of the Indians on the their own local affairs. Certainly, if they have the
Caughnawaga reserve, because a -najority of them right to pass judgment as to who shall be the Su-
have re-elected, apparently, those Indians who are perintendent Generalof Indian Affairs, they should
condemned as obstructionists, simply because they have the power to decide who shall be the toll-
refused to attend a meeting of the council, because keeper on their own reserve. If they can vote as
their acts were disallowed. to who shall be Prime Minister, they should have

Thefcttatthlndansthe power to appoint a constable. It seemis to
Sir JOHNTHOMPSON. ThefactthattheIndiansme if they have the greater power, they sould

have the right of voting under the Franchise Act have the lesser power also. The Indians have rea-
cannot be accepted as a reason why they should be son to behieve that their afihirs have been mis-
allowed to exercise legislative powers ; these are managed by the Department, and that they would
two things distinct from each other. The hon. manage then better themselves. Wheaever the
gentleman might as well say that because the white Department have interfered with the by-laws of
people of Ontario have the right to vote for the mem- these Indians, the Department las been iu the
bers of the Legislative Assembly, that body ought wrong, and a striking instance of tie unismnage-
to have the right to pass statutes irrespective of the ment of the Department is the nanner in which the
assent of the Crown or the Lieutenant Governor. noney of the Indians has hecu squandered by the
He might as well argue that it is inconsistent with
the right of the people of Ontario to elect members su advanced in the opinion of the Government that
to the Legislature of Ontario to pass statutes, that they can exercise proper discrimination auJ judg-
these statutes are subject to disallowance by the ment in relation to tieir own affairs, it seems to
Federal authority. He miglt as well argue that it mue, as a matter of sequeisce, they should be allowed
is inconsistent for the people to exercise the fran- to manage'tieir own business without the inter-
chise for members of this House, and yet have this ference of the Goverament, and that is the object
House, when it passes an Act, require the assent of of tie Bil.
the other two branches of Parliament. That is Mr PATERSON (Brant). The Minister of Jus-
the argument the hon. gentleman advances to the
House. The question is not whether the Indians in i sdrely dos nossea ty that tise hy-ls
their councils should be controlled in their decisions a
as to whether they should appoint a man receiving require the assent of the Crown?
$160 or a man receiving $360; but the question is Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I was speaking of
whether an Indian band should have the right to hegishative assemnhies and sot of municipalities.
pass any by-laws they please, or whether there Tie argument of the los. gentlesan was tsat the
should be any power to control them or keep people who exercise the franchise slould he allowed
their legislation within proper limits. Surely to legislate without control, aud I said that did
there is no parity of reasoning between by-laws not exist with regard to legisiative assemblies, in
passed by a municipal council and by-laws passed respect to which the people of the Province exer-
by an Indian band; and to say that the validity cise the franchise, but the legishation of which is
of a by-law passed by an Indian council should be suhject to the assent of the Crown.
decided only by the courts, is to say that the Mr. McMULLEN. There is one point to whîch
affairs of a little Indian band shall be in a confused the Government has not replied, and that is with
state until they get litigation before the courts. regard to the expenses of this survey. R is most
Time and again it has occurred that they have singular to me that a piece of land coutaining only
attempted to pass by-laws entirely beyond their 12,00 acres should cost for its survey $1. 80 an
authority-by-laws dealing with the criminal law, acre, or $22,000. When we see the mouey of the
or imposing penalties on people outside of the Indians squandered in this way, it is higi tine
reserve altogether; and when it was called to they shouid be permîtted to conduet tseir owu af-
their attention that these were matters beyond fairs. In hooking over the expenditure in connection
their authority, they were of course prepared to with Indian affairs, it seems to me that there is an
be controlled by the Superintendent General. But enormous amount spent in connection with that
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service, not only in Quebec but in the North-West
Territories. A few days ago, before the Public
Accounts Committee, during an investigation into
the travelling expenses of agents inthe North-West,
we found that some men were allowed to draw
under this head $2,500 to $2,800 a year, besides
their salaries. That is undoubtedly an abuse, and
this survey appears to me to be in keeping with
such extravagance and mismanagement.

Mr. DEWDNEY. This question has already
been brought up on the motion of the hon. member
for Laprairie, and I told the hon. gentleman I was
preparing a copy of the plan, which le insisted on
having, and which will cost between $300 and $400;
and I said further, I would bring down all the
papers in that connection. The survey was a nost
intricate one. Whether it was necessary it should
be made so intricate I am not aware. The plan is
some eight or ten feet in length and five or six feet
in breadth, and shows not only the boundaries of
the reserve, but every field and building on it.
This work was done at the request of the Indians,
for the purpose ot seeing what amount of land
belonged to each Indian family on the reserve. It
was then determined to sub-divide the reserve into
rectangular sections, in order that the Indians
might be allowed to locate on these different
sections ; and it was understood that if any Indians
were disturbed in their own holdings, they would
be co:npensated for their improvements. The
survey took some time to make and cost a good
deal of money. It was done at the request of the
Indians, and is not yet completed.

Mr. LISTER moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

REPORT.

Annual Report of the Department of the Interior
for the year 1889.-(Mr. Dewdney.)

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 126) respecting marriage with a de-
ceased wife's sister. -(Sir John Thompson.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12.20
a.m. (Tuesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, lst April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE LATE MR. PERLEY, M.P.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker,
before the Orders of the Day are called, it is my
painful duty to announce the sudden death of one
of our hon. colleagues, Mr. Perley, the senior mem-
ber for the city of Ottawa. I believe that every
member of this House who has known him will
join me in feelings of deep regret at hearing this
announcement. Mr. Perley was a man of sterling

Mr. MCMULLEN.

qualities. The fact that he attained the position
which he held in this House until his death, shows
what he was. Coming from the United States,
where he had been a citizen, he was at first a
stranger here, without the advantages of a British-
born subject, but by his sterling qualities he
soon acquired a position of confidence and trust
among those who knew him in this city. He was
one of a class of whom we hope to see many more
coming to this country from the United States,
who have sought their fortunes here, and who,
have, by honest industry and ability, acquired
positions here, and have identified themselves
with Canada and become, in every sense of the
word, Canadians. In his commercial pursuits he
was singularly successful. By patient industry,
by enterprise, by attention to his business,
and by the confidence that he had earned through
a uniform life of honesty and integrity, he rose, as
he deserved to rise, high in the estimation of the
people in this vicinity, and among all who knew
him. That confidence enabled hin, I am happy to
say, for the sake of his family, to acquire a com-
petence which provides for them, I believe, in all
comfort. The character that he had won, socially
and commercially in business, was so high, that he
was invited by those whose political opinions
accorded with his to become their representative
in this House. The hon. members of this House
all know his demeanor in it. In no way obtrusive,
in no way attempting to take a position which he
felt, perhaps, that in his inexperiences he ought
not to claim ; he was always a careful, a thought-
ful, and a conscientious member of Parliament. I
can say no more, and desire to say no more, with
respect to him. You have all known him ; you
have all seen him ; and I believe all the members
of the House who have come in contact with him
must have appreciated his good qualities ; even
those, if there are any in this House, who did not
come into contact with him socially, must have
observed the uniform propriety of his demeanor,
and must have observed, also, that he worthily
represented the important constituency which had
selected him as their representative.

Mr. LAURIER. I heartily endorse every word
the right hon. gentleman has spoken, in regard to
our late colleague. I can well understand the
feeling with which the Prime Minister has spoken
of one, who was not only a faithful follower, but,
as I understand, a faithful friend. The tribute
which the right hon. gentleman has paid to our
colleague, is fully deserved in every way. Mr.
Perley was endowed with all the good qualities,
which the right hon. gentleman has claimed for
him. Those who were opposed to him politically,
will, I am sure, be most ready to pay him an equal
tribute to that which has been paid to hin by his
leader. As the First Minister has said, Mr. Perley
was unobtrusive in his manner ; he was a party
man, and an upholder of the principles of his party,
but, at the saine time, he had the rare gift, of
never making himself offensive to any one. He was
endowed, also, with many business qualities ;
but, and this is not so well known, except to his
friends, he was, also, endowed with great social
qualities, and many of us have pleasant remem-
brance of visits to his house, thanks to his personal
qualities and to the qualities of the amiable woman
who was his companion in life, one of the most
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charming women to be found in the capital. day afterwards, it is difficuit to see in advance
Every one will agree with the statement made by whether the debate will close or not. It is im-
the First Minister, and every member, on both sides possible to lay down, in advance, any mie as te
of the House, will join with his family in their the course the dehate will take. For my part, I am
sorrow and bereavement. very much disposed to favor the closing of the gen-

eral debate before the adjournment ; but the right
EASTER RECESS. hon. gentleman must remember that we are after-
Sir OHNA. ACDNALD Beorethewards to take the resolutions into consideration.Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before theportant, and wl, no

Orders of the Day are reached, I desire to call the
attention of the flouse to the question of the ,rqieago elo icsinb hmattetio oftheHoue tothequetio oftheselves, and it will be impossible to proceed withEaster adjournment. There is a little difference that discussion before recess. The only point we
of opinion on the question of adjournment. From can settie is whether we can close the general de-
memorandum given me I find as follows:-In favor bate on the amendment to-morrow or the day
of adjournment from Wednesday night to Tuesday, afterwards, but it is impossible to say in advance,
38; from Wednesday to Wednesday, 5; Thursday and I would not even express any opinion at this
to Monday, 20; Thursday to Tuesday, 45; Thurs- moment without hearin from other members of
day to Wednesday following, 1 ; Thursday to Fri-
day following, 1. The largest expression of
opinion is from Thursday to Tuesday, 45 ; but that Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I ai very
in favor of an adjournment from Wednesday to much afraid, judging from what bas heen said to me
Tuesday, closely approaches it, 38 votes. So it is byhon. members on tbis side of tbe fouse-oS course
very difficult to come to a conclusion. As I said for tbe other side I cannot speak-that there can
yesterday, the Government are quite in the hands be ne possibility of closing to-morrow night; that,
of the House. They are obliged to be here, and lu any case, Thursday night will be the earliest
they will bave no holiday, whatever holiday other tue that can be fixed for the closing of the debate.
bon. members will enjoy. The decision, so far as But I will inake this suggestion to the First
the Government can decide the question, will de- Minister and to tbe Finance Minister. I under-
pend very much on the debate on the tariff. I stand the First Minister te say that his proposition
think hon. gentlemen opposite will allow that it was that the Bill founded on the resolutions,
would be very unfortunate if we should discuss the sbould be introduced, and we shoulf go into com-
tariff to-day, to-morrow, and Thursday, and adjourn mittee on it. Lookîng at the very much langer
with the debate unfinished, to recommence after number of changes which are being made than I
Easter recess. Hon. gentlemen who have been had anticipated fnom the speech of the Finance
long in Parliament know that wben an important Minister, and looking at the possibiiity, to say the
subject is being discussed, no matter how least of it, that he may find it necessary te modify
long, and an adjournment then takes place, some of those propositions, I would say te the
the whole debate is opened de novo, and the Finst Minister that time wouid be saved by our
discussion goes on as if it had never been com- treating those resolutions pro formâ, and taking
menced.. I would throw across the floor the sug- them back into connittee and having a discussion
gestion that if we could make an arrangement by there. The First Minister will understand that if
which the debate would close to-morrow night, in so it is requined te modify these resolutions, there
fan as the amenduent of the hion. member for South wil have te be new motions l n committee, ai the
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) is concernep, and rest of it. I doubt wbeter time wi be saved.
w-e couid have the Tarif Bill introduced, and read The safest plan wil be, te take ail the resolutions
the first timne, witb the understanding that the and have a searching discussion in conimittee upon
discussion w-ouyd go on with the Speaker in the theg
Chair, just as if we were in commiteee, we would Mr BLAKE. After the statement of the ihon.
make veny considerable progress and gneatly member forSouth Oxford (Sm Richard Cartweight),
shorten the Session. If that were agreed upon, I, that e does net tink the r principal debte can
pensonaliy and I have ne doubt my colleagues close until Thursday, I think the question is settiefi.woud agree with menwouud agree tei an adjowrn- n
ment to-merrow night, se that hon. members leav- debte ehuid be disoed e of beso the duem-
îng to-morrow night would spend Good Friday menat anod aste biso. membefor Sth Oxford

withther fmilis, t al eentsthoe wo ele, and isth wi .emosbe o proceeOod t

withti amille, atale eventtaosewoare (Sir Richard Cartwright) is of opinion, froin what
lin a rsoblk e di t ei fiawa Manly he has eaned, that the debate cannot be cosed on
hn.mmbers i tee ith their famiies ano Wednesday, I do net see how an adjournment can
enter into o their reaigieus dutiesaon veoldlia take place untilTursday. Even if it were possible,
Ifhe dadjonn n Thurday they r e it tn 0111 would, as a private member, very strongly object

eir te the course which the First Minister suggests,
families and attending te their religions ordinances namely, that we shoul so expedite matters as te
in the bso of their families. S my propositia ot th h a

woui bethi: I we oul coe t an mra onpbe noe poibility of tlos co-moryrounght ai thet

Sge- preliminary stages, introduce the , pass it, givement by which the debate on the ameudment the second reading and get it int committee.
would be closed to-morrow nigt, and the Tarifu e the r
Bi introduced, and read the first time, with theae ste r
understanding that the whole discussion couid the purpose of avoiding to rapid action, for the pur-
on as if we were in committee, I think we wou poseof giving time for consideration, and for the
mnake great progres anm shorten the Session. purpose of giving an opportunity fer representa-

tiens being made from varions persons ail over
Mr- LAURIER. Whatever day may be selected this broad country with reference to the prposed

for the adjoulnment, whether to-morrow or the changes, in order that ne mistakes may be made.
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What the hon. gentleman proposes is that we the remark made by the hon. member for South
:shall proceed, first of all, and forthwith, to ahnost Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), and I would like
the last stage. Now, Sir, the regulations of the much, if it could be done without any undue delay
House give us a Committee of the Whole upon to the public business, that the fouse should
these resolutions, which, for the moment, we adjourn on Wednesday, if we do not adjourn on
waive in order to afford the hon. gentleman the con- the original proposition from Thursday until Mon-
venience of putting them in force, provisionally, at day, for the reason 1 have given already. Suppose
the Customs houses at once. That opportunity these hon. memners on both sides, who feel it their
we should have at this stage, of a full and f ree duty to debute this subject, wonld agree to it, I
discussion, and on the concurrence and on the think it would be well that we should corne
ýstages of the Bill we shahl have opportunities f or to the conclusion to end the debate on the
presenting our views formally by motion. It is amnendinent of the hon. member for South
likely, and 1 hope it will be the case, that there Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) to-morrow
will be upon the Bill itself very ittme discussion, night, and then that we woutd adjonr over,
but there may be discussion, and the opportunity either until Monday or Tuesday; Tuesay, 
should be afforded for it. Certain considerations think, wonld be the better, because the majority
may be bronght to our attention before the Juter of menbers will not be back util that day, as
stage, and in the interval, which may make it very tdey will not wish to travel on Sunday, in order to
important that we should bring theni forward. It be here on Monday. Then we can go back into
is to be remembered that even the Goversment committee again.
itself, when it frames these tarif changes, acts Mrn BLAoul be eothat we soutiome

stagesr ofKE the Bil wecoi shal haveopprtuntienfo

under very considerab e difliclty. It is utterly Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Re-comit the
impossible for the Gover ment to obtain at first resolutions, ami <iscuss the whole of thcm as fuily
that thorough and ful advice on these subjects us in the inception of the proposition of these reso-
which it is important that it should obtain. It lutions. If that were understood, an I have no
cannot indicate its intentions on these matters
peareand i the ta s huses or mak ito t now, we nay consider it arranged, as these arrange-intet ein madthe Cusofs fo or riate purpos. ments are made across the floor, that a vote shouldbe taken ou the amendment of the hon. meber forTherefore, those who are framing the tariff require South xod(i ihr atrgt omroa certain interval after tleir proposition is nh Ox ford (Sir Richard Cartwright) to-morrow
elaboratcd, just as 2uch as the flouse and th~e night, and the ou ld adjour n ntilte fovier
country does, to consiler the varions bearings of M da n the lousr g ; Tu
this proposition. I feel now, as b have alwaysthe
felt thut it wouid be a monstrous thing to impute Mr. MITCHELL. , of course, pay very great
serions incapacity or neglect to a Finance Ministei, respect to anything that the right hon. gentleman
who, bringing down propositions for a change under says Mm
these difficulties, should say frankly ut a subsequet Mr. WALDIE. Louder.
date diflfrent views were presented to me after e
brought down thosc resolutons whiceh do odify my Mr. MITCHELL. I know there is gret unxiety
opinion upon thean. ty view is, that the dificul- to hear me, a d do not think I have often to be
ties of the case necessariiy require that that degree cburged with speaking in too low a toue. As I
of elasticity should be readily ccorded, without said, I have the greatest respect for the right hon.
comment or observation, to the Finance Minister, gentleman at the head of the Go, ernment, and for

m thnt be, ike the rest of us, may have an oppor- his desire to advance the business of the contry,
tunity, in a country which stretches f,000 miles but I thik the course he now suggests does not
across, to get at publie opinion upon this subject. recommend itseif to the general sense of the flouse.
Therefore, without the sightest desire to protract It does not recommend itself to me, at ail events.
the Session, I must protest against what, I think, l discussing so important a question as the tarif,
fare the evil and dagerous consequences of hurry- we should not Himit or restrict ourselves in any
ing through ail the preliminary stages, and ut a particular to anything but the fuilest discussion of
very eariy date gettpng towards the f ai stages, a matter which so deeply nterests the public at
in a matter which it really does require time and large. No burin can be doue by a leugthened dis-
considerution and ge syeral fnformation to properly cussion on so important a question as the tarif of
mature. the country, and particuarly so, where these tarif

changes involve very serions consequences to
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If I may b certain classes of the community and affect atmost

allowed to say a word again, I quite gree with g every man of that community, both in city and
the hon. gentleman that the tarif ought not to be country. I have very great objections to the tarif
hurried through, and quite agree with him, also, as proposed by the hon. Minister of Finance, be-
that it would be the duty of the Minister of cause it affects very pecusiary the people I have
Finance, and of the Governmet, to make altera- the honor to represent, and it affects a class of the
tions, if, during the course of discussion, he or commeunity who are not e generally represented
they saw occasion to vary the propositions origin- here as the wealthier and richer classes-I mean
ally made. No doubt the lhouse wll receive snct the poor people of the country, the laboring men,
modifications, with the reasons for them, in the and the producers who empaoy the boring men.
spirit in which they diol be offered. We mnst , for one, have the very greatest respect fo the
understand, Mr. Speaker, that the proposition s opinion of my hon. friend aho leads this important
made was for the purpose, if possible, to meet the body of men on this side of the fouse (Mr. Laurier),
varying views of the hon. members in the flouse and for my hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir
as to the length of the recess. p was struck with Richard Cartwrieht) and m hon. friend fromn

Mr. BJIiuK.
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West Durham ( Mr. Blake), and many of the sug- with the statement presented to this House by the
gestions they make are, no doubt, very good. I hon. Finance Minister. The hon. niember for
shall only be too happy to aid them and the Minis- Brant (Mr. Paterson) followed with a very ex-
try in getting a full and free discussion on this haustive speech dealing largely with the different
matter, but I do protest against any arrangement phases of the hon. Finance Minister's statements.
being made which will affect the freest and fullest The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
discussion on such important questions affecting ton) also delivered a very able address, dealing
the country. with the whole question of protection as it affects

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. M y hon. friend the people of this Dominion. Under these cir-
does not see that the tariff can only be discussed in cumstances, I should have considered myself quite
the committee. justified in leaving the question to go before the

Mr. FLYNN. I rise to protest against any electors of this country without offering another
lengthened adjournment at Easter, and I cannot word, were it not that I represent a rural con-
see why tiere should be a longer adjournment this stituency, and one that is deeply interested in the
year than there was last. We are here now fiscal poicy which tas prevailed in this country
o, and if we should have a gong for-the last ten years. Now, Sir, the lion. Financeon three montiîs, adi esolhveashort Minister madie one statement to w hiot everv meni-
adjournment any Session it should be this one. We Mmth
hiad to adjourn for a holiday a fortnight ago, and her on this side of the House has taken exception so
it was understood, if a certain number of days were far. That statement was that the general con-
taken then there would be the shortest possible dition of the business of the country is fairly
adjournment at Easter. satisfactory. I should be glad, imdeed, if I were

in a position to endorse that statemient, but I ami
Soine lion. MEMBERS. No, no. sorry, that iny knowledge of the real condition
Mr. FLYNN. That was the proposition that of the people of the country will not permit

was maie to me, and on this understanding I did me to do so. Had the hon. Finance Minis-
iot oppose the adjournment then. I find several ter endeavored to gather froi the people them-
hon. gentleman are, as the Prime Minister says, selves a correct idea of the condition of the
anxious to worship at Easter in the bosom of their business of this country, I think lie would
families. Well, if that be the case there are plenty not have ventured to place tupon the records
of facilities for them to worship here, if they choose of this House a statenent to that effect. If te
to worship. There are plenty of churches for them had, for instance, consulted the bankers of the
here ; but what about the minority who object to country, I think they would have told iii, al-
this adjournment? What of the members from though, no doubt, they are always anxious to pre-
Pritish Columbia, Prince Edward Island and Cape sent the best possible side of the case to the
Breton ? Are they not entitled to some considera- public, that the experience of the banking insti-
tion? Those gentlemen who want to have a long tutions of this Doninion for the last year lias not
aljournment w'ant it at the expense of those who been fairly satisfactory. If te tad consulted the
renain. I question their right of compelling me tc wholesale trade, I think they would also have con-
put my hand in my pocket to pay my expenses here fessed to him, privately and confidently, that the
w-hile they are away. I care not how small the wholesale trade of the country lias not been in a
minority is ; I care not if there were only two, but healthy condition during the past year. If lie had
tiere are forty, and it is not fair to impose this upon also consulted the retailers of the country-if he
ns. We had a long adjournment at the time of the had even gone down to Sparks street, in this city,
last holiday, witt the understanding that we should and had asked the business men fron one end of
have a short one at Easter. I am willing that there this city to the other, their opinion of the general
sihould be an adjournment from Thursday evening condition of business, I think they would have
to Tuesday at 3 o'clock-that is as long an adjourn- said to him : " We are not satisfied with the
ment as we had last year; but I think any longer year's transactions, because they have not been
adjournment would be unfair to those of us who as good as what we have experienced in years
should be compelled to remain. past." I think he would have received that

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then, I suppose answer everywhere. If te hali also consultet the
ny hon. friend who tas just spoken expresses the manufacturers of the country-a great many tf

feeling of the House, and I give notice that I will them, I do not say ahi they wouid also have
mnove on Thursiay, that when the House adjourns statet to him, that the manufacturing business liad
on that day, it shall stand adjourned until Tues- net teen as satisfactory, as it tat teen in saine pre-
day next. vious years. Then te migtt have consulted another

harger ciass, ta whic. lic tas paid very hittie atten-
WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF. tiai in ttc hast year ;ad te calcd a meeting cf

the farmers, I care not where-in the city ofHouse resumed adjourned debate on the pro- Toronto or in any other trade centre, or in any
posed motion of Mr. Foster, for second reading other portion of the Dominion-I venture to say,
Of Resolutions reported from Committee on Ways ttat ttey wouid have told tint that their experi-
and Means, and the motion of Sir Richard Cart- ences during ttc year, had beei of a very unsatis-
wright in amendment thereto. factory kind. In vicw cf the condition cf ail tiese

Mr. McMULLEN. In rising to continue the classes, it tas been a matter cf surprise ta me ttat
debate on the Budget, which tas been so ably ttc ton. Finance Minister should have made the
conducted on both sides of the House, I feel that statement to tte fouse that tte business cf the
I am, perhaps, assuming a serious responsibility in country tas teen fairly satisfactory. I am not onc
undertaking to follow the hon. gentlemen who cf those wto wish to cry blue min; I have ho
have preceded me. The hon. member for South desire to say a word witt regard to ttc general
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) deait very fully condition cf business in this country, that would
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tend in any way to injure the general trade of the
country : but when hon. gentlemen opposite will
persist in making the statement to this House and
the country, that the general trade of the country,
is i a healthy condition, it is our duty in
the interest of those who are suffering financially,
to present what we conceive to be the truc con-
dition of things throughout this country. There
is another point to which I would call the hon.
Finance Minister's attention. If lie will examine
the public records, I think lie will find that there
have been in the past year more business failures
in Canada than in any other year for the last ten
years. That certainly is not an evidence that the
business of the country is in a satisfactory con-
dition. I would also call his attention to the
general condition of the business in the rural
sections of the country and in towns that are
largely dependent for their trade on the farming
community. If he makes an investigation, he
will find that in the rural districts there is a great
deal of discontent and disappointment on the part
of business men. Of course, being largely de-
pendent on the farming community for their trade,
as the resources of the farmers are curtailed the
receipts of the retail merchants are reduced. I
contend that if be had consulted that class, they
would have told him very plainly that the affairs
of this country are not in a satisfactory condi-
tion. Another statement of the Finance Minis-
ter was that this $36,500,000 collected from the
people is a princely gift. It is wrong to call
it a gift. If the hon, gentleman bad called it
an extortion, be would have given it its proper
name. It is by far more money than should
be collected from the people. Hon. gentlemen
opposite, years ago, when on this side, shouted
themselves hoarse in protestations against the bon.
member for York (Mr. Mackenzie), because e had
allowed the expenditure of the country to run over
$22,500,000 ; but the moment they took office,
they started increasing that amount from year to
year, and it has gone on rapidly increasing, until
to-day we, a population of only 5,000,000, are
under an expenditure of $36,500,000. Now, this is
not the only extortion to which our people are sub-
ject, because, in contributing that sum of money
to the Treasury, they contribute, under the opera-
tions of our pernicious tariff, a corresponding
amount which goes into the pockets of the manu-
facturers. The people are not only called upon to
pay enormously towards the general revenue, but
an enormous sum towards keeping up a number of
manufacturers who have been in the past years
reaping a very rich harvest in this country. I
contend that the introduction of this protective
system was an unfortunate event in the his-
tory of this country ; I contend that had we
followed the system we formerly pursued from
the time of Confederation up to 1878, although
a few years of that period were not as prosper-
ous as we would have wished them to be, our
people would have been in a much better posi-
tion to-day, for the true, the solid, the honest
Bystenm whereby revenue should be exacted from
the people, is a revenue tariff levied according to
the necessities of the country. Any other tariff
is a dishonest tariff. The Finance Minister, this
year, has endeavored to give some little consider-
tion to the farmers. During the last ten years
this class has been in the position of the way-
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faring man, who, travelling from Jerusalem to
Jericho, fell among thieves. They have fallen
among thieves and have been badly stripped dur-
ing all that time; but, to-day, the Political High
Priest of the Dominion, the Finance Minister,
who passed by on the other side during the last ten
years and gave them no consideration, has, at the
eleventh hour, drawn near and looked at their
miserable condition. He does not, however, pro-
pose to take them out of that condition in which
they have been aid arc being robbed of everything
they have, but he says to them: I will give you
license to rob some one else ; I will give you
the privilege of adding one cent per pound to your
pork and a little more to your beef. This is all
the relief he is willing to give to the farmers, who
are at present struggling with embarrassments and
difficulties. The National Policy, inaugurated by
bon. gentlemen opposite, is an unjust policy. Any
tariff which unfairly weighs on the resources of any
class of the comnunity is an unjust tariff ; and in the
framing of this tariff, as I will show later, the
poorer classes have not received that consideration
and attention to which they were entitled. The
rich, those who are in a position to pay taxes, are
not reached by the operations of this tariff as they
should be. Look at England. There revenue is
collected by means of the income tax largely, which
reaches the people in proportion to their means and
annual income. That is an honest way of levying
taxes, as under it every man is called upon to pay
proportionately to his ability, whereas our taxes
are levied on the very opposite principle. There
are many features of our National Policy which
are very objectionable from the standpoint of the
poorer man, and I contend it is a most pernicious
law which imposes upon one man the necessity
of contributing to the well-being of his neighbor
without giving him a fair consideration for his
earnings. No law should be placed upon our
statutes which declares that one man shall, by
the sweat of his brow, contribute to the well-
being of his neighbor without receiving a pro-
per and fair return for the money he contributes.
Any such law is a dishonest law, and I contend
that our tariff law operates in that way. Take a
farmer who has three sons, and who makes of one
a farmer, of another a lawyer, and of the third a
doctor. Would that father be acting fairly to-
wards his family if he put a clause in his will de-
claring that his son whom lie made a farmer should
contribute out of his ineans to the support of the
lawyer and the doctor? I do not think any judi-
cious, honest, conscientious, loving father would
ever deal with one of his sons in that way. We
are here to deal with the people of this country
honestly, and if we continue in existence a statute
which unfairly taxes one class of the community
and compels them to contribute out of what they
have earned by the sweat of their brow to the well-
being of any other, we are upholding a law which is
unjust by the decrees of God, and cannot be made
just by the decrees of men. This so-called National
Policy has three legs to stand upon, namely, deceit,
treachery and fraud. When it was introduced,
the First Minister was telegraphed from the Mari-
time Provinces as to what his intentions were* and
lie replied that be had no intention of increasing
the duties, but only intended to readjust them. In
this be was deceiving the people. Then he said to
the farmers : I am going to give you a home
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market for your products ; there are many things have the best restlts of a National Policy realised.
you have which are now of little use to you, and I What has been the result? Have we produced
am going to give you a home market for your pro- any more pig iron during these three years than
ducts. Has he done that? No; the promises he nade we did before ? I will give you the imports for
to the farmers have never been fulfilled, and to-day those three years. In 1887, we imported 46,295
they are beginning to realise that they were treach- tons ; in 1888, 48,973 tons; and in 1889, 73,844
erously deceived. We have evidence of this in the tons. In order to show the increase in the duty we
resolutions which have been passed by the different paid on iron, I will give the entire volume of iron
farmers' institutes throughout the country. We of all kinds imported during those three years,
never had in this country such a demoralising con- and also, for purposes of comparison, I will give
dition of the public expenditure as we have to-day. the quantity imported in 1886. It is as follows
Up to the time of the introduction of the National Amount. Duty.
Policy, hon. gentlemen on both sides of this House 1886........ ......... $8,000,400 $1,720,659
felt it was their duty to husband the resources of 1887............... .. 9,746,667 2,168,392
this Dominion, but, after the policy had been in 1888................. 8,757,204 2,632,151
force for a few years, hon. gentlemen opposite were 1889.................. 9,680,967 2,950,890
so elated by the enormous amounts which were In all these years, you will notice the large in-
brouglit into the Treasury in 1885 and 1886-I crease that took place each year in the amount of
believe in one year it brought to their coffers six duty that was paid. ln addition to this, we bave
millions, and in the other about eight millions of a imported steel rails free of duty to the extent of
surplus-they were so elated by the possession of $2,544,995. In order to show the increase of duty
these amounts of money taken from the pockets of which las been paid by the consumers of thîs
the people that they began to be extravagant, and country, 1 will give the amounts of pig iron we
that extravagance has continued to the present have imported and the duty paîd upon it. In
time. When the manufacturers commenced to draw 1887, we îmported 46,295 tons of pig iron, and
more largely fron the resources of the people, and, paid a duty of $93,373. Iu 1888, we imported
as a result, the coffers of the Dominion did not 48,973 tons, and paid a duty of $195,275, or, in
receive the amount which liad been expected, as other words, on about the same quantity of pig
the money went into the manufacturers' pockets in iron impoited, we paid about $102,000 more duty.
place of the Dominion Treasury, the Dominion Gov- In 1889, we imported 73,844 tons, and paid a duty
ernment commenced to borrow from the people of $988,459.21. The tlird year after tlat tarif
through the Post Office Savings Banks, and then went into operation, we paid a little less than
they commenced to borrow from England, until we $200,000 more duty on the iron imported
have now a national debt of about $234,000,000. into this country than we did in 1887.
We have borrowed from the people about $40,000, - You will notice that, instead of our imports de-
000, and we have to pay interest amounting to creasing, tley have increased. During the time to
about $10,250,000 annually. This is a very serious which I have referred we lave collected, in that
consideration for the people of this country, that way, from the consumers of the Dominion a total
they should be under the enormous drain of ten of $7,-51,433. In the distressed condition of the
millions and a quarter a year in order to pay the farming community, I think 1 am justified in mak-
interest on their national debt. I will now deal ing a proposition to lon, gentlemen opposite. Four-
with a question which has not been dealt with, so fifths of this amount have heen collected from the
far, in this debate, and that is, the increase of our farmers of tlis Dominion, and the policy las failed
duties by the then Finance Minister, Sir Charles in the object which the bon. gentleman had in
Tupper, with the view of bringing about the pro- view when it was introduced. No one occupying
duction of pig iron and of all kinds of iron a responsible position can say that it las accom-
in this Dominion. At that time he pictured plished wlat was promised. Under thesc circun-
to us in glowing terms the results of the stances, I think it would le only fair that lon.
policy which lie then introduced. He pictured gentlemen opposite slould devote a cousiderable
our enormous resources in iron. He travelled part of that money to giving a bonnty to the large
from the Straits of Belle Isle to Vancouver amount of produce and of stock whicl our farmers
to show us the value of .our iron deposits. have to export to the United States, whicl is their
He told us that, by the adoption of the policy lie only market. As I said before, they have collected
was about to introduce, we would have enormous $7,751,433. We exported last year to the United
developments in a very short space of time. He States 17,277 lorses. Hou, gentlemen are aware
stated that le believed there would le au influx of that the Government of the Unted States are of
200,00 miners and smelters, and that wold give posing an additional duty on iorses. I would like
au additio$al home market to the farmers, besides to as the under the circumstances-and the
enabling us to produce ail the iron we required fariers of this country will require an answer
without importing auy from abroad. Hie stated from them-where are yoa going to get thei a
that we would have smelting furnaces at Kingston, market for those horses? They have a rig.t to
Pembroke, Peterboroug8, Cobourg, Port Hope, look to the Govertnent of ts country to ve them
Owen Sound, and ah along the hue to Vapcouver; a market. Now, Sir, we have sent to ti Unted
and he told us how our iron mountains would lie States 9,934,501 bushels of barley, upon which we
honeycombed by miners aad how the people paid, in order to get it to their market, $993,450 in
would get rich in the development of this industry. duty. We sent them. 308,583 sheep, on which we
Wat have we realised out of ail these promises? p aid a duty of $168,425 to get tqem across the
ie declared that the mouey was ready to lie in- brder. We exported 82,308 tons of hay, on which

vested in these enterprises, and that notliug was we paid $164,616 to get it across the border. We
wautin but the sanction of Parliameut, and the exported to the United States 717,668 bushels of
assent of the Goveruor to that Bil, in order to potatoes, on which we paid a duty of $107,650 to
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get them over there. The farmecs of this country country. The hon. gentleman who presented
have paid, during the last year, $1,856,897 in order that statement to the House did it with all the.
to get their produce to market. Multiply that sum evidences of sincerity and positiveness that
by three, and we have $5,570,671 paid by the agri- used to characterise his utterances in this
culturists of this Dominion to find a market for their Chamber. Well, Sir, that hon. gentleman is no
produce during three years. An unreasonable sum longer here to explain why he misled the House
has been collected from them in point of duties, and and the country. Why did lie say that we might
I propose that the Government should contribute depend upon those promises being carried out ?
that $5,570,671 by offering a bounty equal to the We have no person to answer that question. That
amount of duty the farmers will have to pay for the lion. gentleman is now basking in all the gaieties
next three years, until such time as the lion. gentle- and pleasures of London life, at a cost of $15,000
men opposite will be able to find the farmers a or $16,000 a year to the people of this country.
better market. They know well that there is no That has been his reward for the deception and
other alternative, they must jump the fence that the treachery that lie practised upon the people of
has been erected, and in order to enable thein to this country when lie introduced that policy. But
do so, I think the Government of this country ought the deception has not been confined to the High
to go half way. We cannot possibly send these Commissioner ; it has been practised by other pro-
animals to Great Britain; they are not wanted minent individuals in this Chanber. Why, Sir,
there. There is no other country, that I know of, not many years ago, when the menbers of this
where we can send them in the meantine, and I House were asked to consent to aloan of $30,000,000
contend that, in order at this time to help to complete the Canadian Pacific Railway, we eau
the farming community over the financial well remember the glowing and prophetic utter-
embarrassments with which they are surrounded, ances made by the First Minister and by Sir
it is the bounden duty of lion. gentlemen opposite Leonard Tilley with regard to our North-West.
to grant them that relief, and 1 do not see how it On that occasion we can also remember the very
can be granted in any better way than by offering glowing statements that were made by the present
the bounty I propose. Now, Sir, I say to the farn- High Commissioner. Sir Leonard Tilley pointed
ers, that it is absolutely necessary that they should out the probability of our having an export of
combine in their own interest. I am glad to see wheat froim the North-West, by the year 1890, of
that they are combining. I am glad to notice that 59,000,000 bushels. Sir Charles Tupper went into
farmers' institutes are being formed throughout a calculation that took this House by the ears for
this country, and I am glad to sec the farners a moment. He said: Let us make a calculation.
taking an interest in these institutes. I am glad Supposing 200,000 farmers in the North-West
to notice that the political complexion of thoe who cultivate 400,000 acres, and they grow forty bush-
forin these institutes is Reforni as well as Conserva- els to the acre, we would be able to look forward
tive, and Conservative as well as Reform. I believe to the shipmîent of 80,000,000 bushels of wheat out
that if they combine, as they ouglit to do, in their of that country by the year 1890. Well, have we
own interest, and send their deputations to Ottawa realised these promises ? Have all these prophetie
to wait upon the Governnent, I am quite sure, utterances been fulfilled ? No, Sir. Well might
from the experiences of the manuffacturers in press- the prophets say, if there werc auy of tlîm living
ing their views upon the Government in their own in these days, tlat they are neither proplets, nor
interest, that the farmers will find that they will tle sons of proplets. Evcry single utterance that
be listened to; I am satisfied the Government they made, with regard to that question, la$
would have to give an ear to them, because they utterly failed.
would realise that if they did not do so, the farmers S RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Tleyprorised
would depose them from power, as they would be l 0r
quite justified in doing so. Now, one may ask:
Is there any precedent for carrying out the Mr. MeMULLEN. I kuow it was a vcry large
proposition I inake? I contend that there is. amount, but I do not sport so mucl cleek as the
We have been giving a bounty on pig iron for lion, gentleman wlo made the statement, else I
years ; the producers of pig iron in this country would have said 640,000,000. Now, lie stated to
have been receiving a bounty of $1.50 a ton, and I us at that time that, owing to the progress of the
say that, when the Government have been paying production of iron in the United States, there was
a bounty on pig iron, it is just as reasonable and as nothing te hinder Canada from foiiowing in the
just., yea, it is more so, that they should contribute same une. But we must renember that lu tle
to the well-being of the farmers in their present United States they have 60,000,000 of people and
embarrassment by offering a bounty upon those we have oniy 5,000,000. In tle United States
things I have mentioned. We have also been they had 37,000,00 of people before they coi-
giving a bounty upon fish. I ask in the naine of menced to produce iron to any extent. Tleir
all reason, is there anything improper or unjust population rapidiy incrcased, and the resuit was
in contributing to the well-being of the great class they lad a demand for their products. Iow did
in this country known as the agriculturists, when they do it? In the United States they encouraged
we have year after year been contributing to the tle production of iron by a bounty. I contend
welfare of our fishermen by granting a bounty that if it is thouglt desirable, in the interests of
upon fish ? I think this proposition is worthy of this Dominion, tlat we should become great pro-
consideration by hon. gentlemen opposite. I con- dncers of iron, we slould produce it by a bounty
tend that it has been an act of deception on the and not by a duty; for this simple reason I lim1d,
part of the Government by their policy to draw if it is looked upon as a national necessity that we
out of the pockets of the people of this Dominion sliond become great producers of iron, the entire
the enormous sum I have mentioned in the way of people slouid pay for it. It is unfair to put the re-
duty, with the hope of producing iron in this sponibi
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Canada entirely upon the consumers of iron. Every
man, however wealthy, would, if the bounty system
were adopted, contribute to the development of
the iron industry, the same as the poor man who
handles his shovel and spade. That would be a
proper system to adopt, rather than to encourage
it by a duty which strikes directly at those who
cannot very well afford to pay it. I now come to
deal with a few of the changes in the taritl
proposed by the Finance Minister, and I want to
point out how unfairly they will operate on some
of the people, while they will allow others to
escape. Take, for example, cottons of all kinds
used for summer wear. It is proposed to levy a
duty of 2 cents per square yard and 15 per cent.,
which virtually means from 32 to 35 per cent.
Next, it is proposed to impose a duty on drain
pipe of 25 per cent. This pipe should be admitted
into this country at as low a rate as possible, for
nothing tends to improve the condition of our farms
so much as underdrainage; but this duty is
imposed for the purpose of giving a few manu-
facturers of drain pipe in this country an advantage
over those who import the pipe. While a duty
equivalent to from 32 to 35 per cent. is imposed
upon cottons and denims, which are largely
consuned by the poorer classes, the Finance Min-
ister proposed to allow ostrich feathers to come
in at 15 per cent. I fail to understand how
hon. gentlemen opposite can justify such a dis-
crimination. Again, 30 per cent. is to be charged
on lamp glasses, which are used more parti-
cularly in poorer houses, and at the same time
the hon. gentleman admits ornamented, figured
and enamelled glass at 25 per cent. I can-
not understand how hon. gentlemen opposite can
justify a tariff of that kind. Again, there is a duty
of 30 per cent. on gloves. I contend that all gloves
should not be charged at the same rate of duty. The
finer class of kid gloves, sold at $1.50 and $2 a pair,
should bear a higher duty than the Lisle and cotton
gloves used by the poorer classes; but there is no
distinction made. I contend that this is not a
right principle. A change is also proposed in re-
gard to f elt hats. It is suggested to impose a
specific duty of $1.50 per dozen. All specific duties
are unjust, I care not in what way they are levied.
When you levy a specifie duty on a commodity,
the finer class of goods does not pay its proportion-
ate share of duty as compared with the lower
class, and, accordingly, a specific duty of that kind
is not fair. You charge $1.50 -a dozen on felt
hats and 20 per cent., or equal to 35 per cent.
On hats and caps, the duty has been raised from
25 to 30 per cent., but, at the same time, ladies'
hats and bonnets are only charged 25 per cent.
Agaia, the duty- on saddlers' hardware is placed
at 35 per cent., while that on fire-arms is 20 per
cent. Another change, which is an exceedingly
unjust one, is the duty on strap hinges, 1 cent per
pound and 25 per cent., which is virtually 45 per
cent. These hangings are used altogether in the
erection of farm buildings, and the imposition of
such a duty is nothing short of gross injustice.
Groimd paints have been placed at 5 cents per
pound and 25 per cent., or 45 per cent. T7hey are
used by farmers in the country, who desire to im-
prove their buildings and houses and vehicles, and
who do the work of painting themselves. It is
unfair that an increase of that kind should be
imposed upon paint largely used by them. An-
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other change to which I object is this : Silver and
German and nickel plated watch cases are 10 per'
cent., while a duty is imposed of 35 per cent. on
tinware, japan, iron and galvanised ware. It is
well known that japan ware is largely used by the
farmers. I notice also shovel and spade blanks,
iron or steel, cut to shape, $1 per dozen and 25 per
cent., or at 45 per cent. The duty on clothing is
changed to 10 cents per pound and 25 per cent.
ad valorem, or virtually 45 per cent. It is unfor-
tunate that this duty of 10 cents a pound is placed
on cloth, which, perhaps, costs not more than a
dollar a yard, and which is iniported for the pur-
pose of making heavy winter coats for the laboring
classes, while on the article used for black frock
coats, which costs, perhaps, $4 or $5 a yard whole-
sale, the same duty of ten cent s per pornd 's harged;
and this, I contend, is unfair and unjust to the
poorer classes. A specific duty is always unjust,
because when it is imposed by the pound or the yard
the quality of the article is never taken into con-
sideration. The result is that the poorer classes,
buying the cheaper quality, pay a higher rate of
duty, while the richer classes, buying the best qual-
ity, pay a less rate of duty. While you charge upon
cloth a tariff that virtually is 45 per cent. to the
poor man, you admit Brussels carpet at 25 per cent.,
and thie poorer classes do not use that luxurious
commodity. I ask now, why is it that you admit
Brusselscarpetat25per cent. and charge 35 per cent.
on the poor mans tinware, and 45 per cent. on his
clothing ? I say that is unfair. I will now call
the attention of the Ilouse to some of the tariff
charges that have not been altered by the Finance
Minister. You admit silk at 30 per cent., while
you charge the poor man 321 per cent-. on his cot-
ton dress stuff. You admit German and nickel silver
cutlery, which is not used by the poor at 25 pe-
cent.,and you charge on nails,tools and implements
of iron, 35 per cent. You admit gold and silver
jewellery at 20 per cent., while you charge on agri-
cultural implements and trimmings for harness 35
per cent. ; you admit kid tan for ladies' shoes at 10
per cent.,and you charge the poor man for his upper
leather 20 per cent. ; you admit kid gloves at 30
per cent., and you charge the poor man on his
cotton batting 35 per cent. ; you admit the finest
quality of table cutlery for 25 per cent., and you
charge the farmer for his harrows, mowing ma-
chines, spades, forks and other articles which he
uses on his farm, a tariff of from 35 to 40 per
cent. You admit linen canvas for ship sails at 5
per cent., and you charge for the canvas that is
used for the bedding of the poor farmer, 25
per cent. Twine used by sailors you admit at
5 per cent., and you charge the farmer 25 per
cent., for his binding twine. You admit silk
hats for the city gents at 25 per cent., and you
charge the poor man on the goods with which he
wants to clothe his wife, 32½ per cent. You admit
bamboo rods for fancy walking canes free,
you admit strings for musical instruments
free, y ou admit raw silk for manufacturing pur-
poses free, and you charge the farmer 25 per cent.
on his binding twine. I now wish to say a few
words with regard to the cotton printing business.
Some years ago we increased the duty for the pur-
pose of encouraging the establishment of a print-
ing business in this Dominion. I notice that we
imported into this country last year, printed cot-
ton to the value of $1,662,348, on which was paid
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a duty by the people of 32j per cent., amounting
to $540,308.80. Deducting the amount that is
now paid over and above what was paid in 1878,
when the rate of duty was 22½ per cent., I find
that the poor people of this country contributed,
for the purpose of keeping alive one printing
establishment in this Dominion, during the last
year, $166,234.80. I know whereof I speak in
this matter, because I have stood for about thirty
years behind the counter, and I can say that en-
ormous quantities of this, particular class of goods
are used by the poorer people. Let us now con-
sider the article of sugar, which should be sold to
the poor at the lowest possible price. We im-
ported of sugar, last year, K5,857,993 worth, on
which we paid in duty $3,675,724, or an aver-
age duty of 611 per cent. Of woollen goods
we imported last year $10,414,963, on which a
duty was paid of $2,963,937, or about 30 per cent.
I contend, Sir, that it is soaking it into the poor
classes of this Dominion pretty fiercely by the
manner in which this duty is levied. We im-
ported, last year, cotton wool waste to the amount
of $3,835,516 free. I contend that this is unfair to
the producers of coarse wool, to admit these things
into the country free, because, if we are to have
duties at all, they should be subjected to a duty, so
that the farmer who grows wool may be protected.
We admitted into the country, last year, hemp to
the value of $1,201,999, and then the farmer was
taxed 25 per cent. for his twines. Now, Sir, I will
make a short allusion to the condition of the
farmers as brought about by the opening up of the
North-West Territories. We admit that the open-
ing up of the North-West was a necessity, in order
to develop this Dominion. We do not deny that;
but we contend that it has caused a very serious
drain upon the resources of the farmers of the
older Provinces. It bas tended largely to add to
our debt, which will be a burden to the entire
Dominion,in the first place, and it has drawn away a
great many of those who otherwise would have re-
maibed in the older Provinces, to develop the unde-
veloped resources of these Provinces, and to add to
the resources of the farmers there. I say it was un-
fair that these farmers should be asked to contribute
so enormously by an annual revenue, towards the
construction of a road that is virtually injuring
them in place of doing them good. We admit
that it was a necessity from a national standpoint,
but we contend that it should not have been con-
structed in such a way as to compel the farmers of
this country to pay such an enormous sum. Now,
something has been said with regard to the
mortgage indebtedness of the farm property in the
several Provinces of this Dominion. Hon. gentle-
men opposite have taken very pointed exception to
the statement presented by the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). I have
made some little enquiry myself, and I find that in
one township of the county in which I live, having
70,000 acres, the registered mortgages amount to
$640,340. It has been said by some hon. gentle-
men that in some cases these mortgages have been
paid off. It will be in the recollection of hon. gen-
tlemen that some years ago an Act was passed in
this House to do away with the consolidation of
the interest with the principal in mortgages ; and
since that Act was passed nine-tenths of all the
mortgage encumbrances have been put in such
a shape that the interest is payable annually and
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the principal is payable at the end of the term. The
people had got so fleeced under the operation of
the consolidated system, that they made up their
minds to get rid of it as soon as they could. In
obtaining these figures I only took the mortgages
last recorded, so that I am satisfied that they are
under the mark rather than over it. At 6 per cent.
that township would have to pay on that
mortgage indebtedness $38,420.40 of interest
annually. Now, hon. gentlemen opposite have chal-
lenged the statement made by the hon. member for
South Oxford. All I would say in reply to that is
this : The hon. member for South Oxford hasthrown
across the House a very fair and reasonable chal-
lenge. He has said that the records of this Province
are open to hon. gentlemen opposite, and if they
will vote a small sum in comparison with what
they have squandered on the Franchise Act, and
apply it to secure from the registrars a correct list
of the recorded encumbrances on properties, they
will then be in a position to see whether the hon.
gentleman has exceeded the actual facts or not ; and
I would say to them, in the language of the sports-
man: Either put up or shut up; you have no
right to challenge the statement if you are not
prepared to accept the terms he has proposed ;
until you do so, it is mere wind to challenge
the hon. gentleman's statement, after he has gone
to the trouble he has to get possession of the facts
and present them to this House. I wish, also, to
refer to the duty on flour. I dare say hon. gentle-
men fancy they are pleasing the farmers of this
country by imposin that duty, but I can tell them
that in the changed conditions of milling in the
country, the duty on flour is not an advantage,but
an injury, for this simple reason : There is not a
mill in this country that will receive a man's wheat
and grind his grist as formerly. The custom is
that a man takes his wheat to the mill and exchanges
it for flour, so that the miller will give him the
ordinary current price for his wheat, and will
then turn around and sell him the flour with the
75 cents of duty added to the price. Under these
circumstances the duty on flour is of no advantage
to the farmer, but an injury. It would have been
very much better, in my opinion,if the hon. gentle-
man had decided to reduce the duty on wheat to a
point that would bring it to an equality with the
flour. There is another point to which I would
call the attention of this House. I am sure
that everybody will agree that the United
States is our market for horses ; it is quite
clear that if we had not sent them there,
we could not have found a market for them.
Last year, although subjected to a duty of 20 per
cent., we sent 17,277 horses to the United States,
while we sent to Great Britain only 164. 1 think
it lias been clearly shown that our market for
sheep is in the United States ; we sent 307,775
sheep and lambs there last year. Hon. gentle-
men opposite insist that if we entered into coin-
mercial union or unrestricted reciprocity with the
United States, Canada would fairly flood the
United States with sheep and horses. To dispose
of that statement,one bas only to draw the atten-
tion of the House and the country to the enormous
consumption of these animals in the United States.
Horses are largely used in the cities for street
cars and other purposes, and sheep and lambs are
in great demand in the large cities. The city of
New York alone consumes over 2,000,000 lambs in
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lie year; and when you consider that we sent treaties with foreign nations. Our experience with
to the United States last year oniy about one- the United States for a number of years past has
fifth of the quantity consumed in the city shown most clearly that Canada should ask to have
<of New York alone, you will see how impos- conferred upon lier the right to send lier own
sible it is for any man who studies the fact to agent to Washington, and the right to negotiate
make the assertion that if we had unrestricted her own treaties. Did we enjoy that right we
reciprocity we should be likely to flood the would have avoided a great deal of the bitterness
United States with sheep. The United States which, I am sorry to say, exists in the minds
is also the market for our eggs. It has been of many people towards us, arising from the
clearly shown by our experience during the last fact that we are a dependency of Great Britain.
few years that there is no other country to which Nothing gave me more pleasure, on a former occa-
we 'an send thern. I do not know what may be sion in this House, than voting for the resolution
the motive of the United States Congress in introduced by the hon. member for West Durhan
putting a duty on eggs; but there is a Canadian (Mr. Blake), in which it was declared that we
duty imposed on egg boxes, which, I think, is should have the right to exercise this power freely ;
exceedingly objectionable. An American cannot and until such time as we secure from Great Britain
come to Canada and bring his egg boxes with him that right, I do not think that we will have the
in order to fill thein with eggs and take them back trade relations with the Americans which other-
to the States without paying a duty on the wise we would li able to secure. 1 was sorry, Si,
boxes. When the United States were willing to to heur the President of the Council declare that
take all our eggs without imposing any duty on even if it were in our power to go back to the old
them whate7er, I think it was a small and shabby condition of things, and have reciprocity in natural
piece of business, simply for the purpose of produets, it would not be advisable to do so. But
proinoting the production of eggs boxes in Canada, I was glad to lear another prominent member of
to impose 25 per cent.on American egg boxes, when this fouse, and, I thiak, a member ofthe Goveru-
they admitted our eggs free. I believe it is the ment, state that lie did not consider hiself boud
existence of pernicioes exactions such as this, that by that expression of opinion, and that he held the
lias brouglit about the condition of things we see contrary view. I think it is of the highest
in the United States to-day. Instead of treating importance that we should bring these peopfe to
thert with courtesy, we have annoyed and worried understand that we are willing to enter into the
and badgered them with our duties on egg boxes freest trade relations witli tem; and if they have
and fruit baskets and other littie things, in a way passed thle resolution, as t believe they lave, in
that is unworthy of one nation to treat anotler. Washington, declaring their willingness to instruct
We know that Great Britain is our market for fat tie President, at any rnolent our Government are
catte, for butter and for clieese, and atso, h am gaad willing to enter into negotiations to that effect, to
to say, it is becoming a largely increasing oxtet for appoint a deputation or a commnittee to meet at
our export of fat sheep. But, in thie face of ail Washington a similar deputation from this Gov-
this, our farmers mnst not confine temselves to erarnent, in order to discss this whose question,
the production simpiy of these commodities. it would be a suicidai pomicy on the part of our
Mixed farming is tlie on y faring which wil pay wovernrnent to decline to accept a proposition of
in this Dominion, judging fron the experience of that kind. Tlie developrents whic have taken
the past, and if our farmers do not resort to that place in India ought to make it clear to the mind
they will be sure to suffer. In considering this of every man in this House that we are not likely
whole question, having regard to our relations with to be successful in our attempts to compete with
the United States, had hon. gentlemen opposite, the people of India in the British market, and will,
before they decided to increase the duties on corn- therefore, have to seek consumers on this con-
inodities coming in fron that country, given weight, tinent for a very large amount of our products.
fairly and justly, to the whole circumstances and When we consider the enormous volume of wheat
history of the case, they would have been more produced in India, and when we regard the devel-
prudent and cautious than they have been. When opments that are taking place in that country
we consider that we have unrestricted liberty to with the view of bringing its commodities to Eng-
send everything to Great Britain, while we have a land, we cannot fairly look forward, with any
tariff against us of virtually 20 per cent. on our reasonable degree of hope, to our being able to
exports to the United States, it is most humilia- maintain in the British market the position we
ting to us to find, by the Trade Returns of last have there enjoyed for some years past. It is
year, that we exported to the United States quite clear that the English people, owing to the
838,490,571 worth, while we exported to Great policy of the United States-a policy which, in our
Britain but $38,088,051 worth, and that we iinport- humble way, we are initating-in shutting out
ed from the United States to the extent of $50,537, - English manufacturers, feel driven to the necessity
440, and from Great Britain $42,317,389. Virtually, of seeking other outlets for their goods, and, conse-
we exported more to the United States thau to quently, are expending vast sums of money in
Great Britain, and also imported more. In view developing India in the matter of railways, canals
of that fact, and in view of our close proximity and other public works, their expenditure so far
to that great nation of 60,000,000-although I am amounting to over £9,000,000. It is, therefore,
not prepared to say that they have displayed in all quite clear that, in the future, we will not
their transactions with us that generosity and high find in England the market for our produce we
spirit of honor we were entitled to expect froin our have hitherto enjoyed. As a result of that, I
powerful neighbors-it does not suit us to deal contend we will have to seek a market upon
with them in a scanty, illiberal spirit. In this I our own continent instead of in England, for
connection I think it my duty to point out the a large amount of the produce we are now ex-
necessity of our having the power to make our own porting. It is another unfortunate fact that
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our trade with England, instead of increasing, has country having to protect a frontier of 3,000 miles
diminished ,in the last few years. If we divide in length, witl a population of 5,000,000 people,
the fifteen years which have elapsed since 1873 in order to keep out the goods of a country with
into three periods of five years each, and examine 65,000,000 people. That of itself is,to my mmd,
the trade aggregates of each period, two things are a reason why a doser and an unrestricted
at once made manifest-first, that the National relation in trade should exist between us and
Policy, introduced in 1879, bas injured British the people to the south. lu the United States
trade; secondly, that instead of helping British at recently, for exanple, they have taken off the
the expense of American trade, it has had a duties on cigars and tobacco. I should like to
directly opposite effect. From 1873 to 1877, both know how the Minister of Inland Revenue expects
inclusive, our gross trade with Britain amounted to protect this long frontier agaînst the importa-
to $478,000,000; in the second period, from 1878 tion of those articles. I desire to show that
to 1882, it amounted to $424,000,000; in the third our relations witl the United States are a
period, from 1883 to 1887, it amounted to necessîty. If we had doser relations with them,
$441,000,000. On the other hand, while our the material benefits of unrestricted reciprocity
trade with the States from 1873 to 1877 would be very great. Take the case of the
amounted to $415,000,000, and to $377,000,000 fariner, for instance. He knows very well, that
in the second period, it rose in the last unrestricted reciprocity would inean money in bis
period under notice to $438,000,000. That pocket ever year-money saved by bnying in the
is to say, our trade with the mother country cleapest market, and money gained by selling in
from 1883 to 1887 was S36,000,000 less than the the dearest. First, look at sore of the articles
trade from 1873 to 1877, whilst our trade with the which lie buys. We imported last year from the
States was greater by $23,000,000 in the former United States baking powder to the value of
than in the latter period. A further examination $91,786, on which the duty paid was $19,502.
will show tbat British exports to us have been We imported froin the United States books to the
seriously affected, the aggregate from 1873 to 1877 value of $418,095, on which $62,"25 duty was
having been $272,000,000, as compared with only paid. Of cotton goods we imported from the
$222,C00,000 between 1883 and 1887. American States over $d00,000 worth, on which over
exports to Canada have, however, held their own. $200,000 duty was paid. 0f proprietary medicines,
From 1873 to 1877 they amounted to $249,000000, which are very largely used .by farmers, we in-
while from 1883 to 1887 they aggregated $244,000,- ported from the United States $100,000 worth, on
000. Striking as they are, it is doubtful if these whicl $25,000 duty was paid. 0f lamp shades
figures show the whole amount of our trade with and laup chimneys we imported $170,000 wortli
the States of late years, for since 1879 a large duty $51,000.. We imported $526,0W worth of
smuggling trade has been done from the States hats, caps and bonnets froîn the same country, and
into Canada. It is also evident from the British paid $137,000 duty thereon. 0f louse-furnishing
official figures for the half-year closing on June 30, hardware we imported $2,741,000, and paid
that our trade with Britain has not yet reached the $82,000 duty. We imported sewing machines to
bottom rung. From those returns it appears that, the value of $117,000, and paid $39,000 duty on
as compared with the corresponding half-year in them boots and shoes $164,000, duty $41,00
1887, British exports to Canada have declined by harness and saddlery $21,092, duty 87,361 floor
£490,000, or over $2,400,000 ; while British oilcloth $15,000, duty 55,700; seeds $239,700,
imports from Canada have fallen off to the extent duty $35.900 sugar $719,000, duty $459,000.
of £180,000, or about $900,000; showing for Let us now look at some of the things the farmer
the six months a total decline of $3,300,000. las to seli. According to Mr. Blue's report for
It is quite clear from those figures that our trade 1887, we sold to the United States in the year end-
with the mother country has not been growing, i June 30; 1887, 18,225 horses, at a prîce of
while our trade with the United States has been $2214,318. Had it not been for the American
growing. Another point is, that it is clear that duty of 20 per cent., the returns would hav&
we are going to be subjected to an enormous been some $400,000 more. We soid tlem, also,
annual expenditure in order to protect ourselves 45,765 horned cattie, value $887,756 ; and
against smuggling. As the price of goods goes 363,046 sheep, value $974,482. I will not
down in the United States and increases here, the detain the fouse by reading aIl these
result will be that an enormous amount of smug- items, becanse it must be quite evident to any une
gling will be carried on. There is a large amount wlo takes our returns as they are furnished to
of smuggling now along the frontier. I remem- this flouse, that it is nseless to attempt to shut
ber the time when the smuggling was all from ont our people from obtaining what is absolutely
Canada into the United States, but then goods necessary to tli from another country. Now, I
were dearer there than they were here, and that know the argument tlat is usuaiiy used witl
was not under the present policy of the Govern- regard to the resuits that would foliow if we
ment. Since the establishment of the National entered into unrestricted reciprocity with the
Policy, goods have continually been going up in United States-it is said that ur manufacturera.
price in Canada, while the price in the United wouid be ruîned. Weil, if you take up our iast
States has been going down. In one establishment census aud look over the different classes uf tlis
in Buffalo with which I have some acquaintance, it country, I think every man wiil come to the
is a very common thing for Canadians to go across, conclusion that a policy that is virtually laying
and to go a considerable distance, to buy goods, hold of a considerable percentage of the people of
and those goods are smuggled across into Canada. this Dominion and placing them in an advan-
I notice that the Minister of Customs has asked tageous position, whie it reduces the others to a
for an increased staff of preventive officers. I disadvantageous position, is a most suicidai policy.
look forward with very grave apprehension to this We are going very soon to have a new census, and ]
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earnestly hope that it will be taken in such a way honest conviction that unless an agreement is core
as will enable us to form an opinion as to how to by both parties on both sides of this fouse to go
this tariff affects the different classes. Now, to work systematically and determinedly to cut
there is another thing. I am sure that every man down the annual expenditure ant bring it within
who is unbiassed in his own mind, will not deny some reasonable limit, doing away with ail extrav-
that we must have the American market for our agance on the public works, railways ant matters
surplus products. It bas been stated by Senator of that kînd, the future of this country is going to
Cullomn in the United States :be such that the people will posîtively be enslaved,

"That tbat market is worth fo the American farmer, and thcy xviii find tbemselves in sncb an emibar-
,3,,S33,00f000 a vear? They are fond of telling the rassed condition financialy that they. wiIl not get

Canadian farmer that bis best market is tha sougbt i over it for prany years to coine. Thise experience
oreat Britain, and flot in the snnited States. Can dhey

break the force of the argument that England is going, in the Unitenu States has been som hat similar to
in the future, to draw aliost ber entire snpply of wheat our own. I have before ie a short recital of a
from India, whcre labor is cbeap, rather thrn from tete
lnited States (or Canada), wbere labor is bigbly paid." S h tate kie bth rer o thse co tuthe Uonit

Clow, I think if is U uite clear, and Stst be patent iitiou of the fareing co nlunity under the opera-
to every unbiassed md, that it is ian absolute on of a policy of protection. The speech was
necessity for us to have liberty of trade or unre- delivered by Senator Voormees, anTi i was de-
stricted rciprocity with the United States. nu liverd at Washington, Mari 19, of this year
olen tîmes, if was said that it was the privilege iThe Uion otaered been soehas to

in te ftur, todra alost er ntiesuplyofThea o ren. io have bfreb menatsort recital of ah

of kings to sweat the people. It appears to nie agrieultural deredsby a taker audthenator
that in Canada, the ovhernnent of te day have Voorbees addressed t o Sate lu relation f n it. He
decîded thaf if is their privilege to sweaf the spoke of the deep, strong current cf anxiety, discontent
farîners of this Dominion, and thy have been adi alarn prevailing in fomm faring comm nities, and
toevefor the ast tan years. It ias becoe said be f proposed to aid re in the nquiry as bu
doity o causes of e existing depressh s.
motter of great necessity that our (Sover nent "l t was now nearly thirty years since te close of a
shonldn dvte, theinselves earuestl and honstly terrible wor bad gîven f0 nnhallowed avarice an oppor-

of kn stuni toprey upon eb self-saaificing patriots f tihe
to the task of fakig the farmers of this country countrysuch as had neyer before been prcscnted to the
ont of the financial embarras ments thay have passions of vice. The mensures ben restod to for the
overfaken hem, aud of doinis sometl i to sweat t sxation of oe class of citiuens and for the enrichent
farerso thuseI anatio, nd my oa bn of anoher class hnd ben the legisiation by which thedon frthe lIamstenyears. it ha bome a, aburden of the public det bad beun doubled and a bigl
that if tie condition of things which w-e arc no protective tarif snablisbed. Hi ehararised fse po
in should continue, before long se tlii be in ftl tetive tarif asa curse od not a blesi. ice was deol-

.n unt t prey .upont sefsciiig0aroso h

iott deplorable condition that baisever been wity cot th a with a conditin we toci a
blind uson could look at and draw frum it on unerringessed since Canada became a people. Our conclusion. Th farmers ofthe Uireed Statas to-difo did

per cpita det, ant this moment, hias reacied not racive, on an oserage, more than fo cents a buihe
60 per beaud, ahile across the border tbdy for their cor . 50 cents for their wbea , and fron 2 to 3

thafe conyadition of thins whe. w aedo cents a pound for their Hogs.inve soulda cnt bfoe lg we whead. 1 sateti"vTe tiff would corne, at no distant da, wbcn e
to this finise soute tima agfo, witb regard bo former wuuld look on fthc proposition to fax hlm sud lis
the increase of our indbteies, that the Goe ri- wifg nod cbildren for bt trohcction nd bnfic of other
mlent hati iucreasad ouirn a million people basides bimself, as lc would look on a law of Con-

ressdptcesibulitec ies pograss to esta is the arry worm nd w evil lu bis wat
a usiontb. J ain quite satisfied in my ow-r mmnd 10 infcsm bis cattie wifli murrain aîîd bis bogs wili;
tpe it yul de fount upon investigation that they choiera. Ever prence ofa more mrk t fortbc farmer
bav irchead, thle sposils ftheor e ofr a tfrand, and ceverv preience of taxing wbeot andtaeiticuntry hea ful m bili e a f onthe people o oats and potatocs for his banit was a chet aud sbar.
hav counlryy a fl m n p hd. 1 speat t wase nutorious and sef-evi dent truithat da he tarifas
wth authority sen I say that there is a feelin if no r toud increased the fprmer's expeise accou t fron
in thia country that this thîng cannot go on ad cirent e ipre au t of oth

longr. en we consider ihe a n f b hic l be tbled, a d lasb year bndng tiune lad ben
mer. re d r l t by a ney enanced bu 18 cents a Pund ls' aLe tarilf and wine

ae have brrowed and spaent in finis country for trust. ane did not bhlii tot the bauds cf tha foier
the last number of yaars, the amount that bas been could buld a Reubican ticket at tie rext presideutia
brruwed by murfgage associations and loaued t lectiOn. H a dclared that not onfs lad tier beau no

increase in othe value of lnd for the last quarter uf a
peuple for fye las number of yars, if m t il be century, but btere bad bee an absolut los cf 33 ier
wci that our borrowing capacity is about used up cent. if t improved farm lnds of tbe nited S ates
and thi caunt epat toshg go on formuchcr wcrc pu

t 
to sale tu-day, nder inc musi favorable air-oner we cycarsand borron adr the asn ofe mha nden cumstaces,fenywoudnounesaidoagetifral avrage,

we ha nd borrow and spen naths cour fe realise mure thon tw-birds of what their valne bam bea
ding ls fie past. Whear tas al this roney gone twenty-fiv years ogu. The frme a f the Stote et Ohio

St were now under orthgage bo t amount f 3e.00nouon we bi atgage aia and t oadned tun in the Stabe of ainois t figs here nu beter, tbc mort-
eok te the aunuanbe extaao ganr t adil gages u buiat Stte arnounting to 402,00, so0.

seen tat our borrowi a exta abut uedu cTwenty-bthre per cent. of the Unletfacef i State
idoncio ofli'f Illinois was ander muorgage. The Stame of Michigna

an cnnction foi the nexnlargrnnt of canals, was stil worse. Fourty-seven par cent. of s , wae le sur
ding in he pa t heeha construction of railways, face of tbat State was undhr morgage. lu fli Sta os f

r conction wite flic subsidising of lines in Indiana, Kenfucki, Missouri, Konsas, beowa,, Nebraska
every direction wlure fe Govaarnent could and twe whrle Nort-West, from 20 o 50 par cent of thee
posin n n d t h tofarm lands wasr under morgage a sn b rates of interigt
flic ry peyn The toer nlagnt of cant mnays, as bt farmers could never pa n out of their crop, be say
in coei wirth The onstruction ofs railwamnynofhing of th principal. The farmrs wer thes broueh
mot shamefilly in tevry direction, and, as a face bu face wi btc lss of their bornes, wiNb rak,
resut,direionwhe the Goerent ou and hundreds of thousand of toem 5er standing in

posl r f naf ftat attitude af bne present day and bour. eor wieret
condition of things in this country. I say that, farmers of New England different in that respect frorn
lu looking over the whole case, and regarding the those of the Western States. There was the same de-
future fro thi s d . cadence in Vermont and New Hampshire, where there

om is stantpoht, it seems to me to be was a movement to re-colonise them with Scandinaviaq
fraught with the gravest dangers, and it is my immigrants, and where farm lands could be purchased



at from $1 to $2 an acre. In the face of such appalling that the expenditure was far in excess of the
facts who, he asked, would eulogise the workings and re- statement presented. This year I have further
sults of a system of tariff protection which had, for a con-
tinuous term of twenty-eight years, accomplisbed no- examined the expenditure of that Department.
tbing save the concentration and amassment of wealth in The expenditure, without charging the item of
the hands of a few protected people. He went on to surveys te the annual expeaditure, was $325,01i
speak of the recent Carnegie banquet in Washington,
reading some of the newspaper headlines-such as

Gorgeous dinner that outrivalled an ancient Roman North-West lands snd ail sources of revenue,
feast,' ' A menu which almost the world furnished.' " were $288,250, leaving a net loss, without includ-

Mr. SPROULE. I rise to a point of order. Is ing snrveys, of $36,760, and a net loss, including
an hon. member allowed to read his speech, or to surveys cf over $16',000. An investigation cf the
read lengthy extracts? accounts cf the Departent with respect te the

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I understand the extravagance there observable is sufficient te make
hon. gentleman is reading a quotation. any honest-hearted Canadian blusb. There has

Mr. eMULEN. coninuebeen expended in connection with that one Depart-
Mr. McMULLEN. I cotinue ver and above the entire receipts
"That banquet brought to his mind that other histori- ve drew last year from ail sources in the North-

cal feast which Belshazzar, the king, gave to a thousand West. This restit must be compared with the
of his lords, and when the king saw the fingers of a man's estimate made by tbe Minister sone years age,
band write on the wall 'over against the candlestiek'
the 'Mene, mene, tekel, upharsin,' his earnest prayer that by 1890 there would be a revenue cf $59,00,-
and belief was, that the handwriting on the wall of the 000 eut cf the land and other reseurces cf that
Carnegie banquet would presage the overthrow of a sys-
tem of extortion and robbery more wicked in the sight cf otherof th it wouid prove i
God and man than all the sins of Babylon, when her robes
were scarlet with iniquity. The remedies to be applied cf wealtb in the future, and that the lands cf the
were: First, tariff reform. Summing up, be said * North-West woid receup this cuntry fer every
the face of these things (referring to the subsidising of the
press, the purchasing of votes in blocks of five, official o , anl the statenent cf the First
patronage, &c.), and with a full knowledge of what is be- Mînister tbat we sbcnld, on the faith cf tbat esti-
fore us, we will gird np our loins like men and go forward mate, grant S30,000,000 te the Canadian Pacific
to the fight. The battle may be long and weary, but the
sun will go down on a great final victory, of the eternal Raiway. We have aise bad a similar experience
right over legalised wrong, of freedom and equality over with regard te mauy ether matters, and I couid
caste. Hail mighty day of the swift coming future.'" preseut te the liuse other items shwing the ex-
That is virtually the experience of the people of travagance cf the Goverument in ether l)epart-
this country also. Those words uttered by that ments. From tbe first pages cf the Auditor
hon. gentleman with respect to the condition of Generai's Report it appears there are 631 civil
the farming community in the United States will servants, drawing an average saiary cf $1,200, whe,
find an echo in the breast of every farmer in this durîng 1888-89, by a system inaugurated aud on-
Dominion. The man who will read these words ceuraged by this Geverumeut, drew $190,224 for
will realise that their experience is identical with extra services. In view cf the fact that a civil
that of the farmers in the United States since its servant is empioyed but a few heurs a day, such a
protective tariff was introduced, where the people system should net be encouraged. Last year cnly
have been ground under exactions by the opera- 481 civil servants drew extra psy. I desire now
tions of the tarif. In the inception of the pro- te direct the attention cf the House te payments
tective tariff in this country the farmers asked for îutcrest iu London. I observe that we paid
nothing from the First Minister. He promuised $î,348,450 for interest in London. 1 ask the House
them many things, but they asked nothing. His te go back te the fine wben Sir Charles Tupper
promises were, however, not fulfilled. He pro- was appointed Higb Commissioner. Hon. members.
mised them a home market, prosperity, Canada wiii remember that the Firsf Minister stated
for the Canadians, and everything that he thought that we wculd suve more money in commission,
would secure their votes and influence at the elec- by having Sir Charles Tupper in London, than
tion. He promised them fish, but for a fish lie gave it wculd ccst te keep humu there. Notwith-
them a se 'pent. -He promised them an egg, but he standing that statenent, we paid, iast year,
gave then a scorpion, in the shape of the National te twe agencies in London, for receiving
Policy, which bas ruined them, deprived them of rouey and paying iuterest, a suin cf $36,416.
their rights, made them slaves to other people, snd Sir Charles Tupper is there, and he bas a large
placed them in a position so that they are getting staff, as we can sec from the Auditer Generais
poorer every day. I come now to examine some Report, but the iabcr performed in this way would
of the causes which have largely conduced to bring be tee slavisb for a insu wbo wants te enjcy
about our present financial condition. I believe his tiîe luxuricusly and be is nct there tc serve
that the extravagance wlich has characterised the his country in that capacity. Last year an ap-
actionof the Government duringthe lasttenoreleven propriation of $185,018 was appropriafed for bandi-
years has resulted in our enormous national debt. ing the public debt, but 1 fiud the expeuditure was
When we examine the expenditure of the Depart- $M,000, wbicb is $17,258 more than the appropria-
ments, we must comle to the conclusion that tien. Now, Sir, I wîli cere te anether item.
extravagance reigns in every Department. There Early lu this Session 1 asked the Hcuse to consent
has been added to the annual extravagance since te a return being brcugbt down that would show
1878 no less than $16,000,000. An increased tbe buse the amounts spent by the several
expenditure appears in every Department. Take Cabinet Ministers, from Confederation down to the
the Department of the Interior for last year. When present time, on account of travelling expenles and
the question of the expenditure connected with cab bire. The liuse refueed me that retnrn, on
this Department was before the House last the advice cf the Firet Minister, but I teck the
Session, I took exception to the statement made by trouble te bave it prepared at my own expense.
the Minister, and I claimed to be able to show j and I have it now before me for the last ten years.

Mr. MeMuLLEN.
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I notice that the Ministers of this country have farming community particularly, it is the fact, as
down for cab hire and travelling expenses, over already stated by the member for South Oxford
and above their salary and sessional allowance, (Sir Richard Cartwrîght), that the Government of
$71,297.65. Now, I say that this shows the system this country have been in the market in opposition
of extravagance that has prevailed in this country to the borrowing class, and the result is that the
for years past. I contend that, on the face of such rate of interest is higher.
statements as I am now presenting, it is quite Mr
clear that extravagance has ruled in every Depart-
ment. I notice that our legal expenses are largely then, for the banks raising their rates of interest
increasing each year. Last year, according to the almost simultaneously with the reduction of the
Auditor General's Report, there were spent for rate on the part of tbe Government?
legal expenses, $117,825, and for advertising and Mr. McMULLEN. Simplybecausethe Govern-
printing, $243,815, an amount which has already ment were competitors with the banks. The banks
been criticised by hon. gentlemen on this side of required a certain amount of deposits, and the
the House. All these items go to show the Government had heen competing vith the hanks
extravagance which prevails in every Department for years past lu the bandling of the surplus money
of the Government, and the manner in which the of this country. The Government have had mil-
expenditure bas been run up from year to year. lions of that money ut an interest of 4 per cent.,
Another extravagance is the enormous increase of and recently they have reduced it to 3JI per cent.
the cost of running the Intercolonial Railway. That I say, that if the borrowing class i this country
line was originally built as an independent outlet had the advantage of this money being thrown on
to the sea-board, but in place of utilising that line the market to seek permanent investment, instead of
properly, and trying to work it in such a way that the Government borrowing it, it would have been
the people of this country would not be called upon inucb better for those that were under the necessîty
to contribute annually towards its being operated, of borrowing money. The hon, gentleman (Mr.
the (overnment have, for purposes best known to Wbite) also boasted with regard to the construction
themselves, gone to work and duplicated that line of local lines of railway. There bas been some aid
in several sections, wit) the result of decreasing its granted in Ontario to local lines, but 1 contend that
earning powers. We have the Oxford and New iu a great mauy instances that rnoney has been vir-
Glasgow Railway running virtually alongside of tually squandered. In sone cases you can see hues
the Intercolonial Railway, and taking trade away running parallel to each other one rond built by
from the main line. We have millions of contributions, in the Province of Ontario, from the
money sunk in such railways; and for what municipalities, and the other built solely and only
purpose? Is it because additional lines are wanted? hecause it wns in the interest of parties who occpy
No; but because it was looked upon as a necessity, the Treasury benches that these roads should be
in the interest of certain persons, that these con- subsidîsed. I say that is wrong. I ar surprised
stituencies should be kept in line by the Govern- that my bon. friend from Renfrew sbould bave
ment, at the expenditure of an enormous amount supported the expenditure of money in tbe Pro-
of money. We can well remember in what glowing vince of Ontario for the construction of roads ut a
terms the High Commissioner presented to this subsidy per mile, wbile he supported the same
Househis scheme in regard tothe construction of that Goverument in building up, at a cost to this co:n-
road. He pronounced it the great European Short try, roads in the Maritime Provinces where the
Line to the sea-board, and one of the greatest things people of tbe locality have not been called upon to
the country had undertaken. He portrayed how it pay one single farthing towards their construction.
would be the means of shortening the distance The people of tbe Province of Ontario have con-
between the coal-fields of Nova Scotia and the tributed enormous amounts towards the construc-
consuming centres in the Provinces of Ontario and tion of their railways, while the peophe in the
Quebec. He also went on to show that the grades Maritime Provinces have in some places got their
on the Intercolonial Railway were such that it roads buiht absolutely at the cost of the Covern-
would be impossible to get up a coal trade between ment, especially iu Nova Scotia. I will close
the Upper Provinces and Nova Scotia; but we my remarks byexpressing the regret that I bave
got from the Chief Engineer the condition of that been called upon to present this statement to the
line when it was built, that in place of that line House. I do so bonestly and conscientiously, and
being 43 miles shorter than the Intercolonial with a sincere desire for the welfare, and pros-
Railway, it is only 7 miles, and in place of the perity, aud the future of my country.
grades being lower they are higher. Al these We are sent bere by the people to
things show the manner in which the affairs of legislate for them, and we should look to our
this country have been conducted. I should have country with the desire to benefit its condition
liked very much, as I intended, to reply to some fiuancially. We should look forward to its future
remarks made by the member for Renfrew as a great and growing country, and do everytbing
(Mr. White), but it is, I know, desirable that the we can to place the people in a bappy, comfortable
debate should close, and I do not wish to keep the and contented position. The Government, for the
time of the House longer. last ten or twelve years, bas doue exactly opposite

Seme hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. McMULLEN. That hon. gentleman, in

reference to our paying' 4j per cent. for money,
said it would be better to pay our people 4ý per
cent,, than to borrow in England at 4 per cent. If
there is any one thing which has tended to keep up
the price of money to the borrowing classes, the

to this. They have been legislating in such a way
that to-day, the agriculturists of this Dominion
are in a worse condition than they have ever been
in for thirty years before. I am sorry to have to
confess this ; but I earnestly hope that some
change will take place, that will light up the future
of this country for the poor agriculturists. If it
does not, I am seriously and honestly afraid, that
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their future will be that of an enslaved portion of
this Dominion ; that they will not have that pros-
perity to which their honest efforts entitle them.
Many of thein came to this country with their
parents, who assailed the forests as pioneers and
turned them into fertile fields, and it is too bad
that they should be obliged to struggle as they are
doing now, without getting any aid or considera-
tion, except the privilege of charging the lumber-
man a little more for his pork. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I apologise to the House for the length of time I
have occupied, but I considered it my duty to pre-
sent this statement in the interest of my constitu-
ency.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. BROWN. In the course of this debate we

have been treated, first, to the old original blue
ruin speech of the hon. member for South OxfQrd
(Sir Richard Cartwright) with a revised edition
since the pilgrimage to Washington ; then we have
had a repetition of the blue ruin speech usually de-
livered by my hon. friend from North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton), embellished with the first contri-
bution of his letters from the hot regions ; and
we have just had a long oration from my hon.
friend from Wellington (Mr. McMullen) in which
he has chosen to decry the credit of the coun-
try and to speak ill of the position of the farm-
ing community. He seemed to labor very hard
in endeavoring to prove his position, because I
feel assured that no one knows better than he
he does that the state of the farming community
in Canada, as regards their indebtedness, and in
fact as regards their general prosperity, is the
very opposite of what he represented it to be
to this Ilouse. Any one hearing or reading the
speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite who have so
far addressed the House could come to no other
conclusion than that Canada is in a state of ruin,
that the farmers of Canada are in a state of hopeless
depression, that their farms are so encumbered and
mlortgaged that there is no extrication of them
from their difficulties, that, in fact, Canada is the
country of all others in the world which offers no
attraction to immigrants and no hope to the people
who live in it. I propose, Mr. Speaker, in the few
remarks I have to make-and I promise the House
that it will not be wearied by me with a long speech
I will not follow my hon. friend in his long criti-
cism of the varions items of the tariff; there will be
an opportunity afterwards in committee of discuss-
ing those items in a proper way. Suffice it to say,
speaking from my own standpoint, that I regard the
tariff as a whole as conducive to the best interests
of Canada; and I sympathise deeply with my hon.
friend from South Perth (Mr. Trow) in the difficult
position in which he is placed, to get speakers
enough on the opposite side' of the House to come
out with any energy in opposition to this tariff, be-
cause in their hearts they must know that the tariff
which is submitted to this House is one not only
conducive to the best interests of the whole of
Canada, but more particularly to the farming
community, and they dare not attack the Gov-
ernment. The hon. member who last spoke
indulged in the old cry of high duties for the
poor man and low duties for the rich man ; lie
apoke of the woollen glove and the kid glove. 1

Mr. McMULLEN.

When the bon. gentleman speaks of the heavy
cloth required for the poor man, does he not
know--yes, he does know; because he has had
experience-that the duty is put on for the pur-
pose, and has had the effect, not only of encourag-
ing the industries of the country, but of giving
to the people of Canada cheaper materials than
they had before, and giving employment besides for
the labor of the country and better prices for all the
products of the soil ? It is not true that the protec-
tive duty of 10 cents a pound which has been put on
tweeds instead of 715 cents adds to the price of the
material or the price of a suit of clothes. The
experience of the last ten years has shown that the
articles which have been protected in this way
have been produced to the people of Canada at a
less price than they were before or could possibly
be. But, Sir, twelve long years ago hon. gentle-
men then sitting on this side of the House heard
the doleful predictions of .hon. gentlemen oppo-
site. My hon. friend the present leader of the
Opposition declared that within six months every
mother in every cottage of Quebec would curse the
day this tariff was put into execution, for adding to
the anxieties of her life. Those six months have
passed-six years and double six years have
passed-and prosperity has beamed on the country
and happiness has filled every cottage in Quebec
and every home in Canada, instead of being, as
before, filled with despair and hopelessness. My
hon. friend from North Norfolk, who is as great in
predictions as he is in the marvellous letters which
he gets from the hot regions, said : " Let the
people go to the polls,and they will hurl from power
the men who have placed so iniquitous a tariff as
this on the statutes of the country." Well, they
went to the polls, and they came back
sustained by the people, who saw that they had
saved the country from hopeless despair. The
people have learned by experience the benefits and
advantages of the National Policy, and on almost
every occasion, when asked to give a verdict, they
have returned the Liberal-Conservative party to
power. My hon. friend from Wellington (Mr.
McMullen) has, ever since he has been in the
House, been predicting the downfall of the Gov-
ermment, and although those predictions have
been singularly unfulfilled, he still, hoping against
hope, clings to the delusion that some day what lie
ardently desires will come to pass ; and to-da3, he
sàys that in a year or two more, very likely there
will be a disaster to the country. But let me tell the
hon. gentleman that the farmers of Canada know
what is to their interest as well as the next man.
They are not to be deluded, and they know better
than to pin their faith to the nostrums of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, and the statements they circulate
throughout the country of the tremendous indebt-
edness of the farming community, thus attempt-
ing to destroy the credit of the farmers of Canada.
The bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) made a statement the other night,
regarding the mortgage indebtedness of the farm-
ers, and when called to book in his statement,
he said : Go to the registry offices of the country.
Why, Sir, we know that these offices do not contain
a proper record. We know that, while there may
be mortgages upon farms running for five orten
years, and payable in annual instalments, the full
indebtedness of the mortgage appears on record in
the registry offices until the last instalments are
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paid and the mortgages cleared, and to make up a So that our farmers have been able during the last
statement from such records, and give that as a true ten years gradually to reduce their mortgages, and,,
statement of indebtedness, is a slander on the farm- besides, many of then have mortgaged their farms
ers of Canada. The hon. member for Wellington for the purpose of increasing their farm buildings
(Mr. McMullen) proposed, and I wonder he was not and stock. I make this statement without fear of
ashamed to make such a proposition, that a sum of contradiction, and I make it in the interest of the
money shall be voted by this House for an investi- farmers. I know that our farmers will thank us
gation into the registry records, in order to deter- on this side of the House for standing up for them,
mine the amount due on mortgages. I would like and seeing that their credit is not decried without
to know what the farmers of Canada will think of protest. Hon. gentlemen opposite will stick at
a proposition of this kind, to hold an inquisition into nothing in the hope of getting office. To achieve
their business, and to enquire minutely into the con- that end, they picture the farners of Canada in
dition of every one of them. I will tell the hon. such a state of depression and inability to meet
gentleman something about farm mortgages, which, their debts, in such a condition of blue ruin, that
perhaps, he does not, but which lie ought to know: one would fancy we were on the verge of great
The nortgage indebtedness encumbering the farins national disaster. Everyone knows, on the con-
of Ontario is equal to about $3 per acre of the oc- trary, that there is absolutely no foundation for
cupied land. The farin lands, with bouses, in On- any such statements. Our farmers are, as
tario are worth an average of $38 per acre. Farn regards their mortgage indebtedness, in a first-
mortgages have increased in the past five years rate position, far superior to that of the saie coin-
about $15,000,000 ; in the period during which nunity in any part of the United States, with
farin mortgages have increased $15,000,000, the which hon. gentlemen opposite seem to desire the
cultivated lands have increased 800,000 acres, the closest connection. My lion. friend also, with his
partially cleared 400,000 acres, and the value of usual exaggeration, stated that the per capif a debt
buildings about $25,000,000. Are these indica- of Canada was $60 per head, whereas it is only
tions of a healthy state or otherwise ? It is a very $47.50. He stated that the American people had
good showing that nine-tenths of the value of the grown tired of protection, and this in the face of
farms is practically free from mortgage encui- the fact that at the last elections they returned a
brance, less than one-tenth of the value being re- protective Republican Government in~opposition to
quired to ieet the face value of the mortgages. a free trade Government. In 1878 hon. gentlemen
Questions pertinent to this discussion are : 1st. on this side of the House undertook to solve a great
Are the farmers paying off their mortgage indebt- problem. They did not shrink froin the responsi-
edness? 2nd. Are they unable to pay interest, bility of grappling with the condition of the coun-
thus becoming delinquent borrowers in arrears of try, and they have, to-day, good reason to be sat-
interest and principal ? 3rd. Are compulsory pro- isfied with the stand they took, because every year
ceedings of one kind and another multiplying ? since bas shown that the policy they inaugurated
4th. Are enforced sales increasing ? The position was the salvation of the country. Hon. gentlemen
of affairs is this: It appears that during the past opposite saw the position into which the country
few years the amount of old nortgages paid off (at was drifting and never lifted a band to relieve it
the end of 1888) about equals the total amount from distress. One of the speakers opposite dilated
loaned on real estate security on the 31st Decem- at length on what lie called the exodus or the de-
ber, 1883. A portion of this is book-keeping pay- crease of rural population. But we know very
ment. That is : A. goes to the loan company on well that, thoughi in some portions of the country
the expiry of his mortgage term and gives a new the rural population has to some extent decreased,
mortgage. In the books of the company the the urban population has increased, and thus, while
old nortgage money appears as money received the consumera of fari products have increased,
on the one side, and, on the other, it appears the fariers themselves have had less conpetition
as a loan made on mortgage during the year. to contend against, and have been able, conse-
The returns do not give the proportion, but quently, to obtain better prices for their products.
it is understood that a very fair proportion of But, if the rural population lias decreased in cer-
the clearances consists of money actually paid in. tain parts of Ontario, what lias been the effect ? It
I mention this particularly, because hon. gentlemen is not, as hon. gentlemen opposite have contended,
opposite-God forbid I should say all of them- that this decrease was caused by men leaving for
are seeking to make the people believe that it the United States, but by men either added to the
would be far better for us to ally ourselves in coi- urban districts or going out to settle in our glori-
mercial union with the United States; and I wish ous North-West, where they are thriving and
to show that the farmers of Canada are in a better building for themselves and their country a great
position to-day than are those of the country to the future. It is deplorable to find speeches made
south of us. The following table is an exhibit of by hon. gentlemen opposite couched in such a
what bas taken place during a period of ten years doleful strain as to convey the impression that
in Ontario :- there is no prosperity in Canada, and that the peo-
Per cent. of Principal and intere8t overdue and in default ple are discontented. The people of Canada are

Year. to amount secured by mortgage. Per cent not discontented; the people of Canada are happy;
1899.................................... et the people of Canada see in their country a great
1880........................................ 8-0 future. From the Atlantic to the Pacific there is
188 ................................. .59 a contented people. There may be differences of

182.................................01883 ................................. 30 opinion as to the best way in which the affairs of
1884..... ........................ 3 0 the country should be managed, as to the best
1885...........,............................ 4'0 means to be adopted for the advaneement of the
188 ........................... '''' country, but the people of Canada are in a better
1888......................,...... 2'9 position to-day, financially and otherwise, than the
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people of the United States. It will be necessary Canada self-reliance. They sought out new chan-
and proper that I should, at this stage, state before nels for trade. They had stout hearts and strong
this House facts, absolute facts, facts that cannot arms, and they said they would fight for them-
be denied, facts that are verified and certified to selves, and so they did. The time was when the
by the Government of Ontario, and I am sure hon. people of Canada would have been glad to do any-
gentlemen opposite will not dispute them. We are thing in order to renew that treaty in natural pro-
told that the farm lands of Ontario have decreased ducts, but I am prepared to take my stand and
in value. Of course any hon. gentleman nay go say, that we have a people here who can depend
into any part of Canada, may go into any town- upon themselves, and can hew out their homes in
ship, and may find a farm, which, under peculiar this country, and that it depends upon them
circumstances-an overflow of water or soniething whether this shall be a country at all. The great
of that kind-has been sold at a low price, but this future for Canada is to fight out its own destinies,
is not the way to estimate the position of and 1, for one, will sîde with those who propose to
affairs. The true way is to find the position carry out a policy of that kind. I flnd, that
of the farms fron the verified returns. The aver- in 1882, the value per acre of farm implements
age value of farn lands in Ontario, was $31.33 an was $183. From 1882 to 1887, the average value
acre in 1882, and $44.75 in 1888, or an increase of was $2.15. And so all along the une. Whatever
42 per cent. in the value per acre during the only you may talk about, everything was increased in
years in which the farmers of the United States value, and the mortgages on the farms were
experienced a shrinkage in the value of their farms. decreasing every year. Jnstead of hon, gentlemen
During the six years from 1882 to 1887, the aver- trying to lead the country and the world to under-
age per acre of Ontario farm lands, was $29.67 stand that our farmers have been getting deeper
per acre. In 1888, the value was $44.75. In 1888, in debt, they should state the fact that the con-
the value of farm lands, farm buildings, implements trary is the case. In 1879, according to the ban
and live stock, shows the large increase over 1882 companies' returus, the percentage of principal
of $987,000,000. During that period, the Cana- and interest overdue on mortgages and in defauît
dian farmers exported about 860,000,000 of live was equal to a per cent. of the total amount
stock and ineats, the greater portion of which came secured by mortgage, and, in 1880, it was 8 per
from Ontaria. Farm buildings have also gone up cent. TIen, as to compulsory proceepings.
in vale, and competent authorities agree that During the period from 1884 to 1I, there was
there has been a great deterioration in farrn build- one compulsory proceeding to each $106,000 on
ings in the United States, Central and Western, rnortgage. F 1880-81, there was one conpulsory
Kansas aTone, for example, showing 5,000 deserted proceeding to each $52, 100, showing a reduction
farinw last year. a have to-day aad the following of one-haf in the period flrst mentioned. Then
extract placed in my hands : in regard to enforced sales, an examination of the

"The pamphlet just issued by the New Hlampshire Officia Gazette of the Province of Ontario
State dommissioner of Agriculture and Immigration, for the years 1878 to 1888, establishes the fact
Hon. N. J. Bachelder, is an appeal to people to Skecure tha
a Home in New Hampshire, where Comfort, Healthand notwithstanding the increased number
Prossperity Abound.' The words we have quoted appear of farms, sheriffs' sales in 1888 in Ontnrio,
on t h e titie page, and the fadi adduced sustain dbe were but 37 per cent. of those in 1878.

laims thus advanced. The State is really a pleasant So mu for the attack wic as been made upon
and arosperous one. ot is truc that 1,442 of its farms
have been abanloned-that is to say, are not inhawited. the farmers of Canada in regard to the position in
Stili, the value of cattse in the State is increasing haef a whih they are placed by mortgages an encum-
million dollars yearly, and t e la t few years have given brances. My ion. friend tc member for South
birth to summer hotels and boarding houses ample to buld t (Mr. Pater prce in to eac o0 0 on
accoi modate thirty thousand guers, and t setting upmrag r1808 was was one oftsc
of sixteen creameries proves an extension of pasturage prophets. I have no douît that lie believed al
lands sad a demand for their producs. The farms, h e said, because 2 have a great deal of confidence
which are fnlly desrihed by the commissioner, are in-hat In temp eais enty The
distributed among the different counties, as follow in ra o ened se n exat he
Rockingham, 113; Strafford, 52: Belknap, 54; Carroill thinks. Iu 1879, hie made, as lie always does, an
124; Merrimac 21 : Hilsoro', 228: Cheshire, 211; Sull- admirable speech, and he qooted the position of
van, 160; Graftone 265; Coos, 20. We are among those for tocks of to an8 s blhe te fact
who think that he disposition to leave toe State bas! c eda thatotws anadiy n sas to i ee eper
culminated and that mo rd of ts deserted neighborhoods , herifs' sa m 1888 m Ontario,
are more likely t improve than to grow worse. 0f from a Goverment whie had been only a few
course, energtic yo uthe will continue i seek t acentres of mouths in power and from the inaueration of a
population, but if the sane energy is manfested in
reviving and keeping up the energy of the dhurches as is national policy. The evil influence, accordîng to
displayed n secular departiments, New niampshire is the on, gentleman, was fe over land and sea, it
Stue to f e in the ud at is in e pas , a was felt in bank stocks, in navigation stocks, and
millionydollarsbyearly, and theastfw yo on ; and Mhe hon. gentleman told us how these
The truc reason probahly for the depression in stocks lad fallen iin so short a tiîne. I arn not
sore of or farming districts there, and in Eastern prepared to say now what causes there were for
Canada as well, is that the competition tîey have the decline in Pte value of bank stocks at that
to meet is that of île virgin soi of the North- time. I have no doubt there w hre causes, becausE
West and the West, bTt no one saould in away it is aal folly for ion, gentlemen to try to make
wit tc idea that Canadian farmers are in a bad the country believe that it was the faul of the
position in comparison ith those of the nited National Policy, or that the Govenment could pro-
States, or accept t picre which hon. gentlemen mise anything more than what human power could
have painted, tot we are in sucl a bad position, grantand h man influencesand human energies ould
and that, if we could join with the people to the bring to pass. There may have been causes for this
south of ns, we would be in a better position. decline in these bank stocks. My hon. friend says

rhen the Reciprocity Treaty was abrogated, as far this was Goe effect, and o at would be under the
as Canada was concerned, it taught the people of influence of tI f National Policy. Now, let ns se.

Mr. BRowN.
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When this policy was introduced, the Bank of Mon- on iron. My hon. friend has not read the book
treal stock was 140. The National Policy has existed aright ; I am afraid he sometimes inakes speeches
12 years, and Bank of Montreal stock to-day is 2-27. without reading the book. The protective duty in
He stated that Molson's Bank stock was then 77, the United States was what made the iron indus-
but such has been the baneful influence of this try of that country thu mamroth industry it is to-
National Policy that to-day Molson's Bank stock is day? There was a timu when every rail used in
161. Bank of Toronto then was 151j, and under the United States was imported from abroad, and
the baneful influence of the National Policy it has to-day if there is such a thing as an entry nade of
risen to 217. Merchants Bank was then 80-, to-day a rail into the United States from abroad, that
it is 142. The Bank of Commerce was then 103, entry can be put into a Museum of curiosities. Al
to-day it is 125. So nuch for their predictions, the rails of the United States are made in that
and the same predictions they made then have country, and it is becausu they adoptud the pro-
been rupeated year af er yuar, and have beun re- tuctivu tarif that they are abl to make their own
peatd in this Huse since this debate comrnenced, rails. e, here in Canada, have got the dineral
and, no doubt. will be repeated before it is closed ; walth in the bowels of the earth, but we have done
but if we are to judgu by the predictions of the comparatively nothing to unearth it. I regard the
past, we wll be able to show that the saie evi- tarif on iron, in Canada, as the top stone of the Na-
dences of prosperity which the country ias shown tional Policy, and I arn oaly sorry that it was not
iu the past will be seen in the nuxt 12 years. Hon. adopted many years ago. lion, gentlemen will ask
gentlemen opposite suem to forgt that our country us to point to the blast furnaces. Sir, every toing
is somuvbing more than the Provinces of Ontaio ad cannot be done in a day. Yet the Londonderry
Quebec. We have an inhertance the lik of whice works have orders booked a year ahead and have
no other natio under the sua mas ever hadi we ninade arrangements to blow in a second furace.
have an inheritance of which every Canadian should The New Glasgow iron and coal works increasud
bu proud. o tel these hon, gentlemen to take a luaf 314 per cent. in its business between 1884 a d 1889.
ot of the book of the Americas t aey so nuch The iron tarif bas already worked wonders in this
admire. Where will you find a Republican or country. I will tell you something about what the
Deniocrat in the States who, in speaking of his iron tariff has done in the manufacturing industries
country, will not stand up for the place in which he of Canada. When I speak of the city from which I
lives ? If he lives in a certain township, it is the come (Hamilton), I desire to say that I also speak of
best township in the county, his county is the every large city in Canada that has established in-
best county in the State, and his State is the best dustries like those to which I refer. It is a boast
in the Union. As a humorous friend of mine said of hon. gentlemen on this side of the House, and I
to me to-day here in Ottawa : " I am astonisbed at have no doubt of a great many on the other side of
the way the hon. inembers in your House talk the House, and ought to bu the boast of every one
about your country. Why, in the States, even a who has the honor of a seat in this House, that when
resident of Florida will stick up for a crocodile he comes here be does not come as a representative
hole, and say it is the best crocodile hole in the of Ontario, be does not come as a representative of
country." Let hon. gentlemen opposite take that Quebec, be does not represent one Province more
lesson to heart, and instead of decrying their than another, except the special interests that re-
count-y when they speak of it, let them speak quire his care, but be must feel that lie is a repre-
with a proper feeling of appreciation. They seem sentative of the whole of this vast Dominion. Being
to desire to befog and becloud the minds of the each one a representative of this vast Dominion, we
farmers ; they endeavor to bring out all the points have got to give and take ; we have got to devise
that may create a difference of opinion among means by which the resources of this whole country
them. They do not rejoice, as they should re- shall be brought to light, and one of the means of
joice, in the fact of the progress of the country in doing so is to bring to the surface that hidden
any particular industry. Why do they not tell wealth that lies in the bowels of the earth. Seu
the people that to-day we export more cheese to what our neighbors have donc with their protective
England than the United States ? Why do they tariff ; give us time, and we will do the saine thing.
not tell the people that we have overshot the Already the tariff on iron lias been productive of
Americans in the article of cheese ? To-day our immense benefits. The iron produced in Canada
cheese in England stands away above American to-day, the iron rolled in Hamilton and other cities
cheese. Last year (1888) Canada exported of in Canada to-day, bas given employment to a great
Canadian-made cheese 84,173,267 pounds. The number of men, and the men who are employed in
United States exported 88,008,458 pounds, going these factories are strong, stalwart fellows. These
ahead of Canada by about four million pounds. factories are producing excellent iron, the best that
,But the United States export was only worth can bu got, and they are supplying the whole
$8,736,000, while the Canadian was worth $8,928, - country. When this duty was placed upon iron,
000, or nearly $200,000 more. Brought down to a the advocates of that policy pledged themselves to
per head basis, Canada exported $1.80 per cent. and the country that the policy was one that, when
the United States 63 cents. Canada exported three honestly administered, would cheapen the article
times the amount the United States did. In pro- to the consumer. Let me give the facts concerming
portion to population to-day we stand at the top of the Canada Pipe Foundry in Hamilton, and there
the heap in the English market as the producers of are others in Nova Scotia, others in Montreal,
foreign cheese, but it does not suit hon. gentlemen others in Toronto, and they have all had the same
to say that, because it is a tribute to our prosperity, experience as the factory in Hamilton. Mr. Gart-
and so they do not say it. My hon. friend said that shore writes to me:
the United Stateswere becoming disgusted ihpobeiJn ndit hiseyrelisedoming disgustd=thpro- r~ duly received yuur favor of 2lst instant asking me-
tection, and they realised that they had adopted a how thelate change in thetariff had affected my business?
wrong principle in establishing a protective duty I am happy to say that the results have been most
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beneficial since it has come into operation. I have about
trebled the number of my workmen, and besides we have
now constant employment the year round. There have
also been new works started in the same line in Montreal,
Londonderry and, I believe, in Three Rivers. In addition
to this, the Toronto foundry has doubled its capacity.
With regard to importation of pipe, this bas almost
ceased-excepting in a few cases where they were
required so rapidly that it was impossible to make them
in time."

The output of all combined is from 30,000 to
35,000 tons of pipe, and they are producing in
Hamilton to-day the best pipe in the world. I
can remember the time when Toronto and Hamil-
ton could not obtain in all Canada pipe for their
waterworks, because it could not be cast here. . I
remember in Hamilton, when the waterworks were
constructed, an offer was made that any man who
would cast waterworks pipe in Canada should re-
ceive 12- per cent. additional to the price at which
foreign pipe could be got, but no manufacturer
could do it. The Canadian makers now understand
this business, and, nder the operation of the
tariff, they are making water pipe for the whole
country, and at this moment I understand parties
are figuring to fill a contract for the growing city
of Vancouver, on the shores of the Pacific Ocean.
That is not the only point I have to offer. There
are the Ontario Rolling Mills in Hamilton, and
that establishment speaks for all the rolling inills
of Canada. I desire to read some facts to show
that they are prospering and doing the right thing
with the trade. They said to the Government,
when the tariff was proposed, that if the tariff was
adopted, it would be found that iron would be made
much cheaper here than it could be imported under
the new duty. Hon. gentlemen opposite raised the
cry, and they have rang changes on that cry all over
the country, that if we imposed a tariff on those
manufactures and imposed a duty, it would involve
so much additional charge to the consumera. The
duties have done nothing of the kind. The mem-
bers of that company write to me, and state as fol-
lows:-

"The average price of English ordinary Staffordshire
cars f. o. b., Liverpool, last year, as obtained by taking
one quotation in the lron Ag- and Americae Manu-
factures for each month and dividing by twelve, was £6
11s. 51d. -31.99; add for freight te Ontario, 25s. =$6.09.
Cost per gross ton (2,240 lbs.) on board, $38.08, or $1.10 per
100 lbs.. This would cost, with duty added, $2.35 per 100
lbs. Our average selling prices here are, $1.89 f. o. b.,
and in Toronto, $1.98. Very little foreign iron is brought
into our market; what there is, is of special quality or
size."

These facts show the benefit this tariff has accom-
plished in assisting the establishment of rolling
mills in Canada; and any man who declares that
the establishment of a rolling mill in this country,
employing 400 or 500 men, is not of advantage, is
a man who should be leased out to Barnum. The
Ontario Rolling Mills state that the amount paid in
wages in 1887 was $87,850; 1889, $188,645; the
output, 1886-87, 10,212 tons; the output in 1889-90,
23,887 tons. Men employed in 1887, 185 ; men em-
ployed in 1889, 445. In addition, this same com-
pany have nail works, the output of which in
1889-90 was 54,646 kegs, and wages paid amounted
to $24,370, and their iron and nails are giving the
greatest satisfaction, and wholesale dealers declare
that they are more than satisfied. The Hamilton
Bridge Works, another successful concern, making
structures which are a credit to Canada, and I only
bring these facts forward to show that all these

Mr. BROWN.

establishments are successful. The president, Mr.
William Hendrie, wrote to me on the 29th
ult. as follows:-

" Below we give you some information regarding our
company for the last few years. Since 1886 our annual
output has increased more than 25 per cent., and we
have been gradually enlarging our premises year by
year; we keep fully employed an average of 150 men the
year round. We have executed large contracts for iron
and steel bridges for the following railway companies
and corporations :-Grand Trunk Railway, main line and
southern division; Canadian Pacifie Railway, Detroit Ex-
tension and Ontario and Quebec Railway; Midland
Railway; North and North-Western Rail ways; Northern
and Pacifie Junction Railway; Oxford and New Glasgow
Railway, Nova Scotia; Niagara Central Railway: Michi-
gan Central Railway, Canada Southern Division ; $t. Clair
Tunnel Company, Sarnia; Crown Lands Department,
Ontario Government; County of Middlesex, highway
bridges; city of Ottawa, highway bridges; County of
Elgin, highway bridges; County of Haldimand, highway
bridges; County of Halton and Peel, highway bridges;
City of London. highway bridges; County of Huron, high-
way bridges; Townships of Waterloo, Rainham, Wilmot,
Trafalgar, highway bridges.

"Some of the principal structures turned out lately,
are as follows:-Don viaduct, Toronto, for Canadian
Pacifie Railway, 1.200 feet long; iron bridge, Caledonia,
for Northern and North-Western Railways, 750 feet long;
swing bridge, Thorold, for Niagara Central Railway, 310
feet long; iron bridge, over River John, for Oxford and
New Glasgow Railway, 360 feet long: steel bridge, River
Thames, Chatham, Canadian Pacifie Railway, 680 feet
long; steel bridge, Grand River, Michigan Central Rail-
way, 306 feet long; King street subway, city of Toronto,
900 tons steel; St. Clair Tunnel Company, shield and
air locks, &-c. Bridge work turned out of our ý hops bas
always given great satisfaction to the engineers of the
different railways whom we have supplied, both as to
design and construction."

Are hon. gentlemen to be believed when they say
that they do not see in the prosperity of such compa-
nies all over the country, and in the employment of
labor and the results that follow the employment
of skilled labor in the country, any advantage to
Canada? Now we have in) this country bodies of
men and women everywhere who are well renuner-
ated for their labor and who in consequence have
happy hoi es, and we have workinginen who. go
home on Saturday night with well-lined pockets
after a hard week's work. Hon. gentlemen opposite
are welcome to the stand they have taken, but we
on this side of the House have also taken up our
position. As was stated in 1878 by those who
defended the First Minister and his colleagues, who
introduced this policy, we nailed the colors of pro-
tection to the mast-head then, and we are not going
to take them down without a fight. The people of
the country are behind us and will support us in this
struggle. We must have no narrow and contracted
ideas of the Government of this country. I believe
inutual concessions are desirable all round; that is
the true policy on which this country should be
governed. Hon. gentlemen opposite forget that we
have a great North-West growing up. If we had
followed the course pursued by hon. gentlemen
opposite in days gone by, where would our North-
West Territories be to-day ? Where would the
development of the mineral wealth of the Rocky
Mountains have been to-day ? What would have
been the position of Canada, which now occupies a
position in the world as that of being the highway
uniting different portions of the earth ? Oceans no
longer keep the world apart, since the Canadian
Pacific Railway crosses this continent and unites
Canada with all points on the other aide of the
world. Who can tell the possibilities of trade be-
tween this country and Australia and Britain's
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Indian possessions ? We have the Grand Trunk that of hon. gentlemen opposite to pull down. We
Railway, one of the most magnificent railway sys- have sought to make the country progressive. We
tems in the world, with 3,197 miles of road in opera- have sought in every way that man could devise
tion ; and any one travelling from Montreal to Tor- to make the Dominion prosperous, but it must be
onto at niglit in one of their electrie lighted cars, renembered that no tariff is perfect from the begin-
could fancy lie was in fairyland. We have also ning, and that it has to be perfected by experience.
the Canadian Pacific Railway, with 4,900 miles in The great future of this country is assured by the
active operation ; and a passenger can start from fact that the foundation of its prosperity is a sub-
the eastern end of the line and travel to Vancouver, stantial remuneration for the labor of the people.
and at the end of his journey he will feel loath to The tariff submitted to this House shows that the
leave the car, because of the luxury of travelling, farming interest of Canada has been taken care of
and the company lie has enjoyed day by day on by the Government, and the farmers would be the
the trip, to say nothing of the magnificent scenery first to know, and to experience that fact ; besides
through which he has passed. I have taken that this the great and growing industrial interests are
trip, and I know of what I speak ; and I am look- cared for. Hon. gentlemen may decry this country
ing at some hon. gentlemen opposite who have like- as they will, but the near future will show that
wise taken the trip, and have spoken most enthu- the mischief that these machinations and pilgrim-
siastically of it. I have taken that trip, Sir, and I ages to Washington can effect are realised by an
have passed through Manitoba and the North- indignant people. Recent letters and recent cor-
West, and if there are persons out there who have respondence in this country have shown that
been cursing their Maker because they went there, commercial union, unrestricted reciprocity, or any
as hon. gentlemen opposite say, I did not see them. other name you give to these wicked fads tend
If there -were any such, they were in hiding. I only to the political union of this country witl tle
will tell you what I did see. I saw men in pros- United States and are intended to bring tbat
perity there ; I saw men, both in Manitoba and the about. If yon compare the utterances iii this
Territories, who had gone there five or six years country, and the utterances in the States, and read
before, and who had developed into successful betweeu the unes, you will flnd, if these lon. gen-
farmers, and had money in the bank. One of tlemen opposite and their friends have tleir way,
these farmers saîd to me that lie did net know that Canadians will live under the folds of another
what it was te ie witlout anxiety of mnid before flag. But the people will neyer consent te that.
lie lcft thc old country, but now lie was happy and They will be true te tec Britisi flag. l the words
contented. Hon. gentlemen talk of settlers leav- of a young writer of Toronto whose leart is in the
ing Manitoba and the North-West for the purpose right spot:
of going to Dakota. I would like to give them a
nut to crack just here. Here is a telegram from
Winnipeg, which reads as follows:-

" Advance guard of 100 persos here from Michigan to
inspect the Lake Dauphin district, and if the report is
favorable ail will remove here at once."
What do they say to that? I saw a man in Bran-
don who arrived with his family from Dakota, and
the exclamation of this good man was: " Bless the
Lord, I am here at last." Do not cry down your
country, gentlemen on the opposite side of the
House. I tell you there is a country out in the West
which bas area enough to grow more than will
feed the whole hungry world. Yet, we have hon.
gentlemen on that side of the House who not only
seek to conceal the great possibilities of this
country, but actually try to make people believe
that it is not a place for them to come to. There
is a gentleman lecturing in this city to-night whom
many members of this House know, a gentleman of
the very highest respectability and reputation, the
Rev. Leonard Gaetz, a man of eloquence and a man
of culture, who went out to the Deer River country
soine years ago ; now let the House hear what that
gentleman has to say about that country. He says :

" Rich bottom land-black sandy loam, yield in profu-
sion, ail grains of commerce except Indian corn. Some
varieties of oats, 70 bushels to the acre, weighing40 Ilis. tothe bushel, others 60 bushel, weighing 52 lbs. Great
resources, adequate to a great nation. In Assiniboia
and Alberta, 64,000 square miles ranch country, capable
Of raising 3,000 to 8,000 head of cattle, giving each 20 acres
to graze upon. In 1887, in Alberta, were 110,000 cattle,
28,000 horses, 32,000 sheep. In 1888 leases were fewer, but
stock largely inereased. Fifteen years from now 75,000head cf cattle will be shipped from Alberta to Great
Britain."
Yet this is a country that seems to be despised by
hon. gentlemen opposite. The policy of the Con-
servative party throughout has been to build up ;

"You may say it is a small bit of bunting,
You may call it an old tattered rag,
Yet freedom has made it majestio,
And time has ennobled the flag."

Canadians will re-echo these words throughout the
whole Dominion. That is the flag we will live
under, and all who pretend to offer us unrestricted
reciprocity or commercial union, or offer to sell
our nationality, will find that the people of Canada
will oppose them, and will decide to continue
under the grand old British flag. As Dr. Beers
said : Canada is not for sale. In no country under
Heaven are there greater opportunities for ad-
vancement, preferment, and progress, than in this
country. We want men of the right stamp to come
here to help us to develop it, men who will have the
welfare of the country at heart, but we have no
room here for agitators, or for those who will
strive to unsettle the minds of the people. Every
man in this House, as well as every man, woman
and child in the country, is writing the history
of Canada to-day, and it is for us to see that
we (o not blot the page of the history we are
individually writing. We should endeavor to do
credit to Canada by our lives, and by our deeds in
this country, and by adhering to those principles
which have made the country, from which most of
us have sprung, great and glorious. Let lion. gen-
tlemen opposite own up like men when they see
the country prosperous. When they see the busy
industries of the cities, when they see the rural
population getting good prices for their products,
when they see the farmers paying off their mort-
gages year after year, and only an infinitesimal
amount of mortgages remain unpaid ; let them
stand up like true Canadians and speak for their
country as their country deserves to be spoken for.
Let them feel that they are not legislating for this
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one particular locality, or for that locality, but for and last time, and therefore grasped at a straw. When
.a at country with immense possibilities. Hon. Sir Richard first, adopted unrestricted reciprocity Mr.

grea try Wiman was pressing his commercial union fad. About
gentlemen do not like to quote anything about the that time, in a conversation with me, he pronounced un-
savings banks deposits in Canada, but if the savings restrieted reciprocity utterly impracticable. I replied that
banks deposits had been on the decline they would both propositions in that respect were exactly alike, but

s t that of tbe two a commercial union treaty for a definitehave pointed the finger of scorn at this side of the terni of years was the less objectionable of the two. Mr.
Jlouse, and attributed the decrease to the policy of Wiman has abandoned commercial union and like Sir
the Government. They do not say anything about Richard Cartwright, grasped at the unrestricted recipro-

citystra w. The resolution as passed by the Cougressionalthe matter, however, when they find the people's tComm ittee je, in plain English, pjolitjca1 clap-trap. It je
savings are increasing to an enormous extent. mortifying to be compelled to add that a committee of the
It may help hon. gentlemen opposite. My hon. American Congress bas permitted itself to be used by two
friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) smiles. I know Canadian polit icians who have blundered and misled the

Canadian people, to save themselves from political
that he has generally a good night's rest, but I annihilation. Il is very humiliating to confess that a
would like to give him a good nightcap now. We resolution adopted unanimously by the Committee of
find that the deposits in the savings banks in Foreign Affairs of the American Congress is a political

fraud on the Canadian people, perpetrated at the request
1878-79 were $6,102,000 and $19,92,5,000 in 1888- of two leading Canadian politicians professing to desire
89, an increase of $13,000,000 in ten years ; the their well-being.
deposits in the post office savings banks in 1878- "The tariff means practical business; the resolutions,
79 were $3,000,000, and in 1888-89 $23,580,000, an as I have said, political clap-trap of a very low type.
increase of over $20,000,000; the deposits with As you are well aware, I aggressively opposed Sirincraseof ver$20OMO ; te dposts ithJohn Macdonald from August, 1873, until 1 leit Canada
the loan companies in 1878-79 were $9,426,000, and in 1886, and am in no sense an admirer of the hon.
in 1888-89 over $17,307,000, an increase of gentleman's polîcy;_but I am compelled to admit that he
$7,880,000 ; in the City and District Savings Bank is not a fool. If I were a member of the Canadian

Parliament to-day and compelled to choose between Sir
of Montreal, &c., in 1878-79, the deposits were John, protection and statu quo, and unrestricted reci-
$5,500,000, and in 1888-89 $10,761,000, an increase procity, I should, without any hesitation whatever, vote
of $5,000,000 ; or a total increase in the ten years for Sir John, with all bis faults. It is painful to write

this of my late political colleagues, but I abhor all
of the savings of the people of Canada under the attempts to deceive or mislead the people of Canada upon
pernicious influence of the National Policy of the question of reciprocity, independence or au-
$47,000,000. Now, when the people read these nexation. Mr. Wiman bas not been candid with the
figures and put them alongside of the three blue people of Canada un discussng the question of commer-

caunion and unrestrieted reiprocity, to which hae bas
ruin speeches that we have heard in this debate, lately become converted. In bis speeches in Canada he
they will know how to value them. Probably tells the Canadian people that reciprocity is the only
before this debate is over there ma be some inter- antidote for annexation. In Washington he tells the

leaders of the Republican party that reciprocity will
esting information given to complete the literature lead to annexation, which, he assures them, is his ulti-
in connection with the tea party which took place mate object. In a certain sense, the hon. gentlemen who
in Washington while this celebrated antagonistic compose the Committee of Foreign Relations of the

American Congress have a right to disgrace themselves
American tariff was being hatched. But to bring personally, if they choose to take the consequences, but
ny remarks to a close acting as a committee of the National Legislature, they

Mr. ANDRKIN. s tere nytingin hishave no right lu diehonor the nation, as thay hava done,
Mr. LANDERKIN. Is there anything in this passi g th resolution appareantly favoring reeiprocity

tariff to prevent trap-shooting? with Canada, because there is not the slightest intention
Mr. BROWN. Hon. gentlemen will lease ke on the part of the Republican leaders to grant Canada

N. • o, g e ® free access to our markets on any terms whatever, so
their patience. They know very well that I never long as she remains an appendage of the British Crown.
weary the House, and I have a great desire to " The people of Canada May just as well understand it
shorten, the time of this debate. I am very sure of first as last. I have too high an opinion of the Canadian
one thing, that I will not perpetrate on the House people to believe that they will ever follow a leader who

asks them to make an unreasonable demand of England
a speech two and three-quarter hours long, true for the purpose of finding an excuse for a rupture of the
but few hon. gentlemen listened to it, and no one friendly relations which now exist between England and
wanted to hear it at all. Hon. gentlemen are Canada. To demand the power to make a commercial

of pri . union treaty with the United States, such as was pro-
already beginning to count the cost o mtmng. posed in Congress through Mr. Wiman's influence, would
the long harangue. It may be interesting, however, ha unreasonable and dishonorable on the part of the
if I should read this letter from Mr. F. W. Glen. Canadian people while Canada remains a British nro-

vince, for whose actions England le responsible to other
Mr. LANDERKIN. He is a rebel. nations. Unrestricted reciprocity is still worse. Beyond
Mr. BROWN. He is, I believe, a very close aIl question, when the Canadian people are ready for

separation from England, and demand il as in their own
bosom friend of hon. gentlemen opposite. I think, best interests, the demand will be cheerfully granted,
when he comes to this country, he boards with them; and the blessing of the glorious old mother land freely
at all events, he has let the cat out of the bag. given with it. The interests of the Canadian people are

far more important and sacred than the success or failure
Here is what he says: of Sir Richard Cartwright's or Mr. Wiman's political

"Mr. F. W. Glen, a former member of the Canadian aspirations. I have noue but the most friendly feelings
House of Commons and a strong supporter of the Liberal towards Sir Richard Cartwright. From my standpont he
party, now a resident of the United States, publishes a is the ablest Minister who has controlled the finances of
letter in to-day's Empire re-avowing his annexation Canada between 1860 and the present time. But that is
sympathies, for reasons furnished by him. In regard to no reason why the people of Canada should now be sacri-
Mr. H itt's resolution in Congress ha says: ' A resolution ficed to save him from the effects of the fatal political
was lately adopted by the Committee on Foreign Relations blunder he made in adopting unrestricted reciprocity as
of the House of Representatives at Washington, a par. a party cry. Every one here appreciates, respects and
ently favoring reciprocity between Canada and the admires genial and generous Mr. Wiman. Heis aliberal
United States, which cannot fairly be described, so far contributor to the campaign funds of both political
as it interests Canadians, by any milder term than mis- parties. He does not make fish of one and flesh of the
leading. It was passed at the pereonal solicitation of other. He was an active and earnest advocate of tht re-
Sir Richard Cartwright and Mr. Erastus Wiman. Sir election of Grover Cleveland aud revenue reform until
Richard Cartwright, during Mr.Blake's absence in Europe the Sackville-West exposure, when he immediately sent
and without his knowledge and consent, adopted unres- a handsome cheque to the chairman of the Repubhlcan
tricted reciprocity as the platform of the Liberal party. Campaign Committee, and also to the treasurer of the
I cannot describe it otherwise than as the act of a politi. National Tariff League, the strongest and most intensely
cian who realised that ha was going down for the third protectionist organisation in this country. He can adjust
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himself to changes in the administration as promptly as the
late lamented Vicar of Bray. These are all strong points
in a way in Mr. Wiman's favor, and yet I hardly think
they justify the action of the Congressional Committee in
passing their resolutions in favor of reciprocity as a per-
sonal favor to Sir Richard Cartwright and himself. The
New York Sun, in yesterday's issue, states the case to the
Canadian people in candid, straightforward and unmis-
takable terms, am follows:-

" ' That there may be no needless misunderstanding, we
beg our Canadian friends to understand that tbey can
have free trade with the United States-the only impor-
tant system of real free trade in the world-on the same
terms as the United States themselves enjoy it, namely,
-on the terms of political union. All other propositions,
such as that of Mr. Hitt, in the House of Representatives
the other day, can lead to nothing but vanity and vexa-
tion of spirit.'

" There are only three courses of action open to the
Canadian people : 1. Sir John, protection and etat quo.
2. An independent republic with high protection to home
industries and an attempt to maintain an independent
national existence as a competitor of the United States
for European emigration. As a matter of course the
5,000.000 of Canadians will have the short end of the
whiffletree, while the 65,000,000 of Americans will have
the long end. 3. Independence as the first step towards
annexation. The maintenance of an independent repub-
lie is possible but notat all probable, an d, therefore, prac-
tically, there are but two courses open to the Canadians,
namely, statu quo or annexation. It gave me infinite
pleasure to be assured that the Hon. Edward Blake does
not approve of the policy proposed by Sir Richard Cart-
wright and Mr. Wiman. I predict that if the Liberal
party appeals to the country at the next general election
with n. other policy than the undefined and undefinable
one of unrestrncted reciproeity, the result will be over-
whelming defeat, and if I were an elector in Canada I
should use my best endeavors to make the majority
against as overwhelming as possible."
That is the letter.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Would you just read what
Solomon White says, now ?

Mr. BROWN. I have nothing to do with him.
I wish to emphasise, in conclusion,that we should
do the utmost in our power to neutralise any effort
to weaken our allegiance, not only to our own
country, but the country from which we sprung.
There may, as the years roll on, be changes of some
kind or other in Canada and the other dependen-
cies of the Empire-who knows ?-but, whatever
changes may corme, will most assuredly be of a
character to strengthen and bind closer and closer
the ties which attach us to the Throne of England.
We possess the grandest and most magnificent sys-
tem of railways in the world ; we possess the larg-
est and best managed railway in the world ; and I
have no sympathy with the picayune way in which
some hon. gentlemen talk about our expenditure in
connection with immigration. Instead of $50,000,
I would gladly see $500,000 expended in bringing
emigrants to this country. What we want is to
people the country. Let us, regardless of politics,
stand shoulder to shoulder in seeking to bring out
men to people this country. Let us make every
attempt to unearth what is precious beneath the
soil of our Rockies. $94,000,000 a year is taken
out in gold from the United States Rockies, and an
expert told me, when I had the pleasure of visiting
the Pacifie coast, that there is no reason why we
should not develop an equal amount of wealth in
our Rockies, and 1, therefore, approve of the action
of the Government in admitting nining machinery
free for a term-of years, in order to develop the
mimng industry of British Columbia. I have
visited that Province, and I know there is a great
future for that country, of which we should be
proud. It has forests, grand beyond the concep-
tion of man, seas teeming with fish which have as
yet scarcely been- touched by the nets of the fisher-

men ; it has vast possibilities of every description,
hidden in the womb of the future, which we Cana-
dians cannot possibly estimate. Let us, then, do
what we can to develop those resources, and let us
show, in every way, our devotion to those principles
which will advance the interests of the country.
Let us maintain those free institutions we possess,
and which have made the country from which we
spring honored by the whole world. I have no
sympathy with a man, be he of what politics he
may, who will be found silent when the progress of
his country is at stake, just because that progress
is promoted by the party opposed to him in politics.

Mr. MITCHELL. How about voting ?

Mr. BROWN. The leader of the third party,
who bas not a greater admirer in this House than
myself, knows well-nobody knows better-that
our great object to-day should be to fill the North-
West with people, and I shall hail with joy and
pleasure every reasonable proposition to bring men
of the right stamp to settle there. It is a land

Where a man is a man if he's willing to toil,
And the humblest may gather the fruits of the soil.

But it is no land for the idler. It is a land where
the hard-working peasant of England, though he be
poor, will find material for the making of an honest
living, and where he can acquire a f arm for himself
and achieve a position of case and independent
competence. We must not allow ourselves to be
led away by the cry to prevent certain kinds of
immigration. Let the man of stout heart, strong
arm and determined will, come out to our North-
West, and assist in every way in his power in
building up that country; and let us endeavor in
every way possible, to bring out such men to build
up that country. The more who go in there the
better for our manufacturers. The day is coming,
Sir, when that great North- West will be dotted over
with cities and divided into various Provinces, and
become the centre of great industries. To-day, in
Vancouver, they have organised a sugar refinery,
and we will soon hear sugar coming down from
the Pacific coast, and meeting the sugar refined
in Montreal, Moncton and Halifax. The great
Canadian Pacific Railway, the greatest civiliser
next to the Messenger of the Cross, has done more
to develop and open up that country than man
could possibly conceive. Let us see that we do
our duty in taking advantage of the openings there
made by that railway and the branch railways
which, through the wise action of the Government,
are piercing that country in numerous directions ;
for, in the words of the Earl of Selkirk, the day is
coming when that country will be the home of
three millions of people. Let us rise to a sense of
our duty and responsibility, and endeavor by the
manner in which we administer the affairs of
Canada, to promote its welfare, so that we may fol-
low in the steps of that great country from which
most of us have come-and which has bequeathed
to us her spirit and ber fame-and leave to our pos-
terity a land of peace, prosperity and power.

Mr. FLYNN. I desire to offer a few observa-
tions on the resolutions which have been submitted
by the Finance Minister. I am aware that
nothing I can say will have the effect of altering
anything contained in those resolutions, but, as I
represent a constituency in a Province which will
be largely affected by the proposed changes, I feel
it my duty to protest against them. When the
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National Pelicy was adopted in 1879, it was to be and these are the articles on which the greatest in-
a policy of redistribution rather than of protec- crease is made in the taxation submitted to Parlia-
tion. The policy adopted by the Government has ment by the Finance Minister. According to the
since been sustained by the people, but the present Trade Returns of last year, the quantity of beef
proposals are calculated to niake the taxation fall imported for consumption was 3,806,397 lbs., value
heavily on the poorer class of the people, and it is $161,392, on which a duty was paid amounting to
on that ground that I feel bound to protest to- $38,063.97. The amount of pork imported was
night on behalf of that class which is the most 15,206,172 lbs., at a value of $992,438, on which
deserving of consideration. Two classes of people a duty was paid of $152,061. The quantity of
have sought relief from the Government this flour imported was 258,830 barrels, on which a
Session. The one class was the fishermen. My duty was paid of $129,406. Quantity of lard im-
hon. friend from Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer) ported, 8,285,266 lbs., on which a duty was
introduced a resolution asking for an increased paid of $165,707.65. On all these articles, prime
bounty to the fishermen, and he stated, necessaries of life for the poor man, the duty has
as I did on the same occasion, that it would been largely increased. Now, assuming that for the
be no additional burden to the people of this comingfiscalyearweimportthesameamountof these
country, as the fishermen were only claiming the articles as we imported last year the duty has been
allowance froin the interest on an amount which increased to this extent: On beef, from $38,063 to
was paid by a foreign Government on the award of $114,195 ; on pork, froi $152,061.72 to $228,092 ;
arbitrators. But these fishermen had only my on flour, from $129,407 to $194,110 ; on lard,
bon. friend from Lunenburg, myself, and a few from $165,705 to $248,058 ; or, in other words,
other members to defend them. The other appeal a duty was paid in these four articles last year
to the Government was made by the milling in- amounting to $485,240 ; and on the same
dustry. That industry was more powerful. They articles this year the duty will amount to
came here and asked the Government to add to the $784,358, or a total increase in duties on flour,
duty on flour, and they were successful, and now 25 beef, pork and lard, of $299,117, or within a frac-
cents a barrel is to be added to that duty, and tion of $300,000. Now, it is to be remembered
that will be largely paid by the fishermen who that these very articles, mess beef, mess pork,
were refused the boon which they asked. When lard and flour, are consumed chiefly by the poor
the National Policy was introduced, it was under- people of this country, so that the greatest portion
stood that there was to be a duty of 50 cents a of this increased taxation will be borne by those
barrel on flour and 40 cents on cornmeal. It was who are the least able to bear it. I regret that
then stated that this would largely affect the the lion. Finance Minister had not the same con-
people of the Maritime Provinces, that it would be sideration for this class of people, the lumbermen
a sectional tax, but, in order to give the people of of his native Province, and of the rest of this
the Maritime Provinces a compensation, duty was Dominion, as did the gentleman who preceded him
put upon coal. That existed until two years ago, in the office of Finance Minister. When Sir
when the duty on anthracite coal was taken off, Leonard Tilley introduced his tariff resolutions in
while the duties on flour and cornmeal were left 1885 lie felt that it would be injurious to that.
as before. If justice had been done to the people of interest to increase the duty on pork, and he
the Maritime Provinces, the moment the duty was resisted all pressure to induce him to impose a.
struck off anthracite coal, the duty should higher duty. He recognised the importance of the
have been taken off cornmeal or flour. The lumber interest to this country, and realised that
duty on bituminous coal would be of no use with- it would be a gross injustice to that industry to
out the duty on anthracite. The millers coin- tax that article of food. On that occasion, Sir
plained to the Government that 50 cents a barrel Leonard Tilley used these words :
on flour was not sufficient protection to them, as "We have endeavored not to injure the lumberthey had to pay a duty on wheat. Then the best interests because they now have a very important article
course for the Government would have been to used by their people at about the same rate of duty they
reduce the duty on wheat or abolish it altogether. had it before. I refer to pork."
But, while this increased duty of 25 cents on flour I, therefore, regret that the present Finance Min-
will be felt very severely by the people of the ister, who comes from the same Province, had not
Maritime Provinces, the duty on pork and beef is the same consideration for that important industry
much more serious, and will be much more burden- that Sir Leonard Tilley had. When I take other
some to the people of those Provinces. The articles on which the duty is increased, it appears
increased duty on pork and beef will be no protec- to me that the revenue will be increased by at
tion to the farmers of this Dominion, as the quality least one million dollars. Now, Sir, I ask myself
of pork required by the lumbermen and the fisher- the question, and I may be permitted to ask the
men is not raised in Ontario, but is raised in the Finance Minister, where is the necessity for this
United States, where they have cheap corn on increase of taxation? What reason does the
which to raise it. Our farmers cannot compete Finance Minister give for asking to impose these
with the United States in raising that quality of further burdens on a class of people who are least
pork, so that, whether the duty is $2, $3 or $5, able to bear them, that is, the lumbermen, the
the fishermen must purchase it from the United fishermen and the poorer classes ? He has assigned
States, and it will be no protection to the farmers no reason. In the same speech in which lie intro-
of Ontario. Then, taking the article of beef, on duced this proposition to raise the duties on lhese
which the enormous duty of $6 a barrel is placed, articles, the hou. gentleman announced to the
we must get the beef from the United States, House that lie had a surplus for the current year
no matter what the duty may be, and that will be of $2,700,000, and lie expected a surplus for the
a very heavy tax on the people of the Lower Pro- year 1890-91, of $2,500,000. Now, I remember-
vinces. Beef, pork, lard and flour are prime neces- that in 1875, when the hon. member for South
saries of life for the lumberman and the fisherman, Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), occupied the:
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position of Finance Minister, and when bringing
down his Budget he announced a small surplus of
half a million, he was attacked by Sir Charles
Tupper, who stated that a Finance Minister had
no right to have a surplus. The contention then
of Sir Charles Tupper was that it was the duty of
a competent and capable Finance Minister to make
an estimate of the probable expenditure during
the year, and to arrange the revenue so as to meet
that expenditure, and that every dollar lie received
beyond that sum was so much money taken from
the pockets of the people. On that occasion Sir
Charles Tupper used these words:

" I sa the Government have no right to have a surplus •

if they have, they should endeavor to get rid of it and
the best way to do so is that pursued by us and by the
Government of Great Britain, by lightening the taxes on
the people; and when I tell you the article of sugar pays
in this country 50 per cent. on its cost, while in England
the Government have swept the tax away altogether, I
think the House will agree with me that the time was
most opportune to have used this surplus, not in adjusting
the tarif for sugar, as the hon. gentleman proposed last
year, but by such a decrease of duty upon the lower
grades of sugar as might accomplish the object the hon.
gentleman had in view when bringing the tarif before
the House, and which would be received as a boon by the
poorer classes of the country."
Such was the language of Sir Charles Tupper when
criticising the Budget speech of my hon. friend
from South Oxford. But to-day, not only is
the sugar tax much greater than it was then,
but every other article used by the people of
this country has been subjected to a higher taxa-
tion ; nevertheless, the Finance Minister announced
to this House the other night that he had a sur-
plus of $2,700,000 for the current year, and he ex-
pected to have one of $2,500,000 for the next year.
More than that, he proposes resolutions for the
consideration of this House, by which, I believe, if
they are adopted, the people of this country would
pay an additional tax of $1,000,000, if not more,
and this tax would fall chiefly upon the poorer
classes of this Dominion. The hon. members on
this side of the House have often pointed out that
it is the poorer classes of this country who feel the
burden of the National Policy most severely. It
seems that every turn of the screw by which that
polcy is extended, the poorer classes feel it still
more severely. The article of flour is one of the
prime necessities of life, and the Finance Minister
proposes to increase the tax upon it. As an offset
to this tax the hon. Minister says : But you are to
bave cheaper molasses and cheaper corn. He said on
that occasion that the article of cornmeal was
largely used in Nova Scotia; and, as an hon. member
suggested, the hon. gentleman appeared to intend
to feed the people on molasses and mush. Allow
me, for a moment, to consider how much cheaper
the people of the Maritime Provinces are going to
obtain their molasses. The reduction of duty is li
cents per gallon. Let me presume that an average
famly consumes f orty gallons a year, that being
an outside estiniate. On that calculation the
amount really saved to a poor family consuming
molasses would be 60 cents during the twelve
months. Then, again, how does the hon. gentle.
Man propose to treat the cornmeal question ? He
proposes to treat it by giving a rebate of 90 per
cent., if ground in the Province. I am now sup-
posig that we have mills in the Province. An
hon. friend near me says they are all at present
closed down by the operation of the tariff. I will
suppose, however, that they will spring up again,
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and if the local millers grind this corn, they will
avail themselves of the protection of 40 cents a
barrel given to them. If meal is quoted at $2.50
to-day in Halifax, they may sell it at $2.48 or $2.49 ;
but the cost to the consumer will remain the same,
he paying the duty, if not to the Government, to
the miller. Accordingly, there is no reduction in
cornmeal. Ever since 1879, when the First Min-
ister and his Government introduced the National
Policy, they have always said they had one object
in view, and that was to increase the tariff so as to
secure reciprocal trade with the United States.
That view has been constantly placed before the
country. It has been announced again and again,
and even as late as 1888 Sir Charles Tupper stated
that :

" Down to the present hour we have adopted the policy
on both sides of the louse, and we have pledged our-
selves to the people to do everything that lay in our
power to obtain a free market for the natural products
of our country with the United States."
With that statement, made to the House no
later than two years ago, the people of the country
were led to believe that, although hon. gentlemen
opposite were opposed to unrestricted reciprocity,
reciprocity in manufactured goods, still they
were in favor of reciprocity in natural products,
until the astounding statement was made the
other day by the President of the Council that it
would be most injurious to the farming interests
of Canada if a treaty was entered into with United
States' natural products. .Now we have the
announcement on that side of the House that
those hon. gentlemen are not favorable even to
partial reciprocity, to reciprocity in natural pro-
ducts. I think that announcement must have been
heard with anxiety by the people of this country,
and especially by the people of the lower Provinces,
for while we on this side of the bouse have con-
stantly advocated the fullest and freest trade
relations, and the most unlimited and unrestricted
trade with the United States, hon. gentlemen
opposite have told the people they could not get
unrestricted reciprocity, but they migbt get reci-
procity in natural products, and the (overnment
were in favor of that course. But now the President
of the Council has announced a different policy, and
it has not been denied by any of his colleagues, and
it has even been reasserted by one of the Govern-
ment supporters, that the Administration is no
longer in favor of reciprocity in natural products.
I say that announcement will be heard with soine
anxiety by the people of the lower Provinces, for
they remember up to this hour the benefits they
received from that treaty with the United States
which was in operation from 1854 to 1866,
when our country made most rapid strides in
prosperity. They will regret to hear the announ-
cement of the Government that they are no
longer in favor of a reciprocity treaty in natu-
ral products. According to my view the resolu-
tions submitted by the Finance Minister may be
viewed in two important aspects. The one aspect
is the enormous increase of taxation which they
impose, unnecessarily impose, on our fishermen and
lumbermen and laboring classes generally. But
important as this aspect of the case may be,
and it is a very important one, when you find
it imposes onerous burdens on the poorest classes
of the people, at a time when a icultural de-
pression and depression of the lum ring business
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prevail, there is another, and, to my mind, a was no duty on coal. Now, if I am not mistaken,
much more important, a much graver aspect. the consumers of coal in Ontario, at all events,
When we consider our present relations with the are paying very heavy duty on the coal that they
United States, it seems to me that this becomes consume most, and which is produced in the
a very serious and important question. This is Province from which the hon. gentleman comes.
also the case, when we to-day consider the state- There is no such thing as anthracite coal produced
ment by the late Finance Minister, the present in the Prbvince of Nova Scotia or in Cape Breton,
High Commissioner in London, when he said that so far as I can understand, and, consequently, the
a-commercial war was an actual war, and when we hon. gentleman would not be any better off if
were told how near we were to such war, and what there were a duty on anthracite coal, seeing that
he did to prevent that commercial conflict ; when it is not procinced in that Province. As to the
we see to-day the McKinley Bill before Congress, increase of duty on flour. If the hon. gentleman
imposing higher duties on the naturalproducts of this will remember what has transpired during the
country entering the United States; whenwe see and last few years since the duty was first im-
know that the important question of the fisheries posed he will have within his recollection
is still unsettled-when we see all these questions the declining price of flour as rather strange,
remaining unsettled, it is evident that this is not i in view of the fact that there was duty paid
the time to irritate the people to the south of us. upon flour with a view of protecting it, and on
They are a people with whom we should have the the fair assumption that it would increase the
most intimate social and commercial intercourse, value. The price of four is lower now than it
and I am only afraid that the declarations made ha ever been before lu the history of Ontario, and
by the Government will tend to strain the feelings the hon. gentleman will find thut the duty las not
that exist and to lead to consequences that may be been un oppressive one, so far as the consuning
much regretted hereafter. At this time I deem it population of any part of Canada is concerned.
most unwise, I think the moment most unsuitable With reference to the duty on pork, it ha been
at this critical juncture of our history, that these said from the other side of the House that, from
resolutions should have been submitted. There the day the National Policy was first adopted, the
was no necessity for them, the revenues did not farmers were the class, above ail others, thut no
require them; the protecting policy adopted by provision hud been made for by this (overnment.
the Govermnient did not require them, for every Now, Sir, there was some grain of truth lu that,
branch of industry has been protected ; nothing but not so mach, after ail, as some gentlemen
required them, but everything demanded an would lead the country to behieve. The furmers
opposite course. Knowing the position we have heen protected with reference to many of the
occupy towards our neighbors it would have producta of their farma, us 1 intend to show before
been a wise and statesmanlike view to have 1 sit down. The additional duty on pork was, 1
adopted a policy diametrically opposite to that think, one of the wisest things this Goverment
adopted by the Finance Minister. I look upon ha undertuken on behaîf of the ugricultural indus-
this aspect of the case as a most serious one. In try-the greateat industry of the country. 1 am glad
view of the announcement of the President of the to heur thut there las been very hittle objection
Council, that the Government would refuse to taken to that purticulur tarif by hon, gentlemen on
enter into a treaty in natural products, the pros- the opposite side of the House. Surely no gentle-
pect of freer and fuller trade relations with the man who represents a rural constltuency, either lu
United States may look sonewhat gloomy, and Ontario or Quebec, Will objeet to the Goverument
the prospect mnay not be as bright as we might having found it ut lat proper to place an udditional
hope ; but there is a growing and intelligent protection upon pork. The farmers of Canada have
sentiment in that country opposed to that re- been passing tbrongh a very serions criais, owing to
strictive policy, and favorable to breaking down the fulling o of producta for some years past. It la
those artificial barriers which have been set up, truethatwehavenoteenabhe togivethemthe prices
and desirous of entering into the fullest and freest that existed during the continuance of the Amen-
trade relations ; and while that sentiment is can rebellion, or prior to the years before India
growing in the neighboring Republic, it is also and Russia became sncb strong competitors for the
growing in this country, and the time is not fan markets of the old world. But, Sir, we have been
distant when, under better auspices, and under able ut ail events to give to our own producers, to
a more enlightened policy adopted on both sides of a very large extent, the advantages and the bene-
the line, all these artificial barriers will be swept lits of thein home markets, which was ail that the
away, and the broadest and fullest trade relations National Policy ever undertook to do. To that
will exist between this country and our neighbors extent, I think, we may falrly daim thut the Na-
to the south of us. tional Policyhas been a success. Lt has been suid by

hon. gentlemen opposite on the stnmp, and in this
Mr. HESSON. I desire to congratulate the buse, that the fohiowers of the Government pro-

hon. member for Richmond (Mr. Flynn), who bas mised they wonld keep np the price of wheat to a
just taken his seat, on having made -a very tem- dollar a bushel, or some sncb large amount, .not-
perate speech from that side of the House. Un- withstanding what the vaine mightt be in uny other
fortunately, we have not been accustomed to hear country ln the world. We neyer made snch propo-
the moderate tone in debate from hon. gentlemen sitions te the people. Ail that we ever said to the
opposite which the hon, menber for Richmond farmers of Canada in addresslng them in reference
bas displayed, especially when the question of the to the anticipated results that would follow from
tariff is under consideration. I shall make a the introduction of the National Policy was- that
remark or two with reference to some statements we would give them at least their own market in
which have fallen from that hon. gentleman. I Canada. I heard the hon. menber for Richmond
understood the hon. gentleman to say that there (Mr. Flynn) say something with reference to the

Mr. FLYNN.



[APIRIL 1, 1890.]

imposition of tariffs, and its result in reference to Here is a very bold statement made by an hon.
the sale of corn in his Province. I am able to gentleman who holds a very prominent position in
say, from information I have received from a the country and in his party, a gentleman who has
gentleman from the Lower Provinces this after- had the responsibility of office, and who ought to
noon, that since this new tariff has been brought know the danger of making statements whicli have
down to the House 10,000 barrels of Nova Scotia really no foundation in fact, when he had it in his
cornmeal have been sold in the city of Halifax at power to get just the information which he prof essed
the reduced price of 20 cents less than it had been to be earnestly seeking for. I do not presume that
sold at any time before this tariff had been brought the hon. gentleman is so ignorant, after all, as lie
down. The hon. gentleman ought to appreciate* would lead us to believe in the statement lie made
even that small favor, as lie may consider it, for to this House, because I presume that a gentleman
the benefit of the fishermen or the poorer class of 1 of his standing and position must be aware of the
the community who nay use this article. I shall fact that not only one Government, but both Gov-
not further refer to the remarks of the hon. mem- ernments, have made reports with reference to the
ber for Richmond (Mr. Flynn) and I propose now nortgage debt of the country, which would have
to present to the House my views on this question given the lion. gentleman the information which
as they occur to me. The hon. member for South he so earnestly sought in a small way through the
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) in his reply to side lines, probably, of those townships most likely
the Budget speech of the Minister of Finance, to be encumbered. Hie could have found this in-
made what I consider one of the most damaging formation in a report of the loan companies and
statements to the farmers of Canada that has ever building societies in the Dominion, published by
been made on the floor of this Parliament, when order of the Deputy Minister of Finance, made by
he spoke in reference to the indebtedness of the N. S. Garland, clerk of statistics, for 1888.
people of Canada. I need not quote that hon Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon.
gentleman's speech, as it must be fresh in the gentleman suppose that those cover all the mort-
memory of hon. gentlemen, and I shall simply gages in Canada ?
read what is necessary in order that I m Mr. HSSON. The hon, gentleman will get
answer it. The member for South Oxford says mn .
reference to this question of the indebtedness of my answer in a few moments. I venture to say
the farmers of Ontario : that they will cover all the mortgages, except,

"I have always lelieved that i-t was the duty, hoth of perhaps, such as the hon. gentleman himself may
this Government and of the Local Government, who have against some unfortunate farmers..
have investigated this matter, to have ascertained and Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am sorryput on record the inerease or diminution of mortgage
indebtedness, especially on farms, from year to year ; the hon. gentleman is so very ill-informed.
and I regret much that neither one nor the other of these
Governments has seen fit to do so. As the Governments Mr. HESSON. The lion. gentleman may find
would not act, and as I had cause to know that this out before I am through how well I am informed.
indebtedness was increasing enormously, I took suchl Here are the reports for 1888 of seventy-eightmeans as were fairly open to me to ascertain what was
the extent of the mortgage indebtedness of the Ontario companies in the whole of Canada, including sixty-
farmers, and I am going to submit to this louse a brief five of the savings institutions of the Province of
calculation, based on actual investigation, which may, Ontario. They are all compiled here for the in-perhaps, open the eyes of some people here and more e
people in t e country to the condition at which the farm- formation of the hon. gentleman, and lie need not
ers of Onterio have arrived. I caused eleven ridings to have gone to the highways and byways to get the
be selected in various parts of the country, such as, In best report lie could find or to draw upon his im-my honest judgment, afforded the fairest samples of its .a .
condition. Among those, I selected certain townships agmation.
and certain concessions and I have here from the reports Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know allof the registry offices of these counties a rather ample bot it
statement, to which I call the particular attention of my abou .
hon. friends from Ontario, showing the extent of the Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman could not
mortgage indebtedness among the farmers of this Prov- have taken the precautions that most gentlemen inen the hon, gentleman goes to say at were his position would have taken if anxious to give the
the results he obtained from eleven ridings. Then best opinion he could of his country. Then, reports
to show low careful he i-s about i-t, the hon. gen- are given from ten companies in the Province of
te oe on ay: Quebec, one company in the Province of Manitobaeman goes on to say : and two companies in the Province of Nova Scotia.
in mno n case were any far ae o ape tiaaes clued an" The capital stock of these companies is $81,816,000,

n .o and the paid-up capital $32,400,000. The deposits
This is no conclusion arrived at in a hasty way. are $17,307,000, and probably a portion of these
The lion. gentleman had apparently spent consider- belonged to many of these very farmers who may
able time, if not money, in getting the information have made deposits in the very year that they nego-
which he desired and which he sought for in a tiatedtheirmortgages. The currentloans securedon
very extraordinary way, when lie went to the regis- real estate by mortgages made by these companies
try offices to ascertain the actual original amounts is $91,713,319. The hon. gentleman may say that
of the mortgages existing. A little further on lie there were large amounts in arrears. We would
says : necessarily infer from the hon. gentleman's descrip-

"In lthe greater number, probably, of the older settled tion of the condition of the country, that the
townships of the Province of Ontario, the average indeb- farmers would be increasing their indebtedness,tedruess of a township according to its size, wilI range fromanthr
$500,000 te one alion dollars that ie average inde- and the result would be that there would be large
tedness opeach contituency, according to its size, will amounts of liabilities which they would be unable
range to two or three millions; and that the total mort- to pay as they matured. The amount of principalgage inidebtednesis of the Province of Ontario is robably aditrs vru n - eai n18 a
wel over 200 million, if it des nt attan t millio and interest overdue and in default in 18 was
dollars." $4,130,00. Now, according to the hon. gentle-
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man's statement, the people are so distressed debted. I was led to believe that myself, from
and so ground down by taxation that they having heard it so often, but 1 took the trouble
are fleeing from the country as from a plague, so that to investigate the reports made by these connty
we would naturally suppose that there would be a concîls in Ontario, and was greatly surprised
great increase in this amount ; but what are the at the resuits. I find in Blne's Report, folio
facts? The amount of principal and interest over- 100, table 15, that the total countyindebted-
due and in default in 1880 was $4,130,000, but in ness in Ontario, in 1887, vas $4,065,283, and the
1888 it was only $2,516,000. That is just the township indebtedness was, strange to say, very
condition of the country so far as the mortgages utucl the same, $4,237,396, representing a total,
are concerned, and the hon. gentleman can take a township and county indubtuduess, of $8,303,679,
good deal of comfort to himself in reflecting on in the year 1887, the report of that year being the
this report. Now, I will give the hon. gentleman last report I could lay my hands upon. I need
some further information on this matter. In 1887 hardly mention, becanse it is pretty well knownto
the loans amounted to $17,162,000 and they paid hon. gentlemen, who have seaus in county couneils,
back $18,987,000, which may be taken to represent that they have very large assets. Their assets
to some extent what the borrowers paid back. In excued by $600,000 their liabilities, vhicb are
1888 the loans were $17,049,000, and the bor- partly met by good securities, partly by rual
rowers paid back $18,839,000 of principal and estate, and partly by taxation of the town-
interest. So that in the two last years of which ships and munîcipalities. 8o mncb for the
we have returns no less than $.3,600,000 over and picture of blue ruin in which hon. gentlemen
above loans was paid back, representing I presume opposite dulight. Let us sue now, from Mr.
interest, besides the principal that was borrowed. Blues statistics, how badly the farmers have
I do not presume that these loans were made and suffured. Take the report of 1888, at page 150,
paid back in the saine year, but they were no doubt and you will find that the average value of farm
payments of former loans, and thefiguresgoto show lands, from 1882 to 1888, was $638,772,948. In
that the indebtedness was not increasing. Here you 1887 it was $636,883,755; iu 1888, $640,480,801,
have 78 companies of the most sterling haracter in and in thîs estimatu buildings are not includud.
the country, with which I presume many members Hure is an increase in 1888 over the average, from
of this buse are identiided as stockholders or direc- 1882 to 1888, of $3, 700,w l . Is that an evidence
tors or presidunts, and they know whuruof I arn of ruin and of people flueing fromn the country, and
speaking. I will giv the bion. gentleman another of faris being l t vacant? I would like hon. gun-
statement connuctud with this muatter. We bave tlemen opposite to point ot to me any farns ever
the report of the Ontario Buru of Industries, worth the attention of the settler which are idie
issued in Toronto, under the auspices of the leader to-day. I know of none, an I have the pleasure
of the Reforn party in th0 Province of Ontar0o, of living in a county where we know what farning
the Hon. Odr. Mowat, who bas 1 tbink somue affec- mieans. We find that in buildings, the increase
tion for bis country and desires to speak well of it, over 1882 is $15,600,000; in impluments, $3000e000;
contrary I believe Vo the desir of hion. gentlemen mu live stock, $3,0 ,6, the average froni 1882 to
opposite. So far as the Hon. Mr. Mowat is con- 1888 in live stock being $99,839,261, a d he value
cerned, I believe bue desires that Canada should as 1888 being $102,839,235. Put ths figures
have> a good reputation both at home and abroad. together an wat do we find as the result? From
He fuels like most Canadians, that it is bouustly 1882 to 1888, the average value of farms, bnild-
desrving of snch a reputation, and that it ill- ing, implements aud stick was $956,832,04S ; in
becomus any nman who pridus himself on being a 1887, the value was 8975,292,214 ; aud in 1888,
Canàdia, Vo seek in any way not fair, openmor honor- $981,363,0b4, showing an increase of $24,481,
able, to damage the country by makieg statements 046, in 1888 over the average from 1882 to
unwortby the cousideration of the Housu. s will 1888. Dous that look lik ruin aud decay? Thuse
givu a statemept of fifty-five companies which are figures are taken from the rethrns made by
reported in the Bureau of Industries published by the councils of th varions counties, and I think
the Ontario 4overnnment. I find that the total oans we have a right to rely upon the calculations
and investmlnts made by thesa companies doing of ron wo are dirctly interested and who,
business in Ontario, the laans outstaiding and besides, are under the apprehension that if
secured by mortgage, amount to $81,235,305; aud they gave over-estimats they might in ail proba-
these figHues cover not only the indebtedness of farm bility bu taxed on these values hereafter, and
land in rural districts, but the indebtedoess of sr made to pay more than they ought to pay.
cities, towns aud villages as well. If I were to, This ia noV a resuit we need at ail bu ashamed of.
weary the House by going into the details, I could I would like to ask whure these men, who are
show exactly the proportion of this $81,000,000 represented as fieeing from the country, can go to
which is due by the farmirs, aud am confident I butter thetselvns? Whither are they fiyingc Is
could prove that no one-fourth of th amount is it to the country which is s desirable n the eyes
on farm lands. The total indebtudness in the of hou, gentlemen opposite that they are ging,
Province of Ontario, as shown by the companies being weary of their hard lif in Canada? Are
doing business there, is $81,000,000, covering they flying from a country overtaxd to on
the towns aud cities as well as the rural places. wheru the people do noV understand what taxation
The rans, durIlg 1887, by these companies wru muans? Surely these on. gentlemen do not ha-
$1,162,412, a the borrowers paid back $18,- gin the puople are so credulous as to accepsthan
987,927, and the an during 1888, wre about sc statement. The adon. mber for o()olk
the sane, $17,049,796, and tha borrowers paid (Mr. Charlton) i his admirable-lhayl 1 cail it-
baek again $18,839,040. It may be said that essay, madu one of the most remarkable speeches 
the counties are very grievously taxed, and that have uvur had the pluasure of listening Vo lu this
every county and municipality is heavily i- Ilouse. I think he excelled himself in one par-

Mr. HEaSON.
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ticular direction at all events, and that was in going mer.' 'Where are you from.' said the Devil? 'I am
beyond the mark. The hon. gentleman has always from Canada " he rep lied, and 'Who did you vote for?'
been strong in exaggeration; he generally draws enquired his atanic Majesty."

upon his imagination for his facts, and will lend No doubt it was perfectly understood for whom he
color to anything rather than face the actual state voted. However, at last the bon. gentleman says
of affairs. Then the hon. gentleman took a little the farmer was taken into a place where he found

journey the other evening in the essay which he a great number of people hung up " and the farmer
gave us in this House. He says : said ' What does this mean ? ' ' Well, ' said the

1'Why, we have fot the inducements to draw thm Devil, ' these are Canadian farmers who voted for
hre, we cannot get them to corement, em Sir John A. Macdonald and the National Policy

This is referring to immigrants- under the impression that it would rise the price
"Not nly do we fail to get immigrants to corne heore, of grain, and as they are too green to burn, I have

but our own people are forsaking us, and the result is hung them up to dry.' " 1 think those farmers
that we have fear for the future, and the consequence is will not be too green to recognise that they should
a great exodus of people fleeing from the wrath to come, not have that man to represent them in this Par-
realising that the country is going to ruin, and they are liament any longer. I have had great respect forbound to get out of it, and I cannot deny that they are g l n a gr
showing good sense in doing so.' that hon. gentleman in years gone by, but I regret
Did you ever listen to such trash as that ? Did you that he should try to deceive the people by stating
ever listen to such language used in a deliberative that the population is flowing from this country to
body supposed, at all events, to represent the best another because of the National Policy. If they
interests of our people ? I must confess that for are going to a country where the taxation is umucih

any one who professes to love his country, the hon. higher than ours, they cannot understand the

gentleman shows remarkable taste in the way in principles of the hon. gentleman. Let us see some

wmhich he tries to induce people to come here or of the items of taxation in that country. At the

remain here. He goes on to give the case of one head of the list we find sugar and molasses taxed

of his constituents-poor fellow, I have no doubt 78 per cent. Wool and manufactures of wool

ho voted for the hon. gentleman and w*xas sorry for taxed 58 per cent. iron and steel taxed 40

it afterwards. He said : per cent. These are some of the necessaries of life,

'"It is said that a farmer down in my section of the coun- so these poor fellows who are fleeing from Cana.
try died lately, and some spirit medium professed to say dian rule are fleeing to a country where a larger
what happened after his death. He had gone to market taxation exists than exists here. Then we have
and sold his little crop of wheat for 81 cents a bushel. He flax and manufactures of flax, 28 per cent. ; silks,bmd -one te bis storekeepor, and finding be bad on l
sufflie nt money to pay one-haif bis bin, o gave his noe 49-71 per cent.; cotton, 40-17 per cent. ; fruits,
at six months for the balance. He had saved a little 27-90 per cent.; chemicals, drugs and medicines,
money for the absolute necessaries of life, and be made a 35-03 per cent.; tobacco and manufactures of to-
few small purchases. He boughta dollar's worthof sugar, bacco, 83-32 er cent. I think that is one of thoseand he found between the Gtovernment and the refiner
they took 50 cents of the dollar he expended. Then he things that the poorest mani might be permitted to
wanted a felt bat for his little boy, and on it there was a use without being heavily taxed. Then glass and
duty of 25 per cent. which, with the profits of the whole- glassware is taxed 59 per cent. ; earthen, stone andsale and retailer, brought his cost te 37 per cent. more
than it should be. He bought a few nails to fasten a few chinaware, 56-97 per cent. ; fancy articles, 41 per
boards on his barn, and on them there was a duty of a cent. ; animals, 20 per cent. ; hops, 42·64 per cent. ;
cent a pound and the profit of the merchant was half a fish, 21 per cent. ; vegetables, 24 por cent. ; rice,cent, rnaking the ameunt eue and haif a cent more than r et 'neeals 2 o et ietbey could have been purchased under fre trade. tHe 64 per cent. ; salt, 49·92 per cent., and so on. I
bought a razor, and that was taxed 25 cents. Then be think they will get pretty well salted when they
looked at some glass goblets for his wife, but as the duty get over there. I think they will realise thatwas 30 per cent. tbey were beyond bis reseurces. Theoensae l heml hffehias te bindmg twine he found that cost 25 per cent. more they have not escaped all the ills that flesh is
than should have been charged, especially as the Govern- heir to. Now, let us see what our exodus is.
ment were supposed to do something for the poor agri- We have some evidence on that matter. The
culturist. He wanted a cloak for his'child who was attend- United States Bureau of Statistics in its reporting Sunday school, but ho found a duty on it of 71 cents
a pound and 20 per cent. ad valorenî, and that was dated the 30th June, page 818, gives us the
beyond his wealth. Two and a half cents per pound have total exodus froin the Dominion, including New-
been added to the duty, I understand. Next he bought foundland and Labrador. It begins with the yearsome yarn for his mother-in-law to knit stockiegs, and on
that there was a duty of 7j cents per pound and 20 per 

18 8 1 , when the National Policy was just commen-
cent. He looked at some kid gloves, as his daughter was cing, and comes down to 1885, when they stopped
about to be married, but ho could not reach themu as the giving the statistics from Canada in consequenceduty was tee bigh; thon ho bought a Shoot of papor to
write bis will on, and ho paid a tax of 35 per cent. on that of the scrutiny which was made by a committee of
Hie went home, and he came to think overmatters, and be this House intothe way inwhichthey were obtained :
made up his mind that this was no world for the farmer I think hon. gentleman who took a hand in that
to Jive in, so he took that 25 per cent. razor and he went matter will recollect if clearly. Here we have in

ot te the barn and committed suicide. We have the rest
of the transaction only through the spirit medium, and I 1881 an exodus from Canada, including New-
do not know whether it was true or not, but it is repre- foundland and Labrador, to the United States, of
Sonted that he went to Rades, and his Satanic Majesty 125,391 - in 1882, 98,295 ; in 1883, 70,241 ; inmet him and took him kindly and cordially in. He puthim into a chamber where there were a great many 1884, 60,584 ; in 1885, 38,291. I find a note
Conservative politicians and Conservative editors, who stating:died in their sins, but the farmer did not feel at home
there. Then he moved him to a place where there were a "Thus immigration from British North America is not
couple of deacons and a number of election agents, who included since 1885.'had met together in a C6nservative caucus to devisemeans for carrying the County cf Haldimand, but he did Here is a very good showing, I should say. This is
not like that association, and he went next into a place the tremnendous exodus that has given such trouble
,where there were a number of doctors and lawyers, but to the country, as we find it in the figures of thethere he did net feel at ore either. Thon the Devil came Americans themselves, published in their ownround and asked him wha oe wanted, ad said te bim:'What are you?' and the other replied: «I arn a far- reports, reports that the hou. gentleman offen
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refers to, but, for his own reasons, he lias omitted
to quote these, because they would show that the
exodus was not so great as has been described.
These figures show the contrary to his contention,
and, therefore, he does not present them to the
House. Now, the American Government, in con-
sequence of what had transpired, in consequence of
the enquiries made by the immigration department
here to the immigration authorities on the Ame-
rican side, decided that their figures were so un-
reliable that they dropped making these statistics
at all. The statistics they did give us, however,
show a gradual diminution of the exodus from this
country, and yet the National Policy lias been
extended from time to time, and if our people were
going away at any time, according to the theory
of hon. gentlemen opposite, they should be going
away in greater numbers now than they did then.
Now, let us see what kind of a country our Cana-
dians are fleeing to. Senator Voorbees offered a reso-
lution in the Senate, on l7th March, to the following
effect :-

" Whereas, the deep and widespread depression and
decay of the agrieultural interests of the American
people, the enormous and appalling amount of mortgaged
indebtedness on agricultural lands; the total failure of
home markets to furnish remunerative prices for farm.
productions, and the palpable scarcity and insufficient
money in circulation in the hands of the people with
which to transact the business of the country and effect
exohauges of property and labor at fair rates, are .r-
ci®stances of the most overwhbelming importance te the
safety and well-being of the Government : therefore, be it

" Resolved, that it is the highest duty of Congress, in
the present crisis, to lay aside all discussion and consid-
eration cf party issues, aud to give promised and immed-
iate attention te the preparation nd adoption of snucb
measures as are required for the relief of the farmersand
other over-taxed and under-paid laborers of the United
States."
Now, it seens strange to us in Canada, who have
been led to believe all the wonderful tales of success
and the great fortunes that were being made in
that country by all classes who had gone there from
Canada and elsewhere--it seems strange to us to
read a resolution of this kind offered in the
American Senate. We find that the American
people are sensible enough to realise that they are
passing through the same crisis as all other western
peoples, and perhaps Great Britain as well. Now,
there are matters that are not under the control of
legislation, which affect the prosperity of nations,
although they may be ameliorated to a certain
extent by legislation. We all know that Russia is
now competing in the British market. She lias
very much cheaper labor, and is able to put the
products of lier farms into the British market at a
much lower price than the farmers of this country
are able to do, and live comfortably. Now, let us
see what the Los Angelos Times, of 17th February,
says regarding the destitution in the American
North-West :

" The Chicago Tribune recently sent a speeial commis-
sioner ont to investigate, who found that the half had not
been told. It was very difficult to ascertain the truth,
and every difficulty was placed in the way of sendin off
facts, by real estate agents and others interested in hiding
the truth. Here is a picture of the fearful destitution
prevailing among the farmers:

"'Curtainless windows of deserted farm-houses look
back vacantly. It is rarely you meet a sledge, and then
it is one loaded with coal, never with grain or hay. In
the bouses the floors are bare, a blanket is a luxury, a
suit of woollen underwear unheard of, and there.is a total
lack of shoes and stockius of a kind that will keep out
the cold and wet. It is of no use attempting to describe
a family here and there; in every farmhouse it is the
same. The drouth was spread evenly over aIl the fields
of grain. Destitution followed in its track. The clothing

Mr. HEssos.

of those new settlers la worn ont, rations are low, feed for
th e stock there is none, and ,nney is absolutely unknown.
Credit is a thing of the past."'
Now, there is a picture of a country that hon.
gentlemen have often held up to us as being a very
desirable place for settlement and one that was a
strong ceompetitorfor emigrationfrom Canada as well
as from the old country. When hon. gentlemen hear
tales like that they ought to feel satisfied with their
own country. I defy hon. gentlemen opposite to
point out anywhere, in the agricultural districts of
Canada or in the cities either, where such a talc as
that can be told. Those hon. gentlemen made it a
point to go round and find out the indebtedness of
the farmers, in a peculiar way, and possibly they
may draw upon their imaginations and misre-
present to others a state of things that does not
exist; but when the facts are known, we have
much to be proud of, and a great deal to congratu-
late ourselves upon in the present state of our
country. Now, there is another point we must
remember, and that is that in the United States
they have to provide for an army of pensioners.
The hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
McMullen) very often gives us a dissertation upon
our superannuation list, and I do not know but what
we might fairly term it our pension list, althohugh
it is scarcely fair to thosewhohave been contributors
to that list. Hon. gentlemen opposite have often
spoken to us about American affairs, and perhaps
some of them are desirous of throwing in their lot
with them, for good or for evil. Let me tell thei
that in the United States there is an army of no less
than489,725 pensioners now maintainedatthe public
expense, and in the year 1889 that army was paid
no less than $89,131,780. I ask : Do any of our
strong, able-bodied men want to go from Canada to
a country where there is so much destitution, and
help to make up this fund of eighty-nine million
dollars a year to pay pensioners? I flatter myself
that no Canadian would like to contribute toward
any portion of that sum to pay these men who are
living as idlers, many of them. It is estimated
that within the next four or five years this pension
fund will run up to nearly one hundred million
dollars. That is a state of things that m e do not
want in Canada. I am sorry that the hon. member
for Marquette (Mr. Watson) is not in his place, for
lie night correct me, if I am wrong, in making a
little reference to a communication that I find here
from the Portage la Prairie Review, under date of
18th September. It is headed, "Disgusted
Dakotans : "

"Mr. A. D. Campbell, of Glenfield, Foster County,
Dakota, called at the Review office on Saturday, and
gave us the benefit of an interview with him relative te
some of his experiences during the past five years in
Dakota. Mr. Campbell is an intelligent young farmer,
who moved from Brant County, Ont., to Dakota five
years ago. He is well known in that part of Ontario,
but, perbaps, not se well as his brother, who is now
treasurer of the County of Brant. Mr. Campbell's present
trip to Manitoba is for the purpose of seeking homes for
his own and twenty-five other familles living around him
in Dakota, who are disgusted with the country, and are
bound to get out at any cost. He had been west as far as
Calgary, and stopped off here on Friday to look over the
Portage plains. He said, in relating his experiences:
'there are lots of young men in Ontario, who are per-
haps, working on rented farms and they may be thmk-
ing of coming to Dakota, and I want to give them a word
of warniag not to come. We made the mistake ia going
there, and they can profit by our failures. Ihaveworked
away there for five years, sank what money I had and
I11 not be able to take out $00. Ild be migty glad if I
could sell for that amount when I go back. Tw o years
ago our crops were a total failure, and the county had to
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furnish us with seed. Last year the same thing happened
and the county again came to our rescue. This year we had
no crops. and the county cannot help us, for it has already
borrowed money to the extent of its bonding power, and
what we are going to do now, if the United States Gov-
ernment does not come to our rescue, God only knows,
The only sure thing we bave about farming there is
taxes. We pay fifteen mills on the dollar of county tax
and twelve mills besides for school tax. Everything is
taxed in the house and out of it. In good years, when
the crop is not a failure, the best average is fifteen bushels
an acre. We live thirty miles from market, and last year
we couldn't get anything for our butter. When we took
it to the store the merchants gave six cents a pound for
it at first and then they quit taking it altogether. We
begged them to ship it to St. Paul, and get what they
could for it and give it to us, but they wouldn't touch it.'
In addition to this bit of bis experience, Mr. Campbell
gave us a little of his opinion, too, and we give it as
nearly as may be, as we got it. He said: 'You fellows
are all Grits up in this country. You needn't deny it
now; I know all about it, for haven't I talked with
people from Winnipeg clear through to Calgary, and you
are all Grits. You are kicking against the National
Policy, and yon are just cutting your own throats. You
think if you get the duty off and get American ma-
chinery in here you would be all right, but you are mis-
taken. The Yankees will use you well till tbey get you
all solid with your duty off, and then look out. Why, I
saw an American plough up the lne sold for $75 and
they charge us down in Dakota $85 for the same mnacfiine.
These Yankee land agents and railway people are nice
enough till they get you located, and then you are not of
much account after that. You people bere had better
build up a Pennsylvania and Connecticut down in
Ontario and Quebec. They 11 do your manufacturing,
and you raise stuff to feed them. Don't send your money
te build up St. iPaul and other cities lu the UJnited
States, Canada fer the Canadians I says A an whoe is
a Grit ought to get and live in Dakota a while and he'll
soon make a mighty good Tory.' Mr. Campbell was
driven over the Portage plains, and te say that he was
astonished at our yield of 30 te 40 bushels of fine wheat
to the acre, would be putting it mildly. He left on Mon-
day for Winnipeg and for bis home in Dakota. He will
advise those by whom he was sent up here te pull up
stakes and come to Manitoba just as soon as they can."
That is the kind of literature we should distribute
to the people, especially when it comes from men
who have had experience. I hope that it will be
the means of retaining many young men in Canada.
I have some further facts here. The New York
Tines says the farmers of the United States are
struggling under a burden of mortgage indebted-
ness approximating ine thousand millions of dol-
lars. The Times further says :

"The greater portion of the money represented by the
faces of these mortgages has not been expended iu im-
proving the farms, because the larger proportion of the
farms were supplied with buildings before the mortgages
were laid. The money has been spent to enable the far-
mers to live."
The Chicago Times says:

"Farm mortgages are swallowing up millions of acres
of land in the Southern and Western States and Terri-
tories."
Professer IHenry, lecturing in Richmond, Wiscon-
sin, said:

tt One of the richest prairies in the United States is
tfat cf St. Croix Valley iu Wisconsin."
0f that valley he said :

t" To-day the richest part of it is almost without fences;tbe majority cf the farr buildings, especially the bans,are peor, and tbe people complain bitterly cf bard
times."
Frank Wilkeson, writing in Bractstreet'.s-an
American writing in an American journal of high
character-says :

" The present prosperity of Dakota is based upon the
expenditure of the capital procured by mortgaging thefarm lands. The farmers are spending their farms,mortga es are at 8 per cent. to 10 per cent., and the im-Poverised farmers have to pay an additional 10 per cent.
on renewals, so that interest is really Il or 12 per cent." 

The Cleveland Plaindealer says:

" The mortgages on farms in Ohio amount to more than
700 million dollars, and are gradually increasing, and this,
too, in an old, well developed farming country."

Mr. Cleveland, in one of his latest messages to
Congress, said of the farmers in the United States :

"Their lands are declining in value while their debts
increase."
A report made to the New York State Legislature
in 1887 (vol. 2, No. 24, page 16, N. Y. Senate docu-
ments, 1887), says :

"It is an indisputable fact that the farming lands of
this State during fifteen years have depreciated at least
20 per cent., and many agricultural localities are decreas-
ing in population."
A despatch to the New York Tribune of 8th Feb-
ruary says of the farmers in New Jersey :

" Many of the best and oldest of them say they cannot
make Loth ends meet, and that the outlook is not encour-
aging. Many farmers have made assignmentsand others
are in the hands of the sheriff."
The New York Post recently called attention to
the fact that one of its correspondents counted in
a drive on the main road froin Lowell, Mass., to
Windham, N. H., a distance of twelve miles :

" Six deserted sets of farn buildings, besides several
which had already gone to ruin, while fields and pastures
were growing up to wood."

If the ex-Finance Minister and other hon. members
who have taken a prominent part in the discussion
of the erodus would ceoisider these statements,
they would find there is no cause for our people
being driven out of this country by the legislation
of this Government. These figures I have quoted
refer to the State of Ohio, which has always been
regarded as one of the leading and most wealthy
States of the Union. Here are pictures which
hon. gentlemen opposite would do well to bear in
mind when speaking of our own country, and they
would do well to try to say a good word for Can-
ada, and to assist our people to stay in this coun-
try with bright hopes for the future. These
pictures are by the best American authorities, not
by tourists, but by parties who are most deeply
interested in the failure or success of the farming
industries of the country, and pictures painted by
such hands are worthy of the consideration of
every intelligent citizen of Canada. It ougbt not
to be inposed on any member of this side or the
other side of the House to take up the cudgels in
defence of his own country and to draw attention to
the misfortunes of others, because we have a greater
work to do if we are to realise the purpose for which
we were sent bere by our constituents. I will
now come to a State very closely situated to
Onario. I refer to Michigan, which lies to the
immediate west of Ontario, and which has always
been considered as successful and progressive as
our Province. What is the condition of Michigan
to-day? An investigation was made in 1887 into
the indebtedness of the farming community of
Michigan. The result was that the commissioner
computes " that the mortgage îndebtedness of the
State in 1887 was $129,229,553, on which an
annual interest of $9,451,851 was paid." You
will find this statement on page 2, report Bureau of
Statistics, Michigan, 1888. Two facts are brought
out in this statement. First, that the average rate
of interest is about 8 per cent. In Ontario, ac-
cording to the sworn returns of the land companies
the rate of interest ranged from - to 6, 6J and 6
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per cent. The second fact is that the nine
million acres of improved lands in Michigan had
an interest burden upon them greater by $700,000
than the net interest paid by the whole people o
Canada on their whole public debt, and then did
not raise, by any means, as nuch live stock, as
great a number of cereals as Ontario, noi
produce as nany pounds of butter and cheese.
Now, Sir, there is the interest paid by the State ol
Michigan, which we suppose to be wealthy and
prosperous, and yet we find that the interest paid
upon the debt of that State is greater than the
interest on our national debt. If hon. gentlemen
doubt my statement they will find it corroborated
at page 2 of the Report of the Michigan Bureau ol
Statistics for 1888. The fact is hon. gentlemen
would do well to recognise it, that while the rate
of interest is about 8 per cent. in Michigan, in
Ontario, according to the sworn returns of the
land companies, the rate of interest ranges from
5 per cent. to 6¾ per cent., the rate of 61 per cent.
being the highest. The nine millions acres of the
improved lands of Michigan have an interest bur-
then upon them greater by $700,000 than the net
interest paid by the people of Canada on their net
public debt. These statements are, I think, in-
teresting and I hope bon. gentlemen opposite will
bear them in minci when they are speaking ill of
their country. Let me quote another fact wîth re-
gard to the State of Michigan, which nay be inter-
esting to hon. gentlemen opposite :

" On page 84, Michigan Report Bureau Labor Statis-
tics, 1887, there is a statement of mortgage foreclosures
of farm properties in Michigan. There were in the year
ended 30th June, 1887, no less than 1,667 foreclosures and
244 sales by levy of execution, or nearly four times more
than in Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick,
and Prince Edward Island taken together, the total
population of Michigan being 300.000 less than that of
Ontario alone, and the value of farms about two hundred
and thirty million dollars less than that of the farms of
Ontario (according to the latest statement of both.

" In Canada we know very little about chattel mort-
gages on farm implements, growing crops, &c., &c. An
investigation into these evidences of indebtedness in the
State of Illinois showed that in 1887 farmers had given
25,442 chattel mortgages and 2,073 mortgages on growing
crops, The resultofthe depression in agriculture in this
State is that Illinois has lost in rural districts, between
1880 and 1886, 84,521 of its population.

"Checking these returns by the reports of the land
companies, I find that the Erie and Huron Investment
Company report for 1887 that the arrearages were only 4
per cent. of the capital invested; that they were 22 per
cent. less than in 1886; that only two-thirds of 1 per cent.
came back in the shape of property through foreclosure,
and that the farmers in the vicinity of the company's
headquarters in Canada had placed in the company's
hands over a million dollars for investment. The Can-
adian company said, through their president, first, that
the company had reduced their rate of interest by 1 per
cent. in 1887; second, that the price obtainéd in 1887from
the sales of land were 25 per cent. higher than in 1886.
The North of Scotland Canadian Mortgage Company
reported that the amount of real estate which, in 1887,
had reverted to the company through foreclosure was
but $30,000 out of $3,000,0O0 invested. This same company
reported in 1888 that there had been again a falling off
in the rate of interest obtained; that while the comapany
had £620,000 sterling of money lent in Canada the
amount of foreclosed property was less than $4,000.
The Canada Land Company reported for 1888 that for the
total lands leased and sold, the average was 33 per cent.
over the estimated value of 1886."

We have heard so much about the want of vitality
of the business life of Canada, and the inactivity
in commercial circles, that I have been led to in-
vestigate whether there are any foundations for
these statements and charges, which are given
broadcast to the world. I think I may fairly
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illustrate the business of Canada in one respect, by
1 giving the total of its imports and exports for a

year and comparing them with the imports and
f exports of the United States. The imports and

exports of the United States for 1889 amounted to
$1,487,533,000, and counting the population at
sixty millions, we get an average per head of
$24.67 as representing the business acti 7ity of that
great nation. Let us turn now to Canada, the
country whose condition we heard so much de-
plored by hon. gentlemen opposite. The total im-
ports and exports of Canada for 1889 amounted to
$204,000,000, and if we divided that into a popula-
tion of five millions we have $41 per head, instead
of $24.67 in the United States. I appeal to hon.
gentlemen on both sides of the House, if that is not a
fair indication of the business activity of this coun-
try. I am sure that business men and farmers as
well, will recognise that as a fair illustration of the
business enterprise and industry of the people of
this Dominion. I nay say, Sir, that the figures
which I have quoted, and which I intend to quote,
are collected by myself, and I believe they will be
found correct. I have carefully endeavored to
obtain them, as I always do from the most reli-
able sources, and I challenge their contradiction.
Let me turn to some other statistics which will
further prove that this country is prosperous, and
that it is not in the condition alleged on the other
side of the House. The deposits in the chartered
banks in Canada in 1880 were $130,000,000 as con-
pared with $66,000,000 in 1874, showing an in-
crease of $64,000,000 duriug the period of our
National Policy. If we look at the savings banks,
building societies and loan companies, we find
that in 1878 the deposits were $8,269,295, and last
year the deposits were $17,7 12,885, or an increase
of $9,443,590. I wish to draw particular atten-
tion to these figures, for it will be seen how the
country fared during the five years of the Admin-
istration of the party opposite, who claimed to
have achieved a great success as financiers and ad-
ministrators of the affairs of the country, and who
claimed that their revenue tariff was quite suffici-
ent for the wants of the country, and better than
our National Policy tariff. Let us look at the
Dominion savings banks deposits. In 1874 the
total deposits were $15,101,195, and in 1879
$14,222,074, or a decrease of nearly one million
dollars from 1874 to 1879, when hon. gentlemen
opposite were in office. In 1887 the deposits in
the Dominion savings bank amounted to $50,-
944,785, or an increase over 1879 of $36,722,711.
Let us add these figures together, and we will see
what we will get. In 1878 the following were the
deposits in Canada :

Chartered banks.......,...............$ 66,000,000
Societies, &c........................... 8,269,295
Goverument Savings Banks.......... 14,222,074

Total..... ................ $88,491,369

Now let us compare that with the total deposits
in the same institutions at present, after ten years
of the benefits which the National Policy has con-
ferred on the country. In 1888 the total deposits in
Canada were as follows :-

Chartered banks ..................... $130,000,000
Societies, &c............................ 17,307033
Goverument Savings Banks............ 50,944,785

Total......................$198,251,818
Deduct from this the total deposits in 1878

2799



2801 [APRIL 1, 1890.] 2802

amounting to $88,491,369 and you have the enor- and what reason have we for supposing that it
mous increase of $109,760,449 since the National would not have continued if that party had remain-
Policy has been in operation in Canada. I think, ed in power? Contrast that showing with the
Sir, if that does not represent the business life and showing for the nule years from 1879 to 1888 during
business activity it would be almost impossible the existence of the National Policy, when the
to give an illustration to the people of Canada. If total failures amounted to $106,000,000 or an aver-
that does not represent the very best results of the age of $11,500,000 a year. Is that not an evidence
enterprise and the energy of the Canadian people, that the country is really prosperous and is going
and if it is not accepted by hon. gentlemen opposite, on in a most satisfactory way, notwithstanding the
I think it would be very hard indeed to give them assertion of hon. gentlemen opposite, that it is
any reason at all, to show that we have prospered. going to min and decay? I migbt drop the sub-
We have another way of illustrating the business ject there witb the fullest assurance that the
energies of the people. In 1874 the money orders Fouse bas beard enough to justify the statement
issued amounted to $6,757,000, and in 1878 they 1 have made, that we have clear evidence of pros-
amounted to $6, 788,000, a very trifling increase. perity; but I wili give some further evidence to
In 1889 we find that money orders were issued to the same effect. If there is any one thing more
the amount of $10,328,984. Does that represent than another which shows the success and pros-
business enterprise and energy, or do people take ex- perity of a people, I believe it is the extent
changes and buy money orders for amusement simply of their life insurance. As a mile, when men
to show that they hav,-e some wealth ? The num- are not prospering they wil not involve thei-
ber of letters and post cards issued, which passed selves in thbe expense of life insurance ; tbey will
through the post office in 1878, was 50,w50,000, and rather carry their risk. When payments are
in 1887, the last year for which I could get the pressing upon the , tey will be careful to consider
figures, 90,750,000, a jump up of 40,000,000, in the, wether they can afford to take a rsk of $,000 or
post office business of the country, which, I tbink, is even $l00on their lives, and it is only the busi-
another good illustration of business life and acti- ness men of the country w o can afford to do it at
vity. Take another illustration :In 1874 tiie postal Iany time. It is doue very littie by the rural pop-
revenue of the country amounted to $1,4'16,000; ulation, althougb I believe they are beginning to
in 1879 it aniounted to $1,534,000, an increase of find themselves in a l-etter positionî to (Io it now
,S58,(>0, an average increase of $10,81 5 a year. I than ever before. But the business men have
1889 the postal revente amounted to $2,984,000, an made investents of that kind, not only for the
iierease of $o,449,000 in eleven years, or an average future protection of tbemselves and their families,
of $131,804, against $10,815 during the perio<l the but for the sake of their credit, because a man can
Refoan party were in power. Now, there are sev- get better terms and treatment from a wholesale
eral mays of ascertainigg the degree of prosperity in bouse if oe bas insured not oly his life but bis
this country under the National Policy, andi let mie buildings, tban hie couki under other circunii-
trouble the juse with another statement on that stances. Now, the number of life insurance poli-
poit. The construction of railwHays in this country cies issued in Canada in 1879 was 53, (K) , and tiee
w e have a riglt to take as representing whetber value of the rasks was h c86l000r e in 1887 the
the affairs of tbe country are stationary or pro- last year for which I a able to get the figures,gressve. In 1879 there were 6,225 miles of rail- the anumber of policies was 131,000, an icrease
ways built, and in 1888, tbe last year for wbîcb I of 88,00. and tbe value of the risks $191,5mu e,-
could get returns, there were 12,7î00 miles built, an 000, un increase of $105,iur e. Now these
ncease of 6,445 miles since the National Policy are startling figures, ani tley are on ti e satis-w-es inaugurated. The passengers carried by tbese factory side. T oey are figures on whieh we
railways numbered 6,500,00in 18 9 as against 0 , , may cogratulate ourselves. The sanie remarks
500,000 in 1888. Is that any evidence of energy, Ihave made wit reference to life insurances willactivity and business life ? We bave another way pply to fire insurances. 1879, the amorn tof estîmating the prosperity of the business of Can- of ire policies was l$407,000,000 a ii in 8s87,
ada. We fin that in 1879 8,348,000 tons of freigat t633,000,., sbowing an increase of t226,0 u ;
were carried by railways, whtle in 1888 17,172,000 ani adding the two amouits together, w-e bave
tons were carried, or an increase of 8,823,000. 33 ,500,000 of fire and life policies in existence
Then, take tbe railway earnings. In 18 9 they more than w-e ba duriug the Administration of the
a8aounted to $19,925,000, andin 1888 tbey avnount- hon. memkber for York (Mr. Mackenzie). I tave hereed toa o42, 159,000, an increase of $22,234,000. Not a statemeut carefully prepared fron the Public
only by land, but by sea, the country lias been dis- Accounts, showifg the products of the farm bu-
playiug enterprise and energy. and I congratulate ported for home use into Canadia, fromi 1874 tothe House on the fact. The tonnage of sea-going 1879 inclusive, and I include 1879, because,
and lake vessels in 1879 as 11,500,000 tons and in aithougi the Conservative party was tifen in power,
1888 14,500,000 tons, an increase of 3,000,000 tons. the National Policy had not then ad time to bave
tow, the bon. nember for Nort Wellington stated any effect. We inmported for consumption to
tbat there was a serions number of business failures tbe extent of $55,000,000 worth, so tbat tbeduring the past year. I have not tbe figures for products of tie farnera in Canada bad t3 meet
the past year, but I will give the resuit of my this compiSetition in their own inarket. I wouldinvestigation of the failures as presented in tw o ask cou we hope for prosperity un8er s8cpeiod of times. Fron 1874 to 1879 the failures in circumstances? Ou i farmers had to co pete with
Canada reached the enormous sum2 of $133,ofra, American prodfucts li every market towan. Every
w-hih divided by the five years during which the merchant could say to the0: can lay tbis wbeatReform party were in power, gives an annual aver- or these oats here fro Chicago, at sucb a price,
age of $26,518,880. Does that represent a satisfac- and if you do not take that price i will import tbe
tory condition of things to the people of Canada, goods. The resuit was that $55,000,000 wort of
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foreign products were brought into Canada to
come into competition with our own farm pro-
ducts; or, on an average, $9,166,000 per year came
in, and, worse still, came in without paying a
dollar of taxation. Our farmers did not even have
the miserable consolation of knowing that the
Americans were helping to swell the receipts of
our treasury, by paying a tax on these products
with which they flooded our markets. Our
farmers can produce all that the people require.
It may be said that we do not grow enough corn,
but I will be able to show that this country grows
a good deal of corn, and that it was well worthy
the consideration of the Government to put a tax
opon corn for more reason than one, and I will
quote Mr. Blue's statistics to prove this. Fron
1879 to 1889, we imported American grain and
products of grain, amounting to $36,400,000 or at
the rate of $4, 100,000 a year, as compared with
$9,000,000 a year during the six years of the
Mackenzie Administration, and there is also this
difference that, whereas in the one case, these
products came in free, in the other they were
subject to very heavy duties. What has been the
effect of that policy? We have kept our market
for our own people, as we declared the National
Policv would do, to the extent of the difference
between $55,000,000 in six years, and $36,000,000
in nine years. During last year, 1889, I find we
collected $449,000, or nearly half a million dollars
on our importation of American grain and grain
pro iucts. Is not that a wise policy? Or should
we admit free the products of the labor of Ameri-
can farmers to swamp the markets we have been
endeavoring to build up for our own people, by
means of bonussing railways and of establishing
industries in this country? But no amount of
reasoning, or figures, or facts, can convince the
hon. gentlemen opposite, to whom we all know
that the mention of the National Policy is like
flaunting a red flag before a bull. In the great
American Republic, on the contrary, both parties
are united as to the necessity of protecting native
industries, and there is no such party as a free
trade party known there. The hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) spoke of the
cotton industry as one of the grievances of the
country, claiming that the poor people are coin-
pelled to pay a high taxation on the cotton
they purchase, but I can tell the hon. gentleman
that our manufacturers are not only selling cotton
cheaper than the imported article was ever sold for,
but it is of a superior quality, and besides we are
giving employment to our own artisans and people.
In 1879, the quantity of the raw product imported
was 7,250,000 lbs., whereas, in 1887, it amounted
to 30,971,000 lbs., being an increase of 23,721,000
lbs. of raw cotton imported and manufactured dur-
ing that period. Surely that ought to be taken
into account when gentlemen are talking about the
National Policy and the decay of the present condi-
tion of Canada. But that is not all. In 1878 there
were imported from Great Britain and the United
States 12,771,896 yards of bleached and unbleached
cottons, valued at $971,685. Last year we only
imported 1,634,190 yards, valued at $174,873. I
think the difference in that alone illustrates what
it really mneans, to import the raw product and
manufacture it in this country. In 1879 we im-
ported 6,230,084 lbs. of wool for manufacture.
That was during the Administration of hon. gentle-
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men opposite. In 1887 we imported 12,038,693
lbs., or nearly double. Vas it of no importance
to the people of the country that that was im-
ported for manufacture in this country ? I can-
not understand the dogheadedness of an indi-
vidual who can stand up and say that it is not
to the advantage of the people of this country to
manufacture these goods in Canada. Hon. gentle-
men may say that this wool came into competition
with our own wool, but it is not so. The wool
which would have competed with our wool has
been shut out by a very proper duty. The long
combing wools are very different from those which
go into the manufacture of the fine cloths we are
now using in Canada. There has been a good deal
said about the increase of our national debt. No
doubt that has increased very largely, but I think
we have value for it, and I think I shall be able to
show that we have. At the time of Confederation,
there was a debt of Ontario and Quebec amounting
to $62,500,000, Nova Scotia $8,000,000 and New
Brunswick $7,000,000, or a total of $77,500,000.
That was simply taking over the burdens of the
older Provinces, and placing them, as a matter
of book-keeping, upon the broader shoulders of the
Federal Government. In 1869 Nova Scotia comesin,
under Better Terms, with $1,186,756, and in 1873
the following amounts were added:-The old
Provinces, $10,056,089 ; Ontario and Quebec, $4,-
897,503; Nova Scotia, $2,343,159, New Brunswick,
$1,807,720, Manitoba, $3,725,600, British Columbia
$2,029,392, Prince Edward Island $4,884,023. We
have here a total of $109,430,149. Is there
a single dollar of that part of the national
debt that hon. gentlemen opposite would say
should not have been assumed ? Does that increase
the burdens of the people or the taxation ? I have
no doubt that pressure was brought by the Pro-
vinces upon the Government to accept the respon-
sibility of this burden, and the Federal Govern-
ment, as I think properly, did accept the responsi-
bility. Let us see how the other portion of the
national debt has been created. We have built
and aided railways at the request of our own
people, and for their benefit. Our own people
have pressed for the construction of these roads in
order to open up the country and develop the land,
the forests and the mines, and specially to develop
the far west. We find that we have expended
$103,142,393 on railways since Confederation,
chiefly on the Canadian Pacific Railway and the
Intercolonial Railway. Then we have expended
on canals $32,847,148. If that is not a wise expen-
diture, hon. gentlemen should object to it. We are
now led to anticipate some other expenditures in the
same direction, and I believe large works are being
carried on on the Sault Ste. Marie and the Corn-
wall and other canals. I believe both the east and
the west are a unit in approving of that ex-
penditure, though counties such as that I re-
present may not feel interested in canal enter-
prises. Still, as forming part of this Confedera-
tion, we are bound to accept our share of the
responsibility. The canals are competitors with
the railways and afford means by which we eau
get our products into the best markets. On public
buildings, we have expended $12,539,261, and on
other public works, $15,861,053. That makes-a
total of $164,389,854. Will hon. gentlemen oppo-
site say which of these public works should not
have been constructed ? I know that objections
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have been taken to the construction of the Inter-
colonial Railway by some people, but very few,
because I think the interests of Confederation
necessitated the construction of that work. I do
not say that it was done in the wisest manner. I
am not here to justify the expenditure of every
dollar as having been made in the wisest inanner,
but I do justify the course which has been taken
in the construction of railways, and we know that
the people everywhere are pressing the Government
to assist the municipalities in the construction of
those railways. If you take that amount of $164,-
389,854, and add to it the debts which were as-
sumed, amounting to $109,430,149, you have a
total of $273,820,003. That accounts for our
national debt at once. I need not go a step
further in order to show that we have full
value for our national debt, which amounts
to $237,530.000. And this is not all. You see
the total net debt is 237 millions, whereas we
account for 273 millions, the difference arising
from expenditures on great public works and
assuming the burdens of the Provinces. Not very
long ago, at a meeting of the Young Men's Liberal.
Club in Toronto, they discussed the question of
subsidies to the Provinces. The question was long
and ably debated, and I may mention that the ex-
leader of the Opposition, the Hon. Mr. Blake, was
appointed president of that association. The as-
sociation adopted unanimously I think a resolution
that in their opinion subsidies to the Provinces
should, for the future, be discontinued. I do not
know that hon. gentlemen in this House will agree
with that. I am sure there will be but one voice in
this House that these subsidies should not be with-
held or withrawn from the Provinces, yet we find
the ex-leader of the great Reform party is made pre-
sident of a club which bas passed a resolution to that
effect. Now, let us see what we have paid to the
Provinces. During the twenty-two years since Con-
federation, we have paid $76,867,506 to the Prov-
inces out of the revenue of this country. Now, do
hon. gentlemen suppose that we can have our loaf
and eat it too ? Do they suppose that we can
go on carrying the heavy burdens of the Prov-
inces without increasing our liabilities ? I find that
we have increased our liabilities from this source
on an average of 3½ million dollars a year. If we
take the year 1889 there is no less a sum than
$4,051,427 put down in the Estimates for subsidies
to the Provinces this year. Now, if hon. gentle-
men are opposed to this expenditure, let them rise
and denounce it as an unwise expenditure on the
part of the Government, although it is forced upon
this Government in consequence of the necessities
of the Provinces. I want to make one more re-
mark about the interest of the farmers. I find in
the United States Trade and Navigation Reports
for 1889 a table showing the proportion of grain
unported by Great Britain and the country from
which wheat is imported-when I say grain I mean
wheat in this case. From 1871 to 1879 Canada ex-
ported 61 per cent. of the total imports of wheat
into Great Britain ; froin 1879 to 1888 we exported
43 per cent. ; but in the last year, I am sorry to
say, there has been a decline, and we are now ex-
porting but 2½ per cent. of the whole imports of
wheat into Great Britain. How stands it with our
rivals, the Americans, who, I am free to admit, do
grow grain cheaper than we have yet been able to
do it in the older Provinces ? We find that our ex-1

ports of grain to England have steadily declined
since 1871, whereas they ought to have been in-
increasing. I think I explained the reason to-day
to be that we had been importing too much Amer-
ican wheat into this country, and the farmners had
found it unprofitable to grow wheat, and the re-
sult was a decline in our export of that article.
From 1871 to 1879 an average of 44 per cent.,
almost one-half the imports into Great Britain,
was made from the United States. From 1879 to
1889 they had increased their exports intò Great
Britain to 54 per cent. of the whole, whereas in
the case of Canada, our exports declined during
that period. This is a matter of very serious im-
port to the farmers of Canada. They have got to
face the fact that not only in the great prairies of
the American west, but on our own prairies, they
have got to face competition ; they have likewise
to face competition from France, Germany, Rus-
sia and British India, and I think it is known
how cheaply wheat can be produced in British
India. In 1871 only one-half of one per cent. of
the imports of grain into Great Britain came from
India ; in 1879 the proportion had risen to 3 per
cent., and in 1888 to 12 per cent. Here is clearly
the source of the trouble-it is that with the high
priced labot the Canadian farmer has to employ
we are not able to compete with the cheap labor
of India, and of Russia, and of Germany, and of
France ; consequently our farmers must turn their
attention to something else. Now, let me show
how the matter stands witb respect to the prices
of grain in Canada and in England. In England,
in 1879, the price of wheat was $1.80 a bushel ; in
Canada, in the city of Toronto, it was S1.32, a
difference of 48 cents a bushel between Toronto
and the British market. In 1890 the price
of wheat in England is $1.08, in the city of
Toronto it is eighty-seven cents, or a difference of
twenty-one cents, so that we have improved our
position with regard to the English market by the
difference between forty-eight and twenty-one
cents per bushel, or a difference of twenty-seven
cents in favor of the English market, now, if we
were exporters there, as against the state of things
that existed when wheat was bringing $1.80 a
bushel. Now, in 1879 the price of wheat was $1.49
cents in New York, and $1.32 in Toronto. or a
difference of seventeen cents in favor of the United
States. The price of wheat in England, as I said,
wasefifty-eight shillings per quarter, or $1.08 a
bushel, in 1879 ; while in 189) it is thirty-five
shillings per quarter, or $1.08 per bushel. Let me
now give the prices in Canada: Toronto, 1879,
wheat $1.32 ; 1890, eighty-seven cents, or a
decline of forty-five cents. New York, wheat,
1879, $1.49; 1890, eighty-seven cents, or a decline
of sixty-two cents. I point out that since the
National Policy prices between New York and
Toronto are precisely the saine. If this has
not been brougLht about by the National Policy,
what has caused it ? The saine means of
communication between New York and Toronto
exist, and also beýtween New York and
Liverpool. These facts show that under the
operation of the National Policy wheat is worth
as much to-day in Toronto or Montreal as it is lu
the leading cities of the United States. No. i
hard wheat, produced in the constituency repre-
sented by the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson), is quoted to-day in Canada at $1.07 a

1
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bushel, which is a higher price than is given for before the fouse. The hon. member for Hamilton
any other wheat on the continent. It is encourag- (Mr. Brown), who addressed the fouse this even-
ing also that the price of wheat has been approach- ing, made a statement wbicb, to My mmd, gives a
ing that in the English market closer than was the fair idea of the political system wlich the Conser-
case in 1879, and we have also evened up with the vative party have been carrying on these last years.
prices in the best markets in the United States, a He said that shoult one go to the United States,
condition of things that did not exist in 1879. one shoult hear almost every American Say that
While the price of wheat to-day is 87 cents in To- the township in which he lives is the finest in the
ronto and New York, it is only 79 cents in Chicago. county, the county the finest in the State, and the
We all remember ten or t welve years ago it was the State in which the county is situated the richest of
rule for grain prices in Chicago to rule higher than the whole Union. Well, Mr. Speaker, 1 think
in Toronto. Now it is equally as common to have that is about what the hon. members on the other
the prices of grain higher in Toronto, and wheat side of the flouse have been saying these last few
from 8 to 10 cents per bushel higher than in years. They have taken as their political tacties,
Chicago. Oats in Chicago yesterday were 22 hoping thus to promote the interests of their party,
cents, in Toronto 30 to 33 cents. I remember the to extolling the prosperity of the country and cre-
time when oats were iuch higher in Chicago than diting their policy with it. I do not intend to
in Toronto, but the case is reversed to-day and follow them on that grount. 1 agree with them on
the Toronto market is higher by about 8 cents a most important point, that this Dominion is
per bushel than Chicago years ago. Corn is sell- among the finest countries in the whole world; but,
ing in Chicago at 29 cents a bushel. The ques- on the other hand, I think it is amoug the worst as
tion of corn is an important one for us in far as goverument goes, ant that, perhaps, explains
Canada. The Government have wisely retained why it toes not enjoy the prosperity one might
the duty on it, for two reasons : first, because desire. Iu the twelve years 1 bave bat the bonor
it comes into competition with our coarse grains; of a seat in this ouse, 1 neyer saw a Budget
and, second, because it is a great and growing speech receivet witb so scant applause as the one
industry in this country. Its production has ran deiivered. on Thurstay last, by the hon. the Min-
up greatly for the last few years, and it appears, ister of Finance. In 1879, when Sir Leonard
according to returns of the Statistical Bureau of Tilley ani Sir Charles Tupper submittet to this
Toronto, that we raised in 1889 no less than 17,- fouse the so-callet National Policy, they brought
436,780 bushels in the ear. The year before last forth f-om tbeir friends an intescribabie enthu-
the crop was a partial failure, only about 8,000,000 siasm; the two speakers were at every moment
bushels being produced, while for the preceding interrupted by frautic applause. They had suc-
year the quantity was about 12,000,000 bushels. The ceeded in carrying their friends in a new world,
price now quoted is 29 cents per bushel in the ear, the fool's Paradise. Ant yet the finaucial situation
which is the price in Chicago to-day for shelled was not then flourishing. The current year prom-
corn. I regret it was necessary to detain the iset a large teficit the great commercial tepres-
House at such length, but I have found it difb- ion was not yet over. Nowatlays, although the
cult to listen day after day to statements made public treasury is overflowing ; it is with but a
by hon. gentlemen opposite without making any trembling voice and an evitent diufience the bon.
reply. 1 did not offer any remarks on the the Miaister of Finance proclaims bis surpluses and
tariff last year. I represent, however, as impor- lis political friends receive the news, goot iu itself,
tant a constituency as there is in Canada, and with the most evident coldness. Why is this?
one of the garden counties of Ontario, and I have a Where is the expianation of sud a marked differ-
right to speak in the interests of my constituents; ence in tbe bearing of this Flouse? It is because
and, at the risk of making myself troublesome to then, Mr. Speaker, there were hopes, ant now
hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House, I have there is the painful reality. Our surpluses are but
simply discharged my duty as a representative of tht resuit of exaggerated taxation; ant, with the
the farmers in my county. The more I sec of the tistress of the people before tbem, the hon. mean-
National Policy the more I admire it, and although bers on the other side feel they wouid be commit-
I may have had at one time perhaps some misgiv- ting an outrageons insuit weme they to applaut.
ing, owing to the issues raised by hon. gentlemen But the bon. the Minister of Finance is not the only
opposite, as to the benefits that would result from one wbo is doubttui ant aimost apprehensive.
it, those doubts have been cleared away. I am con- These last two or thrce years, the Govemument,
fident as to the future of this country, and I hope feeling that the telusions of their protective poiicy
hon. gentlemen opposite will follow the course were fading away, have been constantly waivering
adopted in all other deliberative assemblies on this up to these last few tays, wben they finally re-
continent or elsewhere, and join heart and hand solvet to adopt retaliatory duties agaînst the
with one accord to do our best to secure the suc- Unitet States, ant maintain till the uext elections
cess and prosperity of the people of Canada. the protective poiicy carriet on since 1879. 1 think

it mny duty to oppose this policy, as I always titi s0
Mr. RINFRET. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I far; ant while craving the indulgence of this fouse,

must confess it is a rather ungrateful task, at this I intent, Mr. Speaker, saying a few worts with
late bour to address the House, not so much for respect to the situation now existing in the country,
myself as for my hearers, but I presume that were to its relations with the United States ant to the
I not to speak, another hon. member would, so that means of improving our position at both the com-
the result should be about the same for the House. mercial ant agricultural stantpoints as weli as that
This is why, although the hon. members seem anx- of the general intemests of the people of this -Do-
ious and tired of hearing speeches, I think it my minion. I do not intend criticising in its details,
duty to the electors I have the honor to represent, the generai management of public affairs nor me-
to state my views in reference to the question now cririnating as to fauits ant evils whidh are common
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to all parties under constitutional Governments. peopie in the purchase of the public favor in
In a democratic country like this, where frequent many counties. We are presently undergoing, Mr.
elections are held, where contests are very close in Speaker, a system of bribery which is ruinous to
many counties, political exigencies arise as well as the public treasury. There lies the explanation of
obligations under which Governments are to their such a rapid increase in our expenditure and public
friends, which indeed are not possibly warrantable debt. On 301h June, 1889, our public debt amounted
as to morality and the interests of the country, but to 237 millions of dollars, in round numbers, re-
which nowadays are in some measure tolerated, in- presenting an ilcrease of nearly 100 millions in ten
asmuch as they are the inevitable result of our yearsor nearly 10 millions of dollars annually. The
policy and the political morals of our people. Too public debt cores to about $50 for each man,
harsh a censure, a censure as to details, would not woman and child lu the Dominion, which is $500 for
be fair, for one must not exact from others each family of ten members. It is an enormous
what one could not do one's self. I readily amount, if we add to that ail the Provincial, muni-
agree that it was impossible for the Govern- cipal and private debts which reacl a large figure.
ment, notwithstanding the promises of economy The Honorable Minister of Finance said last Thurs-
made by some of their inembers when in Op- day that in returu for our debt we have public
position, to prevent an increase in the public works and institutions of a prineely value. He
expenditure. But there is nothing to warrant an lias not named tbem. 1 ar going to permit myself
increase of 60 per cent. in the public expenditure, to nae some of them in bis place. First, let us look
an increase of more than 60 per cent. in the taxa- at the Intercolonial. The debt of the Intercolonial
tion of the country, and an increase, in ten years, las this day reached the incredible sum of 85l,000,-
of 75 per cent. in the public debt. Never was 000, ami bas an aniual deficit varying from
there a satisfactory explanation given by the hon. 000 to $400,000on the costof management. Apart
members on the other side as to that alarming state from that, il is adding to its debt about$1,000,000
of our finances. There exists but one explanation, a year. There, Mr. Speaker, is a public enterprise
which I venture to mention: it is that system of which pays royally, not the public (nobody would
unscrupulous corruption, organised many years dare to claim that), but the Conservative party,
ago, by the present leader of the Government, and wbicb for many years bas made use of that iron
which, in these last few years more than ever lie road as of an electoral machine, to assure itself of
bas resorted to in order to hold to power. Tbe the counties through which il passes and to show
favorite argument of the hon. gentleman when f avor to the polibical friends of the (4overmnent, by
pressed from this side, and short of any other argu- reductions on the charges of transport. The Inter-
ment he might offer to this House in refutation, is colonial, far from paying, costs bbe country about
that, notwithstanding his faults and frailties, the 1- millions a year. Wby? Because it is a rail-
people still prefer him to members on this side and way worked with a political ain in view, and with
keep him in power. There never was a more untrue no otier objeet. We bave made another fine in-
statement. It is not true that the present Govern- vestment of public moncy in the section of the
ment had in their favor the public opinion and Pacifie Raiway of British Columbia, and tlat of
that tliey actually had in their favor a majority the north of Lake uperior. I shah not recur to
of the Canadian voters. At the last general elec- Ibis oftimes discussel subjeet, but I believe
tion, out of a total vote of 718,788, the Government that the Goverument must ibseif admit to-day that
only had a majority of 6,494, not including members il then committed an error which bas cost the
belonging to both parties returned by acclamation, country many millions. W e may now stili recal
which would not materially affect the general like a sort of fantastic history, the extravagance iu
result. That majority does not represent quite the construction of the Grand Trunk, ani tue enor-
one per cent. of the total vote. Can any hon. meni- mous sums paid by the country for tht under-
ber fairly contend that the victory of the minis- taking. Far from me, Mr. Speaker, be he idea
terial party would not have been changed into a of censuring the policy of the construction of
humiliating defeat, had not the Government con- railways. Wbat I censure is the manner of ex-
trolled the voters' list through partisan revising ecubion and the enormous waste whieh lias accom-
officers and the vote itself through returning officers, panied tbe accomplishuent of these great wo-ks. If
all of whom were their political friends ; had they I did not fear to abuse tbe attention of tiis
not, moreover, annulled the vote of the free and in- fouse I wouid cite the whole of a list of election
dependent voters by the vote of the Indians, who railways, for whicb the country bas incurred con-
were mere tools in the hands of the Government siderable responsîbilities. I shah name only a few
agents, by the vote of the public officers, by the of them. Let us take alîead of ail tbe others
vote of the laborers controlled by the manufactu- the famous Chignecto marine transport railway,
rers iu the country, and especially, by the vote of whicb in 1886 obtained from the Goverument a
the venal part of the electorate, which they bought grant of $170,602 a year, during 20 years,
out by means of the most unscrupulous bribery ever heing iu ail about 31 millions of dollars.
witnessed in this our country. Had the elections The objeet of this road is to transport vessels not
been carried on without bribery, I can assure this exeeeding 1,000 tons burden from Baie Verte, iu
House that the Liberal party, not the present the Gulf of St. Lawrence, to the River la Planche,
Government, would now be in power. Few people in the Bay of Fundy. This grant took place iu the
iu the country have an idea of what it cost them in year preeeding the eleetions of 1887, and ils only
the past to give the Government this narrow major- airu was to favor the election of the members for
ity, and what it still costs them each year to keep the neighboriug counties. This is what may be
into power the hon. gentlemen on the other side. called literally tbrowing millions into the water.
I charge the Government with governing the Another une, the road from Oxford to New Glas-
country in the sole interests of the Conserva- gow, wbich is arallel witb the road of Truro and
tive party, and waigting the money of the Pictou. This Ue was consTructed on the assertion
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of Sir Charles Tupper, then Minister of Railways, sixty-five millions, perhaps a hundred millions of
that it would be 45 miles shorter than the other dollars on our public debt, and from four to five
line; but it only shortens the route by about seven millions of dollars for the annual expenses of the
miles. And now it is proved beyond all doubt interest on our debt, and of management upon the
that the only aim in the construction of this line was unes which belong to the Government at the pres-
to bribe the counties through which it passes. It is eut time. In every case the estimates are certainly
impossible, Mr. Speaker, to find anything more not too high, if we add to them the other public
condemnable from a political point of view than works, executed within the same lapse of time.
the outlay occasioned by the construction of the During this session there have been numerous at-
Short Line, and the continuation projected by the tacks against the extraordinary expenditure made
road of Harvey and Salisbury. I shall recall to- since a good number of years in the Department
day the transactions and political underhand deal- of Public Works. 1 do not wish to cast
ings which drove the Government to subsidise the a doubt on the present capability of the
railway called the Short Line. This question lias hon. Minister of Public Works in the
already been the subject of a debate before the management of bis Department. It, however,
fsouse. We occupied ourselves some time since appears evident to me that he bas allowed himself
with the line of Harvey and Salisbury, which m will to be carried away by the general tide of the policy
continue the Short Line of the State of Maine as of bribery of the Govern nent, and that a ost of
far as Halifax. The road of Harvey and Salisbury edifices and public buildings have only been erected
will cost the country at heast $5,00,000. Wheat to fulfil promises given at elections or to please
will be its utility ? 1V was clearly proved before electors during electoral struggles. Xow, Mr.
this flouse tiat it will have no utîlity i vnew of the Speaker, am going to pass on to another subject
generalinterests of the country, uDless by shorten- nearly allied to tiat which I have just been treat-
ing by somie insles-20 to 25 nailes-the route from ing. I wish to speak of the public expenditure.
Montreal to Halifax. Not ouly will the road cost The public expenditure for the year euding June,
5 millions, but it will. besides, have the effect of 1888, was $36,917,779; 1878, itwas t23,501,000, or
causing competition on that part of the Inter- an increase in eleven years of about 60 per cent. h
colonial whsich uis from St. John to Moncton ;shaîl go over some items of annual outlay with the
of diminishing by one-half the revenues of that view of proving that it should be possible for an
portion of the Intercolonial, and consequenthy to economical management to keep down a oIt of use-
cause the Dominion Treasury to lose a great pany less expenses. Quite recently, we had a long debate
thousand dollars. NoV only is this road not useful, li this ouse askng for the repeal of the Electoral
but if will be lu the future an oceasion of dead loas Act. The administration of thts law lias already
to the public reasury, and nothpng can explain the cost the country bundreds of hhousands of dollars.
conduct of the Goveryment in this affair, unless The Liberal party did not succeed in causi g the
that in tHus acting it satisfies the desires of the repeal of this law. Why? Because the Goveu-
electors of the surrounding counties, and fulfilîs the ment makes use of this iiquitous law to give itself
promises made at elections. There are quite a advantages over its opponhents during election
legion of railways subsidised l New Brunswick times. T e lion. Secretary of State etimated
ami Nova Scotia, either before the ehections of 1887, the cost of preparing the lists at over $150,000 a
to dispose tise electors to vote well, or immediately, year; some bon. members of this flouse have
to fufil the promises made at elections. I cite the ma e a sill higier estîmate of the cost. However
grants made to the Maritime Provinces, because the that may be, the saving effected by suppressing
bribery there was more direct and more patent; this law wouid be considerable. Mr. Speaker,
but the sanie system bas also been carried on in the another expense wich is rapidly increasing is that
other Provinces of Canada. I regret to say it, Mr. of the Civil Service. Ths expense as increased
Speaker, for several years we have seen a scandai- about 60 per cent. since 1878. The on. Min-
ous application of the public money for the con- ister gave as a reason the considerable increase in
struction of sînaîl pieces of railways, wbich are the business of Canada. 1 may state, by the way,
asserted to be nes constructed for thise general ad- Mr. Speaker, that it is very unfortunate that busi
vatage of Canada, while more important ines are ness has noV increased in the Department, because
neglected. 1 repeat it, I ar n favor of subsidising our commerce lias remained stationary for 24) years.
railways with a view to the interests of the These expenses in 1878 amounted to $800,000, and
country; but it is my duty Vo condenus suc. sub- now they are nearly $1,300,000. Formerly, when
sidies woe their only ahu is Vo give partisans Vo the bon. gentlemen on the rigt were in the Opposi-
the h on. gentlemen on the rght. Now, Mr. tion, they were inthehabitof reproachingtheMack-
Speaker, if we can take away from the public debt enzie Government with appointing too many public
ahi the money which lias been expended since 25 oficers, notwithstanding the proverbial economy
to 30 years the aim of bribery and poitical partis- of that Goverment. I recollet that ail the Con-
anship, for the construction and, in certain cases, servative papers, La Minerve, Le Conadien of
for the working, of the Grand Trunk, of the Inter- Quebec, and several other papers, made it a crime
colonial, of the Pacific, of the es which I have of the Government Vo have appointed a great num-
Just nanied, and of a crowd of others subsidised ber of inspectors of weights and measures. The
with a poitical view, I believe that you would fir t Ving that the Conservatives did on coming
be astonished at the enormous reduction whicb inVo power was to dismiss the inspectors of weights
by snch a ieans we should make in the public debt. and mesures. But what was not the surprise of
I do noV expect Vo make hon. gentlemen accept the public, some tine ago, Vo find that wq now
my opinion, or Vo make thens paas sentence of con- spend for the inspection of weights and measures
demnation on their past condut; but 1 behieve exactly the same amont that we expended 
that, without doing the least har. Vo the well-being 1878. th le true that in 1879 oniy a aaI
of Canada, it would have been easy Vo save at heast number of npectorz were appointed, but th
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expense has increased so rapidly that it is now, Committee in favor of the great Pacific Company.
as I have just said, as high as when the This eininent man, who probably receives froim
Mackenzie Government was in power, and the in- $15,000 to $20,000 a year, was superannuated with
spection is done with a great deal less efficiency. a judge's pension, as being incapable of filling his
I said just now that the Mackenzie Government position. Facts of this nature speak more for it
were upbraided with filling the public offices with than long speeches, and require no comment.
employés. To-day they are so filled up that there Another detail, that of double salaries. We
is no longer any place to put them in, and the hon. have often argued about the salaries of public
Minister of Public Works was obliged to erect an officers, which in many cases are reasonable, on the
immense building, which is going to cost upwards principle that in order to have good officers they
of half a million dollars; and I may say that in must be well paid. But a blamable excuse is that
three or four years these new offices will be filled, of double salaries for work done after office hours.
and another building may perhaps be necessary to There are 618 employés who thus increase their
lodge them. I allow, in every case, that there may pay by 25 and 50 per cent. -some who double their
be reasons for increasing the number of public offi- salaries. After studying this question, and having
cials to a certain extent, but up to the present time had explanations of it before the Commuittee on
I have not heard any good reason from the hon. Public Accounts, 1 could înot do otherwise than
Minister of Finance to explain as great an increase arrive at the conclusion that in a great number of
as that which I have just mentioned. Another cases this systemn of double salaries is a means of
excessive expenditure of the public funds exists in including a sinecure with a regular employment, in
the superannuation fund. I shall not press this order to show favor to a frienîd of the party at tle
point, but will merely cause it to be remarked, expense of the public treasury. It would be diffi-
that the system adopted for somne years has been cult to find in the whole world a Governmnent which
purely and simply a means of paying a double hbas more absurd Government positions with a view
salary for a large number of officials. The amounts to bribery, or which lias showed a more machia-
granited for superannuation have more than doubled velian aptitude in the art of multiplying positions,
during ten years. In 1878 they were $106,588 ; they and of scattering the public money among its favor-
are now $218,993. The institution of superannua- ites. A striking example is found in the adminis-
tion Lad a twofold aim-to care for such officials tration of the Department of the Interior, and
as became incapable, and to increase the efficiency especially in the Indian Department. I have often
of the public service, by making their dismissal endeavored to account to myself for the affairs of
more easy in cases where they ceased to be useful these Departments. The Comnîttee on Public
through infirmity, age, or otherwise. Unfortun- Accounts have sometinies also sought to explain
atelv the present Administration has abused the to itself the enormous expediture of te Indian
superannuation law to the extent of making of it a Departmeîit, of the public lands-in a word, ail the
veritable tool for bribery and a burden to the pub- expenses of the Departnent of the Interior. But
lie treasury. In order to make room for political it will be said that the Prime Minister of Canada,
friends asking for employnent, able employés are who, among bis friends, passes for one who coin-
put aside, with pensions whichî are sometimes mands the varions ehements, has done ahi in hls
high ; and the result of this is that the country is power to envehop this part of the adminstration
paying double salaries. My hon. friend from Sim- of public affairs in mystery. There ah is nystery
coe East (Mr. Cook) spoke some time ago of Mr. and darkness. No one has ever been able to explain,
LeSueur, who at this very time draws over $1,000 for example, how it happens that it is necessary to
from the superannuation fund, while receiving a pay such a large nunber of employés to so mis-
salary of over $1,200 for another Government em- manage those distant territories. No one has ever
ploymenmt. This Mr. LeSueur resigned in favor of been able to make me understand how it happens
a relative a situation bringing him a salary of that the administration of public hands costs the
82,400. What proves that he was neither incapable country over $300,000 in salaries aud expenses
nor disqualified is that another situation was given of management, only to bring in this year
to him. The hon. member for Quebec Centre (Mr. $227,000, by the sale of public lands. There
Langelier) mentioned, some days ago, two or three is egligence and evident bad mismanagement.
disnissals and superannuations which took place The cost of the journeys of inspectors of every
in the city of Quebec without any reason or appar- description in the Indian Department, agents
ent cause. I will not enter into details, but it is not for the public lands, represent each year thousands
exaggeration to say that at least twenty-five or and thousands of dollars. The North-West has
thirty cases of the arbitrary dismissal of perfectly become a guif which has not onhy swallowed a great
capable persons were reported before this House, part of the millions which now compose our national
with the only aim of making room for political debt, but which, each year, absorbs several million
friends. We have at this very time in all parts dollars of taxes which are paid by the electors of
of the country a host of people able to earn their the old Provinces of Canada. This swallowing up
living, who are living at the expense of the people of the public funds bas certainly lu a great measure
of Canada, for the only reason that positions had injured the colonisation and material development
been promised to the friends of the Government of the old Provinces, and these millions have been
and that it was necessary to give them. It is a so badhy spent, and so badhy distributed, that the
systein which costs the country very dear, and North-West is only dcvehoping with a surprising
which does not do justice to the public employés. backwarduess, which bas overthrown the hopes
There is a host of persons who for twenty years which had been built on that immense territory.
have drawn from the public treasury sums varying The subsidies to the Conservative journals under
from $5,000 to $20,O00. A striking case, which I the form of advertisements and varions printmg
was forgetting, is that of Jud e Clarke, whom I each yearreacha coupleof hundredthousand dollars.
heard a few days ago pleading bfore the Raihway Suc subsidies vary from some hundreds to some
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thousands of dollars for each sheet. The Mail of To-
ronto alone absorbs over $2,700. These subsidies to
newspapershave the double fault of costing the coun-
try dear, of increasing the public expenses, and of de-
priving the press of all independence. This explains
why the proceedings of the Government are ac-
cepted and defended by the whole of a political
party in Canada. These few facts will suffice to
prove that a considerable economy might each year
be made in the administration of public affairs.
But I might multiply these examples, if I did not
fear to encroach upon the attention of the House.
These examples not only prove the extravagance of
the Government, but that the administration of
pubic affairs is carried on with the sole view of
avoritism, of rewarding political friends, and not

for the real interests of the country. It is to neet
this extravagant expenditure that the people pay
enormous taxes, and in no way with regard to the
revenues of the electors of the country. And here
again, in the manner of levying taxes, we still find
that spirit of favoritism and want of principle
which characterises the present Government. Not
only does the Government raise considerable reve-
nues to meet these public expenses, but it has
adopted a system of assessment of taxes which
makes them still heavier for the tax-payers of the
country to support. This is what I am going to
prove by facts. The very principle of protection is
a false and dangerous principle, because it implies
favoritism of a class or of certain classes at the ex-
pense of the other classes of society. What have
we seen since 1879? Delegations of all kinds repre-
senting the varions industries of the country re-
pairing by turns to the Minister of Finance to obtain
special favors for themselves. One may tell whici
are the suppliants who will be listened to, and
which will be those to be refused. It will suffice
for that to know their political color and the
amount of influence they can dispose of at election
times. The present tariff is not founded on any
principle, nor upon any particular law. It de-
pends entirely on the absolute will and on the cap-
rice of the Minister of Finance or on the political
need§ of the Government. There is not a single
member in this House who can deny that under the
present régime any manufacturer who controls the
elections, in a county may impose and in fact does
impose, his will on the Government, at his desire to
fix the tariff for the kind of industry in which he de-
sires to make his fortune. The Government of the
country is, at the present time, at the mercy of com-
mercial coalitions and of the manufacturers of Can-
ada. It is they who have given power to it, who will
support it,and will dictate, from a commercial point
of view. In protectionist countries, the wretched
classes are those which are not protected. In Canada
these classes are artisans and farmers. While the
Government receives deputation after deputation
on the part of manufacturers and railway com-
panies, it does not receive any on the part of
farmers. Why ? Because the agricultural class
feels well that its voice would not be listened to.
Since 1879, at each Session, the members of the
Opposition made themselves the echo of the numer-
ous and just complaints of the agricultural class of
the country. We asked for the farmers their
share of protection. What did the Government
do for them ? Nothing ; absolutely nothing. I
defy the hon. members on the right to prove be-
fore this House that the Government has ever given

Mr. RINFRET.

any encouragement to agriculture, and that it has
done anything to favor it in this country. The
policy of protection did not succeed and could not
succeed in creating a national market, and the
price of all agricultural products is at the present
time lower than it has been for more than 20 years.
The agricultural depression is terrible, alarming. I
shall permit myself to cite here the opinion of
practical farmers of the Province of Ontario. I
have myself translated the following resolution,
passed last year by the Farmers' Institute in
Toronto, to enquire into the causes of agricultural
depression in the Province of Ontario, and the
means of remedying it. It reads as follows:-

"That the agricultural industrv of the Province is
considerably depressed is a fact which will not be denied
by' any of those who at the present time have any in-
terest in agriculture. Your committee is of opinion that
the principal causes of the agricultural depression are,
among others, the excessive taxation which bas been
imposed to meet the expense incurred for the establish-
ment of the Provinces in the west of Canada, and to
meet the interest on our debt, wbich is growing to alarm-
ing proportions: these taxes in a great number of cases
being imposed in a manner contrary to the interests of
this country.

" As to the proper remedy for any or all of these causes,
opinion may differ to a wide extent, but your Committee
believe that the following suggestions are along the line
in which, at Jeast, a measure of relief may be obtained:
(1) Free entrance to the markets where our products have
to be disposed of; and your Committee would strongly
advise that in future all legislation in regard to import
duties be in the direction of lowering those duties."

I will also read to the House the following petition
to the Government, adopted by the Central Far-
mers' Institute of Ontario --

"Whereas we consider the present high tarif is very
injurions to the agricultural interests, making what we
buy proportionately dearer than the products we sell;
and whereas, the present high tariff has given rise to the
combine system ,by which competition is, to a great extent,
prevented; and whereas, the agricultural interest is
suffering under a serious depression, and unable to bear
the strain occasioned by th e tariff and the combine system
aforesaid, and as the agricultural interest represents the
largest majority of the population; that, therefore, this,
the Central Institute, do respectfully ask the Govern-
ment to reduce the duty on articles of prime necessity to
the farmer, such asiron, steel, coal, cottons, woollens,
rubbers, sugars, corn and salt, to such an extent as to
relieve the agriculturist of the unequal burden under
which he is laboring."

The agriculturists say that the tariff is too high.
1 shall only instance some articles. Sugar costs
4 cents in England and 8 cents in Canada. The
diffèrence in price represents the amount of the
tax. Coal oil costs 8 cents in the United States
and 20 cents in Canada. The tax upon liquors is
so high that at present the contraband article is a
veritable scourge all over the country. The tax
upon flour has just been raised to 75 cents a barrel.
They are unjust, and constitute a real oppression of
the poorer classes. The taxes on iron, cottons,
woollen goods, imported under the name of protec-
tive duties are almost prohibitive duties, and
constitute an intolerable burthen to the farmers
and working class of the country. The honest
consumer could never be made to understand
that the Parliament of Canada has the right
to force him by legislation to pay, for the con-
venience of another citizen of his country, fsom 25
to 30 per cent. dearer than he would otherwise do
for every manufactured article that he buys.
" Exchange is as much a natural right as property,"
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says Bastiat. Any law which, without making
any compensation, encroaches on the rights of
exchange of any particular class of the population
is a law contrary to justice and legally a robbery.
I represent an agricultural county, Mr. Speaker,
and I undertake in this House the defence of the
electors who have put confidence in me ; I make
it my duty to protest with all my strength against
au unjust, iniquitous policy, against the policy of
favoritism, which the Governinent maintains in
this country. Let us see what is now the position
of Canada, of which I complain, and of which nine-
tenths of the electors have a right to complain ? The
public expenditure amounts to $8 per head of the
population. The taxes to $6 per head, only for
the Customs revenues and Excise duties, with-
out counting $3 or $4 more per head, which are
really paid upon articles manufactured in the coun-
try. We have a public debt of about $50 per head of
the population, which has increased, during eleven
years only, by about $20 per head of the popula-
tion. The public expenditure and the taxes have
increased by about 60 per cent. upon the amount
to which they had risen in 1878. The amount of
taxes paid by the people only for the government
of the country is enormous for Canada, because the
Doninion taxes are not the only ones, the cost of
maintaining the Local Governments, the municipal
and sciool taxes, must be added. This constant
increase of the public debt and of the burthens
which weigh upon the people are serious affairs,
when it is stated that the extent of our commerce
is nearly the saine at present as it was fifteen or
twenty years ago, notwithstanding the enlarging
of our territory and the growth of our population.
Our commerce, which fifteen or twenty years ago
was nearly $55 a head, is now only $40 per head
of the population. This increase of taxation, in
the face of the decrease of the incomes of the con-
sumers, gives a full explanation of the large emi-
gration of our fellow-countrymen to the United
States. This emigration will continue, or rather
it will go on growing fron one year to another, as
long as the Government of the country does not
find the means either to diminish the taxes and
public expenditure or to adopt any mseasure what-
ever which will put our population in a position to
support the heavy burthens now imposed upon it.
The hon. President of the Council, in the magnifi-
cent speech which he made in answer to the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
said, that our young people emigrated to the United
States because they are carried away by their spirit
of adventure, because they lose their heads
by reading reviews which give a brilliant des-
cription of the North-West and West of the
United States. It may be that some young
people who emigrate may be carried away by a
spirit of adventure ; but this remark certainly does
not apply to the fathers and mothers of families
who emigrate with tlbeir children. The hôn.
President of the Council does not share in the
opinion of Mr. Gladstone upon this subject, who
said one day that it is as difficult for a man to emi-
grate as to uproot an oak. I can never be made
to believe, for my part, that it is from lightness of
heart that heads of families decide upon selling
their cattle, their furniture, and all their old family
souvenirs by public auction. Not from caprice do
people part with all these things. Neither is it
from caprice that these people separate themselves
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from their friends at an age when it is always diffi-
cult to make new ones. What causes Canadians
to emigrate is debt; it is poverty ; it is because
they can no longer find the means of living in the
country. The hon. member for South Oxford gave
a reason in laying before the House the sad situa-
tion of the farmers of Ontario. I regret to say that
that of the farmers of Quebec is not much better.
The commerce of Montreal is worse than it has
been for 30 years, and agricultural products are
lower in price than I can remember, for my part,
to have ever seen them. In the face of this situa-
tion, what does the Minister of Finance do ? He
imposes fresh taxes. He believes that this is the
only remedy he can apply to the situation. He
claims that it is necessary, at the expense of the
class which suffers, to enrich still further the ianu-
facturing class, who are overflowing with riches.
This new imposition of taxes is infamous under the
circuistances. It is vexatious, Mr. Speaker, to
have raised the duty on flour. It is an insult
to the Province of Quebec and to the Maritime Pro-
vinces. There was, however, sonething better than
that to be done. Never had a Minister of Finance a
better opportunity to make himself popular all over
Canada. The United States offer with one hand
free trade with them, and with the other a com-
mercial war - commercial war or a prohibitive
tariff on our native products, that is, 30 per cent.
on horses, fowls and animals of every description ;
5 cents on eggs ; 25 cents a bushel on potatoes ; $4 a
ton on hay ; heavy duties of 25 to 30 per cent. on
pease and beans-in a word, on all the agricul-
tural products which we export to the United
States. It is the ruin of our Canadian farmers. On
the other hand, if the Minister of Finance had
adopted reciprocity in native products, that is to
say, the only thing which will at this time save us
from the agricultural depression fromî which we
are suffering, our farmers could have sold their
products from 20 to 25 per cent. dearer than they
can sell themn now, and they could easily tide over
the depression which has been produced at the
present time. Commercial reciprocity would, be-
sides, have the effect of considerably developing
the working of our mines. We have in the coun-
try rich mines of iron, copper, asbestos, and of coal,
which only await American capitalists, only reci-
procity to bring riches to the country. Having to
choose between these two alternatives, the Gov-
ernment preferred to yield to the importunities of
the manufacturers, and to sacrifice the remainder
of the population. They make a great mistake,
and the people will hold thein responsible for it at
the next general election.

Mr. McKEEN. I do not often trespass on the
time of the House, and at this very late hour of the
night I must ask the indulgence of hon. members,
while the observations that I shall make shall be
as brief as the circumstances of the case permits.
My attention has been called to a statement made
by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton) in his recent speech, which in justice to my-
self and the county I have the honor to represent I
cannot allow to pass unnoticed. He said :

"My connection with the Mining Commission of Onta-
rio brought forcibly under my consideration the great
advantages which would resuit net only to Ontario, but
te all sections of the Dominion having mining resources,
from free trade with the United States. For instance the
only coal fields on the Atlantic coast from Florida to
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Greenland are in Nova Scotia. The consumption of bit- Now, Sir, with sucl evidences of hostility as these
uminous coal in the NewEngland Statesandin the.Atlan- utterances indicate, it is not surprising that the
tic seaboard cities of the United States amounts to from
12,000,000 to 15,000 000 tous a year; and with free trade minera of this country view with some suspicion
Nova Scotia could, in all these markets, undersell the any professions of interest that the hon. gentleman
bituminous coal brought from the interior of Pennsylvania may make with a view of advancing Our coal in-
and the paltry export trade of about 500,000 tons a year, dustries. Had his advice, and the advice of the
which I think it is at present, could be increased indefi-
nitely. Would that not confer great advantages on party opposite of which he is a prominent member,
Nova Scotia?" been taken, the collieries which to-day are afford-

Now, Sir, while holding the highest respect for the ing employnent to thousands of industrious and
hon. gentleman, and for the position which he honest miners, and which are giving an impetus to
occupies in church and state, I may be pardoned if business throughout the whole of that section of
I presume to venture the suggestion that the hon. our country, would to-day be practically closed,
ýgentleman has not given this important subj ect the and would, I may say, have ceased to exist. Those
'attention which it deserves, and that possibly his who are most interested in the success of our min-
opinions may be influenced more by political preju- in indnstry believe that reciprocity in coal would
dices than with a view to any advancement of the be nost disastrous to us. We contend that with-
mining industry. The hon. menber for North out protection we could not hold the markets of
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in 1878, when speaking on the St. Lawrence, but witb protection our trade
this subject, stated from his place in the flouse as bas increased from 80,000 tons in 1878, to some-
follows where about 680,000 tons, in 1888. In proof of

this we point to the quantities of Ainerican coal
'The Minister of Publie Works read them a telegram which are to-day being brougbt into Montreal.

a few minutes ago stating that the sale of Nova Scotia coal
in Montreal this year was to exceed that of last year by Our shipments to that city last year feli off 50,00
10 000 tons, and that with the remission of canal tolls, and tons or thereahouts, aud why? Because the open-
other favorable circumstanecs, bad, some hopes of selling ing of a new railway leading byMassena Springs,
20,000 tons more further west. For the purpose then of
conferring that degree of benefit on the Nova Scotia mine
owners, they were to have 266,432 tons of anthracite afforded the means of supplying that Company, of
imported into Ontario, which could not be replaced by replacing witb soue 50 or 60 thousand tons of
any other, and a great part of the 321,000 tons of bitu- Amer
minous coal brought into that Province taxed 50 cents a
ton. This sacrifice was to be inflicted in order to sell not obtained by vessel from Nova Scotia. Thisshrinkage
more than 50,000 tons more of Nova Scotia coal. Any in our trade is due entirely to Ainerican competi-
policy more absurd could scarcely be conceived." tion. The factof our baving for the last tenorfifteen

And again: years met witb the attempted competition of the

" The tariff was a two-edged sword which eut in every Americar coal owners in the markets of Montreal,
direction to the detriment of Canadian interests. He saw proves that witbout this protection our niarkets
no reason for anticipating a rise in the price of coal in the there would be practically closed. Now, Sir, as-
United States, but rather a decrease. lu fact there had suming that we shah to a large extent lo:se these
been a heavy decrease during the last four or five months
and this duty stepped in to deprive the Canadian consumer valuable and to us important markets, the next
of all benefit he would otherwise have derived from that question is, are we going to have compensating
decrease. Of all the absurd features of this tarifftbe markets in the United States? In discussing this
imposition of the duty on coal, and especially on autura- question in this fouse two years ago 1 took the
cite, was the most absurd."

Speaking again on this subject in 1889 the hon. ondtt twa iob owing to the chan

cod irwihsuhovdecs of trdadhwn osthiastere

member is -eported in Hansard to have saidu: channels in which the coal trade of the United

"Homever, I crave permission at the outset to make a States is now running, ever to obtain the foothold
few retarks in reply tu the observations of the bon. which we had during the few years subsequent to
member for Cape Breton (Mr. McKeen) with respect to
the coal duty. That bon. gentleman informed us that the abrogation of the reciprocty treaty. n sup-
some 15,000 or 20,000 peuple dertved their subsistence port of that contention, 1 showed that for six years
directdy or indirectly from the business of miniHg coal iai foalowing the abrogation of that treaty we sent to
Nova Scotia. Tbat business, o believe, is confinei to
tbree counties in that Province, anS the duty desigied to the United States, under a duty of $1.25 per ton,
protect fifteen or twenty thouand peuple in three coun- 1,562,000 tons, or an annual average of 262,230
tses in Nova Scotis is made to bear vvitb extreme severity tons. 1 further showed that for the six years pre-
upon man important manufacturing industries, ndha n n e
upon tbe inuterests of the general public in the Dominion
at large. Our importations last year of coal amounted duty of only 75 cents a ton, ad falep to soue 85,000
to 1,325,000 tons, the value of whicb was $3,644,000, and tons annually, one-ha f of whch was cul t coal,
upo the whole of this v-ast amount of coal imported a valued only at from 30 to 40 cents a ton. Last
duty was exacteS for the benerit oe a portion of tine popu-
lation of three counties in one of the Provinces of tbis year, if my information is correct, we sent to the
Dominion. Now, Sir the imposition of that duty upon United States 5,465 tons of round coal nud 74,000
coal bas a direct tenehcy to render unsatisfactory any tons of cul coal, the latter realising to the
atwem pts at engaging hee rou manufacture in thas coun-
try. toal is a raw material, and frowp coal is produced producer only 30 cents a ton. So that these mar-
the coke whicb it is necesswry to use in the reduction kets have been almo t entirely wrested frot us.
of iron ore io pig iron; yet the Goverument by impos- 1 do not ask the louse to accept my uncorro-
ing a duty upon coal and upon coke, a product of coal, borated opinion on this matter. It is well known
useS a the manufacture of iron, have almost if ns
entirelyneutralised the protection it affords,byaduty that soue of ur largest collieries are controlled by
upon pîg iron and by bounties. I bolS, Sir, ttat coalisAa gentlemen residig in the United States, who, hiav-
raw material, ani that the imposition of a dutto upon it c cuome
bears unjusyly upon the wholepopulation of thcs Domon- to e
ion who require to use eoal as fuel, anS with unjust anS watched the course of the coaltrade. The collieryI
undue severity upon the iron iterest anS the otber ans conected with is owed by myseif and t ree
industries lu this Dominion where coal la useS eitver for America gentlemen, one living at Portsmouth,
the conversion of ores into metal or as fuel for propelling
mahinery. q repeat that I consider this an impoliti New iamphire, another ti Boston, and the third
and an unjusttax." lu Waghington. These gentlemen, fro t their long

coniton ofK trdadown ote ifrn
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experience in the trade, ought to be able to judge
what the possibilities are of our sharing in the
United States trade if we had unrestricted reci-
procity ; and they have unhesitatingly averred that
the coal trade as it now exists is infinitely better
for their interests than any system of unrestricted
reciprocity that could be arranged. These gentle-
men speak from a non-partisan standpoint ; but I
will give also the evidence of a gentleman in New
York, whose means are more largely invested in
the coal mines of Nova Sceotia than those of any
other gentleman on this side of the Atlantic. This
gentleman is capable, from his business experience,
his standing in the community, his knowledge of
the New England trade, and his interest in the
collieries of Nova Scotia, to give an opinion that
should merit the confidence of every hon. gentle-
man in this House, and with the permission of the
House I will read a few extracts from a letter
written by him in January last. He says:

" At the present quotations for American coals in
Boston, $3.10 to $3.20 per ton of 2,240 lbs., the Pictou
coals could not compete there. Acadia is now selling at
82.50, and Vale and Albion at $2.25 f. o. b. at Pictou.
Out of this, the company pays the Intercolonial Railway
freight f rom the mines to Pictou.

" We will suppose, however, the American duty re-
moved, and that for shipment to the United States the
coal is sold for $2 per ton at Pictou. To deliver it in
Boston there must be added freight, which will average
at least $1.60 per ton,and insurance, &c., five cents more,
making a total of $3.65 against $3.10 and $3.20 for Ameri-
can coal, which latter, for manufacturing and locomotive
uses, is worth some fifty cents per ton more than Nova
Scotia coals, except, possibly, Acadia, which, as we can
sell all produced during the shipping season at $2.50,
would not be exported at $2.

" Unless, therefore, the prices of American coals should
advance in Boston to $4 per ton, no Pictou coals of any
consequence could be sold there, and the same applies to
the entire New England coast,forthe freights toBoston are
not in excess of those to otherpoints-in fact, rather less.

"During the Reciprocity Treaty, Cumberland coal
sbipped at Baltimore, sold in Boston at from $4 to $5 er
ton. The Pocahontas and Kanawha coals from West
Virginia, shipped from Norfolk and Newport mines, at
the entrance to the Chesapeake Bay, were not then in
the market. The railways now transporting them have
been completed within the past ten years. Also the Clear-
field Coal Field, served by the Pennsylvania Railroad
bas since been developed, and is considered the equal of
the old Cumberland.

" These four are not only produced by rival coal com-
panmes, but are also brought to tidewater by competing
railways, so that any increase in the shipping prices f.o.b.
at points of delivery, is most improbable. Moreover,
many of these coals lie most favorably for cheap mining,
the veins being almost flat, above water level in the
niountain sides, and requiring no expensive haulage, no
pumping for drainage, nor much artificial ventilation.

"The best Virginia coals are producedr I believe, at
about 60 cents per ton, f.o.b. cars at the railway connec-
tions, and the Cumberland and Clearfield for about 80
cents and they thus start with a great advantage over the
Nova Scotia coals, which, from their geological position,
are much more expensive to mine.

" The same general condition for cheap production
exist in Western Pennsylvania, where are found the coals
that are brought to Montreal by the new Massena Springs
connection of the Grand Trunk Railway.
. " The foregoing refers to Pictou. Cumberland County
is more advantageously placed with reference to freights
to New England havng ports upon the Bay of Fundy,
but I doubt if the difference would exceed 80 cents per
ton, nor can I see, at the rates spoken of for transporta-
tion of vessels by the new ship railway, that Pictou willbenefit at all by its construction. From Cape Breton to
New England tie freights would be about the same as
from Pictou, and the Cape Breton coals can be mined and
put f.o.b. much cheaper than those of Pictou, but their
value in the market is not so great, except possibly, OldSydney for domestic use (see Montreal quotations) andthis would about equalise the position.
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" There is no doubt that if the conditions of the bitu-
minous coal trade were the same now as during the
existence of the Reciprocity Treaty, the removal of the
duty would greatly increase the consumption of Nova
Scotia coals in New England. Even with the duty on
and the other conditions unchanged, much more of the
trade would have been retained. But in addition to the
introduction of the new coals before mentioned, the West-
moreland, Pennsylvania coals have entirely superseded
the Pictou and Cape Breton coals for gas making. They
have a much higher percentage of gas, are almost entirely
devoid of sulphur, and the price, combined with their
superiority, together with English coals of the same
quality, coming in ballast, will retain the market in
future. During reciprocity, as much as 40,000 tons per
annum of Albion were sent to the Boston Gas Company
alone, and large quantities of Cape Breton to the New
York gas companies and to small cities in New England."

The impression made by these facts remain in
the public mind, but the changes which have gradu-
ally taken place in the circumstances are not
known, and hence delusion exists respecting the
effect that the removal of the duty here would
produce. I do not mean to say that no increase of
coal shipments would ensue, but the increase
would not be material or at all commensurate with
the loss which would result from the repeal of the
Canadian duty. There is one direction in which
the removal of the American duty would unquali-
fiedly benefit Cumberland County, and incidentally
Pictou, and that would be the development of coal
trade by rail through the interior towns of Maine.
But for this probable development, I do not see
any advantage which would accrue from the
removal of the duty. He goes on to say:

You may be quite sure, however, that the repeal of
United States duty by the present Administration will
not be brought about by any concession that Canada
may offer, but solely and simply by home agitation
and changing opinions on the question of free raw
materials, without reference to reciprocal interests and
wholly with a view to the benefit of the United States."

With the permission of the House I will quote a
few extracts from the evidence of another gentle-
man who is thoroughly well posted on this subject,
and whose testimony, I think, should carry weight
with every impartial person who takes an interest
in this matter. He took the ground in giving his
evidence before the commission, in Boston :

" That the removal of the duty here from Nova Scotia
coals would not increase our imports over 30 to 50 thou-
sand tons per annum, and the removal of duty on all
coals would admit 100 to 200 thousand tons from England,
chiefly gas coals. This upon the assumption that the
American companies bringing domestie coals to tide
water should continue present freight tarifs, or, in other
words, removal of the duty will simply compel American
coal railroad companies to reduce their rates. My
testimony was not reported by the newspapers, but the
Journal and Advertiser gave me very complimentary
editorials.

" I stated that there is no coal in Nova Scotia that can
be used here for iron purposes except Acadia, and that
being a superior house coal, the limited product of the
mine finds ready local sales, at prices that shut it out
from here, free of duty. The fact is that the Norfolk
and Western Railroad, with their Pocabontas coals, and
Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad, with Kanawha coals will
not permit foreign steam coal to come in here. They
made heavy contracts in1888 and 1889 at $3.10 to $3.20 per
gross ton delivered here into shed, and in some cases
above three bridges, from March to March covering
winter ocean freights.

" Their position is to sell their coal-the only point be-
ing to get the trade at any figure that will secure it.
Both of the above companies have sold 400,000 tons (each)
east of Cape Cod, during the past year. If the duty is re-
moved here, the Dominion Government will doubtless
remove it on American coal going into Canada, and it
will seriouslyafect your Canadian trade."
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We beg to differ with this gentleman in that respect.
This is the testimony of two gentlemen who are
as competent to judge of the position of our trade
with the United States and other countries, and
the conditions which govern it, and all the possibi-
lities which may arise from reciprocal trade with
the American people, as is any hon. gentleman
in this House, who has ventured to give an ex-
pression- of opinion on this subject. It is most
unfortunate that hon. gentlemen, without properly
informing themselves on this question, should
hazard opinions that might be taken hold of and be
disastrous to a prosperous and important industry.
I would further state that while admitting that our
own prospects with regard to our trade have largely
improved within the past few years, they are not
yet what we would like them to be. Owing to our
very isolated position, particularly in Cape Breton,
during the winter months, we have a great deal of
idle time, and our mines to a certain extent are
closed ; yet, if I can judge from newspaper reports,
our miners, in their circumstances, can favorably
compare with those of that very much favored
country to the south, which bas been held up to us
as being the most prosperous on the face of the
earth. I have no doubt that had the hon. gentleman
seen accounts from the mines of Nova Scotia as
gloomy as those we have had of the mines of Penn-
sylvania, he would have taken occasion to bring
this wretched and despondent condition of affairs
before the notice of this House, but this state of
things which exists in Pennsylvania may have
escaped his notice. At any rate he made no allusion
to it. With the permission of the House I will read
a few extracts from the newspaper reports, which
will perhaps open the eyes of some hon. gentlemen
present, as to the condition of trade in that country,
which we are told is going to open up such immense
avenues for our surplus mine products :

" SCRANTON, Pa., 25t.-A shadow blacker than anthra-
cite is extending its phantasmal proportions through all
the coal regions of Pennsylvania. It is the shadow of
want and suffering, and its baleful influence is feit in
hundreds of homes throughout the mining valleys of the
Keystone State. Mr. B. G. Morgan, of Hyde Park, a
prominent member of the Relief Committee, says that the
destitution is beyond description. He tells of a man who
went to a storekeeper and begged to be trusted for a sack
of flour. The storekeeper said he could not afford to give
any more 'trust.' When the man was going away he
seized and carried.-off one of the sacks of flour which he
found outside the door. The storekeeper was informed of
the occurrence a few minutes later and hastened to the
man's home. There he saw a sight which touched him to
the heart. The sack of flour lay open on the floor and the
poor man's children were sitting around it helping them-
selves to its contents with spoons. Stories of distress all
along the mining hamlets of the region are numerous and
well authenticated and the worst feature is that there
does not seem to be a silver lining to the cloud which
hangs over the coal trade. The Delaware, Lackawanna
and Western Company; the Delaware and Hudson Canal
Company, and the Pennsylvania Coal Company,whose men
are starving in the very shadows of the silent coal break-
ers, should come to the rescue at once and do something
substantial. These coal companies, as well as others, are
responsible for the overcrowding of this region with labor
and the glutting of the market with anthracite. They
cannot escape their moral responsibility in this trying
time, even if they cannot be legally held for the misery
they have helped to cause. A month's pay would be but
a small portion of the wealth the coal kings have derived
from these valleys, 'where wealth accumulates and men
decay,' and even if corporations have no souls the men
who manage them should not be soulless. It is the solemn
duty of the coal companies to relieve the necessities of
their starving workmen, and they should do it without
delay. A meeting of the Central Relief Committee, of
which Mayor-elect John F. Fellows is chairman, and of
the Scranton Poor Board, was held to devise means for

Mr. MOKEEN.

helping the poor. Mr. Fellows vigorously denounced the
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company
for its neglect of its starving miners. He said that corpo-
ration was responsible for most of the destitution in and
about this city, and it had not contributed one cent for
the relief of its workmen. It was notorious, he asserted,
that this company had crowded its mines with laborers,
and opened more collieries than were necessary for the
purpose of cutting down wages by glutting the labor
market. Now, when the mines are idle and the men starv-
ing, the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western magnates
turned a deaf ear to their cry of distress. He favored
the doubling of the poor tax so that the company would
be compelled to bear its share of the burden it had imposefd
on the community by impoverishing the great army of
miners and laborers who have been reduced to starva-
tion. Mr. Thomas, of the committee, said he had per-
sonally investigated the condition of the poor and found
it absolutely appalling. The Poor Board voted $500 for
immediate supplies, and will co-operate with the Relief
Committee. In the meantime the great coal corporations
are expected to do something for their starving work-
men."
I have read these extracts in order to show that,
poor as our country may be, it is not so bad as the
condition of a large body of miners who are work-
ing under the same circumstances and in the same
avocation as the miners in our own country.
Though the condition of our miners is not what I
would desire it to be, I am thankful to say that it
does not at all compare with the condition of fhose
men in the United States. Our miners are inde-
pendent, and, as far as I can judge, live comfort-
ably. In a conversation I had a short time ago
with a gentleman who holds an important position
in the Knights of Labor, and who is well known
to many members present, I gathered from him
that he had the opinion that the condition of the
miners in the United States was not to be compar-
ed to anything in England or in Nova Scotia, or to
anything outside of the condition of those who
work as condemned convicts in the mines of
Siberia. There is the country which we are asked
to open our markets to, the country which we are
to ask for reciprocal trade and to which we are to
give up our own markets and take the risk of
obtaining as a small pittance the requirements of
the Ney England States. Although gentlemen
representing the coal districts are accused of
being anxious to favor the Government in
carrying out its policy fron personal mo-
tives, I believe the interests of the mine
owners of the country are the interests of the
miners, and are also the interests of the laboring
classes and the farmers. Whatever the policy of
the Government may be in this matter, I hope it
will not be anything which will hazard the protec-
tion we now have. But while I have, since the
introduction of the National Policy, been a sup-
porter of the right hon. the leader of the Govern-
ment, believing that his policy is the one most con-
ducive to the advancement of a young and growing
country like this, while I have been always steady
in my allegiance to that policy, at the same time I
must take this occasion to express my deep regret
that the Minister of Finance did not see it possible
to respond to the applications that were so earn-
estly made by members representing the coal coun-
ties of Nova Scotia and Cape Breton, and to grant
increased protection to this important article of
coal. We have always thought that an increased
protection was necessary in order to keep AUierican
coal out of our market. We are willing to admit
that difficulties have existed which, perhaps, have
made it impossible for the Government to grant
our request. At the same time, we do not relin-
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quish our claims, and we purpose to bring this
iatter up again, and we hope the Government

will be in a position to grant an increased duty.
If not now, we hope that, at the next Session, the
Government will be able to grant us this protection
which is most important for this industry.

Mr. WATSON. How much?

Mr. McKEEN. That we shall leave to the discre-
tion of the Government, but we expect to get an in-
crease. We are thankful for what lias been done.
We appreciate it. We appreciate the coal policy
of the Government, in the face of the strongest
opposition of gentlemen on the other side, but we
feel that, under changed conditions, the protection
is not enough for our present trade. As I stated
before, we are subject to inconveniences in carrying
on our trade which do not exist in other places.
The long winters shut us out from navigation, but
I an glad to see that, through the generosity of
the Government, we are likely to have access to
an open winter port, which will certainly give an
impulse to our coal trade. At present we have no
open port in the winter, but with the extension of
the Louisburg railway, which we hope for from the
Government, we have every reason to believe that,
before another year goes by, we shall have a winter
port and shall be able to ship our coal at any time
of the year.

Mr. JONES (Halifax) moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 1.25
a.m. (Wednesday).

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 2nd April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

p AYERS.

THE INTERPRETATION ACT.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to

introduce Bill (No. 130) to amend the Interpreta-
tion Act. He said: With the permission of the
Hlouse, I will read the Bill, which is as follows:-

1. Section 7 of the Interpretation Act. chapter one of
the Revised Statutes, is hereby amended by adding the
following paragraphs thereto

5. The repeal of any Act, or part of an Act, shall notbe deemed to be or to involve a declaration that such Act,or the part thereof so repealed, was, or was considered
bNParliament to have been, previously in force.59. The amendment of any Act shall not be deemed
to be or to involve a declaration that the law under suchAc was or was considered by Parliament to have been,differend from the law as it has become under such Act as80 snicndcd.

" 60. The repeal or amendment of any Act shall not be
deerned to be or to involve any declaration whatsoever asto the previotîs state of the law.

"61. Parliament shal not, byre-enactingan Act orpartof an Act, or by revising, consolidating or amending thesaie, be deemed to have adopted the construction whichnay, by judicial decision or otherwise, have been placed
language.'language used in such Act, or upon similar

Mr. MITCHELL. As it would require a Phila-
delphia lawyer to understand the meaning of what
the hon. gentleman lias read, perhaps lie will make
a further statement.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As an explanation
lias been asked, I may be permitted to add that,
occasionally, when the Government amends an
Act in order to make it plainer, and to remove
doubts on the subject, the amending Act is liable
to be construed as having changed the law, and
questions which have arisen under the law as it
originally stood are adjudicated on under the
amending Act. The courts are inclined to take
the view that the law must have been changed
fron what it was, or else Parliament would not
have passed the amendment; whereas, in point of
fact, the object of Parliament may have been to
make the original law more clear.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ST. ROCH'S TRAVERSE LIGHTHOUSE.

Mr. DESSAINT asked, Whether Odilon Pel-
letier is keeper of a telegraphic or marine signal
station built on the mainland opposite St. Roch's
Traverse ? Does lie receive from the Marine De-
partment any salary for naking signals? And
what salary ?

Mr. TUPPER. A signal station lias been es-
tablished for some years opposite St. Roch's
Traverse, and Odilon Pelletier is in charge. He
receives no salary from the Marine Department
for making signals, but is paid by fees for mes-
sages sent.

STONY MOUNTAIN PENITENTIARY.

Mr. LAVERGNE asked, lst. Whether any re-
port was made by the warden to the inispector, of
evidence under oath, as to an offence committed
by convict No. 41 in Stony Mountain Penitentiary,
with a view to corporal punishment? 2nd. If so,
when ? 3rd. Whether any report was made by
the warden to the inspector as to the infliction of
corporal punishment on convict No. 41, and if so,
when ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The report referred
to in the first branch of this question was received
about the 18th of December last. I may add for
the lion. gentleman's information, that the recom-
nendation made in that report for corporal punish-
ment, lias not been approved. No report las been
received but one, to the effect that corporal punisl-
ment was used.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT-EXTRA
CLERKS.

Mr. TURCOT asked, 1. Since when have the
supernumerary clerks of the Technical Branch of
the Department of the Interior worked until five
p.m. ? 2. What are the office hours for super-
numerary clerks, under the Civil Service Act ?
3. What are the names of the supernumerary
clerks of that branch; at what date did they
enter the service ; what is their work and salary ?
4. Is the accumulation of work in that branch such
as to compel the said employés, for a considerable
time yet to come, to work for an extra hour each
day ? How much lias such extra work cost the
Department up to date?
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Mr. DEWDNEY. 1. The clerks in all the

branches of the Department of the Interior have
worked until five p. m. since the commencement of
the Session of Parliament. There are many of them
whose duties have made it necessary for them to
work not only until five p.m., but occasionally
much later. 2. The Civil Service Act prescribes
no hours for clerks, either temporary or perma-
nent. That matter is regulated by Order in
Council, which gives to heads and deputy-heads
of Departments power to call for the attendance
of all or any of the clerks in their Departments
at any hours the public service may require. 3.
This information, if wanted, should be moved for
in the usual way. 4. The work of the Depart-
ment will require the attendance of the clerks as
at present until the close of the Session, and per-
haps longer ; work done within the hours at
present prescribed does not cost anything in ad-
dition to the salaries of the clerks.

BLISS' LETTER-BOX.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to adopt Bliss' patent
letter-box ?

Mr. HAGGART. The box described by the
hon. gentleman has been received by the Depart-
ment, and sent to the person who manufactures
these articles, to report upon it. There has been
no report as yet received on the subject.

NEXT CENSUS.

SirRICHARDCARTWRIGHT asked, Whether
the Government intend to cause the number of
persons actually present in the Dominion, at the
time of taking the census, to be recorded as well
as those enumerated under the de jure system ?

Mr. CARLING. It is the intention to take the
next census in accordance with the de jure system,
and as much care will be taken as possible to ob-
tain accuracy.

VOTERS' LISTS-RETURNS.

Mr. BARRON asked, Have the revising officers
throughout the Dominion, all of themi, made re-
turn to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery at
Ottawa, of duplicate copies of the voters' lists
finally revised and certified, within their respective
electoral districts, for the year 1889, in accordance
with the statute in that behalf ? If not, for what
electoral districts, if any, has the duplicate copy
of the voters' list been received by the said clerk
subsequent to the 31st December, 1889 ? For
what electoral district, if any, has the duplicate
copy of voters' list for 1889 not yet been received ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. According to the informa-
tion I have received from the Queen's Printer and
from the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, I have a
list here of the revised lists which have been for-
warded, for the year 1889, by the revising officers in
all the electoral districts. They have all been for-
warded in time, with the exception of twelve.
These are: six in the Province of Ontario, namely :
Brockville, Essex South, Essex North, Frontenac,
Leeds and Grenville South, Leeds South. In the
Province of Quebec, four: Iberville, Maskinongé,
St. Johns and the town of Sherbrooke. In the
Province of British Columbia, one: New West-

Mr. TurcoT.

minster. The list of this district was received, but
minus one polling division. In the Province of
Manitoba, one: Marquette, making a total of
twelve.

I. C.'R.-FREIGHT RATES.

Mr. JONES (Halifax) asked, What rate of
freight is charged over the Intercolonial Railway
on pig iron from Londonderry to Montreal?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. $2.46 per ton;
that is to say, the distance from Londonderry to
Chaudière is 598 miles and the $2.46 per ton yields
a fraction over four-tenths of a cent per ton per
mile.

QUEEN'S WHARF, ANNAPOLIS.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis) asked, Does the
Dominion Government, or the Government of
Nova Scotia control the remains of the Queen's
wharf, its site and approaches, on the Garrison
Ground at Annapolis Royal, Nova Scotia ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The remains of the
Queen's wharf on the Garrison Ground at Anna-
polis Royal, N.S., are under the control of the
Dominion Government.

BOUNTY ON PIG IRON.

Mr. FOSTER mnoved that, to-morrow, the House
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the
following resolution :-

That it is expedient to provide by law that a bounty of
two dollars per ton bu paid on all pig iron manufactured
in Canada from Canadian ore between the first day of
July, 1892, and the thirtieth day of June, 1897, inclusive.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask the
Minister of Finance whether any, and what boun-
ties have been paid on iron in the past ? I believe
a law was introduced some years ago for a bounty,
and I want to know whether there has been any
paid.

Mr. FOSTER. The total amount or the rate?

Mr. MITCHELL. The rate.

Mr. FOSTER. The rate at present paid is $1.
Previous to this year it was $1.50.

Mr. MITCHELL. Would the hon. gentleman
state the total amount that has been paid ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have not the total amount
here.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I presume,
from the wording of the resolution, that the pre-
sent duty expires on the lst of July, 1892.

Mr. FOSTER. It does.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And it is
now proposed to fix a seven years period. I think
that is very objectionable.

Mr. FOSTER. I think, my hon. friend has
misapprehended the resolution. The $2 per ton
is not proposed to date from this year, but from
the date of the expiry of the present term.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I an. aware
of that. We are paying a very considerable duty
at present ; and, although I shall not discuss that
now, it appears to me a very objectionable prae-
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tice for one Parliament to tie up the hands of its
successors for seven years. The resolution ought to
be so worded as not to extend the tern beyond the
life of one Parliament. We have done such things,
but they are very objectionable.

Motion agreed to.

DUTY ON SEED CORN.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would like to ask the Minister of
Finance a question. A gentleman some time ago
purchased a car-load of corn for seed purposes,
which will be delivered in a few days. He writes
to me to ascertain whether under the new tariff it
will be brought in free.

Mr. BOWELL. It will if it comes under the
description of item 254 in schedule C, which has as
full effect and force now as it will have after it is
sanctioned by the House. The entries made be-
tween this time and the final passage of the tariff
require to have written across their face, " Subject
to amendment," so that in case the tariff, as it
stands, should not become law, they would have to
pay duty.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What evidence is required
to show that the corn is to be used for seed
purposes ?

Mr. BOWELL.
mental regulations,
instructions issued
follows :-

That is a matter of depart-
which will be found among the
to collectors. Item 254 is as

" Indian corn of the varieties known as 'Southern Dent
corn' (Mammoth Southern Sweet) and 'Western Dent
corn' (Golden Beauty), when imported to be sown for
ensilage, and for no other purpose."

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Foster, for second reading of Resolu-
tions reported from Committee of Ways and Means,
and the motion of Sir Richard Cartwright in amend-
ment thereto.

Mr: JONES (Halifax). This House has been in
Session about two months and a-half, and I think
it is a subject of regret to the members generally
that such an important measure, affecting the
financial policy of the country, has been left to this
late hour for discussion. We were under the im-
pression, from the information generally received,
that the Government were considering some changes
more important in principle than those involved in
the resolutions before the House, and that in con-
sequence they required a length of time to mature
their conclusions. But when the tariff was sub-
mitted by the hon. Minister of Finance, I think the
iupression generally was that it might have been
arranged in a very short time by that hon. gentle-
man and the hon. Minister of Customs. I listened
with great interest to the speech of the hon. Min-
ister of Finance, and I am willing to congratulate
him on the very plain, business-like statement
he made ; but I am sorry to say that I cannot con-
gratulate him on the manner in which his tariff was
explained. I think the hon. gentleman should have
given this House much more information in detail
than lie laid before us. The changes which have
been made generally are of a much more important

character than they appear at the first glance. The
proposals have been so divided and cut up, one
way and another, that it is almost impossible for
any business man in this House to judge of the
tariff as a whole and arrive at a correct conclusion
as to its operation on the country. I think, from
what I have been able to gain from my own obser-
vations of it, as well as from what I have learned
from other hon. gentlemen who have bestowed
their attention upon it, that these tariff proposals
will take at least half a million dollars out of the
taxpayers of this country. Of course this is merely
an estimate, necessarily made in a hasty manner.
I listened to the hon. Minister of Finance with
great pleasure when he informed the House that
the finances of the country were in a pros-
perous condition. The hon. gentleman inay be
well assured that any statement of that kind
emanating from the Finance Minister will always
find a hearty response fi oni this side of the House.
Every one interested in the welfare of this country,
be he on the Government side or on the Op-
position side, must naturally feel a great
interest in maintaining our public credit, and,
therefore, we must all feel, when told that
the financial exhibit of last year shows a
surplus of over a million and a-half, that it is a
very satisfactory statement to go to the public. It
is highly important that the credit of the country
should be maintained. We know that the money
market of the world is very sensitive, and nothing
is better calculated to sustain the credit of +,he
country there than the fact that we have been
making fair progress, and that our financial balance
is on the right side. But, Sir, while congratulat-
ing the hon. gentleman to that extent-and I am
willing to accord to him all the credit I can-I
cannot follow the hon. gentleman in his congratula-
tion with regard to the condition of the country
under the administration of the Government for
the past few years. I do not think the hon.
gentleman and his colleagues can find much cause
for congratulation in the financial operations of the
Government during the past five or six years. In
1883-84 they had a deficit of $2,240,000, in 1884-85
they had another deficit of $5,834,000, and in 1885-
86 they had another of $810,000 ; or a total defi-
ciency in those three years of $8,884,000. In the
following year, 1886-87, there was a surplus of
$97,000, in 1887-88 another surplus of $1,865,000,
and in 1888-89 another surplus of $1,800,00); or a
total surplus in the three years of $3,762,000,
which, deducted from the deficiencies of the
previous three years, would show a net de-
ficiency of $5,122,000 for these six years.
Now, if such is the case, as is proved by the re-
turns before this House, I do not think the (ov-
ernment are in a position to throw across the
House the statement whichthey are very frequently
in the habit of doing, that the Government of my
hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was
a Governinent of deficits all the time it was in
power. The Government, finding these deficiencies
accumulating from 1885 to 1886, were brought
face to face with their actual condition, and it was
then that the hon. Finance Minister of that day,
the present High Commissioner, increased the
duty on iron. We all remember the eloquence
with which lie introduced those resolutions to this
House-how lie pointed out that before many years
elapsed we should have iron blasts going from one
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end of the country to the other, that iron would in
no way increase in value, that the native ore would
be smelted by native coal and native industry, and
that the policy lie was then pursuing was calculat-
ed to greatly develop those great mineral resources
which we know this country possesses. But, up to
the present time, what have we seen? We have
one or two weakly manufactories. We have one,
notably, in Nova Scotia, which has been fostered
by the Government with a large bounty and with
cheap coal, which is hauled over the Intercolonial
Railway at a rate much less than that charged to
any other industry in Nova Scotia; and we know
that to-day the product of that manufactory is
brought to Montreal over the Intercolonial Railway
at a rate far below that of other freight coming
over the saine railway; and yet, with all these
advantages, this industry in the Province of Nova
Scotia is in such a position to-day that the hon.
Finance Minister has just intimated lis intention
of asking this House to increase the bounty
which bas been previously paid to that company.
Now, if, after so many years, this company, which
was considered to be most favorably situated, has
not been able to show a successful balance sheet,
but asks this Government to give a further bounty
such as that proposed by the Minister of Finance
to-day, the country will arrive at the conclusion
that these industries are not indigenous to it, and
that they are fostered at too great expense to the
taxpayers. Although we would be glad, and no
one more than I, to see this or any other industry
of a similar character in a prosperous condition on
its own merits, few would be willing to agree to the
principle that they are to be susained and fostered,
as this industry is, solely by the system in existence.
When this Government found themselves face to
face with a deficiency, the Minister of Finance of
that day asked this House to consider the whole
question of the duty on iron. Those who were in
the House at the time are familiar with the dis-
cussion which then took place. We know that the
duty on iron was raised fron 17 to about 65 and,
in some cases, 75 per cent., and that in consequence
the Government have been able to take out of the
consumers of that article about $1,250,000. This
article coming into use in almost every branch of
industry, there is, perhaps, no tax which could be
imposed that would beof amoregeneralcharacter. I
admit that if we have to raise revenue on
any article, a fair revenue on iron might be more
fairly raised than on many other articles, because
it is used by a large portion of the people, but
under that system the Government imposed more
than a revenue tax. But this was not sufficient.
They found, with this deficiency of $5,000,000
staring them in the face, that they had to look in
other directions and see where more taxes could be
levied, and, therefore, the Government changed the
duty on sugar fron the combined specific and ad
valoremn systein to the polariscopic system. I do
not wish to be understood as saying one word
against the polariscopic system which is now in
operation. I was one of those who recommended
it, and I believe that, if properly administered, it
would revent the scandals and irregularities which
were found in many of the Custom bouses in this
country, but I was not prepared for the application
of that principle to the extent to which the Govern-
ment applies it. That principle, if applied as it
might bave been, if the wants of the Government

Mr. JoNEs (Halifax).

had not been so pressing, might have taken not
more than the same duty on sugar which was re-
ceived under the combined specific and ad valorem
tariff ; but the Government seized the occasion to
apply a percentage much higher than we ever sup-
posed they would apply, under the operation of
which they received about $500,000 more. That
was a measure which, perhaps, was not thoroughly
understood by the business men of this House,
because it was a principle which could only be
understood by that class of people who are familiar
with that class of business. Therefore, when I men-
tioned it, a year ago, hon. members were surprised
somewhat that their attention had not been drawn
at an earlier date to this increased taxation. These
taxes, combined with the tariff now before the
House, are, no doubt, impairing the resources
of the industrial classes of this country.
We have seen it established here, as a fact that
has not been contradicted, that the Government
have taken sixty millions of revenue out of the
country more than was required for the ordinary
services of the country. That bas gone directly
into the treasury, but we have seen that, by the
operation of the protective system, that is only a
small portion of what the consumers have to pay.
Nearly as much more goes into the hands of the
favored classes, nearly as much more is distributed
among the combines and the manufacturers, in
order to make a few millionaires while leaving
hundreds of thousands who are living from hand to
mouth, and as many more hundreds of thousands
who are hardly able to pay their way. The people
of this country have been industrious and honest
and economical enough, but, with all these advan-
tages in their favor, with a fine climate, with a
fine soil, with a good country to live in, the fact
remains that the industrial classes of this country
have not made that permanent headway which
they had a right to expect. The farmer will
say : I work as hard as ever I did, I spend
as little money as ever I did, I rise
early, and go to bed late, and why, at the
end of ten years, do I find myself in a worse posi-
tion than I was in ten years ago ? He does not
realise the fact that this tariff is sapping his
resources. He does not see, that in his daily
occupation there is a process going on which takes
from him the hard earnings of bis daily toil, but
this man is taught to believe--particularly if he is
a friend of the Administration-that any such
system with which such great promises were con-
nected could have no such effect upon bis condition.
What is the fact we have to meet to-day ? We have
been told, and I am very sorry to hear it, by reli-
able and responsible men in this House and out of it,
that the condition of the farmers in this country,
and notably in the west, is not satisfactory. I am
extremely sorry to hear that. I regret to hear
complaints of that kind coming from any part of
the Dominion, because, if the farming interest is
not in a flourishing condition, the business ramifi-
cations of this country-whether they refer to the
banking business, or the retail shop, or any other
business-must be affected, directly or indirectly,
by the position of the farmers. In my own Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, I am happy to be able to
believe that, with that variety of resources .ave
possess-with our coal and fishing industries, with
our agriculture and our fruits, with our lumber and
our shipping industries, we are able to make up
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a general average which leaves us, perhaps, in a
better condition than the Provinces in the West. I
was rather startled the other day to hear an obser-
vation which fell from a prominent man who is
connected with the financial institutions of the
country and is well acquainted with the condition
of the various Provinces. He said that he wished
that the farmers and the business men in the West
were in as sound a condition as those in the Mari-
time Provinces. If that is the condition of affairs,
it is shown conclusively that the condition of the
farmers in western Canada is not satisfactory, and
that much which bas been stated in regard to that
position must be true. The drain of these people
bas been, as I have shown, continuous and in-
creasing under the operation of the National
Policy. This National Policy was established by
the Conservative party with four objects. The
first object was to increase our trade with Great
Britain, the second object was to reduce our trade
with the United States, the third object was to
secure a reciprocity treaty, and the fourth was to
create a home market for the products of the
country and secure high prices for the farmers'
products. The question naturally arises, whether
the National Policy has accomplished any one
of these designs. Can any hon. member on
the other side of the House point to the ac-
complishment of any one of the designs for
which the National Policy was advocated and
established? I remember in 1878 being on the
other side of the House, listening to the arguments
of the present leader of the Government and the
present High Commissioner in England, when
they pointed out that under a change of Govern-
ment with the introduction of a National Policy,
we should have in this country all the advantages
whici they claimed under these four conditions.
They said that they would make the condition of
the farmers' interests better, because they would
build up manufacturing industries which would
consume the products of the land, and so the pro-
ducts of the farmers would be sold at higher
prices. The answer to that was given by the
President of the Council only a few days ago. The
President of the Council told us that it was im-
possible for any fiscal regulations of a Government
to affect the products of the country, to increase
or to lower their price. He made an admission at
that time which, I think, was involuntary, like
another admission which he made in regard to the
Reciprocity Treaty. However, the bon. gentle-
man admitted the contention of the Liberal party
in 1,878, that no action of this Government or of
Parliament could affect the value of an article
which was affected entirely by its value in other
markets. I congratulate the hon. gentleman, as a
member of the Government, on having at last ar-
rived at such a sound conclusion. Doubt-
less we shall not hear any more of the
previous contention, because now, when prices
are lower, it does not suit the Conser-
vative orators to propound a doctrine such as that
under which they managed to gain the confidence
of the farming community in 1878. I have said
that the National Policy was introduced, in the
first place, to increase our trade with Great Bri-tam. What has been the result ? Our exports to
Great Britain in 1878 amounted to $45,941,539.Ten years after that timne, in 1889, our exports to
Great Britain only amounted to $38,105,126, or a

falling off of $7,836,413. Then it was intended to
increase our trade with Great Britain. Then
the Government were moved by patriotic fervor
to take our trade away from the Americans,
because they said we could do without them.
And from that moment we have been reaping the
fruits of the position which the Conservative party
took on that occasion, by the feeling towards us
in the United States. Then take, for the same
time, the exports to the United States. In 1878
they amounted to $25,244,898 ; in 1889, ten years
later, they reached $43,52'2,404, or an increase of
$18,277,505, showing that while our exports to
Great Britain fell $7,836,413, they increased dur-
ing the saine time to the United States to
$18,277,505. Therefore, the operation of this
tariff, which, it was said, would have directly the
opposite effect, bas proved the contention which
had been taken by members on this side of the
House, that our natural trade being with our
neighbors to the south of us, no financial or fiscal
regulations, no matter how absurd or stringent
they might be, would prevent that flow of inter-
course across the line between two peoples requir-
ing the exchange of each other's products. Then,
again, take our aggregate trade with each country.
In 1878 our aggregate trade with Great Britain
w-as $83,372,719; in 1889 it was $80,422,513,
showing a falling off of $2,950,000. Then take our
trade with the United States during the same
period. In 1878 our aggregate trade amounted
to $73,876,437 ; in 1889 it was $94,059,844,
showing an increase of 820,183,407, and show-
ing here, also, that wbile our aggregate trade
with England fell , off nearly three million
dollars, our aggregate trade with the United
States increased over twenty million dollars. This
will prove conclusively to the framers of that
policy that whatever tariff regulations they may
introduce to this House, they cannot prevent the
natural flow of commerce from one country to
another. Then, again, we were told that if we
introduced the National Policy and assumed an
independent attitude towards the people of the
United States, they would come down on their
knees to us, they would be the first to offer ne-
gotiations for a renewal of the treaty. That was
the doctrine propounded from day to day by the
Conservative party in this House ; that was the
doctrine which was inculcated through the press
and on the platformn of every political gathering
from one end of the country to the other. There
was a very strong feeling throughout this country,
generally, in favor of a renewal of that treaty.
We had had experience of its benefits for twelve
years before, and our people, not only in the
Maritime Provinces, but throughout the West as
well, had found that by opening up the markets of
the United States for our natural products, we
were having the benefit of customers at our very
doors. Under those circumstances, it was not un-
natural that those people who were longing for a
renewal of that treaty, should have lent a willing
ear to the promises of the Conservative speakers
of the day, that by adopting the National Policy,
they would be taking a step in favor of securing
a renewal of the treaty. In 1878, Sir Charles
Tupper, in Prince Edward Island, said:

" All we have to do to-day is to support the protective
national policy of Sir John A. Macdonald, in order to ob-
tain a reciprocity treaty with the United States within
two years."
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The hon. gentleman at that time was so certain
about it, that he actually fixed the date. He
knew, he said, that if we once showed our inde-
pendence to the people of the United States, with-
in two years-he seemed to have thought that it
would take them two years to make up their
minds-we should have reciprocal commercial
relations with the United States. Well, Sir, the
time passed away. A majority of the people of
this countrv, unfortunately, as I conceive, for
their own interests, sustained the views which
were propounded by the Opposition of that day,
now the party of the Administration, and placed
them in power. Time went on, and no reciprocity
treaty was obtained. Year after year passed
away, and there was no evidence that we were
likely to obtain any larger measure of commercial
intercourse with our neighbors to the south of us.
The producers in the various parts of this country
saw a market across the border open to them, if
they could only take down the tariff barriers and
regulations which impeded free intercourse. But
nothing of the kind was-I will not say attempted,
though much does not seem to have been attempt-
ed-at all events, nothing was accomplished.
Then, in 1886, eight years afterwards, in view of
another general election, the saie gentleman, now
High Commissioner, visited Prince Edward Island
for a second time. On that occasion the hon. gen-
tleman is reported to have said :

" Since the expiration of the latter term of twelve
years of the Washington Treaty, we have shown our
American neighbors that we intend to stand up for our
rights and interests. By adopting that policy we shall
obtain a commercial treaty with the Americans at no
distant date. I think there is reason to hope that we
shall have it within two years."
On this occasion the lion. gentleman was not quite
so confident as lie was in his first assertion, when
he said we were going to have it within two years.
Now lie says: "I think there is reason to hope
that we shall have it within two years." Well,
the two years have passed away, and we are in the
saie position to-day that we were in 1886, and the
Government have not been able to show us that
there is any early probability of securing a renewal
of that treaty. It is true that to-day we have two
propòsitions before us. The one is the gloved hand
of freer intercourse, under the Hitt resolution ; the
other is the iron hand of tariff war, under the
McKinley tariff proposal. Which shall we accept?
The people of this country were in hopes that, with
the history of the question before them, the Gov-
ernment would at once have shown a willingness,
without loss of dignity, without loss of respect,
without lowering their own positions, to
intinate in some way, directly or indirectly,
that we would be willing to meet the proposal, the
magnanimous proposal, I may say, under the Hitt
resolution. But instead of that the President of
the Council was put forward, the other night, to
express the views of the Government, that recipro-
city in our natural products would be a calamity
for the farmers of this country. Sir, I was amazed
when I heard that statement had been made. I
was not in the House when the hon. gentleman
delivered his speech, but, when it was reported to
me afterwards, that lie had committed the Govern-
ment to that position, I thought that really it was
capable of some explanation ; but, when I took his
speech and read it in his own language, where lie
ztated most enphatically, and gave his reasons-

Mr, JONES (Halifax).

which, of course, we assumed were the reasons of
his colleagues-why reciprocity in natural products
would be an injury to the farmers of this country,
I saw then that the Government had at last arrived
at the conclusion, had at last expressed the opin-
ions which had always been in their own minds,
that while they were preaching through the country
their great desire to obtain reciprocal relations
with the United States, they had an arrière pensée
in their own minds, that they never would have a
reciprocity treaty with the United States, even in
our natural products, andthe Presidentof the Coun-
cil was the first to give utterance to that opinion.
Shallwe now, I say, under these circumstances, show
our willingness to treat with thein ; or shall we, as
under the proposal before the House, attempt to
set them at defiance? The tariff proposals of the
Government are nothing more or less than a defi-
ance of the United States. We know to what state
a tariff war may be brought. We had a statement
made by the present High Commissioner to Eng-
land, and we did not require his statement to make
us aware of the fact, that a tariff war was not very
far removed from a natural war ; and with all the
irritating questions now existing between the two
countries, the present Administration, in my judg-
ment, has committed an act of which they have
not yet seen the full fruits. We have before us
another difficult question with the United States,
namely, the fishery question. I do not wish to
enter into the subject, or to express any opinion
with respect to its present position, more than this :
that, if there is anything calculated to make the
Americans stand on their dignity, and insist on
the fullest construction of their contentions with
respect to the fishery question, which we know
under the Blaine Administration they are disposed
to do. this Government could not have adopted any
course more calculated to irritate the American
Government than that now before the House.
They are not only irritating, but they are insigni-
ficant matters : 5 cents duty on a gooseberry bush,
3 cents on a bunch of strawberries ; but small as
these matters are, they show the animus of the Gov-
ernment, and that the Government are determined
to show the Americans that we will not have
anything to do with them in trade relations. To
the American people at large that will be taken as
a declaration of war. If anything is calculated to
secure the passage of the McKinley tariff now
before Congress, the tariff which this Government
has brought down will have the desired effect. I
believe there is no factor that will exercise such an
important influence with the United States Con-
gress at the present moment as the announcement
made to them, as it has been made to them, of the
intention of this Government to impose these small,
insignificant but obstructive duties and regulations
against American intercourse. The American
people have watched this matter from its very
commencement. They have shown a desire, as
expressed by the Hitt resolution, to meet us in a
fair spirit, and it would be no loss of dignity on
the part of Canada and the Canadian Goverument
to express, so soon as they have the opportunity,
their desire to meet American commissioners,
I do not say, to see how far they may go, but to
ascertain if there is any ground on which they can
meet the American Government with a view to the
solution of these great questions. It is their duty
to do so, and the country will hold them respon-
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sible, and there is no question which in this coun-
try will receive more attention henceforward than
this question; and if these resolutions become the
law of the land, I dare the Government of Canada
to resist for twenty-four hours, to stand on the
defensive and say : We will not meet you and
discuss this subject in the interests of friendly in-
tercourse and the advantage of commerce at large.
The Government would not be sustained by their
own friends. We have already heard murmurs
from their supporters. Those hon. gentlemen who
have spoken in defence of their policy were not
able to go to the extent of sustaining the Govern-
ment in the views they have adopted with respect
to this great question. They will find, inoreover,
that behind the members of the House are the
constituents, intelligent, reading and thinking
men, who will ponder over these questions, and
who will naturally ask this question: Here we are
in Canada with surplus products, we have a
market to a certain extent along our line, we send
there certain articles which no other country will
take, we have these certain articles which must be
sent there no matter what the duty may be ; and
will the Government dare to resist a proposition
from the American Government asking for the
consideration of the question as to whether
we may not meet and devise some means
upon which we can trade together on fair
ternis ? It has been stated by hon. gentle-
men opposite, that the American farmers
are very much worse off than our own farmers. I
am sorry to hear that the farniers are not well off
in any part of the world, but, if there is anything
in that contention, it goes to prove, as has been
observed by bon. gentlemen on this side of the
House, that the American farmers are in a worse
position simply fron the fact that they have lived
twenty-five years under the iron heel of protec-
tion, white we on this side of the line have only
had ten years' experience of it. Do we require
fifteen years more to place our farmers in the saie
position which these American farmers are des-
cribed to occupy ? Our young people are going
out of the country, because, despite all the
advantages which this fine country possesses,
they fail by honest toil, patience, and
economy to make headway, and they go
somewhere else, no matter where it may be. They
will go out of the country and seek new fields
abroad. They may go to our own North-West,
and in many cases they do go,. and we do not
lose them. But many go to the United States and
to the south and to various other parts of the
world, and I know, from my own experience in
my own Province, that the young men, the bone
and sinew of our people, the fishermen along our
coast, the farmers of the interior, the mechanics
and hard-working industrious men are going to the
United States in the spring, and perhaps some of
theni return in the autumn to spend some days at
home. That is a condition of affairs, however,
which is an injurious one as regards the advance-
ment of this country. The next object of a
National Policy was to create a home market for
our products and to give good prices to the
farmers. I have already discussed this question.
We must all regret to bear that the farmers in the
West are not in a flourishing condition, and it is
apparent, from the best information 'that can be
obtained, that, as a whole, the farming industry is

not in a satisfactory condition. It is doubtless
true, I believe, that under favorable conditions
farmers are doing fairly well. But, taking the
whole industry, I think it will be admitted by hon.
gentlemenonboth sides of the House, that thefarming
industry of Canada is not in as favorable a condi-
tion as we should like to see it to-day. After hav-
ing humbugged the farmers for the past ten years,
leading them to believe that the National Policy
was going to give them a home market and higher
prices, and leading them to believe that if they
would trust the country into Conservative hands,
the condition would be changed, we now have the
admission made by the President of the Council,
that no fiscal policy of the country could affect the
value of the home products either one way or the
other. I am glad the bon. gentleman made that
admission to the House. They now propose an in-
crease in certain articles of large consumption in
the Maritime Provinces. Well, Sir, the Maritime
Provinces have to pay the increase. We raise very
little beef or pork there except in Prince Edward
Island, where a good deal of pork is raised ; and
our hardy fishermen pursuing their hazardous and
uncertain calling, our mechanics and laborers, and
all classes which go to make up the general con-
munity will be called upon to contribute towards
these half million dollars which this tax imposes.
Our fishermen will pay $6 a barrel on pork and
beef, and at least $1 a barrel more on flour than
they would have to pay if they could get it from
the United States.

Mr. FOSTER. How much do you say on flour?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). $1 a barrel. Some say
the flour will be no dearer, and the bon. the
Minister of Finance, the other day, in his desire to
make it pleasant to both ends of the Dominion,
assured us that his increase of 25 cents would make
flour no dearer in the Maritime Provinces. If it
does not make it dearer in the Maritime Provinces,
I fail to see what advantage is going to accrue to
the millers of Ontario and the West. Their object
is to keep out the American flour, and if this tax
does not keep out the American flour, then, of
course, they have no advantage. The hon. gentle-
man was afraid to admit, as he should have ad-
mitted, that while this tax might, under certain
circumstances, not always cause an increase
directly, still, indirectly, from the nature of our
position, and from the nature of our trade with the
United States, there must always naturally be a
very considerable difference between the price of
our flour and that of the United States. The hon.
Minister asked me what difference this tax would
make on flour, and I answered frankly, $1 a barrel.
I will prove to him, I think, how that is. The
Island of Newfoundland is a large consumer of
flour, and Conservative authorities in Hali-
fax have said to us : " Why, look at
Newfoundland ; they have no duty, and
the American flour enters Newfoundland on
precisely the same terms as the Canadian flour
does." I confess that, when I began to consider it
in that light, it did strike me as singular that,
with both American and Canadian flour entering
on the same terms, the people of Newfoundland
should get so much flour from Canada as was
stated to be the case. 1, therefore, took the trouble
to write to one of the largest flour importers of
Newfoundland, and this is his reply:
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" We think the whole import of Canadian flour in 1889
did not exceed 10,000 barrels out of 278,000 barrels im-
ported. Out of about 100,000 barrels which we and the
bakery in which we are interested imported, not over
6,000 barrels were Canadian."
Now, Sir, here is an answer to the hon. gentle-
man's statement. Here is Newfoundland with no
duty on flour imported either from the United
States or from the Dominion of Canada, and here
are the Messrs. Harvey & Co., one of the largest
and most respectable houses in St. John, New-
foundland, stating under their own signature that
out of the 278,000 barrels imported, there were
only 10,000 barrels of Canadian flour. Put us in
the same position as they are in Newfoundland,
and we would naturally go to New York for our
flour. We would have the haggle of the market
in New York, and it will be admitted that four
can be obtained as cheaply in New York as in the
west, assuming that it is no cheaper. It costs us
in the Maritime Provinces 15 cents to get it from
New York, whereas it costs us 60 cents to get it
from the West. There is a difference of 45 cents a
barrel, and on our consumption in the Maritime
Provinces of about one million and a quarter barrels
that alone amounts to $562,000. It must also be
remembered that there is a large quantity of flour
in the United States which is not up to the standard
of the best Canadian flour, and that flour was largely
used in the Maritime Provinces by the fishermen
who desire to save half a dollar or a dollar. That
flour could be bought from half a dollar to three-
quarters of a dollar cheaper than Canadian flour
of the same standard. It may not be quite so
white in color, I admit, but it is quite as strong
and quite as sound an article. The bon. gentle-
man may be able to afford the best black cloth to
protect himself against the weather, but he is not
better protected than his less fortunate brother
wbo wears a homespun overcoat. A lady arrayed
in ber silks and satins is not better protected
against the weather than her less fortunate sister
who bas to wear a cheaper garment; and so it is
with consumption of this flour. The man who
desires to buy the most expensive article can buy
it, but the fishermuen and the farmers along our
coasts wfill be satisfied to take a barrel of flour that
is equally as wholesone as the best, if he can get
it at fron three-quarters of a dollar to half of a
dollar cheaper. He will save the money by buy-
ing this cheaper article and apply it to his comfort
in some other direction. That is the operation of
the tariff in this respect. It bas been the custom
of Conservative speakers in my Province, and it
may be in this House before the debate is over, to
quote my bon. friend in front of me (Mr. Mac-
kenzie), who led the Liberal Government in 1878,
to show that, under the operation of the duty, flour
would not be made dearer in the Maritime Pro-
vinces. I took the trouble to refer to the utter-
ances of my bon. friend, and I find that what be
said in Halifax is as follows :-

"Now, when your leaders come down here, they de-
clare, as Dr. Tupper did the other day, that a tax on
flour would not raise the price onu cent, and Dr. Tupper
q uotes me as an authority for that statement. Well I
do not believe it; I believe that no tax will affect the
price of a comnodity of which we produce a surplus.

" But it will affect the course -of trade in that con-
modity. A very large proportion of the flour consumed
in the Maritime Provinces finds its natural channel by
your trade with the States, and immediately that you
stop the purchase of American flour, and compel the
transmission of Ontario flour by a particular way to

Mr. JoNEs (Hàlifax).

these Provinces, you simply do an injury to those that
do business in that direction. But when Sir John Mac-
donald goes about in the West, and he was near my
county the other day where they are all farmers, be told
them he wanted a duty on four to raise the price."
Again, in the HIansard of 1879, at page 517, the
Hon. Mr. Mackenzie is reported to have said:

" He desired to correct the hon. gentleman who had
just spoken, in quoting his remarks respecting the four
tradu:

" He said that be (Mackenzie) p roved conclusively that
no duty would increase the price of flour. What he said was
that no duty wouldbe of any benefit to the producers of
flourin Ontario, but that the price or duty put on the four
imported into the Maritime Provinces would be a serions
hardship to their people, inasmuch as the trade was not
with Ontario but with the States."
That is the opinion of the hon. gentleman, which
bas been quoted on niany occasions in support of
the view that the price of flour would not be
increased. But, Sir, I have an authority here
which, whatever value we may attach to it on
this side of the House, should carry great weight
with bon. gentlemen on the other side. Sir
Charles Tupper said :

" Mr. Blake told you that I said in Pictou that $400,000
was paid in coal, and paid by the people of Ontario.
Now, if bu did, be is not acandid man. Do you not think
that Mr. Blake would have acted the part of a candid
man if he had told you that of the $360,000 revenue
collected on wheat and flour, not one cent was paid by
Ontario, and all was paid by the Maritime Provinces? "
That is an authority which, I think, bon. gentle-
men opposite are bound to respect. But, let us
see what the duty on these articles will amount to
in the case of an ordinary family. An average
family along the coast would consume, I suppose,
one barrel of pork, one barrel of beef and five
barrels of flour. The duty on five barrels
of flour would be $5, on a barrel of pork
$6, and on a barrel of beef $6, making, in all, $17 :
and against this enormous taxation, which these
poor people cannot avoid paying, they get the con-
cession of the reduction on a barrel of molasses
which, at one cent and a-balf a gallon, would
amount to about 60 cents for the barrel. The
hon. Minister of Finance mnust think that the
people of the Maritime Provinces have very little
intelligence, if he supposes that they are going to
bu hoodwinked by such reductions as this. The
hon. gentleman must surely see that if these people
are compelled to pay a largely increased price for
these articles, they will realise the full extent of
the injury done to themi. More than that, this
duty will fall on the poorest class of our people.
The duty on pork will not apply to our shipping
industry or to ourfishermen engaged in bank-fishing.
When they go away in the summer to the fishing
banks, they take their beef and pork in bond, and
are, consequently, not compelled to pay this in-
creased expense; but the poor fisherman on the
coast, who goes out in the morning and spends the
whole day to catch a few fish and bring them home
at night for his family, cannot avoid paying this
tax, because be cannot get the article in any other
way. He must get a barrel of beef, and a barrel of
pork, and a barrel of flour, and each will be that
inuch dearer to him. I cannot conceive for what
reason or upon what principle the Minister of
Finance can put a duty of $6 on the pork and
beef which these poor people consume, when he
only puts a duty of $3 on the pork consumet
by the lumbermen scattered all over the coun-
try, who are infinitely better able to bear tax-
ation. I hope the hon. Minister will consider this
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before lie completes his resolution. The Minister
of Finance, the other day, in speaking of what his
Government had accomplished, told us that they
had poured out money like water, which was true
enough. He told us they had spent large sums in
opening up new channels of commerce, forgetting
that lie could have, without the expenditure of any
money, customers alongside of him who had made
him an offer to trade with us on equal terms.
I was amused when he told us he had opened up
communication with the West Indies. Why, the
hon. gentleman must have been ignorant of the fact
that a steamer has been running to Jamaica, under
a subsidy from the British Government, for the
past fifteen years, and that during these fifteen
years no new development of trade was created by
that enterprise, because only the aricles which are
carried by our sailing vessels were carried in that
steamer. Now the hon. gentleman boasts that lie
is spending $15,000 to run a steamer to Jamaica,
which will only carry articles that would other-
wise be carried in our own vessels. I showed hirn,
on a previous occasion, that this steamer brought
nothing back from Jamaica, and did not contribute
in aniy way to the commerce of this country. He
told us that lie had opened up communication with
Cuba, being again probably not aware that no more
articles go to Cuba, under this arrangement, than
went before, and yet lie is paying $20,000 a year
for that steam communication. The steamer takes
out some quintals of fish and barrels of potatoes,
and she returns to Halifax in ballast. I will send
the hon. gentleman a Halifax paper, giving the
nmanifest of that steamer's cargo the other day, on
her return trip, showing lier total return cargo to
have been six cases of cigars ; and this is the
magnificent enterprise which the Government
are assisting with $20,000 of public money.
1 congratulate the ion. gentleman on his enterprise.
Then lie referred to his other enterprise-the open-
ing up of communication with Denerara. I need
not further refer to that, as the subject was well
discussed the other day, when it was shown that
the hon. gentleman has made a contract to give a
subsidy of $4,000 in order to carry $6,000 of our
produce, which would go, under any circumstances,
to the British West Indies. If the lion. gentle-
man considers that statesmanship, I do not. I was
very sorry to hear what lie said with reference to
the English mail contract. A year ago we were
told that we were going to have a fast line.
My colleague the other day brought to the
notice of the House how imperfectly the ser-
vice was performed by some of the steamers now
on the route, and since then there has been no
great improvement. What do the Government
propose to do ? The Finance Minister says that,
considering the high prices of steel at present, the
Government do not propose to make any effort to
secure another contract for the improvement of the
service. Had the hon. gentleman accepted the
advice tendered him two years ago, and reduced
his pretensions down to a moderate service, suitable
to the wants of our country, had he not mounted
his high horse and told the country we were
going to have a fast line, equal to the fast lines in
the United States, he would have been in a posi-
tion to ask the House to-day, to support a reason-
able scheme. He is already in possession of an
offer to put on a sixteen or seventeen knot service,
if the Goverument would entertain the proposition.

Two of the largest companies having relations with
this country, have two large steel steamers of 6,000
tons each now building on the other side, and they
have intimated to the lion. gentleman, that they
are only waiting the decision of the Governmnent
to know whether they should nake them seventeen
knot steamers or put in less power and make them
a thirteen knot service. Yet the lion. gentleman
took no notice of the proposal, and the Govern-
ment have apparently no intention of taking any
step to improve the mail service between this and
the old country. If they were in earnest they
would accept within twenty-four hours this pro-
position, and have a mail service of seventeen
knots an hour established at a moderate rate. The
policy of the Government and the policy of the
Opposition are very fairly contrasted in the amend-
ment of my hon. friend (Sir Richard Cartwright).
The amendment calls upon us to say :

" That it is the bounden duty of this House, instead of
adding to the existing oppressive taxation, to apply it-
self to the reduction of the burdens now impeding the
progress and prosperity of the principal producing classes
of the Dominion, an d for this purpose to abolish or reduce
the taxes now imposed on articles of prime necessity to
farmers, miners, fishermen and other producers."

That is a proposition which I am sure will find a
response in this country, and be acceptable to the
calhn and responsible judgment of the people. The
whole question of our financial policy is embodied
in that amendment, and it is for lion. gentlemen
on the other side to consider the responsibility
they incur in voting down such a proposition. I
would like to ask the hon. Minister of Finance, if,
during the multiplicity of his labors, lie has had
time to read an article which lias lately appeared
from the pen of that distinguished statesman, Mr.
Gladstone. I refer to the correspondence between
Mr. Gladstone and Mnr. Blaine, that no less cele-
brated protectionist authority of the United States.
Here is an opinion coning from an authority which,
I think, the ion. gentleman and his party, with all
their prejudices, are bound to respect. It is the
matured judgment of a man who to-day probably
stands head and shoulders above any other living
statesman-a man whose utterances coniniand
attention in every part of the world. There pro-
bably is no man living to-day, who, when he
delivers himself of a public utterance, lias so many
readers, and whose opinions are so carefully scanned
and discussed. Wlat do we find Mr. Gladstone
say ? He says :

" The constant tenor of the argument is this: Higli wages
by protection, low wages by free trade. It is even as the
recurring burden of a song. And I can state with truti
that I have heard this very same melody before; nay,
that I am familiar with it. It comes to us now wi th a
pleasant novelty; but once upon a time we British folk
were surfeited, nay, almost bored to death, with it. It is
simply the old song of our squires, which they sang with
perfect assurance to defend the corn laws. Protection-
ists terrify the American workman by threatening him
with the wages of his British comrade, precisely as the
English landlord coaxed our rural laborers, when we used
to get our best wheats from Dantzie, by exhibiting the
starvation wages of the Polish peasant.

" These arguments were made among us, in the alleged
interest of labor and of capital, just as they are now em-
ployed by you; for America may at present be said to diet
on the cast-off reasonings of English protectionism."
I think Mr. Gladstone might have included Canada
as well.-

"But we broke down every protective wall and 'flooded
the country' (so the phrase then ran) with the corn and
the commodities of the whole world; with the corn of
America first and foremost. But did our rate of wages
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thereupon sink to the level of the continent? No; it ros
steadily and rapidly to a point higher than it had bee
ever known before.

"Mr. C)iffen, of the Board of Trade, whose careful disqu
sitions are known to command the public confidence, sup
plies us with tables which compare the wages of 1833 wit
those of 1883 in such a way as to speak for the principa
branches of industry. The wages of miners, we learn
have increased in Staffordshire (which almost certainly i
the mining district of lowest increment) by 50 per cent
In the great exportable manufactures of Bradford an
Huddersfield the lowest augmentations are 20 and 30 pe
cent., and in other branches they rise to 50, 83, 100 an
even to 150 and 160 per cent. The quasi-domestic trade
ofecarpentars, bricklayers and masons, iu the great mart
of Glasgow and Manchester, show a mean increase of 6
per cent for the first, 65 per cent. for the second, and 4F er cent. for the third. The lowest weekly wage name
or an aduit is twenty-two shillings (as against saventee

shillings lu 18331, and the higliest thirty-six shillings."
Then he goes on to say :

" The argument of the tree trader is that the legislato
ought never to interfere, or only to interfere so far as imperative fiscal necessity may require it, with this natura
law of distribution."
The hon. the Minister of Finance has not been abl
to show that there was an imperative necessity fo
imposing the further taxation which he propose
now. Mr. Gladstone further says :

" All interference with it by a Government in order t
encourage some dearer method of production at home, in
preference to a cheaper method of production abroad
may fairly be termed artificial. And every such inter
ference means simply a diminution of the nationa
wealth."
Then Mr. Gladstone goes on to show that Ameri
cans are prosperous on account of their great re-
sources. He says:

" Let me now mention some at least among those ele-
ments of the unrivalled national strength of America
whic, explain to us why she is not ruined by the huge
waste ofthe protective system. And first of these I place
the immense extent and vastness of her territory. She
carries on the business of domestic exchanges on a scale
such as mankind bas never seen. Of all the staple pro-
ducts of human industry and care, how few are there,
which, lm one or another of her eountless regions, the soil
of America would refuse to yield. Apart from this wide
variety, I suppose there is no other country of the whole
earth in which, if we combine together the surface and
that which is below the surface, nature has been so boun-
tiful to man. Now. this vast aggregate superiority of
purely natural wealth is simply equivalent to the gift,
say, of a queen in a game of chess, with this difference-
that America could hold her own against all comers with-
ont the queen. By protection she makes a bad move,
which helps us to make fight, and ties a heavy clog upon
her feet, so that the most timid among us need not now
to greatly dread lier competition in the international
trade of the world. "
That is to say, that America, with all her advan-
tages, with all lier great natural advantages, does
not compete with England under free trade in any
part of the world. He further says, and this isa
peculiar sequence of the whole, which hon. gentle-
men should well consider:

" America makes no scruples, then, to eheapen every-
thing in whih labor eis concerned, bucause this is the
road lu national wealth. Therefura she lias nu marcy
upon labor, but displaces it right and left. Yet when we
come to the case where capital is naost in question, she
enables her shipbuilders, her ironmasters and lier mill-
owners to charge double or semi-double prices; which, if
her practice as to labor saving bu right. must be the road
to national poverty. E converno, if she be right in shut-
ting out foreign ships and goods to aise the receipts of
the American capitalist, why does she not tax the reaping
machine to raise the receipts of the 4merican laborer?
And be concludes, in regard to the moral aspect of
the subject, in these few words :

" I urge, alon, Ihal ail protection i8 moraily, as well as
economically bad. This is a very die·erent yi, from
saying that ail protectionists are bad. I have seen and

;known and h the opportunity of eomparing the temper
Q;r JONES (Halifax4)

e and frame of mind engendered, first by our protectionism,
n which we now look back upon as servitude, and then by

the commercial freedom and equality which we have en-
i- joyed for the last thirty or forty years. The one tended
- to harden into positive selfishness; the other has done
h much to foster a more liberal tone of mind."

Therefore, independent of all the advantages from
s a national standpoint, independent of all the
. advantages which free trade has conferred on thatd
r great country, independent of all these lower con-
d siderations, if they may be so termed, Mr.
s Gladstone, that distinguished man, points out the

fact that it has had the effect of removing national
7 animosities, of bringing the inhabitants of one
d country into closer contact with those of other
n countries, and, generally, of bringing about a better

feeling among the nations of the world. I believe
that nothing is so inuch calculated to bring about a

r better feeling between us and the peuple of the
l United States, which is so desirable, than to show

to this great people on the south of us, that we are
e willing to consider any reasonable proposition
r tending to this end. I believe that, notwithstand-
s ing all the expressions of public opinion, gathered

from general elections, and notwithstanding all
o the assertions which have been made to the con-

trary, there is an underlying feeling deep down in
the heart of every reasonable, sensible man in this
country, who is not directly interested or
benefited by the present policy, that a policy
of free trade, putting in the possession of
the great masses of the people those articles
which are necessary for the benefit of themselves
and their families, would be of the greatest possible
importance. That feeling is growing. I believe
we are standing to-day almost on the brink of a
precipice. I believe the Government have now
exhausted every means of taxation. They have
divided and cut up, and sub-divided and re-divided
every possible branch of taxation by which they
could take anything out of the people ; but I
believe they have at last reached the end of their
tether. If this Government go on at the rate they
have been guing on, and pour out their money like
water without reference to the necessities of the
case, I believe the time is not far distant when the
Minister of Finance will be brought face to face
with an alarming condition in the finances of this
country. I think the hon. gentleman hardly knows
how near we are in this country now to a financial
crisis, if all accounts are true. I think lie hardly
realises the fact that there is a great feeling of
uneasiness pervading the commercial people from
one end of the country to the other, and that, if
once the public confidence is destroyed, if once a
financial disaster occurs at one end of the country,
it will find an echo from one end of Canada to the
other, and no one can tell to what it may reach. I
warn the hon. gentleman that not long hence lie
may find the country in a different condition from
that in which it stands to-day. I should regret it
very much as a business man, and as one interested
la the development of this country, but I should
not be amazed if the vast folly of the Government,
and the course which they have pursued in sending
such enormous amounts out of the country and
putting them in unproductive enterprises, should
not brin g about its natural result. There is no ex-
ception likely to be made for the present Govern-
ment, or in behalf of the very able Finance Minister.
The immutable laws and the great rinciples which
control the financial operations of the world are
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based on authorities and on principles higher thar
his, and they may come back on hin at a time
when lie cannot withstand the recoil. I warn the
Government as to the effect of the policy they are
adopting, and I believe that when the people realise
the position in which they are placed, especially by
this last attempt to tax them another half million
of dollars, to be taken from their hard earnings,
they will come to the conclusion that hon. gentle
men opposite should make way for better men.
I believe that will be the feeling of this country
w hen the people come to realise the true position
in which they stand. I am not usually of a
desponding character. I am not a man who is
despondent by nature or by disposition. I always
like to look upon things in the nost favorable
light, and with a sanguine temper ; but, as a
prudent business man, as an observer of what is
passing around, I feel that I should not be dis-
charging my duty here, if I did not appeal to the
Finance Minister to stay his hand. I should not
be doing my duty here, if I did not call to his
attention those great operations which are going
on over this country, partly as the result of the
policy which lie is directing to-day. I ask him
and the Government to reflect, whether it may
not be even to their own interest carefully to con-
sider what steps they are going to take with
reference to the financial policy of this country in
the future. Sir, I cannot resume my seat without
again saying to the Minister of Finance, that I
hope he will reconsider many of those propositions
which he lias brought down in his tariff resolu-
tions, because he will find that they are going to
impose a very heavy burden upon a class of people
who are the least able to bear these taxes. Per-
haps the lion. gentleman lias not had this matter
brought home to him as clearly as I have en-
deavored to do so, and I humbly submit to hirn
to-day, that the people along the coast of Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick will be seriously
affected by the operations of this tariff, if it
passes. I hope, therefore, that the hon. gentle-
man, before these resolutions take their final stage,
will consider whether he may not be able to lessen
the taxes on those articles which I have particu-
larly referred to.

General LAURIE. Some years after Confedera-
tion it was the practice in the House of Assemby of
Nova Scotia, when they had nothing else
Particularly to talk about, to resolve themuselves
into a committee to discuss the general state of the
Province. Now, it does seem to me, although we
have something else to talk ahout, that my hon.
friend has followed the practice of those with
whom lie was for a long time politically associated
with in Nova Scotia, and lias resolved himself into
a committee to discuss the general state of the
Dominion. I must say, that the larger portion of
his speech that lie lias addressed to the House, had
nothing whatever to do with the subject before us.
It seemed to me that he went over every matter
except the one that we are considering. We are
considering, I take it, the tariff-there was hardly
an allusion to the tariff in his speech.

An hon. MEMBER. The Budget speech.
GeneralLAURIE. IthinktheBudgetspeechwas

Made i introducing the tariff. It is true that, in
making the Budget speech, the Minister of Finance
did allude to the state of the country, and in that

sense, perhaps, my hon. friend's speech was
pertinent. But I cannot help thinking that the
old proverb applied largely to his speech : that
what was true was not new, and what was new-
well, I will simply say, was fallacious; it was a little
deceptive in the argument and the way it was
placed before the House. I propose to consider
some of these points which My lion. friend has
alluded to, and I must say it is a little difficult to
follow him, because he was rather interjectory in
many portions of his speech. Well, first of all, he
talked about Gladstone. Mr. Gladstone's opinions
are very valuable. He has tried every policy, lie
lias been a Protectionist, lie has been a Free
Trader, and, I think, lie has been three times Prime
Minister of England, and as the result of his last
Premiership, we have the report of a Royal
Commission, appointed to enquire into the de-
pression of trade and industry of England. I think
that report is a very fair result of the policy that
Mr. Gladstone has advocated and carried out, and
afterwards lie had to call the leading minds of
England together to advise him as to what was the
trouble with the country.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In what year was that
report?

General LAURIE. In 1886. Now, I will give you
some of the results formulated by this Royal Com-
mission. As we have had Mr. Gladstone, we may
as well have the Royal Commission against Mr.
Gladstone, and hear what they have got to say.
If England is a free trade country, it is due to Sir
Robert Peel, and not to his follower, Mr. Gladstone,
who left the protectionist party and cane over to
free trade. The Royal Commission stated in their
report that one of the causes of the depression
was:

"The effect of foreign tariffs and bounties, and the
restrictive commercial policy of foreign countries in
limiting our markets."
This shows that, after all, protection is not an
injurious policy in those countries that have kept
English goods out of them. We find that another
cause of depression is stated to be:

" Foreign competition, which we are beginning to feel
both in our own and in neutral markets."
Those are sone of the principal causes of depres-
sion of trade in England, as stated by that Royal
Commission. There are various other causes, to
which I may allude later on. The hon. gentleman
also alluded to what lie called a danger and a
serious objection, according to himxself and the
party with whom he is in accord, in that the Con-
servative party and Government have been build-
ing up millionaire manufacturers who are taking
the crearn and employing operatives at starvation
wages, so to speak. Now, Sir, the result of the
examination into the trade of England, a large
manufacturing country, is reported by this Royal
Commission to be:

" There can be no doubt that, of the wealth annually
created in the country, a smaller proportion falls to the
share of the employers of labor than formerly.''
So that, so far from a number of millionaire manu-
facturers taking the cream, they are the people
who are suffering, while labor takes a larger pro-
portion of the profits of manufacturing than it
formerly did. My hon. friend went on to allude
to the subsidy given to a steamer, fifteen years ago,
to ply between Canada and Jamaica, and he said
that it had not built up trade. I think my hon.
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friend is in error. If my memory serves me, that
steamer used to go to St. Thomas, and it is only
within the last three or four years that the British
Government urged that the steamer should lengthen
its trip to Jamaica; and if our Halifax merchants
are to be believed, they were building dp a
very profitable trade with Jamaica during that
time. But my hon. friend objected to the steamer;
he was one of those who circulated a petition to
the British Government requesting that the subsidy
to that steamer going to Jamaica might be with-
drawn, and the result has been that, as it was
found necessary to have communication with
Jamaica, this Government now has to subsidise a
steamer to that port, and we have to thank my hon.
friend and his colleagues for that subsidy having
been withdrawn by the Imperial Government and
placed upon our own Government. The hon.gentle-
man made an extraordinary calculation as the effect
of the tariff upon our people in Nova Scotia. I was
surprised to hear him state that the addition of
25 cents a barrel to the duty on flour, made flour
$1 a barrel dearer. I do not know how he arrived
at that calculation, but it must have been by some
extraordinary process which I have not been able
to follow. Then he stated that the lumberers were
only to pay $1.50 a hundred weight on pork and
beef, that is to say, $3 on a barrel, whilst the
fishermen had to pay $6. I am not aware there
is any discrimination in favor of the lumbermen as
against the fishermen. Both stand on the same
footing, they can go to the same market, they can
buv the same article, and they are called upon to
pay the saine duty. And under these circum-
stances I say the statement made was doubly
fallacious. There are some other points to which
my hon. friend alluded, but I do not know that I
should occupy the time of the House in dealing
with them, yet I am loath to pass them by. Many
of these subjects have been dealt with so frequently,
and the assertions have been ansgered over and
over again, that I almost expected to hear the word
" chestnut," and I almost expected to hear
that word when I reply to those assertions by argu-
ments which so often have been presented. We know
that if the export trade of the country has not
increased to the extent we might wish, the in-
ternal trade, the trade between Province and
Province, has increased enormously. We know,
for example, according to the Trade Returns, that
more raw material comes in now and takes the
place of manufactured goods, and under that head
there is a larger quantity of raw material coming
from the United States, and our trade with the
United States has thereby apparently increased.
And so it has increased ; but it has increased in a
way which benefits our working people, because it
enables us to manufacture the raw material, in-
stead of bringing manufactured goods from Eng-
land. England is in no sense a country for raw
materials. England exports manufactured pro-
ducts; and, if our imports from England decline,
it is because we do not import so many manufac-
tured goods as in the past, and because we obtain
more raw material from new and less developed
countries, and manufacture that raw material our-
selves, and employ our own labor thereby. When
we hear that the Hitt resolution and the Mc-
Kinley tariff are to us, on the one hand, an-in-
vitation and, on the other hand, a threat of
open war ; and when we are told that

General LAURIE.

if our Ministry dares not to move in the
matter, or dares to refuse an invitation from the
American Government, they will not stand twenty-
four hours, and that the Government are simply
standing on their dignity on this question-I say
I trust the Ministry will recognise the dignity of
Canada, that they will recognise we have a dignity,
and that our dignity will be considered by those
who have been appointed to administer the Gov-
ernment of the country, and that our dignity will
be duly considered by the Government, and I
deem it is in the best possible hands. The hon.
gentleman said that when the National Policy was
introduced in 1876, he, sitting on the other side of
the House and on the Government benches, listened
to it but was not convinced. That is true, no
doubt, and that is the reason why he is on this
side of the House at the present time. But when
the advocates of that policy went to the country,
they secured a reasonable majority in support of
the National Policy. Hence, he is on this side of
the House, and I am afraid, until he is convinced,
he is likely to remain on the Opposition benches.
'Witlh the permission of the House, I will quote
some remarks made by the bon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), giving reasons why we should
stimulate manufactures in the interests of the con-
sumers. The hon. gentleman said:

" There are many classes of manufactured commodities
capable of being produced in this country, which require,
for their economical production, a large market. There
is nothing clearer as to numerous classes of commodities,
that, within certain limits, which far transcend our
population the larger the market the cheaper the goods
can be produced; and long ago, in some particular cases,
we had supplied to the full the home market, created to
some extent a foreign trade, and were dependent for the
further extension and growth of our manufacturing in-
terests upon the facilities that one might obtain by cheap
production and reasonable arrangement with foreign
nations, in sending forward our goods into theircountries.
That development of manufacturing to which I have
alluded is one not interesting to the manufacturer alone,
but of interest and importance to the whole community,
to the consumer as well as to the producer, because it ls
based upon the theory that economy of production will
ensue from the largeness of the production, and from that
economised production, the consumer will obtain a po r-
tion of the benefit,so that it may be argued that while there
are in other respects apparent or real divergencies of
interests between the manufacturer and consumer, it
cannot be said in this respect that there is even an ap-
parent, still less a real, divergence of interest."

I only quote these remarks made by the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), a strong
advocate of the party policy that is enunciated
from the Opposition side of the House, and a strong
co-worker with his party, because I think his
opinions are to be received with respect, at all
events by the Opposition ; and certainly, when he
argues in that direction, I take it that we should
accept his statements as a recognition of the fact
that in pushing production we are benefiting the
consumer. I do not think it is necessary to enter
at great length into many of the questions that
have been brought forward and to go over ground
that has been already travelled, but I have one or
two points that I desire to bring to the attention
of the House. I regret that, owing to the imper-
fect acoustic properties of the Chamber, I was un-
able to hear a large portion of what was said by
hon. gentlemen who addressed the House, butwI did
hear one or two remarks from the hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), and I should
like to join issue with him. I heard him state
yesterday, to my great surprise, because I know
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how faithful a financial student he is, and how
closely he analyses financial questions, that the
income tax in England, which he advocated, is
a preferable tax to an import duty, that it
is a just tax, that it is a tax according to a man's
capacity to pay taxes. If he were to study the
opinions of leading men in England, he would
learn that, so far from that being the case, it is one
of the most unjust and unfair taxes known. In
considering this question, it is always important to
consider that the people are opposed to direct
taxation, and, of course, they prefer no taxes at
all ; but, if their contributions must be obtained to
the revenue, the people certainly prefer to make
them by indirect taxation. What is the income
tax, and how is it raised? A large number of
young men educate themselves and acquire a pro-
fession or a calling, and, during their earlier years,
train themselves so that in after life they are able
to go into the world and follow their profession as
a doctor, lawyer or engineer. Now, these young
men are taxed to the full extent of their earnings,
and the capital which they have invested in their
education in their early life is practically taxed in
full. It is expected to be within the. power
of any man who has invested his capital
in acquiring a profession, to accumulate sums
to replace the capital sum invested, and
these sums he will, no doubt, obtain from
his profession. All his earnings, which should go
to replace his capital, are heavily taxed, and, as a
result, the income tax is most unpopular with
every one except the Chancellor of the Exchequer,
and by him alone it is approved, because it is
very easily raised or lowered, according to the
financial necessities of the country. We, for-
tunately, do not have to so change the amount
we raise year after year. We have no foreign
disputes, no large army and navy to maintain, no
wars to carry on, and, therefore, there is no
necessity for any change being made in the income
we raise. Accordingly, the only arguments that
justify the imposition of the income tax in Eng-
land are quite foreign to us here, and an income
tax is a most undesirable tax in itself, and it
certainly would be most unpopular here, and
would be a most unwarrantable tax. I desire to
refer to a point made by the mover of the amend-
ment. The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) seldom speaks in this House
without in some way suggesting that the Govern-
ment have debauched constituencies and whole
Provinces, and by inference, if not by actual
statement, he bas made that charge against the
Province of Nova Scotia, the Province from which
I corne. I take it as a gross insult to our Province
that such remarks should be made, especially when
they have been controverted again and again.
Such an assertion is most unfair, most unwarrant-
ed, and most unjustifiable, and I say, that nothing
of the sort bas occurred. In every part of the
Province where railways have been built, the
counties, as a matter of fact, were already Con-
servative, and so far, therefore, from their
being influenced by railway subsidies, I may say,that as regards the. counties which I and myfriends have won from the Opposition, no railwaysubsidies were granted to such counties, in anyshape or form. I feel bound to say, that the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman is an unfair and
gross slander on Our Province, and 1, as a member
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from that Province, resent it ; and I regret that
other hon. menibers fron that Province, sitting
around the hon. gentleman, and otherwise support-
ing him, do not repudiate a charge made against
the Province. I do not propose to continue the
discussion to any length, Ind I did not intend to
speak. But when I found, as I did find, that no
hon. members from the Maritime Provinces had
taken part in the debate, and when there were
some points in the tariff that I had nost strongly
urged upon the Government, I felt I would be false
to my position, if I did not say a few words on
these points. I wish to say something as to the tariff
perse. W e have heard it stated that it is a tariff hostile
to the Maritime Provinces, and my hon. friend from
Halifax (Mr. Jones) spoke of $1 a barrel being
added to the price of flour by an increased duty of
25 cents. I fail to follow his arithmetic there, and
I fail to follow the argument by which he en-
deavored to back it up, except the stateient he
made that a Newfoundland merchant said so. I
do not know whether that gentleman has prospered
in Newfoundland, or whether he has failed, like so
many others have ; but I do not understand his
calculations. Let us take the tariff as it affects
the three lower Provinces, and on the three impor-
tant points on which the duty is altered. I will
give the House the statistics as to the importations
of wheat, flour, cornmeal and molasses last year,
with the duty that was paid under the old tariff
and the duty which will be paid under the proposed
changes. Last year the importation of wheat flour
into the Maritime Provinces was as follows :

Quantity. Duty.
Nova Scotia............... 13,923 $ 6,961 00
New Brunswick. ......... 3,470 1,735 00
Prince Edward Island.... 1,389 694 56

$ 9,390 56
Add 25 cents a barrel................ 4,695 28

And the total increased duty will be $14,085 84

The importation of cornmeal was as follows:-

Quantity. Duty.
Nova Scotia............... 111,055 $44,422 00
New Brunswick........ 22,005 8,792 00
Prince Edward Island.... 3,927 1,570 00

Total............ 136,977 $54,784 00
Deduct 90 per cent. rebate.... 49,305 60

Total duty under new
arrangement........ $ 5,478 40

We imported into the Maritime Provinces last
year 2,240,557 gallons of molasses, on which a
duty of $70,923.15 was paid, and if we import
the same quantity next year, the reduction of duty
will amount to $35,462. Therefore, on these three
items, the balance sheet shows that we only pay
an increased duty on wheat flour, if we choose to
import, United States flour. My hon. friend from
Halifax (Mr. Jones) says that we like to buy in-
ferior stuff, and that we do not want the good
Canadian flour. However, I may say that, far
from that, our fishermen in buying flour insist on
having the very best quality. They will not buy
the inferior American flour, and it is quite a de-
lusion of the hon. gentleman to suppose they will.
We, therefore, find from the tables I have quoted,
if the same quantity is consumed, that the increase
on duty on flour will be $4,695.28, while the
reduction of the duty of molasses would be:
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$35,462 and the reduction on cornmeal $49,305.60.
We have, therefore, reduced the duty to the extent
of $80,072.32 on these three articles joined to-
gether, and given that to the benefit of the
armers and fishermen of the Maritime Provinces.
We have, as I said, lesseiied the duties to the ex-
tent of $84,767 on molasses and cornmeal from the
ishermen, as against an increase only of $4,085 on

flour, and which increase it is at their own option
to incur or not. The fisherman cannot buy his
cornmeal elsewhere, except in the States, he can-
mot buy molasses anywhere without paying a duty,
but he can get his wheat flour free of duty if he
chooses to use Canadian flour. .1 may state that
you can buy American or Canadian flour in bond,
from the merchants in Boston, at the same price,
but Canadian flour can be obtained here without
duty, whereas American flour has to pay duty. If
a man prefers, under these circumstances, to buy
inferior American flour and to take it to Nova
Scotia and pay 25 cents a barrel duty on it, I do
not see how we can prevent his folly. He can buy
from De Long & Seaman, or any other large mer-
chants in Boston, as much Canadian flour as he
wishes ; and as the hon. gentleman from Halifax
(Mr. Jones) says that Canadian flour is better
than American, we are helping the people in ad-
vising them to buy good flour instead of bad. I
like to look at both sides of this question. I do
not want to look at one side and present it to the
House, without looking at the other side also. It
is true that there is a large increase of duty in the
Lower Provinces on the beef and pork imported.
I am, perhaps, new to parliamentary life, and I
may not be most capable of ascertaining facts
froin blue-books, but I find that if we buy the
class of pork which pays $6 a barrel duty,
the price will be increased to the amount of
$64,397. I may as well say, at once, however, that
we shall not continue to import that pork.
On the contrary, our farmers are well able to
provide the supply for our home markets, but
the surplus from the Chicago markets bas been
forcd into the country to crowd out the product
of our own farmers. It is quite a mistake ; it is
one of those fallacies to which I have referred, to
say that our Maritime Provinces do not raise suffi-
cient meat for their own consumption. They raise
plenty of beef and pork, but the difficulty with our
farmers has been that they were not able to dispose
of it in face of the competition from the Chicago pro-
duct, sent in to compete with them at slaughter
prices. I believe that the placing of this duty is a
judicious step, but whether it might be judicious to
.modify the tariff in favor of the salt meat as against
the fresh is another matter for consideration. We
have no right to assume that these figures, by any
ineans, refer to the salt meat alone. They refer to
the salt and fresh meat together, and the fresh meat
we can supply in any quantity. I shall be very
much surprised if Prince Edward Island does not
lift up its head and do a little better in pork pro-
duction in the future than it has done in the past.
We know the people of Prince Edward Island are
fastidions-we know the hon. gentlemen who rep-
:esent the Island in this House-yet I find that
even they imported a very small quantity of pork
last year. They did not import inferior American
pork, as we are recommended to import inferior
American flour, but they imported 200 pounds of
good English pork, and paid $2 du,ty on it. If

Gmeral LAURIE.

they continue to import that pork they will have
to pay $6 duty on it ; but they will, no doubt, buy
their own pork instead.

Mr. WELSH. Have they said anything about
that duty during this discussion ?

General LAURIE. I have not heard them.
Mr. W ELSH. Well, don't pitch into the

representatives of Prince Edward Island.
General LAURIE. I am not pitching into the

representatives of Prince Edward Island at all, Sir ;
on the contrary, I am praising their good taste.
With reference to the question of the agricultural
depression, which my hon. friend, as well as
previous speakers, touched upon, their argument
is met by the statement that the farming industry
of the United States is also depressed, which shows
the absurdity of the proposition to improve the
position of our farmers by placing them in com-
petition with the farmers of the United States, who
are worse off than themselves. The cry is at once
raised from the Opposition : " The United States
farmers have suffered from protection for twenty-
five years, while our farmers have only suffered from
protection for half the time, and are consequently
better off." I will now cite what is said, not by a
protectionist, but by a free trader, Mr. Albert
Spicer, who was a Gladstonian candidate for
Essex in the last election in England. Addressing
the Union of Congregational Ministers in England
on the question why the country congregations
were falling off in England, he said :

" If we look first at our rural districts, we find that the
purely agricultural portion of England are gradually

ecoming comparatively depopulated. Our mînisters in
country churches know this, and have suffered from the
effect ofit for some time. And Dr. Ogle's paper, recently
read before the Statistical Society, has shown that the
alleged depopulation is no mere assertion ; for he has
conclusively proved that counties like Norfolk, Suffolk,
Cambridge, Huntingdon and Rutland, have lost during
the last thirty years 6, 8, 10, and nearly 12 per cent. of
their inhabitants, to say nothing of the loss of their
natural increase. Be also shows that this loss of popula-
tion consists of about 13'2 per cent. of men and 10 per
cent. of women, and that it includes those between äve
and forty-five years old, thus clearly demonstrating that
the best life-blood of the rural districts is gradually
drifting into our great towns and cities."

Yet, Sir, when the progress of our towns is men-
tioned in this House, hon. gentlemen say that they
are growing to the injury of the country, and that
this is the result of the false system of protection ;
but in free trade England we find the same thing
gomg on :

" This saine decrease was also apparent in Suffolk, but
in Essex it was still more striking. East and West Essex
lost 12,000, whilst urban Essex including the population
of West Ham, had increased by 100,000, indicating how
direct is the drift from the rural districts to the great
centres of population. * * * Professor Alfred Russell
Wallace, in his 'Bad Times,' has worked out the figures
from the census returns of 1871 and 1881. In 1861 three
agricultural counties showed a slight decrease; in 1871
eight, and in 1881 fourteen counties showed a diminished
population; whilst in several other counties the increase
was very small. Comparing the two census returns in the
light of the returns of births and deaths during the in-
termediate period, Professor Wallace finds that a total of
nearly two millions of people have, in the short space of
ten years, been foreed by the struggle for existence to
leave the country for the towns."
They were not driven out by the National Policy
or because protection ruined them; on the contrary,
although this man is a free trader of free traders,
he tells the truth, even though it argues against
him. New South Wales is the only other large
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community of Anglo-Saxon people which has
attempted to carry out free trade principles ; and
this gentleman says, with reference tothat country :

"In a recent lecture, the Rev. Dr. Jeffreys, our es-
teemed minister of Pitt Street Congregational Church,
Sydney, has been dealing with 'pauperism,' and after
thirty years of colonial experence, e has a strange story
to tel. 'New South Wales,' he says,' is rightly described
as one of the richest countries on the face of the earth,
and yet even here, with the great wealth already made
and the vast resources for the creation of future wealth,
there are between 30,000 and 40,000 persons who are re-
cipient of state charity, and a very large number who are
assisted by private charity. In Sydney there are evi-
dences of poverty, squalor, and infamy.' "

Now, here are two free trade countries, and I pro-
duce these statements as an answer to those who
say that our agricultural population suffer in a
minor degree, because of the system of protection
under which they live ; and I think it is a pretty
good answer. My hon. friend, shortly before lie
wound up, told us lie viewed the prospects of the
country in the gloomiest colors. He says he is not
a desponding man. Well, I do not think he is,
because one of his last utterances was that he ex-
pected soon to be back on the Treasury benches.
Well, Sir, if he can see the slightest indications in
this House or in the country to justify that ex-
pectation, I must say that, like Mark Tapley, he
is jolly under difficult circumstances.

Mr. O'BRIEN. A great nany extraneous sub-
jects have been brought .into this debate; lion.
members have travelled over a great many different
roads ; and one lion. member, to obtain weapons for
his attacks, found it necessary to extend his
researches into the infernal regions. For an hon.
gentleman, whose aspirations, from his past course,
we should expect to be of a celestial rather than a
terrestrial character, to go to such a place for
weapons, argues a great paucity of material on the
part of the hon. gentleman. From what the hon.
gentleman said, it is quite evident that in
the realms of Pluto none but Tories are to be
found, because there were no Grits there. Hon.
gentlemen have, perhaps, heard the story of the old
Norseman who, when almost persuaded to be bap-
tised, bethought himself to ask the missionary
where his progenitors were. The missionary,
actuated, no doubt, by the most sincere conviction
that lie was telling the truth, said : " They are all
burning in hell." " Well," said the Norseman,
"if that is the case, I would very much prefer
taking the risk of being with my ancestors, to being
your convert." I think it is a hard thing if we who
are honestly in favor of the National Policy are
not only to meet the wrath of lion. gentlemen
opposite in this life, but must expect to meet the
wrath to come ; but on the question of adhering to
the principles of the fiscal policy in force in this
country, 1, for one, like the Norseman, would
prefer to hang up to dry in the realms of Pluto,than to reign in glory with the Grits.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You are carrying itvery far.

Mr. O'BRIEN. To lay aside all such argumentsas these, I would like to say a word or two with
regard to the speech of the hon. member for South
Oxford. The hon. gentleman has based his whole ar-
gument on two assertions, from which lie has drawncertain conclusions. Those assertions relate to thedepression of the agricultual interest, of which lie

9o

has given certain object lessons as proof. le has
talked about the large amount of mortgages on agri-
cultural lands, and has referred to the depression
in the value of farm property. With regard to the
mortgages, I take most decided issue with him. I
contend that the money invested in mortgages on
agricultural property in this country is not a debt
in the ordinary sense of the term. It represents
capital which has been invested by the farmers in
the legitimate carrying out of their calling. That
is what the mortgage debt of this country truly
and properly represents. Any one who traces the
career of a farmer from the beginning, will find
that most of our farmers have begun with almost
no capital at all, beyond an axe, a few tools, and
about six months' provisions. Having taken up a
farm in the woods, and after spending a few months
in chopping and putting up a house, the farmer
brings his family and then goes off to work.
He spends the remainder of the season working
for somebody else ; he comes back with his earnings,
and buys another six months' provisions. That is
so much capital invested in the farm ; that goes on
from year to year until he has forty or fifty acres
cleared, and he finds it worth while to obtain more
capital. His property, during this period, has, by
his exertions, been brought to such an improved
condition that it is good security for the invest-
ment of capital. He borrows $500, which he invests
in putting up buildings, buying stock, agricultural
implements, and in improving his farm generally.
That capital so invested is not a debt in the ordi-
nary sense of the term, but is properly and legiti-
mately invested in the increase of capital stock.
The next argument against the National Policy is
based on the assertion that farm property has
largely decreased in value. But we must not forget
that at the close of the Crimean war, and at sub-
sequent periods prior to the opening of the North-
West, agricultural lands in the Province of Ontario
had risen to a value far beyond their legitimate
value, and far beyond that which could yield any re-
turn for the money invested. Anybody who knows
anything of farming, knows that a farm valued at
$100 an acre, as many of our farms were, is given a
fictitious value, which must necessarily fall.
When the two causes I have mentioned operated,
namely, the fall from the extraordinary prices of
grain which formerly prevailed, and the opening
of free lands in the North-West, as a natter of
course the value of land fell, and 1 maintain that it
simply fell from a fictitious to an ordinary value,
because, no man can expect to make money out of
farming lands at more than their present value, $40
to $50 an acre. So much for the alleged depre-
ciation in the value of farm property. That dis-
poses of the two principal grounds upon which the
hon. gentleman based his assertion, that the
Nàtional Policy had been injurious to the farmers
of this country. The lion. gentleman talked about
object lessons. Let any man travel through this
country, and what are the objéct lessons which
meet him at every hand ? Unless my vision has
been singularly contracted, the object lessons which
have met my view, have been better houses, better
farms, better agricultural implements, better stock,
more expenditure in drainage, and in every way
that can possibly promote agricultural prosperity.
That is evidence of anything but despondency on
the part of agricultural population. A further
object lesson may be found in this: Let any one
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attend where farmers congregate-at markets
fairs, churches, or anywhere else-and, I think
lie will see, in the horses they drive, in the har
ness, in their carriages, and their dress, and ever3
indication, that the agricultural population i
not suffering, any further than lie is undoubtedl3
suffering from the temporary depression which i
being caused by a year of bad crops and low price
-causes which are entirely beyond the operatior
of any fiscal policy whatever. Now, there is on
other point to which I wish to refer, and that is th
question of reciprqcity. I agree with the President
of the Council in saying that we do not want reci
procity in natural products-speaking from an agri
cultural point of view. I think reciprocity is not
the basis upon which our fiscal policy ought to be
founded. It seems to nie the proper course for us
is to admit free what we want, and tax what we do
not want, and what enters into competition with
our own resources. I lay down this proposition,
that between two countries producing the same
articles and rivals in the same markets, there can-
not be reciprocity. Take the trade in the main
article of our agricultural productions, the cattle
trade, upon which the future prosperity of our
farmers must mainly depend. I happen to know,
from personal observation, that at present
the cattle trade in the United States stands,
as regards prices, in a very inferior posi-
tion compared with ours. Here are two countries
side by side producing the same commodity. The
country which has the largest production and the
lowest prices, must inevitably rule the market in
the country which bas less production and higher
prices. Therefore, if we had reciprocity in cattle
with the United States, our market must neces-
sarily fall to the level of theirs. Any one who
knowanything of the Chicago market knows that
it rules the whole Western States, and knows also
that Iowa, Illinois, Kansas, to say nothing of the
ranches in the west, are mainly given to the pro-
duction of cattle, and that 60,000 head per week
is a very moderate estimate of the number of cattle
sold in the Chicago market. Not only does the
Chicago market rule, but two or three individuals
rule that market, and the result of the recipro-
city in cattle would be that within a month
Armour and two or three other dealers in
Chicago would rule our market. The only excep-
tion would be with reference to the better class of
cattle which we export to England, but as regards
our second and third class, and inferior cattle,
our markets would be entirely ruled by the Chi-
cago market, which is under the control of two
or three capitalists. If that be the case, I am
unable to find out in what way reciprocity would
be advantageous to us. By it we would lose, in
addition, the advantage we now have in the English
market, of having our own cattle admitted free
under the most favorable circumstances. As
regards unrestricted reciprocity, I should like to
say this : The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) has shown a good deal of
assurance upon several occasions. He bas shown
that lie is able to exhibit the silver as well as the
brazen side of the shield, according to whichever
might happen to suit his purpose, but I can hardly
imagine even that hon. gentleman, were he, to the

isfortune of his country, to take the position of
Finance Minister, would have the assurance to go
to the foot of the Throne and say to Her Majesty or

Mr. O'BRIEN,

, the Colonial Secretary: We, in Canada, find that
, we might gain some advantage by unrestricted reci-
- procity, which means absolute free trade with the
y United States, and in order to attain that we
s propose not only to tax English goods, as we tax
y them now, but also to impose such increased taxa-
s tion as will enable us to carry on the revenues of
s the country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would do it.
Mr. O'BRIEN. I am very sorry to hear the hon.

t gentleman say so. I think myself he would not do
it. I think that if he found himself seated on the
Treasury benches, he would not do anything of the

Skind. He would hardly venture to take a step
which would bring this country, and everything
connected with it, into most immeasurable rin.
There is one other subject I would like to call the
attention of the Finance Minister to, and that is
the imposing of a duty of 75 cents per barrel on
flour. How is lie going to ascertain that the effect
of the duty will not be entirely done away with by
the discriminating rate whi ch railways give to the
millers of Minneapolis and St. Paul, and other
points in the United States ? It has been thoroughly
well established that the duty of 50 cents per
barrel, which we had hitherto, was almost
entirely destroyed, so far as the millers of the
country are concerned, by the discriminating rates
imposed by the railway companies in carrying this
particular article. Before voting for that increase
of duty, I should like to have some assurance from
the Finance Minister that any benefit which we
may be expected to derive from that duty, is not
done away with by the selfishness, or whatever
other name you may apply to it, of the railway
companies. Of course I do not speak of flour carried
in bond, but it has been ascertained that flour has
been brought from various points in the United
States and landed at St. John and Halifax, at rates
which render competition by the Canadians impos-
sible. If that should be the case, the duty on flour
would be of no value whatever. As I am anxious
that the debate should come to a conclusion at the
earliest possible moment, I will confine myself to
the points I have stated, and not trespass further
on the time of the House.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). If I consulted

my present health, I would be silent in this
debate, but, feeling that I have a duty to per-
form to my constituents, I ain constrained to
discuss this question to the best of my ability,
and 1, therefore, crave the indulgence which I
have always received from members on both
sides of the House. I do not rise to make what
the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson)
last night called a " blue-ruin " speech. No per-
son in this country has a higher estimation of
the country than I have. No one on this side of
the House, as far as I have heard the discussions
this year, and in past years, ever sought to depre-
ciate this great country. No person knowing the
great sources of wealth it possesses, could decry
the merits of the country ; but what welave
done on this side has been to impress upon the
Government that they should adopt a bdtter
policy in governing this great country than
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the one which is now in existence. We have
pointed out, and we shall continue to point out
the deleterious results of the policy adopted
in 1878 and which has since been continued
in this country. That policy has not brought
the promised prosperity to the farmers of this
country. It has not increased the price of
farm produce, as was pronised in 1878, but
it has increased the burdens of the farmers by
increasing the price of every article they pur-
chase. Therefore, we hold as a party, and I hold
as an individual, that the policy that was in-
augurated in 1878, though it may have been bene-
ficial to a portion of the manufacturers of this
country, has been deleterious to those classes who
are outside the manufacturing interests. Before
proceeding to discuss the main question upon
which I intend to touch, I desire briefly to refer to
some of the remarks made the other evening by
the hon. President of the Council. That gentle-
man came here in 1868 as a brilliant young states-
man, possessed of brilliant talents and great
eloquence. In the first speech he delivered, in
1868 on the Budget, when he was fresh from the
Eastern Townships and possessed a knowledge of
the wants of the agricultural classes, of which he
had said he had made a special study, hav-
ing a full knowledge of the relations be-
tween the farmers of Canada and the farmers
of the United States, he was strongly in favor of
reciprocity in natural products. After an experi-
ence of ten years, he appeared on the floor of this
House, in 1878, and spoke on the celebrated
amendment which was moved by the present
leader of the Government. He made a speech
on that occasion which was considered by his
friends the ablest made in the debate. So able
and so thorough was it that it was printed at
the expense of the Government, and circulated
throughout the length and breadth of this coun-
try, in order to bring before the people the
information therein contained, and influence the
electors of Canada in favor of the proposed Na-
tional Policy. I admired the ability of the man,
though I had not seen him at that time, who was
capable of making such a good speech on the ques-
tion then before him. But, after speaking in favor
of a restrictive policy for the manufacturers of this
country, he came back to his first thoughts as to
the farmers of this country. He referred to the
statement he had made in 1868, and impressed
upon the Government the necessity of doing some-
thing of that kind for the farmers of Canada.
Allow ne to read an extract from that speech which
he delivered on the 12th of March, 1878. He said :

"I should not be doing justice to my own convictionsof what my duty is in addressing the House upon thisquestion, ifI did not make reference to the followiag
proposition contained in the amendment :-'And moving,as it ought to do, in the direction of reciprocity of tariffswith our neighbors, so far as the varied interest of Canadamay demand, will tend to procure for this country event-
uaily a reciprocal trade.'

" If every other member of this louse should go back onthe proposai contained in this amendment of the righthon. member for Kingston, I certainly could not do sowithout very glaring nconsistency. On the first occasionthat it was my privilege to address this Parliament as anew member, as early as 1868, the doctrine which is thereannouned was urged by me upon the attention of the
The hon. gentleman stated, the other night, that
he was a close student of all questions affecting the
agricultural industries of the country. He came

here in 1868 with a full knowledge of what was for
their benefit, and he laid down the proposition
that reciprocity lin natural products was abso-
lutely necessary for the people lie represented.
If it was absolutely necessary in 1878, why is it
not absolutely necessary in 1890, when he has
taken altogether a different position? His in-
fluence in 1878 went so far as to secure a clause in
the Customs Act of that year, providing that if the
United States would allow the natural products of
this country to go into their market free, the Can-
adian Government would permit similar articles to
come into this country free. I will read section 6
of the Customs Act of 1879:

" Any or ail of the following articles, that is to say:
Animals of ail kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds
of ail kinds, vegetables (including potatoes and other
roots), plants, trees and shrubs, coal and coke, sait, hops,
wheat, pease and beans, barley, rye, oats, Indian corn
buckwheat and ail other grain,flour of wheat and flour of
rye, Indian meal and oat meal, and flour or meal of any
other grain, butter, cheese, fish (salted or smoked), lard,
tallow, meats (tresh, salted or smoked), and lumber, may
be imported into Canada free of duty, or at a less rate of
duty than is provided by this Act, upon proclamation of
the Governor in Council, which may be issued whenever
it appears to his satisfaction that similar articles from
Canada may be imported into the United States free of
duty, or at a rate of duty not exceeding that payable on
the same under such proclamation when imported into
Canada."

Now, I would ask this House, and I would ask
the country in all seriousness, whether the Gov-
ernment did not believe in 1878 that it would be
to the interest of the fariers of this country
to have free trade in natural products? In 1888
they repeated almost identically the same section
in the amended Customs Act of that year, section
9 of which reads as follows:-

" Any or ail of the following things, that is to say:
Animals of ail kinds, hay, straw, vegetables (including
potatoes and other roots), sait, pease, beans, barley,
malt, rye, oats, buckwheat, flour of rye, oatmeal, buck-
wheat flour, butter, cheese, fish of ail kinds, fish oil,
products of fish and of ail other creatures living in the
water, fresh meats, poultry-

And so on to the end. Now,that shows that the Gov-
ernment in 1888 believed that reciprocity in
natural products between the United States and
Canada would be beneficial to those engaged in
those particular industries. Now, in the face of
that standing statutory offer to the United States,
of reciprocity in those articles, the President of
the Council stated the other night, that if that
offer were accepted by the United States, it would be
detrimental to the interests of the farmers of this
country. Is it consistent to state that reciprocity
would be injurious to the farmers of this country,
that it would bring down the p4ce of barley to
the corn standard, and still maintain upon the
Statute-book the standing offer that I have read ?
Is the Government consistent in offering to the
United States a reciprocity which, if accepted by
them, would destroy our markets ? In 1883 the
United States did accept a portion of that offer,
and in 1888 our Government placed those articles
upon the free list ; and if the United States to-
morrow accepted that offer in its entirety, I ask,
would this Government pass an Act to grant reci-
procity in all these particular articles ? If they
would not, then they are inconsistent in holding
out the offer ; and if they did according, to their
present contention, the interests of the farmers
would be injured. The Government must take
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one horn or the other of the dilemma, and which-
ever horn they take, the position is anomalous.
The President of the Council told us a doleful story
about Vermont. I will read some of the hon.
gentleman's statements that he made during his
address. This is what the hon. gentleman said
with regard to the State of Vermont :

" I say, with a full knowledge of the State of Vermont
-for I know it from one end to the other-that it com-
pares favorably with the farming districts ofthe Dominion
throughout, and I think I might almost say, with the
favored districts of Ontario."
Further on he says :

" When a person tells you, Sir, that that beautiful
valley, which is one of the most beautiful on the continent,
comparing almost with that of the Shenandoah, one of the
richest alluvial valleys, is not a fine agricultural section,
he tells you what he knows nothing about. If he tello you
of these beautiful pastures, those hillside pastures in Ver-
mont, which are unsurpassed in any part of this continent
for dai purposes, for pure water, for luxuriant feed, if
he says e have better pastures in Canada than those for
dairy purposes, I tell him he does not know Vermont as
well as I do."
Immediately afterwards he quotes a circular which
was issued by the Commissioner of Agriculture
and Manufactures of the State of Vermont, which
says :

" Good farms, with fair buildings and maple sugar
orchards, can be purchased at from $3 to $5 per acre;
others, with betterbuildings and near railway or village,
can be bought for from $5 to $10 per acre. None of these
lands are far from a ready market, and all are adapted
to dairy purposes. Payment is made easy. Farin labor is
in great demand at good wages. In many sections those
desiring can procure work through the winter on wood and
lumber jobs.
Then he concludes by saying:

"Now, where are those lands? In what part of the
State ? I ask hon. members opposite to look at the pro-
portion of that map which is marked red and there you
see the proportion, in the Connecticut Valley, in the best
counties and towns in Vermont, of lands that are to be
sold from $3 to $5 an acre, and many of them unoccupied."
Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman, no doubt, meant
what he said. He said that the lands were good,
that the grass was luxuriant, that the plains were
as fertile as the valley of the Shenandoah, he said
that they were equal to those of Ontario, and
then he reads a circular stating that such beauti-
ful land, containing such pastures, such alluvial
virgin soil, upon which were erected good farn
buildings, could be purchased for from $3 to $5
an acre. Is there any person in this House who
believes that story ? ls there any one who reads the
whole account and who believes that lands of that
quality, with fair farm buildings erected thereon,
can be bought for that money ? Why, the build-
ings alone would cost more than $300 to $500.
The farms we are told are adapted for raising
cattle and for dairy purposes. We know that
the markets in New York take a great deal of
dairy products, we know that Boston and other
cities consume immense quantities of dairy pro-
duce, we send our own produce there ; and do
you suppose that the farmers of Vermont, having
access to the same markets, without having to pay
any duty, can be in such a condition that they
would sell their lands for from $3 to $5 an acre ?
$500 would not build a house and barn, so the
land itself must be given away. Then he says
that good wages are paid to farm hands,
with ready employment. How could a farmer
whose land was only worth $300 to $500
per one hundred acres, pay bigh wages for labor?
These lands were near a good market for farm

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).

products, and yet the hon. gentleman had the
hardihood to try and palm off on intelligent mem-
bers of this House such a story as he told. There
is another point to which I desire to reply, and I
think I can present an answer which will satisfy
the hon. gentleman. If my own argument will not
suffice, I shall call in the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Ilesson) to assist me. The President
of the Council said :

"As to the exodus which is so much talked about,
there was never a greater humbug attempted to be
palmed off on any intelligent body than this great exodus
which has been exploded in this House from time te
time. No evidence is ever given of it."
I måde a calculation some time ago, which I thought
would be acceptable to the House, and the hon.
member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) made a state-
ment which endorses almost exactly the estimate I
made in regard to the exodùs of this country. Let
me point out how the hon. gentleman kindly came
to my assistance in the hour of extremity. We, of
the Opposition, do not decry this country when we
say that many thousands are leaving it annually ;
we only regret that the exodus is so large as it is.
This country has expended within the last ten years
nearly $3,000,000 for immigration purposes, especi-
ally to place immigrants in Manitoba and the North-
West Territories, and we are anxious to see the mag-
nificent resources of the North-West developed. We
are willing to admit that our North-West is far
superior to anything on the other side of the line,and
we are anxious to send people there ; but surely, if
the Government have expended $3,000,000 during
ten years and have brought 763,119 immigrants to
this country, it is deeply to be regretted thatso many
of them have filtered through to the United States,
to add to the strength, dignity and power of another
and a foreign nation. In 1881, the population of this
country, according to the census, was 4,345,292.
The natural increase over the death rate should be
at least one and a-half per cent. per annumn ; it is
generally placed in books at 2 per cent. Making
a calculation on that basis would give an addi-
tional population of 521,435. According to the
report of the Minister of Agriculture for 1889, it
appears that during the last eight years 763,119
immigrants arrived who stated their intention to
remain in Canada. Adding those figures together
we should have a population of 5,629,846. Assuming
that we have a present population of 5,000,000, we
have lost 629,846 during the last eight years. I
challenge any hon. gentleman to make a calculation
upon a more sound basis than this. I now call
upon the hon. gentleman for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson) to come to my assistance with his evidence.
He has great faith in American blue-books.

Mr. HESSON. No.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). At all events,

when a Canadian blue-book will not suit his pur-
pose he selects American blue-books, and obtains
the figures to prove his contention.

Mr. HESSON. No.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I am willing to

accept the authority he adduced last night. He
stated that, according to the United States blue-
books, 393,000 Canadians entered the United
States during the years 1881-82-83-84-85 ; and
he said that since 1885 there was no basis
for information. But if it had occurred to the
hon. gentleman to make a simple question of
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rule of three he could have obtained the result.
The question, would be: if, during five years the
United States obtained 393,000 Canadians, what
number would they have obtained during the eight
years and he would have obtained the fourth num-
ber of the equation. It would be 028,800 who went
to the United States during those years.

Mr. HESSON. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will allow me to explain, as he asked me to come
to bis assistance. What I said last night was
that the American returns gave 129,000 Canadians
as going to the United States in 1881. That
number gradually declined year after year, until
the last year of the statement showed only 38,000.
The figures showed a gradual decline, so that the
number would have entirely run out in the course
of three years more ; and yet the hon. gentleman
was so unfair as to make bis calculation on the
average of the first year, while there was a sliding
scale. And the hon. gentleman knows I am correct.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The hon. gentle-
man gave the numbers for each year. He is correct
in stating that there was a reduction for the first
year, but the other years stood nearly equal.

Mr. HESSON. No.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Every person who

is conversant with the history of the country well
knows that during the last two or three years there
were more people leaving this country than for
years previous. Hon. members will remember that
the period of prosperity under the National Policy,
if such a period ever occurred, was during the years
1881-82-83, and during those years of prosperity,
fewer people left this country. During the last
three years, owing to the failure of the crops, low
prices, heavy taxation, extravagance on the part of
the Government, and increase of debt, the number
of those who have left the country has largely
ncreased. I have taken the minimum, and the

hon. gentleman, according to bis statement, makes
out that nearly as many people have left the coun-
try as 1 stated.

Mr. HESSON. We do not accept the figures as
correct.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I cannot usually
compliment the hon. gentleman as to bis accuracy ;
but I agree with him in the figures he presented the
other evenng. I will now pass from the consider-
ation of the remarks made by hon. gentlemen and
coie to another part of the subject under discussion.
I do not understand hon. members when they say
that the imposition of duties on the necessities of
Gfe does not increase the price. The action of the
Government ever day proves the contrary. Why
did they, the other day, impose an additional duty
of 2 5 cents per barrel on flour ? Will not the millers
receive an additional price for that flour? Do youthink, Sir, the millers from every section of theDominion who have filled the lobbies of this House
so long and so continuously during the last few
years, do not intend to obtain an additional
profit? Do you think the millers attended thefarmers' institutes throughout the country, and told
the farmers that, if they received an additional
duty on flour, they would be able to pay anadditional price for their wheat, without expect-
ig some profits? How do you expect they will
be able to pay an additional pricefor wheat, if there
is to be no addition to the price of flour? Do
You thinit that the imposition of duties is not going

to give an advantage? It will benefit one class at
the expense of another. There is the removal of the
duty on molasses. Was this not proposed for the
purpose of compensating the Maritime Provinces'
people for the increased duty on flour ? Why was
the tariff revised in regard to the duty on cornmeal,
if it was not for the purpose of giving compensation
to the people of the Lower Provinces for the in-
creased duty on flour and pork ? In this way, on
the one hand the Government says: We will im-
prove your position by enhancing the price which
you can obtain on the market, but we will give to
another class a compensation in an opposite way;
thus admitting every day that the imposition of
duties increase the price of the articles upon
which they are put. Not only that, but the imposi-
tion of duties upon these articles will increase the
price of every other article of a similar nature that
is manufactured or produced in the country. This
is the fundamental principle of political economy.
There may be a few exceptions, but they are caused
by pecular conditions. It is not a duty in the true
sense of the word. The money does not go to increase
the revenue, but, Sir, theextra price paid upon these
articles by the hardworking people of this country,
goes as an additional profit into the pockets of the
manufacturer and into the pockets of the parties
who supply the people of this country with these
articles. No person who has studied political econo-
my will deny that this is the effect of the imposition
of duty. Well, Sir, the ablest Finance Minister we
ever had in this House-one of the ablest, I should
say, for of course -we always have the ablest on our
side-the ablest Finance Minister we have ever had
on the Conservative side, acknowledges the principle
that wherever duty is imposed on any particular
article, every article of a similar nature, whether
manufactured in the country or not, is increased
in price, and when the duties are reduced upon
articles the effect is to reduce the price on every
other similar article. Let me first quote what the
present Finance Minister stated last Session in bis
Budget speech, and then I will quote what Sir A.
T. Galt, the able Finance Minister to whom I have
referred, said on this subject :

" Now, Sir, we will take the case of the farmer of
this country, whom we all love, and for whom we
all desire to do the best we eau. The farmer of this
country lives upon his farr in the rich Province of
Ontario, we shall say. Nearly all the foods that are
used by the farmer are raised upon his own farm and pay
no duty; the wheat he raises he bas ground at the neigh-
boring mill, it is brought into bis home and be pays no
duty upon it. The home itself, the outhouses, the barns,
all that is necessary in the way of housing for the work of
the farm is built out of woods which grow in this country,
of which we have a surplus and upon which ho pays no
duty. The elothing for himself and bis family is in
many cases made from the wool whieh is raised by the
farmet himself, or, if not raised by the farmer himself,
he elothes himself and bis family with the products of
our mills, the raw material of whieh is admitted free.
His lumber of all kinds, bis furniture of all staple and
solid kinds, bis farming machinery is made, and made to
the best advantage, out of the woods of his own country.
Mis fuel grows in the forests whieh are all about him, or
is found in the mines in inexhaustible quantities in this
country. So that, taking it in the gross,in the rough, the
staple articles of consumption, and of housing, and of
fuel for the farmer are those of which this country pro-
duces a sur plus, which are free within the borders of this
country and upon which not one cent of tax is paid."
Speaking of the artisan, the Finance Minister says:

" He does not live on a farm on which h is able to raise
what ho consumes, but he lives in a village or a town; but
the articles of food which ho buys the clothing which he
wears, the lumber ho requires for house purposes, the fur-
niture which he puts into bis home the tools which ho
uses to a large extent and the fuel ho barns, which are
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the larger items in the expenditure of the artisan, as well
as itithe-expendituie of the farm, are obtained in this
country, which produces a surplus of them, and no duty
is paid upon them.
I do not know whether or not the Finance Minister
was trying to humbug the people of this country
by using tie word " duty," or whether he meant
that the farmer in using these particular articles,
which were not imported from foreign countries,
paid no tax into the Treasury. I contend that on
all these articles mentioned by the Finance Minis-
ter, the farmer and artisan pay an extra price to
the manufacturer or to the party who produces
them, and, therefore, it matters not to the fariner
and artisan if a dollar is taken out of their pocket,
whether it goes to the Minister of Custons or to
enrich the manufacturer. The dollar is gone, and
the imposition remains the sarne. Now, Sir, let
me read the testimony of the Hon, Sir Alexander
Tilloch Galt in opposition to that theory of the
present Finance Minister. Sir A. T. Galt, in his
Budget speech of the 16th April, 1862, page 37 of
the Hansard, says:

"Now. if upon one hand we get increased trade by a
low tariff of Customs, it is equally clear on the other that
every article made in the country will be decreased in
value to the consumer by the reduced amount of dnty
upon that particular article at the Custom house.

' It is not merely upon the quantity of imports and
articles taxed that the price is raised, but every similar
article consumed in the country is increased in price
tantamount to the duty imposed."

That is the testimony of the wisest financier that
ever appeared in the Conservative party in the
history of Canada. I might strengthen Sir A. T.
Galt's evidence by quoting the opinion of Sir
Leonard Tilley, in regard to him. Speaking of
Sir A. T. Galt's appointment as delegate to Spain
and the British West Indies a few years ago, Sir
Leonard Tilley says:

" Sir A. T. Gait, one of the ablest statesmen of the
Dominion-a gentleman whose experience in connection
with the finances of this country and whose knowledge of
its trade and commerce cannot be surpassed by any."

Now, Sir, I have looked through the records in
the library to sec if any one has said so much of
our present Finance Minister, but I can find no
note of commendation for him. I have placed before
this House the opinion of our present Finance
Minister with regard to the taxation. I have con-
trasted his opinion with the opinion of Sir A. T.
Galt, and taking Sir A. T. Galt's opinion in prefer-
ence to that of the present Finance Minister, we find
that the farmers and the artisans of this country pay
duty on the following articles of prime necessity :-
Sugar, spices, raisins, currants, early fruits and
flour, from 30 to 60 per cent. ; locks, nails, hinges,
paints, varnishes, glass and putty, 35 to 50 per
cent. ; carpets, blinds, pictures, chairs, tables,
sideboards, bedsteads, bedclothes, &c., 35 to 60

fr cent. ; crockery, stoves, tinware, knives and
orks, spoons, &c., 35 to 60 per cent. ; cottons,

prints, denims, dress stuffs, hosiery, mantles,
tweeds, trimmings, beavers, gloves, mitts, hats,
shoes, rubbers, &c., &c., 30 to 70 per cent. ; hoes,
rakes, ploughs, harrows, cultivators, scufflers, seed
drills, forks, spades, reapers, mowers, threshing
machines, waggons, carriages, cutters, harness, &c.,
&c., 35 to 60 per eent. Now, if these things bear
an extra price in these hard times, wheu the fertil-
ity of the soil has failed the farmers, when prices in
the home and foreign market have been largely re-
duced, can you wonder that the Reform party feel

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).

deeply in earnest and plead with thý Government
to adopt a policy more in consonance with the needs
of the great consuming classes of Canada? When
we point out the effects of this policy on the various
consuming classes, we are told by the supporters
of the Government that we are not patriots, but
are decrying the great country to which we belong.
No, Sir; we are standing by the helm of the ship
of state while she is buffetted by storms and
implore the pilot to guide this ship of state, with a
steadier hand; that is what we are doing. Sir, I
want to give the opinion of the agriculturists them-
selves. We have professional politicians in this
country and in this House, who tell us that the
farmers of this country are fairly prosperous. I
think the hon. Finance Minister, the other day,
used that expression. Well, I do not think that
hon. gentleman has posted himself on the actual
condition of the farmers in my section. He did, I
believe, come to Huron on one occasion electioneer-
ing, with the leader of the Government, in the
car " Jamaica." They came to ask the people
there to support the Government. They made
able speeches, which resulted in defeating a Con-
servative candidate in a Conservative constituency
and sending to this House a supporter of the
Opposition. The question whether there is a de-
pression in this country among the farmers or not
should be left to the decision of the farmers them-
selves, They met the other day in the Central
Farmers' Institute in Toronto. There were seventy-
four present at the meeting, where a resolution was
passed which I will read. They were all skilled
agriculturists and intelligent men. There were
Conservatives and Reformers there. After full
deliberation they passed the following resolution
by a vote of seventy to four :-

" That this Central Institute do memorialise the
Dominion Government that-

"Whereas, we consider the present high tariff is very
injurions to the agricultural interest, making what we
buy proportionately dearer than the products we sell;
and

" Whereas, the said high tariff has given rise to the
combine system bywhich competition is to a great extent
prevented; and

" Whereas, the agricultural interest is suffering under
serious depression, unable to bear the strain occasioned
by the tariff and combines systems as aforesaid, and as
the agricultural interest represents a large majority of
the population ;

" Therefore, the Central Institute do respectfully ask
the Government to reduce the tarif' on articles of prime
necessity to the farmer, such as iron, steel, coal, cottons,
woollens, rubbers, sugars, corn, and salt, to such an
extent as to relieve the agriculturist of the unequal
burden under which he is now laboring."

Now, Sir, it is not likely that the hon. member for
Hamilton (Mr. Brown) or the hon. member for
North Perth (Mr. Hesson) understand the inter-
ests of the agriculturists of this country as well as
those seventy-four men ; yet the hon. member for
Hamilton, who understands no more about the
interests of the agriculturists than he does about
pigeons, comes to this House and tells us that
there is no depression among the farmers of this
country, and the bon. member for North Perth
comes with a smiling face and genial countenance
and tells us that he knows from his experience
that there is no depression among the agricultur-
ists of Ontario. On the one scale we place the
opinion of seventy practical farmers, and '!n the
other scale we place the opinion of the hon. mem-
ber for North Perth, and I ask the House and the
country if they would not prefer to accept the
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testimony of those men who speak from their own What do we need? To kick down the fences, send
experience. the Tory army of Custom officers to the d-1 if they will

Mr. HESSON. I am afraid they are all Grits. "Then let every miii or mille, who cannot success-
Mr.fully compete with Uncle Sam, without $1 a barrelMr. ACDNALD(Huon) If he ion.nieberprotection, if placed upon equal ternis in competition, get

for North Perth would not be so boisterous, he out. It is only a question of a littie time, when, owing
would bestow a favor on me and a little more to.disagreement among thenselves and the pinching anddignity on this House. I wish also to read aindustries,dignty n ths Huse.I wsh aso o red athe Tory party will get hurled front power and the naine
resolution that was passed in a farmers' institute of Sir John Macdonald, with many of his colleagues,
in the riding which I have the honor to represent. will become, in Canadian history, as odious as that of
The president of that institute is a good, honest Warren or Cardinal Wolsey, the son of the
.and conscientious Liberal-Conservative. I met uce.
this gentleman oa the public platform in 18871. 1 Mr. HESSON. Is that from. the president of
found him a very liberal Conservative, so liberai the Millers' Association? Because I know the
that he wished to conserve the farmer's interest by gentleman very weil, and I know the was here as a
the poiicy of unrestricted reciprocity with the delegate asking t e imposition of the duty on flour
United States. At that institute there was lire- -Mr. John Hayes, of Listowel, a good Reformer.
sent Mr. Plewis, a man capable of representing Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I have no objec-the interests of the millers of this countrywho tionn su
asked that institute p ass a resolution favoring a a ti, ben a upoer qresico tit, t
duty of $1 a barrel on four. Afoer a speech of an sr i.ly aI k tno alie tIme ekin g at
hour before the farmers at that institute the son of ownan
my eminert friend from South Huron (Mr. Mc- creuse of duty, and bas obtained it, and no doubt
Millan) snoved this resolution: il wiil put mioney in bis pocket. Tisat is his business.

He is a shrewd commercial business nan, wh o

Tha, weres, he resnt arif uon heufof Sirk Jo hn Monald, wisth any ofes olles aue

and other coarse grains is highly injurions to the agri-o
cultural interests of Canada; be it resolved tat we, tie care of teinseves. I want to sern te another
farmers ofEa t Huron, hereby demand that these dties question, and tisa is the resuls accomplisied bybe entirely removed, thereby removing those unust the National Policy. It is a policy wiin is con
restrictions on the farmers.ve thnntlea v annd I noed as here as a
There, was a body of farmers, consisting of both alegae caking the pot. T he nite S tat onitur
parties in politics, and that resolution I am told -%vas ay arge ma for our er. The ommwitte on.passedSh t hee wa on Meays, tiseoLise, da, goo R m Mr.st cKinley is ciairman, reported to Congress a reso-the judgment of the fariers. Yet the hon. menber lution recommending an increase of duties upon
for Hamilton (Mr. Brown), who probabiy neyerimotinsfmCad.Th nmte p-was in a farm bouse for tsree days in his life, and ipor ato a fl, ron anrae iestontitee pro-
the hon, gentleman frone NorthiPerts (Mr. Hesson), daosc tol add duisnarcls impor td ro Canawill set up their authorty in epposition to a anrb iit.o Iew disastys. to on threts he
the judgmne of tese men, and say tha ts o ositio n thation beenss.m Tise
National Policy is not bearing committee proposes to increase tise duty to $30 a
the interests of the farmers. I r will give yk thse head on ail worses up to tie value of $150, and 30
urealtferets in Cana secio aree d t w, per cent. afterwards; on caIlle, it proposes to chargefareas t uron, ureyd t he oppose to a duty of $10 on any beast of over two years ofrtrisetof dutymon in During ast few yermen aget Agai, it is threatened to impose 25 per cent.thesystem of hbody ofas entireiy changed. o alloter live animais exported to tse United

prtes in grinding by the stone has large y passed States Barey, one o epr Te omit onaway Tihe farmers do not receive the product Of an Meas tofntser pda ciop wich Mr.
ther ug ment o t ey the hon. m e be cey than any otier cereai produced in thisforo ailte o pr.ces, and then tbey buy the four ut is hreatened wit a duty of 30 centsws in afmillers they require for home consump- a busi el, whic wi be prohibitive, and wil con-tion, or, whic is the saine thing, the faMrmers x- se t ad te on articles te ana-
change wseat for four. Tbey seli tseir wheat aI wilutiy hv the efsstr o ou the bathe
prices governed by the Liverpool marke, and buy anadian rev Buttiooby Congress ce
their flour at prices governed by the increased committe e proposes to t t $30ta
duty, and as there is comparativeiy no export a pound ; cheese, 6 cents; eggs, 5 cents. W e sent
trade in four of the grade sent lie Maritime last year to thse United States, 14,000,00 doze eggs,
Provinces and the easrn makets, the price to the value of over $2,000,000 ; or, in otser words,
four is governed by different conditions than tisat about one-ha f the value of ail lie exports from
Of wheat. Tie increase of duty imposed upon four every manufacturing industry in tbis country. If a
st ofgn by thete h ey ase duty of 5 cents per dozen is placed on the exportbrnby o l abumerst sel her h beat fote trade of eggs fron this country, d e resuit wiil be
is r a boreris L d ten e hers o i n to the Can cerero m

Of the duly. I wii give you the opinion of a can rs adi a
well up in his business, whom I have known for ton. Apples, 25 cents a bushel, or, dw cents a
tweny years. He m farere as squarrel. When we consider that we sent last year

"i observe that the lr The sl therwe to the United States 144,000 barres of appes.
reseoiternd mthiverooe do rked t b utrongly Then there are 2 cents a pound on lard, 3 cents on
$1 a barrel duty Put on iour. Our rm is not i sympa- live poultry, 5 cents on dressed pouitry, 5 cents onthy with the movemet It is a relie of the age of bar- bacon, and on throug S the lis . On the oserbarism. From f the ime of the inauguration of the hod a resolution bas been reported to Congressaccursed National policy il lias been a continuai andfvere strugg e for a bare existence. Before that period by the Commitvee of Ways and Means, of whichtoe write paid a rent of $1,800 per annum for bis Mi vr. M m. Hiti is ccaiman. It reads
Rept eeyiing in repair, and madie money. ... The

isb r > le n r aeo d t m oe u o o r d t Reo 5 cents p h eer e is phl cd u n t e d ot

Di the curse has and will ret on tie whole sbeme. It ijrious t t the eanadin sharmer Hy, 4 aishonest as beween man and man. It lacks every tse President of the United States ta tise Governmenttent of ioso usness hrmpes. Itis in to bo r te of tise Dominion of Canada bas declared a desire te enteryn i ya he ri g commnity. :- into such commercial arrangements with the United States
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as would result in the complete removal of all duties
upon trade between Canada and the United States, he
shall appoint three commissioners.to meet those who may
be designated to represent the Government of Canada, to
consider the best method of extending the trade relations
between Canada and the United States, and to ascertain
on what terms greater freedom of intercourse between the
two countries can best be secured, and the said commis-
sioners shall report to the President, who shall Iay the
report before Congress."'
On a casual consideration of these reports we would
almost suppose that the two were inconsistent,
but. they are perfectly consistent. The United
States say to us, on the one hand: If you want to
have a policy of retaliation, we are prepared for
you ; we have sixty-five million people and you
have only five million, we can afford to dispense
with your trade altogether, but you cannot afford to
dispense with our markets without disaster to your
interests. If, upon the other hand, you want greater
freedom of trade, appoint your commissioners and
we will name ours, and then let them meet and
reason together. Let them consider the whole
commercial relations of the two countries, and de-
vise means by which freer and broader trade rela-
tions may be established between the two countries,
equitable and beneficial to both. If anything were
proposed against the interests of Canada, surely our
commissioners could refuse to accept anything
derogatory to our dignity or to the best interests of
our people. I cannot understand why the Govern-
ment of this country are determined to keep up their
National Policy, irrespective of the interests of the
people, unless it be on the ground stated by the hon.
member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) the other even-
ing, that he would rather follow the Tories with pro-
tection into the place which burns with fire and
brimstone than he would go into Paradise with the
Reformers and free trade. I would remind that
hon. gentleman that he is an Equal Righter as
well as myself, and we all expect to go to Paradise,
and I hope he will not leave us until we bring him
into that happy land.

An hon. MEMBER. The noble thirteen.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). We can only count

twelve, if the hon. gentleman has decided to leave
us and we will have to report that :

There were a dozen and one who left the party fold,
But one went out on the hills for party policy or gold,
He's away on Tory mountains bleak and bare,
Away from the dozen's to his old chieftain's care.

Allow me to pass to another subject. I was
speaking as to the burdens that have been placed
upon the people of this country in the fôrm of tax-
ation, but that is only one kind of burden. We
can appraise the financial burdens placed upon the
people in the way of taxation, but the money of
the people may be extravagantly expended, and
the debt may be increased, and burdens may be
imposed upon them in that way. It would behoove
the Government, when the farmers and laborers
are sufferitg, instead of adding duties, to reduce
them, and to give up this policy of vacillation in
the tarif. The National Policy is not a permanent
policy. It is changed from year to year. Our lob-
bies are filled by deputations asking for changes on
this and that article. The position of the Govern-
ment in this matter reminds me of a little story.
An Irishman was taking a bull to market. He was
leading him by a rope, one end of which was tied
round the bull's horns and the other around the
wrist of the Irishman. They went on all right
until they got to the market town, when allat once
the bull tossed his head in the air and rushed down

Mr. M-ADonALD (Huron).

the street. H1e sharply turned one corner and then
around another, and dragged the Irishman after
him. A countryman who was standing near said:
"Hilloa, Pat, where are you going?" "By my
sowl," said Pat, "I don't know; ask the bull."
So it is with the Government of the present day.
The Government are every year changing the tarif
to suit interested parties. They are driven from
pillar to post by outside influence, and when they
are asked where this tinkering is to stop, they are
as ignorant as the Irishman was of his destina-
tion. We are told that they do not know the
power that controls them-the manufacturers,
monopolists and combinesters. The hon. member
for Perth (Mr. Hesson) last night made a reference
to the debt of the country and to the assets we
had against that debt. He admitted that there was
a very large debt, but he said there was the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway from one ocean to the other,
and there was the Intercolonial Railway, and there
were our canals, which were aiding the commerce
of the country, and all these were assets. I ask the
hon. gentleman if the Canadian Pacific Railway is
an asset of this country ? Who is receiving the
profits from the running of the Canadian Pacific
Railway ? Into whose pockets are the large profits
of that road going ? Where is the income arisiug
f rom the Intercolonial Railway ? Where is the in-
come arising from the canals ; there is no income
from these public works ? Sir, there is no colony of
the British Empire to-day that is so beavily burden-
ed with debt as Canada, and which has less to
show for it.

Mr. HESSON. Australia.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I will show very
soon that the bon. gentleman knows very little
about Australia. W e have a net debt of 237
millions ; we have the Intercolonial Railway,
which has cost us 52 millions ; we have canals,
which have cost us about 37 millions ; and we
have not one solitary asset in Canada to-day that
is yielding a revenue. Last year the Intercolonial
Railway represented a net loss of $454,O00,
which would represent a debt, instead of an
asset, of over 15 millions, and we might justly
add this sum to our present debt. Now, in regard
to Australia. The seven provinces of that country
have a debt of 830 million dollars, or $230 for
each man, woman and child. That is a larger debt
than ours, but the hon. gentleman must remember
that of that 830 million dollars of debt of Australia,
480 millions were borrowed for the purpose of
building national railways, of which they have no
less than 12,000 miles, owned by the Government,
not by private companies, and the proceeds coming
into the national exchequer, and not going into
private pockets. The railways of Australia are
not in the position of our Intercolonial Railway,
for they gave a net return last year of nearly 3 per
cent. upon the capital invested in them or a total net
earning of $13,500,000. I would ask the hon. mem-
ber for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) to compare that
showing with the showing of ourCanadian railways.
In addition to that, all the telegraph lines of
Australasia are national in their character, they
are owned by the Government, and have coal that
country many millions ; many of these lines are
now bringing in a revenue to the Government. Sir,
I hope the hon. gentleman will listen and learn.
In addition to the railways and telegraph lines,
the Government own all the water-works that
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have been built for the purposes of irrigation, and
which are let out to parties using them, and in
that way a large revenue is brought into the
public exchequer. In addition to that, the Govern-
ment own the'sewerage system, which also brings
in a revenue. Moreover, all the educational insti-
tutions of that country are supported by the
several Colonial Governments. Last year four of
the seven colonies paid no less than 11 million
dollars for educational purposes, and during the
last 20 years 150 million dollars have been paid
for educational purposes, for which there is no
corresponding expenditure by the Federal Govern-
ment of Canada. When we consider all these
things, it will be seen that the debt of Australasia
does not bear as heavily upon the people as has
been represented by hon. gentlemen opposite.
There is another point which I wish to present to
the House. Canada, with a population of 5
millions, has a foreign trade of only 200 million
dollars, whereas Australasia, with a population of
31 millions, has a foreign trade of $510,390,000 ;
showing the extraordinary volume of trade which
the people of that country carry on with foreign
nations, and the wealth which pours into that
country and enables them to pay the interest on their
debt without feeling it. The Finance Minister,
last year had the hardihood to compare the debt
of Canada with that of Australasia; whereas,
according to these facts, no comparison can hold
between them. Deduct the cost of the railways,
canals, water-works, sewers and educational insti-
tutions from the 830,000,000, and Australasia has
a less debt to-day than Canada, and much greater
wealth to meet it. Let me give a few more
items of information to the hon. gentleman, which
will, perhaps, prevent him from interrupting future
speakers on this question. We cannot suppose
that the debt weighs heavily upon the Australa-
sians, when a small colony like Victoria, with only
one million of people, spent $132,128,530 on rail-
ways; on water-works, $26,725,750 ; on state
schools and buildings, for which we have no cor-
responding expenditure in Canada-because edu-
cation -in this country is borne by the various
Local Legislatures-$8,754,845, or a total for public
works of $147,609,125. Now, when we consider
the immense wealth of Australia, and the condition
of Canada to-day, I think I am justified in saying
that there is no colony in the British Empire upon
which its debt rests so heavily as it does
on Canada. The value of the assessable
property in Victoria is $689,428,505, and the
average per capita is $680. Do you suppose the
average wealth of the people of this country,
notwithstanding its boasted prosperity, averages
8680 per head ? The average for each family in
Victoria is $3,400. Now, let me give you another
fact to prove my point that the burden upon this
country is heavier than it is upon Australia. I
heard an hon. gentleman to-night speak about New
South Wales as being a free trade country, and he
compared it with other countries that had a
restrictive policy. New South Wales is situated
alongside of Victoria, and possesses about the
same population, and has gained equally in
commerce, in population and in manufacturing
industries. . I might go on and describe it, but it
is u1necessary, as its history is nearly the same asthat of Victoria. I think, therefore, that I have
proved my point. Have I not shown that the

debt of Australia, large as it is, does not bear so
heavily upon the people as our debt does on
Canadians? Now, while I am speaking of debts,
it may be interesting to see how our debt compares
with that of the United States. The following
table shows the debt of the United States at several
periods in their history :

Year.

1830......
1840..
1850..
1860......
1870......
1880 ...
1889 ......

Population. Debt.

12,820,868 $ 48,565,406
17,019,641 3,308,124
23,067,262 63,452,773
31,183,714 64,842,287
38,115,641 2,480,672,427
49,371,340 2,120,415,370

6000,0 1,134,062,246

Per Capita.

$ 3.55
0.20
2.75
2.10

65.00
43.00
18.90

In 1889, notwithstanding the expenditure connect-
ed with the last civil war, when money was poured
out as water, the debt of the United States was
only $18.90 per capita, while that of Canada, which
had not gone through a single fight, except that of
Batoche, when half a dozen were engaged on each
side, reaches no less than $47.80 per capita. It is
time the Governnent called a halt, and ask
themselves if the public moneys are not being ex-
pended too extravagantly. In 1868, when we had a
population of 3,500,000, our total expenditure was
$13,460,000. When the Reform party came into
power, Sir Leonard Tilley said that the whole
business of the country could be managed on an
expenditure of $22,000,000, and if the Conservatives
were in power they would succeed in doing so. The
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), during
the five years his Government were in power, only
increased the expenditure 8187,000, or an annual
increase of $37,500. When the Tory party
came into power in 1878 the expenditure increased
by leaps and bounds, until to-day it is very
nearly $38,000,000, or $16,000,000 more than Sir
Leonard Tilley stated, in 1873, the country
could be thoroughly and efficiently governed
in all Departments. Yet we find the Finance Min-
ister to-day stating that the expenditure cannot
be cut down one dollar. He stated the other
day-I hope in the interests of the country his pro-
phecy will prove true-that the increases had now
reached a close and that the annual expenditure
would be reduced. He said the present expendi-
tures would not continue to increase after 1892.
Sir Charles Tupper made the saine prophecy
when he was going out, but he went out, and the
expenditure bas increased, as the Finance Minister
told us the other day. It is time we should call a
halt, and look carefully at the expenditure side of
the financial question. Why should we, during
the depressed times, make such large expenditures
in the Department of Public Works? Why should
we give so many subsidies to build small railways
in different sections of the country, which roads
are wholly for local purposes ? Why should we
build Customs houses and post offices in various
towns for the purpose of securing votes at the
elections, when the people are already groaning
beneath their burden? Why should we expend
$200,000 a year in pensioning civil servants while
the people are groaning under taxation imposed
upon them in order to meet those expenditures ?
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Why should so many contingencies appear in the
Auditor General's Report? Why should we ex-
pend over a million dollars on the militia, when
one-half would suffice to defend Canada? We are
in no danger of being attacked, and the raw
material from the farm and the counter would be
sufficient to put down any rebellion or quarrel
among ourselves, instead of spending a million and
a quarter on militia. I might go through other
Departments and point out where large expendi-
tures might be saved and reductions effected. I
know the Minister of Militia is thinking that I
am- talking nonsense in regard to militia; I
see it in his face. But if the militia were wiped
out, the hon, gentleman would not be Minister of
war, and he would not be so bold, so valorous, or
so loyal, probably, as he is to-day, because these
qualities are forced upon him from the position he
occupies in connection with the militia of Canada,
and, therefore, I can quite understand why he does
not agree with my view of this particular question.
I desire briefly to allude to the foreign trade of
the country, which has not been dwelt upon by
any speaker in the course of this debate. The
Finance Minister last year touched upon it very
daintily, and I wish to bring to the attention of
the House what the hon. gentleman stated last
year, and I am sorry the First Minister is not in
his place, because I intend to show what he stated
in regard to foreign trade a few years ago. I have
shown that the foreign trade of Australia is
$510,390,000, or a per capita trade of $142, while
the Canadian foreign trade is only $200,000,000, or
a per capita trade of $40. But hon. gentlemen, in
1878, stated that, even if they failed to secure
reciprocity with the United States, they were
determined to open up foreign markets-those of
British Guiana, the Argentine Republic, the West
Indies, France, Germany, and other countries, which
were ready to take the products of our people. If
the United States refused, by their high tariff, to
admit Canadian products into their markets, Can-
ada would have other markets independent of the
United States. Speaking on this question on 21st
April, 1882, Sir John A. Macdonald is reported in
Hansard, page 1085, as follows:-

"I am not aware-my memory may be at fault-that
those gentlemen opposite ever made a single advance to
any foreign nation, or sought to develop the trade of
Canada in any port of the civilised or uncivilised world.
I believe it was in our time that the development and
extension of our trade was commenced. and I am proud
to sa that our mother country is truly'a mother country
in t e best sense of the word, always assisting us,
especially of late, in any attempt or any expressed desire
of Canada for the development of her trade with any and
every country in the world."
Further he said :

"We commenced at once to extend our trade. In the
first place we went to a nation on this side of the Atlantic,
and we have now got the official, the not ostentatious, but,
to a great extent,the exp ressed assistance of Her lpesty's
representative at the Court of Brazil, and we have now a
line running monthly between Canada and Brazil, and
although that trade is in its infancy, I think the indica-
tions are clear that one of our best markets in the future
will be Brazil. The commodities of the two countries are
of such diverse nature that we can profitably send our
productions to Brazil and receive hers in exchange."
Now, Mr. Speaker, just notice here the evidences
of success that were set forth by the right hon.
the First Minister. He said that we would have
the experienced assistance of Her Majesty's offi-
cial officer at Brazil, that the products of that
country were diverse from the products of this
country, and, therefore, that Brazil would become
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a profitable market for the products of Canada.
Let us see what the hon. Finance Minister said
with respect to trade with these countries. I call
his particular attention to the remarks he made
last year, and I was astonished this year that in
his Budget speech he did not make any reference
to that trade which he promised us. Last year the
Finance Minister said :

" There are, lying to the south of us, countries that are
willing to trade with us and in which an advantageous
trade to Canada could be established. The vast country
of South America, with its different governments, with
its vast natural resources, with its demand for certain
articles which we can supply of the best kind, is ready
for trade with us on equal conditions with all other
countries of the world. The West Indies, rich in ele-
ments of trade which complement ours and needing a
great many of the products and manufactures which we
can supply, afford a field for what we believe to be a
permanent and profitable trade."

Now, Sir, these were the prophetic visions of two
members of the Government a year ago, and I
would call the attention of the Finance Minister
now to what has been accomplished. After he and
the First Minister made that boast, and after por-
traying such a beautiful picture as the Finance
Minister did, it will be interesting to know how
much of our products we send to these countries.
Brazil has a population of 14,000,000 and our ex-
ports to that country for the years mentioned are
as follows:-

1882................................... $493,549
1885................................... 110,912
1888................................... 333,000
1889................................... 334,779

In 1882 we had a subsidised line of steaners, and
the representative of Great Britain in our fayor,
as the First Minister said, and yet our exports de-
creased. Instead of extending our trade to these
southern countries, during these eight years we
have a decrease of 32 per cent., after all the efforts
that have been made by the Government of this
country. This may arise froin either one of two
causes. First, because Brazil nay not be a
natural market for us, or that we fail on account
of Canada not having the power of making our own
treaties. The failure of the Governmen'may be
owing to the operation of both these causes as
well as to their own negligence, but whatever
the cause or causes may have been the failure
is quite appparent. At all events, it proves
conclusively to this House and to this country,
that we have not established that trade with
Brazil which was promised by the Government.
Now, Sir, I will give the hon. members of the
Government a little more information with regard
to our trade with the south, and I hope they will
look after it. In British Guiana, one of the coun-
tries of South America, with a population of
1,250,000, the following are the statistics for 1887,
the last year for which I could obtain them:-

TRADE WITH BRITISH GUIANA.
Total imports...................... $8,016,000
Imports from United States...... 1,585,000
Imports from Canada.............. 220,915

From From
United States. Canada.

Bread and biscuits..........709,730 lbs. 11,200 ibs.
Butter........ ............... 182,671 " 6
Tallow candles.............. 32,745 None.
Cheese ......... ............ 193,720 " "
Corn and oatmeal.............1,721,124 " c
Flour ........................ 138,941 bris.
Grain......................... 28,064 bush. 100 bush.
Hams ........................ 205,831 lbs. 1,223 lbs.
Oil ......................... 393,233 gals. None.
Soap........................ 494,890 Ibo. 150 Ibs.
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These articles which I have mentioned can all be
supplied by Canada just as well as by the United
States. It will be seen from these returns that we
did not export one single pound of cheese to
British Guiana from Canada, the greatest cheese
producing country in the world, which exported
cheese to Great Britain and to other markets last
year of over 88 million pounds. Is this the result
of the efforts of the Government in establish-
ing a trade towards the south ? Is this the
only result they can show, after having a line of
steamers running for several years and three lines
of steamers during the last year, subsidised by the
money of the people of Canada? I believe that
we, on this side of the House, are entitled to re-
ceive some information as to the reason why no
better success has attended the efforts of the Gov-
ernment? If no market can be established there,
why should thousands and thousands of dollars be
spent in seeking to establish one where there is not
a natural market for Canadian products. We were
told by the Finance Minister last year that he
was bound to establish a large trade with the West
Indies. What has he accomplished in this direc-
tion ? Let me give you the figures of the export
trade of Canada to the West Indies. They are as
follows :

1878..................................$3,414,000
1882............... ........ ......... 1,688,962
1885.................................. 1,583,800
1888 ............................. ... 1,491,824
1889.............. ............ 1,658,8440

In 1878, the Reform Government was in power, but
every year since that the export trade with the
West Indies bas been a declining trade, notwith-
standing the boast and the efforts made to extend
it in that direction, and last year we found it
decreased 511 per cent. as compared with the
trade in 1878. While at the same time they
were shutting out the United States markets,
which are our natural markets, the Govern-
ment did not succeed in establishing markets
in other lands which would purchase our
products. Now, Sir, let me refer to France.
France is a country with which I have always
thought Canada should trade to a very great extent.
We are bound to France by ties of consanguinity.
Nearly 1,500,000 of our people belong to the same
nationality, speak the saine language, worship in
the same church, and have the same habits and
customs. The people of France require a large
quantity of the articles produced in this country,
and we require a large quantity of the articles pro-
duced by France; and what could be more reason-
able on the part of the Canadian Government than
to establish a lucrative trade with that country?
But what has been the case? Sir Alexander Galt
went, a few years ago, to France to negotiate a
trade treaty between that country and Canada;
but lie had to stand behind the Ambassador of
England, and, according to his own statement, he
was not able to reach the proper executive power
in France; but everything he had to say had to be
filtered through the English Ambassador, and he
failed to secure a treaty. Afterwards Sir Charles
Tupper, another able man, went to France with
the same object, but he also failed to secure
enlarged trade with France. Now, Sir, let us look
at the meagre export trade of Canada to that great
country. In 1878 our exports to France amonnted
to only $369,391 ; in 1882 they rose .to $825,573 ;

in 1885 they fell to $303,309, and in 1889 they
were $334,210, $35,181 less than twelve years
ago. At the same time the Argentine Republic,
a country 2,000 or 3,000 miles farther away
from France, and producing almost the same
products as Canada, with only 3,800,000 people,
sent to France in 1887 $24,871,354 worth, or 72
times as inuch as Canada sent in the saine year.
Now, I ask the hon. Finance Minister why we can-
not establish a similar trade ; and if we cannot, we
should seek to establish better commercial relations
with the country to the south of us. Let us look
at our trade with Spain. It was said a few years
ago by the party in power that there would proba-
bly be a large trade establish between this country
and Spain. Has that prediction been fulfilled ?
Canada's exports to Spain in 1878 were $47,816, in
1882 $108,082, in 1885 $132,695, in 1888 $52,417,
and in 1889 only $13,526; whereas the Argentine
Republic, which is 2,000 miles farther away, sends
to Spain $1,321,203 worth of products, or 95 times
as much as Canada. Will hon. gentlemen opposite
tell us the reason of the failure of our trade with
foreign counties, and especially the failure of their
efforts to open up the markets of Spain to the pro-
ducts of this country? Now, we have a country
almost adjoining ours with which our trade is de-
clining ; I refer to the colony of Newfoundland.
Our exports to Newfoundland have been as fol-
lows :

1878................................. $2,094,682
1882 ................................ 1,974,923
1885................................. 1,670,968
1888................................. 1,523,827
1889........................... 1,302,335

This shows a decrease of 371 per cent. since 1878.
Now, if our trade is decreasing all around us,
what are the Government doing to enlarge our
markets and bring capital into Canada ? Our
expoits to Britain in the same years have been as
follows:-

1878.............................. $45,846,062
1882............................. 45,273,930
1885.............................. .. 41,871,991
1888.......................... 40,084,984
1889............................... 38,105,126

Or a reduction since 1878 of 17 per cent. Now,
where has our trade gone ? I have shown that it
bas not gone to Brazil, to British Guiana, to the
West Indies, to France, to Spain or to Great
Britain. Where bas it gone to? It bas gone into
the natural market of this country in spite of the
restrictive policy of this Government. Our trade
bas been forced over those high barriers, a fact
which abundantly proves that the United States is
the natural market of Canada. Our exports to that
country in the same years have been as follows:-

1878 ............................... $25,244,898
1882 .................. . 43,475,203
1885 ........................... .... 34.783,251
1888 ............ ................. 42,572,065
1889 ........................ ..... 43,522,404

Or an increase of 42 per cent. during the last ten
years, notwithstanding the persistent efforts to
shut us out of that natural market for Canadian
products. Under these circumstances, I ask, is it
right, in the interest of the great producing classes
of this country, that fresh barrierk should be
erected between Canada and the markets of the
United States? Now, I want to state the Can-
adian exports to all countries other than the
United States and Great Britain, and hon. gentle-
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men will notice from the figures I give how our
trade with foreign countries outside of those two
is declining. The following is a statement of the
Canadian export of home produce to all countries
other than the United States and Great Britain,
expressed in percentages of the whole export
trade:-

Name. 1878.

Canada...........

Nova Scotia........
New Brunswick........
Prince Edward Island. .
British Columbia.......
Manitoba............
Ontario.................
Quebec.................

p. c.
12

61
10
7

14
None

2
8

1889.

p. c.
10

46
5

25
15
1
1
61

Increase. Decrease.

p.c. p. C.
.......... 2

........ 15
5

1
1

You will notice from these figures how the trade
of our country, both as a whole and as Provinces,
is decreasing in exports to other foreign countries
outside of Great Britain and the United States.
Now, I propose to give you, Sir, the Canadian
export to Great Britain. It is as follows

Name. 1878. 1889. Increase. Decrease.

p..c. p.c. p.c.
Canada..............:. 54 43. .......... il

Nova Scotia...... 16 23ý 7j ......
New Brunswick... 70 56 ..........
Prince Edward Island.. 69 5 .......... 64
British Columbia... 10 20 10 .........
Manitoba........... 92* 48 .......... 44.
Ontaro.,............29 13 1.......... 15
Quebec.......... 83 78 .

It will be noticed from that statement, which has
been carefully prepared, that our trade with Great
Britain-both taking Canada as a whole, and
taking it in different Provinces-is equally de-
clining. Now, I come to our export trade with
the United States, and the following statement
will show that, notwithstanding the restrictions
and barriers placed between the t-wo countries, to
prevent their having commercial relations with
each other, our trade is overleaping these barriers
to seek its natural market. The following is a
comparative statement of Canadian exports to
United States:-

Name. 1878. 1889. ncrease. Decrease,

p. C. p.c. p.C. p.c.
Canada............... 4 47 1 ..........

Nova Scotia............ 23 30 7* ..........
New Brunswick........ 20 39 19 ..........
Prince Edward Island.. 24 70 46 ....
British Columbia....... 76 65 .......... il.
Manitoba.............. 7j 51 43 .
Ontario.................. 69 85 16
Quebec................. 9 15 61 ..........

I ask this Blouse if these figures do not prove
conclusively that the United States are our natural
market ? And that, notwithstanding the efforts
of the G overnment, and the large subsidies paid for

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).

the purpose of extending our trade in other direc.
tions, our trade with the United States is enlarging?
What, therefore, is best to be done under the cir-
cumstances? It is to open that market as speedily
as possible to our goods, if that can be accomplished
upon just and honorable terms and conditions. Let
us send our manufactured goods into the various
centres of the United States, and let the United
States send their goods into Canada. We should
not be afraid to compete with the Americans ; we
are their equals in ability, skill and physique, and
why should we put up a high tariff wall when we
can have free access to their markets by allowing
them the same privilege. It is, therefore, the duty
of the Government to seek an interview with the
representatives of the United States, and I am
convinced that, in such an event, they will come
to the conclusion that the freest commercial
intercourse between the two countries is the only
panacea for the depressed condition of our
farmers as well as in the interests of the country
as a whole. I am sorry to have detained the House
so long, but I felt it my duty to give my views on
these questions to which I refer. I have no doubt
differed very widely from the opinion of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, and I thank them for their cour-
tesy and the attention they have given my remarks.

Mr. SMITH (Ontario). I do not intend to
detain the House more than a few minutes, although
the questions now under discussion are, perhaps,
more igiportant than any that have engaged our
attention d uring this Parliament. Although I am
new to parlianentary practice and to the matters
which engage our attention, I would like before
the hon. mnember for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) leaves the House, to ask him if the
amendment to the motion which he has made were
carried, would it do away with the duty on flour,
beef and several other articles in which the farmers
of the country are interested ? I take it that the
hon. menber knows that would be the result. The
senior member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) made a
remark in reference to a letter which lie read, pur-
porting to have been written by my predecessor in
the representation of South Ontario. I dare say you
have seen the discussion that has taken place
between him and Mr. Wiman, because the Ontario
Reformer has been distributed broadcast through
this House. I know that my predecessor when he
left Canada left it for Canada's good. He has sug-
gested testing South Ontario as to the annexation
feeling which he says prevails in this country. Isay
that South Ontario is loyal to the core. I was born
and brought up there, I have mixed with the peo-
ple, and I do not believe a dozen electors could be
found in the South Riding of Ontario, which is one
of the finest counties in the Dominion, who would
support the statement which was made. I admit
that the farmers have felt a depression during the
past year. I must admit that, being one of them
myself. I contend that we would have been in a
far worse condition but for the National Policy,
and those duties which the Government in 1879
placed upon many of the articles in which we are
interested. In regard to the duties levied upon
flour, I take this ground, which I believe pannot
be disputed. Large quantities of flour havdcome
into Canada during the past ten years, and, if that
flour carne in paying a duty of fifty cents, although
the price may be ruled to a great extent by the
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price in Liverpool, the market in Canada must be
better than the foreign market. Though the duty
has now been increased by twenty-five cents per
barrel, still wheat in Canada has been higher in
price by from eight to twelve cents than it was in
the United States. That, unquestionably, must be
beneficial to the farmer. The increased duty upon
flour will have the effect of helping the millers of
this country, and also the laborers, the coopers,
and the forwarding interest, who are all directly
interested in the fiour trade. I would also refer
to the increased duty upon hogs. As I said last
year, I believe that the farmers have benefited by
the duty on pork more than a million dollars a
year, and I believe that now, with the increased
duty, they will benefit to the extent of about two
millions a year. I am very much mistaken in the
temper of the farmers of Canada if they do not
recognise these facts at the polls on the first oppor-
tunity. As to the beef industry, that may not
have been much affected until within the last
eighteen months or two years, but since that time
the Americans have been coming in to our market
with their beef, and I believe that in two years
more they would have controlled our beef market.
The present Administration have adopted a wise
policy which I believe will give that market to our-
selves. Allow me to draw the attention of the Gov-
ernment to the fact that strong efforts are being
made to bring American cattle in here in bond to
be killed. I hope the Government will never allow
anything of that kind, but will realise the great
advantage we have in our cattle being allowed to
enter the ports of Great Britain, which privilege I
believe is worth at least one cent a pound to us. As
I believe the Government have the interest of the
farmers at heart, I am confident they will never
allow American cattle to come into Canada for
such a purpose. If time permitted, I might dis-
cuss several other items, but will content myself
by saying that the market of Great Britain
is almost illimitable for every article of farm pro-
duce. In Great Britain they require even more
than Canada and the United States can give them.
In 1888, they imported 377,000 head of cattle, of
which Canada oniy sent 60,000; and they im-
ported 966,000 sheep, of which Canada sent only
about 745,000. I might refer to cheese and butter,
hams and bacon, and show that the proportion is
similar. We have entered upon a new period.
Farming will probably undergo many changes, and
we will probably become greater competitors in
the old country market. Instead of sending cattle
to the United States at $30 a head, we will
probably send cattle to the old country at $90 a
head. Instead of sending sheep and lambs to the
United States, we will probably feed them here on
our coarse grains and sell them to the old country
at $8 and $9 a head. In the cheese and butter
market there is a great future before us, and, if we
are wise, we will not allow these things to slip
out of our grasp. With the fostering care of
the Government, with the great judgment which
they show in these matters, with the eye which they
have on the great agricultural interests of the coun-
try, we need have no fear for the future. The sky
is already clearing, and I look forward without any
apprehension to the future, so far as the agricul-
tural interests/are concerned. With these great
markets of Britain open to us, ready for us to take
Possession of, the farmers need have no fear, and,

notwithstanding the dark pictures of blue ruin that
hon. gentlemen opposite have been drawing, I
venture to say that within twelve nonths from
to-day they will have to tell a different story.
They may repeat these dark statements, because
they have become so accustomed to the pessimistic
pleasantries of the member for South Oxford that
they desire to imitate him in every particular; but,
if they are true to their country and to the great
agricultural interests of Canada, they will be true
to the facts and not draw these dark pictures. The
farmers do not thank them for it. They are able
and willing to help themselves, and with the assist-
ance the Government has given them by the
changes in the tariff, I venture to say that the
bright day is not very far off when we will be able
to take advantage of those changes.

Mr. MACMILLAN (Huron). I believe the great
question under discussion between members on the
two sides of the House is the National Policy.
We contend on this side that the National Policy,
as it has existed for ten years past, has not been in
the interests of the Dominion of Canada generally,
and especially that it has not been in the interest of
the agricultural community. The FirstMinister and
his colleagues, when they introduced the National
Policy, promised us:

''That it will restore prosperity to our struggling in-
dustries, now so sadly depressed; will prevent Canada
from being made a sacrifice market; will encourage and
develop an active interprovincial trade, and moving-
as it ought to do-in the direction of reciprocity of tarif
with our neighbors, so far as the varied interests of
Canada may demand, will greatly tend to procure for
this country, eventually, a reciprocity of trade."
These were some of the blessings which were to be
showered upon this country under the benign in-
fluence of this National Policy. I was very much
astonished the other day, when the hon. Finance
Minister told us that the farmers and fishermen of
Canada had been fairly prosperous, and he showed
how taxation had steadily increased. I quite
agree with him that taxation has steadily in-
creased. It has not only increased steadily, but it
has borne more heavily upon the workingmen and
upon the farmers of Canada ; it has steadily borne
more heavily upon the classes who produce the
wealth of this country, and I hold that those who
are the producers in a country, ought to receive
the first consideration in legislation. Now, let me
show how taxation has increased, and how the
Government are extracting the money from the
pockets of the people. I am going to show how
the rate of taxation has increased faster than
population has increased. I find that in 1880 there
were $560,994 collected more than the increase of
population would warrant; in 1885 the sum was
$8,023,834; and in 1886, $11,401,611 ; or in all,
from 1880 to 1889, the sum of $53,267,885 was
taken out of the pockets of the people of this
country in taxation, more than the increase of
population would warrant. That is what has
enabled hon. gentlemen opposite to boast of having
surplusses, whereas the Government that preceded
them had deficits. I ask whether a Government
that continues to impose heavier taxes upon the
people each year is to be commended more than
a Goverument that refused to increase the taxes.
I ask you whether the present Government, with a
surplus during the last year of $1,800,000 extracted
from the pockets of the farmers and the working-
men of this country, is to be commended, and
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they are doing this at a time when the struggling
masses are hardly able to make both ends meet.
Then we are told that manufacturing industries
were springing up. Let us see how much increase
has taken place in some of the manufactures of this
country. The only article in our manufactures,
the product of which has increased very much,
is that of cotton. I will give the following table
to show how the case stands with respect to the
value of some of the chief articles of import :-

GOODS IMPORTED INTO CANADA IN THE YEARS 1881 AND 1889.

1881.
Cotton goods........ $10,204,465
Woollens............ 8,742,024
Wood manufactures 909,139
Iron and steel.... 8,598,250
Carniages ........... 123,687
Earthen chinaware.. 439,029
Leather manufact's 1,473,754
Musical instruments 375,138

1889.
$ 4,245,868

10,414,963
1,486,331
9,680,967

398,293
697,947

1,521,868
487,519

So that according to these figures, taken from the
Trade and Navigation Returns, the statement of
the Finance Minister in his Budget speech is not
borne out by the facts. Last year he made a
statement concerning the incidence of taxation
paid by the rich men, and he told us that when a
wealthy man wanted to get a fine musical instru-
ment lie went over to New York and bought a
piano for which lie paid $1,000. But I have ex-
amined the Trade and Navigation Returns very
carefully, both for the years 1888 and 1889, and
not one single rich' man of Canada went over to
the United States and bought this fine piano worth
$1,000-not one came into the Dominion of Can-
ada. The hon. gentleman told us, also, that when
a rich man wanted to buy a fine carriage he would
go over to the other side and get one worth $500.
I have also examined the Trade and Navigation
Returns for 1888 and 1889, and I find not a single
carriage imported from the United States valued
at $500. Four carriages valued at $535 each came
from England, and this is one of the incidents of
taxation. The hon. gentleman went on to speak
of the duties on flour and wheat, and to these I
will now refer. The duty on flour will bear heavily
on the farmers of the country. I will give the House
an opinion from a grange on this subject :

" At a regular meeting of the Hullett Grange No. 393
it was moved by John Cuming, sr seconded by John
Brigham, and earried unanimously, that this Grange in
session, condemns the action of the Millers' Association
in askiug a higher tariff on flour, as we think it is an in-
justice to the farmers. Also, that this Grange thinks
that the present tariff in exehanging flour for wheat is
too high, and we are of opinion that the (lovernment
should pass a law regulating, iu some way, the quantity
of flur and offal that the mer should give in exehange
for our wheat, as we are of opinion that they do not give
us a fair exchange."
I believe the millers came to the conclusion that it
was not in their interests that the duties on wheat
and flour should continue in the future as in the
past. At a meeting of the Millers' Association
held on 6th August at Peterborough, a decision
was arrived at to ask a reduction of duty on wheat
and flour. At a meeting on 10th July, they
wanted flour to be protected $1 per barrel in
order to place it on an equal footing with
other protected industries. Mr. J. Waxcup
said that other property had doubled and trebled
in value, while mill property was stationary.
I deny most emphaticafly that farm property has
doubled or trebled, while mill property has re-
mained stationary. Another miller stated that
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they were dying from consumption caused by
too much opposition; that they could produce
18,000,000 barrels a year, when the country could
only consume 5,000,000 barrels. I ask the people of
this country if it is justice to our workingmen and
to our farmers to impose an extra duty upon a com-
modity, when one of the principal grounds for the
duty is that too many have engaged in the indus-
try? We have so many mills in Canada that they
can run only four months in the year and remain
idle during eight months. Have the farmers and
the workingmen, whose burdens are already too
grievous to be borne, to be taxed to support a
class, simply because there is too much competi-
tion in that particular industry ? Of course, I do
not blame the millers for securing relief, for, no
doubt, they have been suffering for a number of
years. Mr. James Stark, of Paisley, said,
with respect to free trade with the United
States, that he believed we could hold our own.
I see in the Globe to-day, that at a meeting of the
Millers' Association, it was stated that the present
position of the flour business could not continue,
that they must purchase wheat from the farmer
and sell to the farmer his flour. I hold that the
flour which the farmer gets from the miller from
his own wheat will pay duty as well as the flour
obtained by any other class in the community. I
hold that the increase in the duty will have the
effect of raising the price of flour. Why should
the millers come to the Government and ask them
to place an additional duty on flour, if it is. not to
give them an advantage ? And I hold that that
advantage is to be obtained at the expense of the
farmers and working people of the Dominion. The
oatmeal mills are in a similar condition to the
flour mills. We have 60 oatmeal mills in the Domi-
nion, according to a statement made to the Com-
bines Committee two years ago, and four mills
will abundantly supply the consumption in, the
country. The same evil exists in regard to the
flour mills; there are far too many engaged in
that branch of industry, but that has been
induced by the National Policy and the imposition
of a duty of $1 per barrel on oats. These are not,
however, the only industries that have been in-
jured in Canada, and I hold this Government has
a duty to perform, that is, as those best acquainted
both with the oatmeal and flour milling interests
have suggested, to remove the duty altogether,
and allow wheat to come in free, and flour also.
The greatest political economists have always
stated this, that wherever there is a retaliatory
tariff imposed by the Government, it has always
acted to the injury of the people under that Gov-
ernment. We have been told time and time
again, that the National Policy has increased the
price of grain to our farmers, and that it would be
great injury to them if we allowed grain to come
in free. We were told last night, that the price of
wheat is to-day as high in Canada as in any part
of the United States ; but I want to tell hon.
gentlemen, that at the tinie when the National
Policy came into force wheat was higher in Canada
than in the United States. Let me quote from a
Government return placed in my hands, showing
the prices of wheat in Canada and in the United
States in 1881, at about the time the National
Policy came into existence. That return states :

" That this diference is not exceptional between the
two years taken, but is due to a steady and persistent
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decline in pries during the inrvoeronng period, is shewn
b the table of prices of some of the sane artices at
Montreal ia the years 1881 and fI886-

Average Price in Jfontreal.

of Fi-Our.
1881................... .............. $5 64
1886................... ............... 3 56
Average Export Price in the United SMates.

Per Barrel
ef Flour.

1881..........................1$5 66
1886............................ 4 69

This is a reduction of only 97 cents a barrel in the
United States while it had been reduced $2.08 in
IMontreal. Now let us take wheat. He shows
that in 1881 wheat in Montreal was worth $1.33
,rer bushel and in 1886 85 cents, 'or a reduction
.during the five years of 48 cents per bushel.
Wheat in the United States in 1881 was worth
$1. 11 a bushel, or 22 cents lower than it was in Ca-
nada during that year, and in 186 wheat was 87
cents in the Umited States, or lonly 24 cents per
bushel of a shrinkage, just half the shrinkage of the
price in Canada during these five years. Will
that satisfy hbon. gentlemen opposite, when I prove
it fron a return that they canot dispute, that it
has not been in the interests of the farmers of this'
Dominion to hav-e this National Policy. Just to,
show how men'si minds will be -warped when they
have an object to accomplish and when they
want to sh6w the better side df a bad case, let me
read another remark with respect to the fall in the
price of wheat in Canada during that period

"The very marked effect which the adoption of the Na-
tional Poliey, in 1879, had upon the imports of wheat and
flour, will be irnmediately apparent upon looking at the
above table. It will be seen that while the average impor-
tation of wheat in each yearfrom1268 to 1879 was $5,480,-
735, in the period '1880 to 1886 it only averaged $168,097
per annum, incresing the home narket for wheat to the
extent of $5,312.68 annually."
Now, Sir, we might say that this shows that a great
benefit had been conferred upon the farmers of
Canada by giving them a market for the extra 5
million bushels of wheat. But let me read the next
paragraph, which will explain itself :

" The decline lu the price of wheat during the last five
years has been very marked. In 1861 in Montreal it was
$1.33 per bushel, an&i in 1886 only85 cents perbushel, bein
a reductionof 48enta According tol nited States offici
reports, the export price of wheat ïn 1881 was $1.11 andan 1886 87 cents, a disarence of-24 cents a bushel."
That is the great blessing that the National Policy
conferred on the farmers of Canada. It reduced
the price of their wheat 48 cents a bushel, while
wheat only reduced 24 cents per bushel in the
United States during the same years. That bears
out the statement made by the hon. gentleman
fisoin Huron (Mr. Maedonald, who preceded me.
Now, Sir, when we come to exami»e closely we find
that Indian corn, an article which we do not raise
very much in this country, was, in 1881, 60 cents
per bushel in Canada, and, in 1886, 49 cents, a
reduction of 17 cents per bushel in Canada, while
in the United States, in 1881, it was 55 cents per
bushel and in 1886 49 cents, or a reduction of only
6 cents in the United States. This shows that the
National Policy has not had the effect of giving us
a market for our own coarse grains, for it shows
that corn has fallen off more in price in Canada
since the duty was imposed than it has in the
United States. I state positively, with respect to
Indian corn, that it would be a great benefit and a
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great blessing to the farming community of this,
country if we could im ort that commodity free
of duty. The Finance Minister has also proposed
to us an extra duty on beef. Well, Sir,
with respect to that duty there is not theà
least doubt on my mind that some parts
of the country will be benefited by cutting
off the 3,800,000 pounds of beef which come
into the country. But so far as the Province
of Ontario is conoerned, the extra duty will have
very little effect in that Province, for the reason
that there are oaly 432,000 pounds of beef imported
there. In the Province of Ontario the most of the
beef we raise is for the English market, and it ia
that narket which regulates the price of our beef
cattle. There is no doubt, however, but that in the
localities where a great amount of slaughtered beef
comes -i the farmers will derive a certain amount
of benefit from this duty. There is also no doubt
that the duty of half a cent per pound put upon

k will put a little into the pockets of the
arnera, but I am in perfect agreement with a,

letter which appeared in the Globe yesterday,
written by the principal pork-packer in the Prov-
iinSe of Ontario, from Liverpool, when the news
reached there of the intention of the Government
,with regard to the duty on pork. He said that
the pork-packers will not be benefited by the extra.
duty; that Ontario, or Canada, is not apork-packing
country., and that the farmers would be more bene-
fited if the duty were allowed to remain as it was,
and if they were allowed to import free corn, in
order that they might be able to raise cheap pork
in this tountry. I am in perfect accord with
that statement, and I believe that a greater benefit
would be conferred on the farmers if such a course
had bem pursued. If the tariff, which is outlined
in the United States Congress, is put in force, of
which there is very little doubt in my mind, the
action of this Government in increasing the tariff
on certain articles will be the cause of the United
States Government imposing a prohibitory tariff
on the trade of Canada, and it will be passed as a
retaliatory measure, because of the action of the
Government here. If the tariff proposed in the
United States is carried into effect it will inflict a
greater injury upon Canada than it is possible for
any person to calculate at the present moment. I
have figured up that on the 17,277 horses, valued
at $2,113,000, we will have to pay, under the new
tariff law of the United States, if it goes into,
force, a duty of $518,310. Last year we shipped
37,000 head of cattle to the United States, a class
of cattle which it is not worth sending to the Eng-
lish market. I was rather astonished to hear the
hon. member for Ontario (Mr. Smith) say that these
cattle would go to the English market and that we
could get between $80 and $90 for them. These are
cattle which will not pay to take across the ocean,
and it would be ruinous to a number of farmers if
they cannot ship them to the United States.
Those cattle were sold in the United States at $13.07
per head, out of which, if the farmers paid $10 per
head of duty, it would leave them the handsome
price of $3.07 per head. Then, Sir, we were told that
the duties are t6 be increased on woollen goods.
We have already been paying a very high duty on
woollen goods, and the manner in which the duty
is imposed places the heaviest duty on the class
who are the least able to bear it. The increase of
2j cents per pound will, perhaps, increase the price
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to that extent to the wealthy man who can buy
his fine broadcloth, while at the same time it will
increase the price 5 or 6 cents a pound to the poor
man, who can only afford to buy woollen goods of
the value of 50 or 60 cents per yard. Then, the
hon. President of the Council gave us a very bright
picture of how Canada had been prospering, saying
that the value of land in Ontario has been steadily
increasing from 1883 to 1888. Well, Sir, it is very
strange that I must apply to the very same report
from wlich he took his statement in order to show
a very different result. I find that in 1883 land
alone in Ontario was valued at $654,793,025; in
1888 it was valued at $640,480,801 ; but the advance
report for 1889, which I have in my possession,
shows that the value of land in that year
was only $632,329,433, a reduction of $22,463,592.
But this does not take into consideration
much more than balf the reduction that has actually
taken place, because from the reports in the
Library I find that from 1883 to 1887, 300,000
acres of land in the older townships had been
placed on the assessment rolls, and 400,000 acres
had been cleared. The 300,000 additional acres at
$29 an acre will give $8,700,000, and the 400,000
acres, which were cleared at $20 an acre, will give
$8,000,000, which adds $16,700,000 to the amount
to be déducted from the value of the land, which
brings the reduction of the value of the land since
1884 to $39, 100,000; and yet the hon. President of
the Council congratulates the Province of Ontario
upon the steady increase in the value of property
in that Province. I wonder, Sir, how long the
country will continue prosperous if the same rate
of decrease should continue for a number of years ?
Why, Sir, these figures do not tell half the tale.
Does that hon. gentleman know anything about the
Province of Ontario? During the last few years
the municipalities have been spending large sums
of money in digging ditches and reclaiming a great
deal of waste land. That is not taken account of
in this calculation. A very large amount of under-
draining has also been going on, improving the
quality of the land in reality; and yet the price
has been steadily reduced. With regard to build-
ings, although we find that they have increased, there
is a good reason for that. The fariners find
that they can no longer farm or keep stock
successfully in the buildings which they were
formerly accustomed to have, and they have been
building new and improved barns for the care of
their stock, either for beef or dairy purposes ; and
many of the mortgages that have been placed on
farms have been to enable the farmers to get
proper buildings. That is not the only reason,
however, why we have so many farms mortgaged
in Ontario. Another reason is that many farmers
have been sending their sons away from home to
settle in the North-West or in the United States,
and in other cases they have purchased farms
for their sons, and in order to do so have mort-
gaged their own. For these and other reasons the
farms of Ontario are very heavily mortgaged
indeed. Then, Sir, we were told by the hon.
inember for North Renfrew that the present
Government have been doing a great work for the
farmers of the Dominion, and he asks what the
Mackenzie Government did to encourage the
farmers to follow scientific farming or to encorage
them otherwise? Just let me read a little state-
ment to show how the Government of the Hon.

Mr. McMUnA (Huron).

Alexander Mackenzie encouraged the farmers of
this country during the time they held office.
During that time we could get all our agricultural
implements into the country free ; now we
have to pay 35 per cent.; waggons were free,
they now pay 50 per cent. ; buggies were free,
they now pay 41 per cent. ; a hay-knife was
free, it now bas to pay 79- per cent. ; hoes
were free, they now have to pay from the United
States 451 per cent. and from Great Britain 53
per cent.; a clothes wringer was free of duty, now
it has to pay 73½ per cent. ; scythes were free,
now they have to pay 79 per cent. ; picks, spades
and shovels were free, now they have to pay
40ï per cent.; tiles were free, now they have to
pay 20 per cent.; fertilisers were free, now they
have to pay 20 per cent.; timothy, clover and other
seeds were free, and we have had timothy and
clover free only during the last two years, but now
a duty of 15 per cent, is imposed on them ; turnips,
mangolds and beets were free, and we have been
paying a duty of 15 per cent. on them up to the
present time, but now they have again been placed
on the free list. What is the reason that
Mr. Massey, the manufacturer of agricultural
implements of Toronto, stated that the duty
of 35 per cent, did not benefit the agricultuial
implement manufacturers of the Dominion ?
Mr. Massey said that the increase in the duties
which took place last year, would take $10,000 in
taxes out of their pockets in one year. tDuring the
time of Mr. Mackenzie pig iron came in free,
while to-day it is charged 31 per cent. duty. Let
me read a statement with respect to what that
industry has cost the country at present. I have
here a statement which shows that in Canada,
during the year 1888, 21,799 tons of pig iron were
manufactured, on which a bounty of $43, 790 was
collected. That was not all. There was a duty
on 68,333 tons of $273,332, amounting in all to
$316,930, which it cost the Dominion to manufac-
ture 21,799 tons of pig iron. Under the Mackenzie
Government it was different. He allowed the ma-
nufacturers to have free iron from which to manu-
facture agricultural implements, and he allowed
agricultural implements to come in free to the agri-
cultural societies. Bar iron, rolled or hammered,
was taxed only 5 per cent. under Mr. Mackenzie,
but we find, according to the Government return
of the quantity of iron manufactured and the
quantity imported, and the duty paid, that
malleable iron pays a duty of 53 per cent.,
and yet hon. gentlemen opposite have the audacity
to point to benefits which the present Governmnent
has conferred upon the agriculturists. We do not
deny that the Government have established an
experimental farm, and that $400,000 have been
voted to establish this farm, but that any great be-
nefit has been derived by the farmers to the pre-
sent time from this expenditure, I deny. However,
I will discuss this question when the estimate is
before us. The President of the Council went on
to make a comparison between the value of the
crops in Ontario and in the several States of the
Union. This is a question that demands consider-
able attention. It is not at all times the country
which raises the greatest amount of crops, or the
farmer who raises the greatest amount per acre,
that receives the greatest amount of profits from
the crops. I will take a statement from the Bureau
of Industries, with respect to the year 1887. In
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the Bureau of Industries for 1888, giving an ac-
count of the same year, there is a statement
of the amfant required to raise an acre of
fall wheat, an acre of spring wheat, an acre of
barley, an acre of oats and an acre of pease ;
and that this report has been compiled from 190
of the most correct reports sent in by the farmers
all over Ontario. To raise an acre of fall wheat,
it costs $19.43, according to this statement.
In 1877 we only raised sixteen bushels and one
tenth per acre, and the value was $12.61, showing
a loss to the farmers, of $6.82 per acre, or causing
a total loss in fall wheat alone, of $6,422,607, that
is on 897,743 acres of fall wheat. I will not take
up my time in reading over all the table, but just
state that I found that of fall wheat, spring wheat,
barley, oats and pease, there are 4,559,129 acres.
The whole value of the crop was $49,465,196,
showing a loss to the farmers, during that year, of
$23,272,030, and those are the principal crops
raised in Ontario. Is it possible that with such a
loss as this in the products of the farm, the farmers
of Canada can be in a healthy condition ? I say
it is utterly impossible for such to be the case.
Let me compare that with another which I have,
showing the amounts which the farmers realised.
iDuring the year 1882, the total value of the crops
of fall wheat and spring wheat, barley, oats
and pease, amounted to over $93,000,000 in
Ontario, and the crop was pretty nearly the same.
During that year, the farmers of Ontario, through
the increased yield and the very high prices they
got, made a profit of over twenty-three millions of
dollars from crops of that description. I have
another return which shows that, for the years
1882 to 1887 inclusive, the average loss to the
farmers on crops of that description was over
seven millions annually. Allowing for the cost of
production, the cost of labor and the price per
bushel, the total loss was $43,000,000. This
proves more conclusively than any other argument
that can be produced that the farmers in Ontario
cannot be in a prosperous condition, because a
farm is only worth the amount you can realise on
the products after the labor is paid for. I may be
asked why the farmers of Ontario have not, under
these circuinstances, become entirely bankrupt ?
The only way in which I can account for it is that
they have been working their own farms with
the assistance of their families, and I know that
within the last four or five years many cf them
have not been able to make both ends meet,
throwing in their own labor and that of their
families to boot. There is no doubt that the
statement which has been made in regard to the
mortgages on farms is correct. If any one will go
to the president of any insurance company and
examine the policies that come in and the mort-
gages upon the lands generally, he will find that
the statement made by the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) will be fully borne
out. Before I left home, I was visiting a certain
concession where I was well acquainted with the
people, and in conversation I found that there
were seven hundred acres mortgaged to the tune
Of $22 per acre. If the truth were made known,
I have no doubt that it would be shown that the
amount of mortgage is very heavy. It seems
strange to me that gentlemen on the Government
benches can give such correct statements and can
give such credence to their own statements as to
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the amount of mortgages and to the indebtedness
in other countries, while they question every
statement which is made as to the indebtedness
and mortgages in Ontario. In Ontario we have
just as reliable information as can be obtained
in any part of the United States. The state-
ment was made that our young men would not
remain on farms at the present time, but that
they went off in all directions, some to the
United States, some to the towns and cities,
and all over the country. Is it to be wondered
at when we find that all classes of the community
are, as it were, preying upon the farmers ?
Young men are now receiving a superior educa-
tion to that which their fathers received. They
are able to analyse the affairs of the country
correctly, and to examine the fiscal policy of
the Government, and they find that, 'although the
income of the farmers is not great, one-third of
that income goes either into the treasury or into
the pockets of the manufacturers. In this connec-
tion let me say sonething in regard to binding
twine. I said something about that last year, and
an hon. gentleman on the other side tried to hold
me up to ridicule for saying that such large
amounts of money were paid for twine, because he
showed that only $15,000 had been paid on binding
twine. But that only included 432,000 pounds of
binding twine imported into this country. Mr.
Massey was examined before the Labor Commis
sion, and he is well acqnainted with the whole of
that trade. He stated that we required 3,000 tons
of binding twine during the summer of 1888.
Taking 2,000 pounds to the ton, we have
6,000,000 pounds of binding twine on which
there must have been a duty paid of $210,-
000. Mr. Massey stated that the reason why
he objected to the large duty on binding twine
was that the raw material came into the coun-
try free, and the manufacturers got the whole
benefit of the duty. In this case there was
one dollar going into the treasury and eleven
dollars going into the pockets of the manu-
facturers, and that was taken from the farm-
ers of this country. During the last two years,
it has become a very grave question with
the farmers of Ontario whether they should
purchase binding twine or should return to
the reaper and bind the grain by hand.
Binding twine is one of the articles which
certainly ought to be placed on the free list.
When the Government of the Hon. Alex. Macken-
zie was in power we had no binders, or there is no
doubt we would have had free binding twine. We
have been told by the President of the Council
that the older Provinces did not use improved
implements. I am not very well acquainted with
the Province of Quebec, but I know that in the
Province of Ontario we do use improved imple-
ments. I want any intelligent farmer on the
other side of the House to correct me if I refer to
any implement which is not used on any well
conducted farm in Ontario, and I know many
farms on which a number of implements are used
which I have not counted. I desire to show some
of the blessings and benefits which the present
Government has conferred on the farmers com-
pared with the Mackenzie Government. The fol-
lowing list will show the average number of
implements used on farms in our Province, the
value, and the amount of duty paid on each :-
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Implements. Value. Duty. dishonest system of legislation that takes money
Harvester..................... $110 71 $38 15 out of the pockets of the producers and putsMower.......................3000 105 it into the pockets of any class the com-Seed drilli................27 40 8 sa a ooe5ofan cas th3on
Ploughs, 2.................... 36 82 1288 munity, when the latter do no give any
Harrows, 2...,................ 22 80 8 00 adequate return to the individual from which the
Gag plough ·..............15 0 389 money is taken ; if it was parliamentary, I wouldGultivator................. 36 (>0 9 34
Horse-rake............ ... 22 00 5 17 say that it is legalised robbery. Now, we were told
Seuffler....................... 16 00 4 15 that under the Mackenzie Government there was a
Turnip drill.................. 15 00 3 89 deficit, while under the present Government thereler n ............. ...... 916(0 415 is a surplus. Is if to be wondered at that there isFanning miii ............... ýij5 9 97upls
Waggons, 2.................. 129 34 53 06 a surplus under the present Administration? The
S1eigh ....................... 14 23 4 39 hon. gentleman from Brant (Mr. Paterson) showed]Buggy......... ......... 70 52 29(0 the other day that fifty-three million dollars hadCutter .................... 14 23 4 39
Horse-power................. 88 00 22 82 been taken out of the pockets of the people in
Straw cutter.................. 40 00 10 36 taxes, more than the increase of population wouldDorse fork pulleys ......... 26 00 6 O warrant; is it to be wondered at, therefore, thatDouble barness ............ 60 (>0 15 56
Single harness ... o...... .. ... . 22 00 5 71 the Government have a surplus at the present time?
Kit of tools................. 20 00 3 50 It is not creditable to this Goverument to boast
Hay knife ................... 3 15 2 51 that they have a surplus, when depression is over-
Hoes, 3..... . .. ......... 2 10 spreading the land, and they are legislating in
Churn ................... .. 7 00 1 40 such a manner as to increase that surplus. I hold
Clothes washer............. 16 20 3 70 that the changes in the tariff are not going to bene-Clothes wringer........... 2 28 1 67
Sewing machine ........... 33 9 9 it the farmer to any extent. Last year we had
Stoves,2....................38 00 8 77 clover seed and timothy seed free, but now we have
Scythes,3....................4 70 2 30 to pay 15 per cent. We have got to pay extra forPicks, spades, shovel........3 (0 1 0 flour, because I contend that the flour will be in-Wheelbarrow...............2 36 0 70 creased in value. The millers of Canada are alive

Here we have a statement of the duties which a to their own interest, and they know that if you
farmer, occupying 100 acres of land, has to pay on put 25 cents a barrel upon flour, the farmers of
his fari implements in the course of ten years, Canada have got to pay that money, and they will
because I estimate that, on an average, these im- get no corresponding benefit. The millers have
plements will last ten years, and we may add to that made the statement that they are not going to pay
sum $3 a year for binding twine. Now, I hold the extra price for wheat, that they cannot be
that this list is a fair and honest list. Last year benefited as a class. Much bas been said by
the member for Toronto Centre (Mr. Cockburn) bon. gentlemen opposite in regard to Canada
criticised this list in a very unjust manner. The being a more desirable country than any State
statement made by the President of the Council of the Union, so far as agricultural products
was that these improved implements are not used are concerned. Let me state this, and I press
in the Province of Quebec, but we know there it upon hon. gentlemen opposite, that I know
is a large amount of land in Ontario upon hundreds of farmers who left Ontario and settled
which they can be used. Now, we corne to in the United States, and to-day I can count on the
examine the census of 1881, by which I find that fingers of my right hand all those who have re-
there are some 200,000 farmers who occupy between turned. If the farmers in the United States were
50 and 200 acres of land; there were over 90,000 who in the deplorable condition alleged, why do not
occupied less than 10 acres; some 150,000 who these men return to Canada and purchase farms
occupied less than 50 acres. According to the which can now be obtained at reduced prices. A
Bureau of Industries of the Province of Ontario, gentleman before the Immigration Committee the
the average size of farms is 121 acres, which, allow- other day pictured the condition of farmers in the
ing 82 acres for cleared land would give something North-West, and the condition of farmers in
less than 200,000 farmers in the Province of Onta- Dakota. He told us that he had been through
rio who are able to use these implements. I would Dakota, and lie had ascertained the condition of
like to know where the member for Toronto Centre the farmers there, and also the condition of the
last year found his 650,000 farmers who used these farmers in Manitoba and the North-West Terri-
implements in Canada. Why, Sir, the hon. gen- tories, and be endeavored to show the great ad-
tleman drew upon his imagination for his facts. vantage that would accrue to farmers by removing
I say that a large amount of the tax paid for from Dakota into Canadian territory. When the
agricultural implements does not go into the question was put to him, as to how many lie knew
treasury, but it goes into the pockets of the manu- had moved ; he knew of two who were going to
facturers. It is no difference to the farmer whether move, or were moving; and that was all the re-
the money goes into the treasury or into the sult of the large sum given to that gentleman
pockets of the manufacturers, except that if it goes during the past twelve month. Many statements
into the treasury, it is spent, or ought to be spent, have been made with respect to the condition of
in the interest of the country, but the amount that farmers in Canada and the immigration from
we pay to the manufacturer is money legislated Canada, and its causes. Let me read a statement
out of our pockets for which we do not receive from Mr. Grahame, Governientagent in Winnipeg,
a correspon ding return ; it is money taken out of as it appears in his report. He says:
the pockets of the farmers, and the laborers, and "Many will be surprised that the number of actualthe workmen of this country, and put into the settlers in our Province and Territories bas not been as

hookets of the manufacturers, for which these large as expected, neither has the amount of wealth
latter give no corresponding value. You brought in by those who have come been as considerable

ra a oespon g OU a as that of former years. This may appear strange whencall it what you like, bu^ I hold that it is a we consider the many efforts that were put forth Ly the
Mr. McMTIAN (Huron).
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nany different organisations, to induce immigration to Taking into consideration the reduction of the
the Province and neighboring Territories, but it is never- price of goods, it is a low estimate to say that for
theless a fact, that out of the many thousands who left
the mother country, ostensibly for the North-West, a every dollar that goes into the treasury another
large number of them found occupation and homes on the dollar goes into the pockets of the manufacturer.
Pacific coast, and I regret to say, a large majority of I this connection 1 would like to state, that it is a
these are on the American side." favorite argment with the Conservatives of the
He continues: present day that we neyer had goods so cheap

" I took a keen interest in this matter and interviewed as they are to-day in Canada, and that a
the pursers of the local steamboats from whom I gathered dollar will purchase more to-day than it ever
information that would lead me to believe that the steam- did before. We admit that a dollar will pur-
boats plying between Vancouver, Victoria, San Fran-
cisco and the American ports at the head of Puget Sound
carried very little less than 10,000 immigrants, most of fore, but take this in connection with the state-
whom left Europe with the intention of remaining in ment made by the Minister of Finance iast year,
British possessions.' that there is a shrinkage of goods in the British

Here are immigrants who have been led astray by market of 31 per cent., aud will any gentleman
representations made to them, that they would be tell me, and tell me houestly, that goods have
able to obtain employment in British Columbia been reduced as inuch in Canada as they have
and the North-West Territories. But let me say been iu the United States or lu Great Britain?
here, that when an honest immigration agent gives When the National Policy was proposed we had
a fair and honest statement with respect to immi- oniy a tarif of 171 per cent., and to-day we have a
gration, the Government consider it to be their tarif of somethiug like -9 or 30 per cent., so that
d uty to notify him that if he does not send in his goods cannot have shrunk in value as much by i1
resignation they will be compelled to dismiss him. or 12 per cent., as they have doue in the markets
The Goverminent do not want a correct statetent of the old country. Another favorite argument
with respect to the condition of this country ;with hon. gentlemen opposite is that tîmes are so
bot any individual who w-ill not state the correct bad in the United States that the farms are mort-
condition of affairs, wvhether prosperous or the gaged to a large exteut. Is it to he wondered at
reverse, is not doing eis duty to himself or to his that the farhers of the United States are in a de-
country, or to the people who thiuk of comiug here pressed condition? Since 1865, they have suffred
froin other countries. Much has been said in from a system of protection that bas draied the
regard to taxation. I have a short statement which very heart's blood out of the farmers of that coun-
1 desîre to subpit, and it shows the amount of duty try, ant when we have suffered for so long a period
colleet ýd and the amount of that duty which has from the same cause, I do not know what this coun-
passed lto the pockets of mnanufacturers. 0f hind- try will e redced o. We have endeavored fror
ing twine we imported 454,2978 bs., ou which a duty this side of the alouse time and again to impress
was pad of $15,904. 0f this sum $1c5,904 went to the upon the Goverudent and their followers the reduc-
treasury and to the manufacturers $194,096, being tion lu the price of land ln the Province of Ontario.
ii the proportion of ome dollar to eleven dollars. Last year aud this year some ho . gentleme
Thus for every one dollar that goes luto the trea- opposite admitted that the prices of land had been
sury eleven dollars go to the manufacturer. Take reduced in Great Britain and in the United States,
coal ou. We imported 4,523, 056 gallon s, on but they denîed it was reduced lu Canada, and said
w lich a duty was paid of $3:25,655. There wasthat the far3ers of Canada were prosperous. As
refiued lu Canada 9,833,228 gallons, ou which a a farmer in Otario for the last 47 years I have
duty was paid of $707,992. So that for every neyer before gone among the farusers and fonnd
dollar that went into the treasury $2.20 went to then u so bad a condition as they are to-day. We
the refluer. Next as regards sugar. We irported have been told that it was nor in the interest of
201,839,821 pouds, ou whicW a duty was paid to the farmer to allow the tarif was lspo se beaten
the Goverament of $3,433,334. On this article, dow f betweeu the United States aud Canada, ad
$2,566,666 went to the refluers and $3,433,334 to that it woud in our markets for coarse grains.
the Government. Take cotton goods. Wte im Let us make a conparison betweeu the coarse
ported these gods to the value of $4,200,072, aund grain markets of thelnited States and Caada. No.
iu 1881, $0,204,465, a d $2,345,627 was paid to 2 wheat in ToroUnto is seli g at from 83 to 86 cents,
the Goverument. It is oly fair to say in regard to and No. 2 spring frox 86 to 87 cents, and in Buffalo
Cotton goods that while the imports were reduced it is near the same price as it is ln Toronto. W e
from $10,000o,000 lu 1881 to $4,000,00M lu 1888, a find barley ln Toronto seiling at froi- 50 to 52 cents,
correspondig icrese took place lu the goods and Canadian barley in Buffalo seyaing from 63
ma oufactured un Canada, because we find that of to 65 cents, a differeuce of 13 cents a bushel
rar cotton there were 16,000,000 lbs. imported i in favor of the Buffalo market, which shows
i r 1881, there were 39,000,000 lbs. imported in 1889. conclusively that if we rad a free inter-
So that while we pay $1,191,509, which goes into change of our agricultura produts with the
the treasury, we pay $2,383,000, which goes into United States, we couid seil our barley lu the
the pockets of the cotton manufacturers of the United States at something like 50 cents and buy
iominion. lu 1881 w imported woolen goods to our cr at 40 cents. If we could have 10 cents a
the vaie of $8, 742,024, and iu 1889, to the value of bushel more for our barley, a at the same time
t9,842,319. We importedraw wool, for the manu- 8 ibs. more feed per bushel for our catte, it
facthre of cotton goods, dl 1881, amounting to would be of great benefit Vo us. Oats n the
8,040,287 lbs. and in 1889, 10,266,440 lbs. Toronto market are sellig at 29 to 31 cents per
We find there were manufactured lu 1881 lu bushel, and lu Detroit from 28 to 29 cents. It
Canada $8,113,055 wort of woollen goods, while must be borne in mdi that while the Canadian
accordia to the amount of raw materia imported measure 18 34 pounds to the bushel, in the nnited
we shouf have manufactured $9,842,000 worth. States mk is 32 pounds to the bushel, o that
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relatively oats are just as high in the United States
market as they are in the Canadian market, when
you calculate the difference in weight, and yet we
are told that if corn were allowed free, it would
be a great injury to this country. We imported
something like 15,000,000 lbs. of pork from the
United States and if we go back to 1877 we find
we exported $800,000 worth more of all kinds of
meat than we imported into the country at that time.
At the sane time we imported over 8,000,000
bushels of Indian corn. At the present time we
import over $1,000,000 worth of meat more than
we export, but we only import at present a little
over 2,000,000 bushels of Indian corn. At the
time we imported 8,000,000 bushels of Indian corn,
our oats stood higher in the market, compared with
oats in the United States, than they do to-day ;
and yet hon. gentlemen opposite tell us reciprocity
would ruin the farmers. Why, Sir, the Govern-
ment has told us steadily from 1878 down to the
present time, that it was their policy to bring
about reciprocity with the United States. The
hon. the First Minister told us that the only way
to bring about reciprocity was to have a retalia-
tory tariff to bring the United States to their
senses. Now, we are placed in this position, that if
the Government want to obtain reciprocity, which
we on this side of the House have always argued for,
I believe they have now an oprtunity, and if
they do not embrace it, and obtain for us that
which I believe will relieve the farmers of this
country more than anything else that could be
done for them, they are not true to their own
policy as declared since 1878; they are not
true to the statements made by Sir Charles
Tupper in 1888 when lie came down to this House
and stated that it was the policy of the Govern-
ment, as it had been the policy of the Reform
Government when in power, to get reciprocity
with the United States at as early a day as possi-
ble. I hold that there is nothing we could get
that would confer such benefit on the farmers of
the Dominion of Canada as free and unrestricted
trade. Now, hefore I close, I am going to give a
few statements that I heard in a well delivered
sermon last Sunday evening. The preacher said
it would be ridiculous to admit that the Govern-
ment cannot control the avarice of corporations.
Why, Sir, at the very time the preacher made that
statement, it occurred to me that it was true that
the Government cannot control the avarice of cor-
porations. Why did the Government call the
members of this House together on the 16th of
January when they were not ready ? They
knew that the corporations would not bring
pressure upon them until the House had met.
We were here for a month, and the corporations
were here. The corporations may be called the
tail and the Government the dog, and the tail
wagged the dog, and it has continued to wag. The
corporations controltheGovernmentof this country.
Then, the preacher said that we should insist
upon the economic value of all honest labor, and
no individual should be allowed to take out of an
industry more than he had put in. If the Premier
was in the church, I hope he benefited from that
sermon, and will take the advice of the preacher
and give every man the just reward of his labor,
and not compel me and every other farmer in the
Dominion of Canada, when we go to buy an agri-
cultural implement, for every $100 to the manufac-

Mr. McMiLN (Huron).

turer to pay $35 to the treasury,or to some manufac-
turer in the shape of taxes. Then, the preacher
said that the golden rule of political economy that
ought to prevail was to allow every individual to
sell the fruits of his labors in the dearest market
in the world and to buy in the cheapest. No
sounder political economy was ever preached, and
the gentleman who announced that doctrine I have
been told is a strong Conservative; but being a
minister of the gospel, he no doubt feels the injustice
that is done to a large number of the people of this
country, and wishes that justice and righteousness
should prevail on the face of the earth, and that
the Government of this country should do justice
to all classes. He further stated that society is in
a barbarous condition so long as every man does
not reach the honest rewards of his labor.

An hon. MEMBER. Who is the preacher?
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The Rev. Mr.

Herridge. He went on to say that it was the duty
of the Government to find out what was the proper
policy for a nation to pursue, and to teach the
people to follow it. I only hope the gentleman
may preach that sermon wherever he goes, and I
hope that when members of the Government go on
their knees to-night, they will think upon their ac-
tions for the last ten years and the injustice they
have perpetrated on the farmers of the Dominion
of Canada. Let them pray earnestly that they may
get forgiveness for the great evil they have perpe-
trated, and resolve to do better in time to come.

Mr. FISHER. I do not propose to make any
lengthened address, but there are a few things
which I think it is absolutely necessary should be
said before this vote is taken. First, I must ex-
press my surprise that the hon. Minister of Finance,
when le introduced his resolutions, showed an
incomprehensible disregard of the actual state of
affairs in this country, when he said that our far-
mers and fishermen were fairly prosperous. I will
not quote those resolutions which have been so
frequently put before this House to show the absur-
dity and inaccuracy of this statement. I quoted
them on a former occasion ; but there are one or
two which have come from the Province of Quebec
since that date which I think proper to put before
my hearers. I will first, however, refer to the re-
solution which was passed in that great parliament
of farmers in the Province of Ontario, the Central
Farmers' Institute, at the meeting at which they
discussed the question of the agricultural depres-
sion. A report was presented to the meeting by
a committee which had been directed to consider
that question, and this is how they wound up that
report :

"As to the roper remedy for any or all of these causes,
opinion may i fier to a wide extent, but your committee
believe that the following suggestions are along the line
in which at ieast a measure of relief might be obtained:
(1) Free entrance to the markets where our produts have
to be disposed of; and your committee would strongly
advise that in future all legislation in regard to import
duties be in the direction of lowering those duties."
Then they agreed to this resolution :

" Whereas, we consider the present high tarif is very
injurions to the agricultural interests, making what we
buy proportionately dearer than the products we sell;
and

" Whereas, the present high tarif has given risa to the
combine system by whieh competition is to a great extent
prevented; and

" Whereas, the agricultural interest is suffering under
a serions depression and unable to bear the strain occa-
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sioned by the tariff and the combine system aforesaid,
and as the agricultural interests represent the larger
majority of the population; that, therefore,-

" This, the Central Institute do respectfully ask the
Government to reduce the duty on articles of prime ne-
cessity to the farmer, such as iron, steel, coal, cottons,
woollens, rubbers, sugars, corn and sait, to such an extent
as to relieve the agriculturist of the unequal burden
under which he is now laboring."
It does not look as if the agriculturists asking
these things were fairly prosperous or satisfied
with their present condition. I have here a resolu-
tion passed in the little village of Danville, in the
Eastern Townships, where the dairymen of that
district were gathered at their annual meeting.
Their resolution was as f ollows :-

" Moved by Capt. Mairs, seconded by Mr. R. Allen,and
resolved: 'That it is in the interest of agriculture, that
corn, cotton seed meal and flax seed meal should be
placed on the free list, and the importation of adulterated
lard should be prohibited, and that the Federal Govern-
ment be petitioned so to do.'"
As an evidence that the farmers in that section
are not satisfied with their present condition, and
are not prosperous as they think they ought to be,
and as they would be if the Government would
yield to their desires, and consider their interests,
I have here a petitiop which was largely circulated
among the agricultural societies in Quebec, and
which a large number of them instructed their
officers to sign and forward to this Parliament.
In that petition they say, alluding to the state of
agriculture :

" That in consequence we look forward with anxiety to
the future and the competition confronting us by the
United States, and the other countries which have in the
past, and will in the future, receive of the fertility of our
soil.

We would most respectfully request
"That the following articles be placed upon the free ini-

port list, namely: Corn, cotton seed, flax seed, and all
cattle food, ground and unground. Also ail manures,
chemicals, minerais, and all materials whatsoever for the
manufacture of manure."
It was partly in consequence of this, and other de-
mands such as this, that a little while ago I took
upon myself to ask the Government to put corn
upon the free list. I know that cotton seed and
flax seed were upon the free list, of which fact
these gentlemen did not seen to be aware, and
they remain on the free list still ; but, unfortun-
ately, the Government did not see fit to take the
advice I offered. What has the Government done
to aid the farmer in this new tariff ? The Minister
of Finance said that the agriculural industry of
this country was fairly prosperous, but in almost
the same breadth lie expressed his intention to aid
the farmers and help thein out of their difficulties.
What is his remedy ? Protection and further pro-
tection. I am not going into this question at great
length, but J wish to bring the attention of the
House, as an antithesis to the Finance Minister's
proposition, the demand of the farmers, which,
briefly stated, is reduction of the duties and free
raw material. It is the duty of the Finance Minister
to meet these dernands which have been clearly and
distinctly put before him and his colleagues from
the different bodies of farmers throughout the
country and by several gentlemen on the floor of
this House. But instead of doing so, lie increases
the tax on woollens, and puts a tax on their grass
and other seeds which were formerly free. By
his re-adjustment of the tariff, he practically
forces the traders to charge higher prices on their
goods so as to ensure against loss. Those who
have gone into a calculation of the re5ult of the in-

creases of duty in this tariff and the re-adjustment
of the duties say that they amount to an imposition
of $500,000 a year of increased taxation, and I have
every reason to believe this calculation is exact.
Unfortunately, the farmer will have to bear the
greater part of this increased burden. I need only
allude, as a specimen brick in the new tariff, to the
fact that the increased duty on woollen goods is
imposed on the heavier and coarser fabrics, as the
specific duty isincreased, butthe ad valorem duty re-
mains as it was. This is an instance of the way in
which the farmers' interests are legislated against.
The Finance Minister has gone still further by
adding to the price of flour to the eastern
farmer who cannot raise wheat cheaply and
profitably, and can use his lahd for other
purposes to better advantage. But the Finance
Minister in his speech, placed in close juxtaposi-
tion to this increased duty on flour his proposition
to compensate the farmer by allowing seed for en-
silage corn in free, but lie takes care to prevent the
farmer having free choice as to what kind of seed
lie must use ; for, although he has not had any ex-
perience himself in farming, the Finance Minister
takes upon himself to dictate to the farmers the
exact kind of corn seed lie must use, whether his
experience has proved it to be the best or not. He
proposes also that the fariner shall get his molasses
and his cornmeal at a lower rate. Provided he
can fulfil the conditions, which the Minister of
Customs is sure to make as complicated as possible,
necessary to obtain a rebate on corn, which may be
kiln-dried and used as human food, the Finance
Minister, in the kindness of his heart, will allow
him to use his molasses and cornmeal together ; so
that wlien the farmer is obliged, by his depleted
purse and the increased price of flour, to substitute
Johnny cake for the wheat bread he was in the
habit of using, lie may sweeten themi by an un-
limited application of molasses instead of the butter
he might be reasonably expected to use. I wish
now to state what, in ny opinion, the Government
might have done. We want free raw material,
free corn, free artificial fertilisers, &c., and the
farmer wants a chance to buy where lie eau cheap-
est, or at any rate not to pay an outrageous tax on
articles of necessity. He has asked that when
changes are made in the tariff they should be in
the direction of lowering the duty. But what has
the Finance Minister given him ? He proposes a
reduction of duty on dry plates for photographs,
and also gives him the great and inestimable bless-
ing of being able to buy wall-paper a little eheaper
than before. The Finance Minister and his friends
propose to protect the farmer. This is their great
panacea-protection, nothing but protection. They
seemn to think that protection has been so successful
that they can apply it on every occasion. I would call
their attention to the fact that in former days, when
they tried to protect the fariner in hiswheat and wool
growing and by putting a duty on corn, what has
been the result ? That kind of protection, instead
of aiding the farmer, actually hurts him, and to-day
these farmers, who for the past eleven years have
been enjoying that protection, are calling on the
Government to put wheat and flour on the free
list ; but the Government insist on taking the
opposite course. lu this connection, I would like
to read an extract from a newspaper which hon.
gentlemen opposite cannot consider as totally op-
posed to themn, although on certain occasions it
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attacks their policy. I refer to an editorial in the
Mail newspaper of 7th February, written after the
meeting of the Farmers' Institute in Toronto, and
in which the writer puts clearly the position from
the farmers' standpoint :

" Looking at the tariff as it stands, it is difficult to
find in what particular it assists agriculture. It does not
improve prices at home when there is any sort of a crop
to seil and it certainly acts as a check rather than as an
lssistance to exportation. The British and foreign
markets to which we wish to send our surplus and to
which we must send our products in order to pay our
interest on our debts, do not respond to the upward
movement of our tariff.

'The heavier burden is being felt at this moment.
We sec this in the reduced agricultural exports, in the
loud demand for bigher import duties on fresh and salt
meat and in the interest that is everywhere apparent
with regard to the future of our foreign trade, some
seeking closer trade relations with our neighbors, others
asking that Great Britain shall discriminate in favor of
the colonies with a duty of five or ton per cent. It is not
at all desirable that the Government should come to the
rescue of the farmer with bounties or rebates. What it
should do is to reduce the tariff as to place him in a botter
position to compote with his rivals."
Here is a very clear and able exposition of the
gist of the whole matter, but, instead of this, the
Government bas proposed to assist the farmers by
granting higher protection. In other words, it is
proposed to raise the wall, and, therefore, they
have increased the duty on beef, pork, bacon and
ham. The intention may be very good, but I do
not think experience will show good results. The
Finance Minister, in speaking of this matter, said :

"Now, there is no reason in the wide world, to my
mind, why Canada should not only raise all the meat
necessary for the consumption of her own people, but
should become one of the largest exporters of these
different kinds of meat to foreign countries. It is with a
view of fostering these meat producing industries with a
fairly protective duty, that the Government have come
to the conclusion to protect the farmers by raising the
duty on these meats in this wav."
He expects that to be brought about by increasing
the duties on these commodities at home. How
could that foster our export trade ? The Minister
knows very well that the price of these articles in
the countries to which we would export them is not
regulated by what we export, which bas an inap-
preciable effect on those markets. While we might
get a' little better price out of the home market,
we cannot affect the prices of these articles in the
foreignmarket. The FinanceMinister oughttoknow
that, whenever we have a surplus and export to the
foreign country, the price in the home market is in-
variably regulated by the price for export purposes.
He cannot expect, and he knows that our farmers
will not be able to obtain an appreciably larger price
in the home market thanthey will obtain for what
they will export. I do not believe that our farm-
ers can get any great benefit from these extra
duties. The farmers will not be able to get any
greater price from the pork packers, the bacon
curers or the lard triers. I think the duty on live
hogs will prove to be a little less than the duty on
mess pork, and the pork packers will not give
any better price than before. I find by past expe-
rience, that where a business of this kind is started
it is the middlemen and not the producers who
make the benefit out of the increased duties. I
suppose there will be increased prices to the con-

numer, but I am afraid the farmer, who is the pro-
ducer, will not get the benefit of them. The home
market has been held up to us as the gret com-

nsation for all the evils from which the farmer
suffered under the protective poliey of hon.
Mr. Fiasni.

gentlemen opposite. We have been told, over and
over again, that the farmers ought to have a great
home market. I read with great attention the
speech of the President of the Council. I was sorry
I was not present, because he is always an eloquent
and able speaker, and I listen to him with plea-
sure. But I was surprised at sonie of the statements
made by him. I was astounded at the deductions
which were drawn from the facts he stated, and
one of the most extraordinary was that, as bas been
stated over and over again by the hon. gentleman
and his friends, the home market in the United
States bas enabled the farmers there to obtain
increased prices, but ho kicked over his own argu-
ment by the statement that in the New England
States the farmers are in a condition of despair,
and, in fact, are much worse off than our farmers
are. What is the comparison between the home
market which the farmers of the New England
States have and the home market which our farin-
ers have ? In the New England States there are
a number of large towns. In Massachusetts, New
York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and down to
Pennsylvania and even down to Washington and
Baltimore, you find that large cities are so close
together that, when you are on the railway, you
can scarcely get out of one before you arrive at
another. Yet, even there, the hon. gentleman says
that the farmers are in despair, that they are
leaving their faims and seeking other pursuits. Is
this an example of what is to happen to our
own fariers in eastern Canada? I do not believe
that the home market has done nuch for the
farmers in the Eastern States, and I do not
believe it will do much for our own farmers.
I agree to a certain extent with what the
President of the Council lias said in regard to the
New England States, but I must differ with some
of his statements. I know something of the New
England States. I live close to them. It is true
that I have not lived there so long as the President
of the Council, and no doubt I have not travelled
so much through those States as he bas, but I
know something about them, and, while I confess
that it is easy for the hon. gentleman to point to
certain farms in certain districts which the people
have left, districts which are depleted and farms
which are no longer profitably cultivated, yet I
know that contignous to these faris he will find
farmers who are amongst the most prosperous on
the continent of America, men who have taken
advantage of the home market to which he refers,
and who, by taking care to suit their wares to
their market, have made mioney and are pros-
perous. Those who know the New England States
know well that there is a great deal of waste
land in that country. There are immense ranges
of mountains and rocky places which it would be
folly for any farmer who understood his business
to attempt to till. On the other hand, the river
bottoms are fertile, and where the washings of the
hills have accumulated there ls good land, and
there are farmers there who are very prosperous
and who are producing the articles which are suit-
able for their home market. But, in the same
municipality with them, you will find hill-sides
which it would be folly to attempt to till. If an
investigation were made, I believe it vould be
found that the farms which are vacant are such as
I have described, that those which are worth' $2
or $3 or $4 an acre are those which it would be
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folly for any man who understood agricultural the other hand he took the average crop reports of
pursuits to try to make a living out of. I will the whole of the United States. Now, anybody
read a short extract fron the State Board of Agri- who knows anything about Ontario knows that
cultre of Vermont, the last which I was able to that Province is the garden of the American con-
obtain in the Library. A gentleman writing about tinent, and that its lands are tilled by the very
what crops the Vermont farmers should raise, says best farmers to be found iu America. The figures
this: lie quoted included not only sch favored States as

" From where I now write I can see a range of moun- Ohio, Illinois and New York, but the crop returns
tains and note the difference in the value of the clearings. also included the prairies of the west, which are
One part is a pasture noted for its productiveness, has tillod in a vory crude manner, alfhough profifably
good living springs upon it, was all or nearly all cropped enouch no
to wheat or rye, and produced large erops. Joining this de
is a large tract cleared the same way, cropped the same the Southrn States, which have generally a poor
but instead of stopping near the top of the mountain- it sou, tilled by ignorant black laborers, who know
was cleared to the very summit. Now, what is the differ- uohing ab
ence of the two ? The first w ith a heavy growth of forest
above it so protects it from the winds that snow stays to the production of crops whicl the hon. genfle-
upon it with little drifting. The natural decay of leaves nan chose for his comparison. He took these
and other forest matter is washed down by the melted figures and conpared them with the figures from
snow and rains, all of which and many more cause to
enrich, protect and water such lands on the side of our On ario, comprising, as I said, the bcst farning
mountains, but where cleared to the top and over, it lands in America, whicl land is cultivafod by the
natters but littie how rich and productive the natural besf farners on this confinent, and theii lie fakes a
soil is, and a great many years will not pass without its great deal of satisfaction
showing signs of deterioration." i loigta aaishowng sgns f dteriratin."presents a gr'eat supcriorify over the Ifnited States.
There is another point to which I wish to allude in So I sny flat his comparison is not fair, and the
connection with the statement ofthe Presidentofthe Minister could fot have appreciated the way
Council. These farms in the New England States lu which lie -as mislcading and deceiving his
have licu tilled far longer than our farms in the hearers and fhe wav in which cis words, if
Eastern Provinces. It is true that ail over the they went fo the coUintry without explanaion,
eastern part of this continent we have, to a large would be likely to deceive and mislead the people.
excteuf, exlausted the native fertility of fthe soil. tow. we do not pretend o deny tha the farners

it those New England farms have been tilled for of ftie Unit d State s are suffering the farners of
a undred yearg longer than the farms in flhc East- England are suffering. The world is coming
erni Provinces of Canada, ani if is not fo lie wo0n- under new conditions, owing f0 the opcnîing up of

ored at if at lengfh their fertilif y has liccome channels of communication be een sc iforent coun-
exhausted, and the farmers are feeling the effects tries, and ne N fields are bein, brought intro the
of if. But, aithougli fis stafe of affairs exisfs in mnarkets of the world, and farmers are being handi-
tlic New En(land States, I kiiow fliat during the capped as tey nover were before. But the fact
last season tIe pricos of soîne farm produts have, that fh farmers of the lnite States are snffering
lcen lowr in the LUnited Staftos than tlity are in does not disprove the facf that fe policy of f
Eastern Canada, but if is only wifhîn the lasf year hon, gentleman is f blaine for the sufiring
tiat suci lias been flac case. Alfiiongli our farms aongsf te farmers of Canada. WH see tat the
lhave nof been tilled nearly s0 long, an( our far- farmers of fe Unied States, ii their various

iers have not been under fhe baneful influences organisaions, are profesfing vigorously agaist
of protection nearly 50 long, our farmers are flae profecti o tarif, and are asking tf h re-
rapi(Ilyreachiing a condition whic will\ery soonh glieded frofa ftic burden cf taxation under

presente are superority over the ftdSates.

bsolutely worse fhan tsat on his other sneompar, and the
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The Minister of Finance has refused us free corn;
but, contrary to the tenor of the remarks of the
Minister of Customs, he has undertaken to give us
a rebate on certain corn. He has arranged to give
a rebate on corn, not fed to animals for export,
but when prepared and eaten ourselves. In other
words, we are not allowed to take the corn ahd
feed it to our cattle and get the advantage of a
rebate, but the hon. Minister insists that in order
to get the advantage of this tariff we must feed the
corn to ourselves. I prefer to feed my corn to my
cattle rather than to myself, and I think it is more
suitable food for them than for me. We, in this
country, do not raise any quantity of corn. We
raise coarse grains for various purposes, and in
Ontario notably they raise barley, which they can
sell at a higher price than corn. It is natural,
that we in this country should import, and we will
continue to import, notwithstanding the increased
duty of the hon. gentleman, a very large quantity
of pork products, bacon, ham and so on. If the
hon. Minister had enabled us to have free corn to
feed to our animals, we would have been much
better able to supply the home market with those
products than we are under the present condi-
tions and with the increased duties. The seven
cents per bushel duty on corn is a much greater
hardship to the farmer in feeding pork than is
the advantage of the extra duty placed on
pork, even as regards controlling the home
market, while the latter is of no use in enabling
him to secure an export trade. It is well known
among farmers to-day that the only solution
of the agricultural question is to reduce the
cost of production. Competition is so keen that,
unless our farmers are able to place the products
on the market at the very lowest prices, they have
no chance to secure business, and an import duty
on those products does not aid us to decrease the
cost of production, it simply enables us to fleece
our neighbors who are obliged to buy our products.
But if the Government had given us free raw
material in the shape of corn, also free artificial
fertilisers and free seeds, our farmers would be
able to reduce the cost of production and have been
able togo to work at once and compete with a much
better chance of securing profit and increasing their
trade. There is one particular item in regard to the
export trade to which I desire to allude, and it is ex-
traordinary. From the Provinces of Quebec, Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick we exported last year
live cattle to the value of $62,000, which, accord-
ing to a calculation of the hon. member for South
Huron (Mr. McMillan), would be worth about $13
per head. They were the unfinished products
which were exported to the United States, to be
fed with the cheap corn which the New England
farmers are able to obtain from the west without
paying duty, and after feeding them they sent the
animals back to the Maritime Provinces to be eaten
by the people there. What is the actual loss in
that trade last year? While we exported live cat-
tle from those Provinces, as I have said, to the
United States, of the value of $62,000, we imported
from the United States beef to the value of $167,-
000. Can anything be a more suicidal commercial
transaction? I do not know of any. We send
over lean cattle, and the farniers of the United
States, having the cheap corn, are able to fatten
them and return them to this country in the shape
of beef. Duty has to be paid on those cattle when

Mr. FIsHER.

they go to the United States, and on the beef when
it comes into this country; and the result is that
the people who eat the beef have to pay higher
prices for it, and the farmers of the United States
reap the larger profits. A more complete ex-
posé of the fallacy and extraordinary charac-
ter of the present policy cannot be placed
before the House. What do the Government
propose ? They propose to raise the tariff
higher than before, they are throwing down a
challenge to our neighbors to enter on a war of
tariffs. I did not expect it of the Government, I
did not even expect the Finance Minister to be so
reckless ; I thought that, although the gentlenfan
who was the greatest statesman of the party is now
High Commissioner in London, his shadow and
spirit would have controlled them even up to the
present time, and they would not have dared to take
this step. But after reading the speech of the Presi-
dent of the Counciland the announcement he made,
I suppose with the approval of his colleagues, that
lie is not in favor of any kind of reciprocity any-
longer, the murder is out. We know now with
what we have to deal. The hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) endorsed that petition, but
the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White)
said he did not go so far, that he was not prepared
to go that extent, and I rather thought he would go
very far against reciprocity and conciliation with the
United States. But I was glad to find that that
hon. gentleman, showing his usual independence,
was prepared to come out, and at all events utter a
word of caution to the President of the Council and
,his colleagues in the Administration. I am rather
surprised that the President of the Council was
chosen to place before the House a statement of
that kind. He has not generally spoken in that
sense. Some hon. members can look back to the day
when he made a very important speech in this House,
in the course of which he pinned his faith to recipro-
city, and in which, although he asked for a higher
tariff to be passed, lie said he did not want to force
a war of tariffs, but he said he was in favor of reci-
procity of tariffs because lie wished to enforce reci-
procity of trade. I need not, however, go so far
back as that speech. The hon. gentleman has had
abundant opportunities since that time to make
this announcemnent. The question of reciprocity
has been brought up on various occasions, and hon.
members on this side of the louse have stated
themselves in favor of it. Never, until the other
night, has the bon. gentleman spoken in that
direction. Nay, more. Last summer I met the
hon. gentleman on the hustings in the Eastern
Townships, and be made a long address dealing
with reciprocity, but be did not go so far as he did
the other night. On the contrary, he said lie was
in favor of reciprocity in agricultural products.
He pointed to the statutory offer which hon. gentle-
men opposite always point to when they deal with
this question, and said he and his friends were in
favor of agricultural reciprocity, although not
in favor of unrestricted reciprocity. I was sur-
prised that that bon. gentleman, coming from
the Eastern Townships as I do, should have made
that statement, but he is not alone in his party in
his former sentiments with regard to reciprocity.
We know what the leader of the Government has
said on various occasions, and I happened to corne
aeross some remarks of the First Minister, made not
later than 1884, when my hon. friend from Queen's,
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P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), moved in favor of unrestricted
reciprocity and which remarks will bear quotation
to the House :

'' I do not know any reason why the hon. member who
moved this or the seconder, laid before the House these
elaborate statements to show the value of reciprocal trade
or trade of any kind with the United States. That is ad-
mitted. That goes without saying. We all admit that it
would be well that we had a large trade with the United
States, rather than a small one ; and I think Canada as
compared in ber action with the action of the United
States, has done everything that she could well do in
order to secure that desirable object."
Here was the leader of the Government in 1884
asserting most positively that he was in favor of
limited reciprocity, but still reciprocity, and boast-
ing of the fact that be and his Government had
done all they could to accomplish that fact. But
now we hear the President of the Council declaring
himself practically against all kinds of reciprocity,
and what occasion is this on which he does so? It
is at a time when in the United States there are
two parties fighting on this very question ; it is at
a time when we know there are two propositions
before the Congress of the United States, just as
there are two propositions before this House and
before the people of Canada. We have on the one
hand in the United States the H itt resolution
which comes very close to the proposition made
from this side of the House, and on the other hand
we have the McKinley resolution which imposes a
prohibitory tariff on Canadian products. I can only
conclude from the remarks of the Finance Minis-
ter, and from the remarks of the President of the
Council, that the McKifuley Bill is the one which
they desire to see brought into force. They can-
not expect anything else from the Congress of the
United States, for at the very time Congress
is asked to pass judgment on these resolutions
the Miejster of Finance says: " We will no
longer keep our standing offer on our Statute-
books; we do not want even the limited reciprocity
we have had, we will not have reciprocity even in
natural products." What answer can we expect
from the people to this ? The only answer we can
expect, and I fear it is the only one we will get, is,
that the United States will put in force these severe
tariff restrictions which have been proposed in the
McKinley resolution. Let us see what will be the
result of this. For some weeks we have had these
tariff resolutions before us and during that time I
have met many farmers from my own district, and
I have had correspondence with many others. I
have heard what was going on, and I have seen
what was written in the newspapers, but I have
lot met with any farmer or with any one who takes
any interest in the agiculture of this country, but
who is fully aware of the fact that if these resolu-
tions become the law of the United States, we, the
Canadian farmers, will suffer materially and
severely. If there were any dishonor in any way
whatever to Canada, in the proposition which we
nake, I would be the last to advocate it, but when
we find that there is a large section, if not an abso-
lute majority, of the people of the United States
who are prepared to meet us half way in arranging
our trade relations, it seems to me the height of
folly that our people should refuse to meet them
and refuse to try and bring about a reasonable and
Proper understanding on this question of recipro-
city. Although I believe this question of recipro-
city affects every industry in this country, al-though I believe that our manufacturing industries,

and our trade and commerce will be benefited
enormously by the most unlimited measure of re-
ciprocity we can bring about, still I believe that
the interests of the farmers more than that
of any other class are involved, and that it is
more to their advantage than to any others,
that reciprocity should be obtained. I will give
you an instance of what will be the result of the two
policies now before the people of Canada and the
people of the United States. My hon. friend from
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) proposes
an amendment, of which I will quote the last para-
graph as it is a concise statement of its purport.
It says

" That the additional taxation which is now sought to
impose will still further increase the burthens of the
people, and is likely still further to aggravate the dis-
tress unhappily existing among a large portion of the
farming population of this Dominion, and that under such
circumstances it is the bounden duty of this Ilouse, in-
stead of adding to the existing oppressive taxation, to
apply itself to the reduction of the burdens now imped-
ing the progress and prosperity of the principal producing
classes of the Dominion, and for this purpose to abolish
or reduce the taxes now imposed on articles of prime
necessity to farmers, miners, fishermen and other pro-
ducers."

While be proposes that we shall have unrestricted
reciprocity with the United States the hon. gentle-
men opposite propose just the reverse, viz., the rais-
ing and the increasing of the tariff wall between us
and that country. I have applied the two policies to
one article which is largely exported from my own
Province. Hay is largely exported from the Pro-
vince of Quebec to the United States, and there is
a duty of $2 per ton upon hay going into that
country. Under that duty our people can with a
moderate degree of profit export that hay, and it
is a business which is largely carried on, as may be
seen by a reference to the Trade and Navigation
Returns. Last year Canada exported $822,000 of
hay to the United States. We propose to make
hay free going into the United States by means of
obtaining unrestricted reciprocity, and thereby
giving the farmer $2 per ton more on all his
hay. The policy of the hon. gentlemen opposite
proposes to make the United States duty on
hay 84, a practically prohibitory duty, which
will absolutely shut out that nearly a million
of dollars worth of hay going to the United States.
Such a policy will prevent our people reaping the
profit of that export trade, and will throw on the
people, especially of the Province of Quebec, a
large amount of land which to-day is not very suit-
able for other agricultural operations. In this
way the market of this country will be glutted to
such an extent that the prices will be largely re-
duced, and there will be no consumption for that
hay which we now export. Any one who knows
farming knows that that land cannot be changed
in one or two years so as to make it suitable for
other crops. This is a fair specimen of the way in
which the two policies now before the people of
this country will affect the faimers of Canada,
and I think it is a very fair example indeed.
I would not venture to characterise that policy in
the way I heard it characterised a little while ago
by one of their own friends, but I cannot help
thinking that the epithet applied to it was a pretty
correct one. An hon. meinber opposite during this
debate, the hon. member for Welland (Mr. Fer-
guson) said :
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'Whoever heard before of people trying to make a bar-

gain, as hon. gentlemen opposite seem to be trying to
make a bargain with the United States decrying what
they have to sell? If they are striving to have reciprocity
on fair terms with the United States, why do not hon.
gentlemen do as any man would do if he was selling a horse
or any other commodity-let the other people find out the
bad qualities? "

Now, T confess that I do not want to see our state-
craft in this country carried on in the way in which
horse jockeys do their trading; I do not want to
see in this country what I might call horse-trading
politicians. I would not have characterised the
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite in this way if
their own follower had not thus characterised it.
I think it bad enough for men gith no great repu-
tation to trade horses in that way, and try to take
advantage of and cheat their neighbor as much as
they can ; but when an hon. member gets up in
this House and asks the people of Canada to en-
dorse such a policy, T (o not think it is a very
dignified procedure, and I regret to think that the
hon. gentleman should suppose that his own friends
would be guilty of a horse-jockying statecraft like
this ; but I think it is a sufficient condemnation of
their policy. It is not undignified, but it is only self-
respecting and dignified on our part to hold out the
olive branch to the people of the United States. I do
not think that in doing that we should be lowering
our dignity so much as we would by following the
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite. Now, the hon.
memlber for South Oxford has announced an alter-
native ; lie has moved an amendment of which I
have just quoted the last paragraph ; and I feel
convinced that it is my duty to vote for that
amendment in preference to the resolutions the
hon. Finance Minster has proposed. If that is
not carried in this House, I have confidence that
when the people of the country come to judge be-
tween the two policies, the farmers at all events,
who are the largest class of voters in the country,
will feel that the hon. member for South Oxford
has understood their needs and interests and has
sympathised with them, and that they will support
and endorse that policy. At any rate, I know
full well that the vote I am going to give will be
entlorsed, not only by the people I represent, but
by the other people in the Eastern Townships,
whom I feel I have a better right to represent than
the hon. President of the Council in the utterances
he has given in this debate.

Mr. TURCOT. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, at
this advanced hour of the evening, T shall not long
occupy the attention of the House with the dis-
cussion of the subject which bas been brought
before our consideration during three or four days.
Since the beginniing of this discussion I have heard
speeches from both sides of the House. But not-
withstanding the eloquent speeches made by the
hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown), as
well as by the member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson)
I cannot be persuaded that there is, at the present
time, as much prosperity in the Dominion of
Canada as they wish to make us believe. The
question which is now occupying us is a question of
general interest, and having the honor to represent
an agricultural county, I believe that it is my
duty to say a few words to explain the vote
which I shall have to give on the amendment of
the hon. member for Oxford South (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright). A great deal has been said about
prosperity on the other side of the House ; but, Mr.

Mr. FISHER.

Speaker, no argument has been advanced to
convince me that there is any great prosperity in
the country. According to my idea, the signa of
prosperity in a country should. be nianifested by an
increase in commerce, an increase :n exportations,
an excess of exportations over importations, and,
in short, I believe that the best sign of prosperity
of a country is a rapid increase in the population.
ln examining the Trade and Navigation Returns
we find that there has been no increase in
navigation since 1874. In 1874, the sum total of
our commerce was $217,565,510, and in 1889, the
sum total was only $204,414,098; that is to say, a
decrease of $13,000,000 between the two periods.
Now, if we take the years 1883 and 1889, we find a
difference of nearly $26,000,000. In 1883 the sum
total of our commerce was $230,339,826, whilst last
year it was only $204,414,098. It is impossible
to see in these figures any signs of prosperity,
since our commerce instead of increasing has
decreased. I said that another sign of prosper-
ity was in the increase of exportation. If we
again examine the Trade and Navigation Returns
we find that our exports, in 1883, amounted
to $98,085,304 ; and in 1889 they were $89,189,167 ;
that is to say, a difference of over $9,000,000. Thus,
then, notwithstanding the speeches of the hon.
members on the right, we cannot, in these figures,
see any sign of prosperity. The third sign of
prosperity of which I have spoken, is an excess
of exportations over importations. In examining
into the amount of our importations, T find that
in 1883 we exported to the amount of $98,085,804,
and that we imported to the amount of 5132,254,-
022; that is to say, that there was an excess of
importations over exportations of more than $34,-
000,000. In 1889, the last year for which we have
the returns, we had an excess of $26,000,000 of
importations over our exportations. And, if we
take the total amount si1Ice Confederation, we find
that our exportations amounted to $1,834,344,456,
and that our importations amounted to $2,285,361, -
310, orasurplus of importationsover exportations of
S451,016,854; making an average per year of $20,-
500,000. It is, therefore, impossible to see in
these figures any sigris of prosperity in our coun-
try. Mr. Speaker, in reading the speech of the
hon. Minister of Finance, I perceive that lie tells
us that we are in an era of prosperity, because the
Customs and Excise revenues are increasing. He
tells us that in 1881 the Government revenues,
arising from all sources, were $29,635,297, and
that in 1889, the last fiscal year, these revenues
amounted to $38,762,870,- making an increase of
$9,147,573. These figures are perfectly correct; but,
Mr. Speaker, I believe that a surplus in the taxes,
especially when the population is not increasing,
denotes rather a sign of decay than of pros-
perity. The fourth sign of prosperity that I have
mentioned is a rapid increase in the popula-
tion. Now, Mr. Speaker, taking the two years
mentioned by the hon. Minister of Finance, 1881
and 1889, I see that in 1881 the population
of Canada was 4,324,000, and in 1889 it was
5,075,000, that is to say, an increase of 751,000,
or 17ý per cent. Now, if we take into account the
immigrants who come here at our expense from
foreign countries, and who, according t8 statis-
tics, reach the number of 750,000, we find tbat
our population has remained stationary since 1881,
and that there has been no increase. I said,
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a moment ago, that the hon. Minister of Finance
announced, in his Budget speech, that we
were in an era of prosperity, seeing there was
an increase over the revenues of the consolidated
funds of $9,147,573, from 1881 to 1889. That is to
say, that in 1881 the revenues were $29,635,297,
and in 1889 they were $38,762,870. The reason
of this increase is easily understood. It is
due to an increase of taxes upon importations.
Thus, in 1874, we imported to the value of $128,-
213,582. The duties collected upon this sum
amounted to $14,421,882.67, or 111 per cent. In
1878 the figure for importations was $93,081,787,
and the taxes levied amounted to $12,795,697.17,
or 13' per cent. I now take the figures for 1880,
the period of the inauguration of the National
Policy ; the importations amounted to $86,489,747,
the taxes amounted to $14,138,849.42, or 161 per
cent. Whilst in 1874 our importations amounted
to $128,000,000 in round numbers, the duties levied
amounted merely to $14,000,000; that is to say,
that there was a difference of $42,000,000 upon the
importations, and that the amount from taxes was
the same. This result is very easy to understand.
It is that in 1878, after the inauguration of the
National Policy, a tariff of 35 per cent. was im-
pose(d upon ma'nufactured articles, instead of 171
per cent. as it was in 1874. There is the kind of
prosperity such as understood by the hon. Minister
of Finance, according to his argument. Now, let
us take the amount of importations in 1881. They
amounted to $105,330,840; the duties levied to
818,500,785.97, or 17, per cent. on the total
amount of our importations. In 1883, importations
8132,254,022; duty collected, $23,172,308.97, or
J 37 per cent., making an average of six per cent.
higher than in 1874. In 1887, during the first
session that I had the honor of sitting here, there
was an amendment to the tariff. In 1887 the
importations anounted to $115,224,931 ; the taxes
collected amounted to $23,784,523.23 ; that is to
say, that with a deficit in the importations of
817,000,000 as compared with 1883, the taxes were
the same as in 1883. Now, if we compare these
figures with the population, we shall see that in
1868 the tax per head was $2.62 ; these taxes have
risen year by year to about $6 per head. Well,
if we seek for signs of decay in a country, I believe
the rapid increase in its debt, the rapid increase of
its expense and taxes, are exactly what we should

look upon as indications of such decay. Let us
look at the state of our debt. In 1881 it amounted
to 8155,395,740.40 ; in 1889 it amounts to $237,-
530,041.65, or an increase, in that space of time, of
882,134,261.25, equal to 53 per cent. more.
In 1881 the debt of Canada was $35.76 per head ;
in 1889 it is $46. 50. The expenditure has increased
very nearly in the saie proportion. In 1881 it
was $25,502,554.42, and in 1889 it was $36,917,-
834.76, making an amount per head of the popula-
tion of $5.90 for 1881, and of $7.27 for 1889. If
we now calculate the amount of such expenditure
per day, counting 365 days in the year, we find
that in 1881 this expenditure was $69,870.01, and
in 1889 it was $101,144.78 per day. The increase
1n taxation has also increased at the same ratio.The taxes in 1871 were about $4 per head ; in
1881 they were $5.53 a head, and in 1889 $6.03.
Thus, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the prosperityabout which they hold forth to us from the otherside of the House, we see that our taxes and our

debt are rapidly increasing, whilst our commerce
is diminishing, whilst our populatien remains
stationary, and whilst our imports exceed our
exports. All the speakers whom I have heard
have said that on our side we do our best to cry
down the credit of our country. Well, Mr.
Speaker, there are some truths which are sad to
tell, but they must be told. I represent an essen-
tially agricultural county, and I believe that it is
difficult at this time, for those who know the
farmers, and who keep themselves informed of
their condition every day, to say that they are in
a prosperous state. It cannot be said that they
are not courageous, for they always strive to pros-
per from year to year ; but I am certain that the
bon. Minister of Finance, when he tells us that
the farmers' incomes are no less than in ordinary
years, and that on the whole they are in a pros-
perous state, does not know much about their
condition. It is true that we cannot expect any-
thing from the Government in favor of the farier,
because, according to the speeches which we have
heard from the hon. Minister of Finance and from
his supporters, these gentlemen assert that the
farmers are rich. We cannot, then, believe that
they will do anything for the farmers because they
think that they want nothing. Does not the
hon. Minister of Finance know that the greater
part of the farmners work and pay discount upon
their future ? Does be not know that farmers, in
years such as those through which we are now
passing, begin by getting into debt, paying dis-
count upon the future, and finally, when they find
themselves in a position when it is impossible for
them to pay their debts, they sell their farms, and
whatever reinains to them to go to the United
States ? If the Governinent knows the condition
of the farmer, I have no doubt that it will apply
a remedy to it. But for all answer the Govern-
ment tells the farmers, particularly those of the
Province of Quebec, that it will give themn protec-
tion by inposing an increased duty of 25 cents
upon flour, when we know that there are not 10
per cent. of the farmers who do not buy flour
during six months of the year. Truly these
gentlemen make me think of the physician who
was attending a sick person to whom it was neces-
sary to give violent poisons. He begins by admin-
istering a small dose and he increases the dose
gradually, and his patient finishes by being able to
take a quantity of poison that would kill any one
who had not been accustomed to it. Just so is it
with protection. They began in 1878 by imposing
a tax of 50 cents a barrel on flour, and now that
the farmers have continued to keep these gentlemen
in power, that tax bas this year been increased
by 25 cents, and if the farmers do not grumble too
much, it is certain that in a few years, they will
finish the dollar, the tax being gradually adminis-
tered like the poison. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope
that the farmers of the Province of Quebec, under-
stand that tax. It is true that the Minister of
Finance said that to make amends he would take
the tax off molasses, but I must here remark that
people use much more flour than molasses or black
strap, as it is commonly called. If the Government
labors to protect the farmer, I believe that it is
not on molasses that they would levy taxes because
in the Province of Quebec the farmers possess fine
groves of maples and make a great quantity
of sugar and syrup. If the hon. Minister of
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Finance doubts this, as I intend spending some the largest market that we have, is only worth 9
days in the country during the Easter holidays, I or 10 cents a pound.
will bring him soine latire and sugar, to show him Mr. DESJARDINS. How mach? When did
that a great deal of sugar and syrup is manufac- you leara that?
tured in the Province of Quebec, and he will see Mr. TIRCOT. I did not learn that from the
that he should take some other means to protect statistics. I ar a dealer in that article and have
them than by providing molasses at a low price. seen for myseif. I have at this present time several
Mr. Speaker, several speakers who have spoken tubs of butter on the market, and if I could find
about the duty on flour have told us that such a of the hon. Ministers to give me 13 cents for
tax has not increased the price of flour. The
hon. Minister of Finance tells us that the cts shoud e qute ats e tha profi o
revenue for the last year was increased $106,015 cents a p nd It on haes th t the isn
by the tax upon flour. Then, who pays this

sun Fri tetx nfor(oe ho is in the trade, and who bas articles of thissum ? For if the tax on flour does not increasee
anyting ho dos hehop tomak updescription upon the market, bas no need ofanything, how does he hope to make up 1Ltayoebleem h ihs

the loss of $60,000 caused by diminishing the tax statistics.
uponmolsse? Hetels u tht th reova ofbut I can say upori the authority of the best houses

upon molasses ? fie tells us that .the remnoval of
the tax on nolasses is to compensate farmers for a in Montreal, who sdi butter on commission, that
diminution of the tax on flour. He, therefore, good butter is now sold at from 9 to Il cents,
hopes to make up on flour the diminution of the and 1 have seen creainery butter sold lately
revenues on syrup. I heard a certain merchant at 15. The hon. member for Napierville (Mr.
who loved competition, and who thought to make Ste. Marie) who is a dealer in hay, informs

his fortune, say, that lie decided to sell molasses O at rin lu 30cn s for 32 a tts
and syrup at cost price to attract custon. Cus- g
tomers came in abundance, but only bought mo- called good prices for agriculturalproducts. Well,

lasses and syrup, and at the end of two or three o
years the merchant was obliged to assign. I hope ign markets, since we produce more than Me
the Government may not becone bankrupt, but Iconsume. Because there is no doubt that if the
also hope that at the next elections the electors population of Canada consured les, than it pro.
will thank him for bis molasses and his syrup and duced prices would be higher; but as we produce

thattheywil be nclied o suportmenmore than we consume we inust flnd a market to
that they will be inclined to support men who are di f s du Tb e *ht
opposed to taxes upon flour, which is an article of se o ou sipus promu c i elains
the first necessity. The hon. Minister of Finance be te by Stalsi coria elatn
has besides announced great prosperity to us, for ith te ted Se Fr, i st of the
he tells us that this year there is a surplus of one b
million and more. This is about the best argument'Trade and Navigation Returns, the United

be bs gien s; bt, f I onsat te Trde States buy the greater part of our products. Ihie has given us ; but, if I consult the Tradel
and Navigation Returns, I find that in 1888 the 1888 our exports to England amounted to $40,084,-

taxe wer $2,177413 andin 189 hey ere984; to the United States they ainounted to $42,-taxes were $28,177 ,413, and in 1889 they were
$30,613,522; that is to say, that there is an excess 72,065; or a difference in favor of the United States
of taxes in 1889 of one million and a half over 1888. of two millions and a haf; in 1889 the exports
That is where the signs of prosperity of the hon. to England amounted to $38,105,126; to the
Miister of Finance are t be found. This yearhal i favor

the ion. Minister of innance thoun h yughter of the United States. I say, therefore, that the

reconstruct the tariff anew rhought ie h United States is the most natural market that we

taxes still more. He finds his present surplus in
taxes imposed upon the people, and he does not hay. 1 believe that the only narket that we can
consider himself prosperous enough I suppose, forof the United States. Thus,
he i amen the tarft en ety pros- lu 1889 we exported 82,308 tons of hay to thelieis meningthetarff o, akenex yer pos-United States, or a value of $822,381. Moreover,
perous also. And he tells us that the present
Government has inaugurated a systemn of protection hshai txdoteamu f$2proan

Govrnîentbasinagurteda sstea o prtecionthe poor farmer is obliged to work hard to harvest
under which the country has prospered, and that
he intends to continue in. I believe that he is agricultural implements. Is this what we under
mistaken. I believe that the National Policy has stand byprotection to farmers? Let us see now
brought prosperity to the Conservative party but about horses. 164 horses were exported to Eng-
has not made the country prosperous, that is to say land, representing a value of $26,975; 17,277
the party of consumers. I have no doubt that he hors
is satisfied, but the people are not so well satisfied. es were or $2, the, nited ats, rere
The bon. President of the Council (Mr. Colby) in his seti a value of $2,113,n82. tha sniued Seado
speech of the 27th March, admitted that our people kets? I have no statistics of lambs, nevirthe-
were emigrating to the United States by hundreds of Inar
thousands ; but he said also later on in his speech,-
the translation is my own: " I can affirm that if can buy, in my own parish, as well as i the
our farmers were more prosperous than those of surrounding parishes; and in spite of a duty of 20
Vermont or New York it is because we have pro-per cent., wich makes a tax of nearly 50 cent a

tectd teraupo ou marets ina ianro- head, we seli lambs to the United States M~ cents,tected them upon our markets, in a manner so 6 etadsmtms8 etdae hno
that they can sell off their products at reasonable 60 centa met
prices at our local markets." Does not the hon.
President of the Council know what the price Mr. CIMON. And calves?
of agricultural products are on our marketa ? Mr. TURCOT. I wil speak about them soon.
Thus, butter upon the Montreal market, which is I see that last year we exported to England 43,417

Mr. TTinoT.
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sheep, amounting in value to $303,009, and we
exported 307,779 to the United States, amounting
to $918,334. The American market is again, there-
fore, the natural market for this product. As to
eggs, Mr. Speaker, we exported 98 dozens to Eng-
land, amounting to $18, whilst during the same
period we exported 14,011,017 dozens to the United
States, making an amount of $2,156,725. As a
great deal has been said about barley by our
friends from the Province of Ontario, I shall excuse
iyself from speaking about it. Let us now
pass on to potatoes. Two years ago 1, myself,
bought and despatched, from the station at Ste.
Julie, about 10,000 bushels of potatoes, and
was compelled to pay 15 cents duty to the
United States. Not a year passes without a large
quantity of potatoes being exported to the United
States. If it were not for this duty of 15 cents
per bushel upon potatoes, that would be a great
source of income to our farmers, particularly in
counties such as that which I represent. Last
year we exported 444 bushels of potatoes ta
England and 717,668 to the United States. We
lost on horses, on account of the duties which we
had to pay, more than $400,000, on sheep over
$180,000, on hay $164,616, and on potatoes $107,-
650.20. The only means then of protecting the
farmers would be to obtain free trade between the
United States and Canada. Our farmers produce
more than they need for their consumption, and
we necessarily require a market to dispose of our
surplus products. But we are told that free trade
between the United States and Canada would
destroy the trade of our manufactures. I do not
believe that there are many men who are inclined
to maintain that trade in the country is in a pros-
perous condition. I find in the Journal of Cont-
merce, page 124, a speech made by Mr. Bosquet,
of La Banque du Peuple, in which he tells us:

" The considerable increase in the number of failures
during the last year forms the dark side of the picture.
The reports of commercial agencies point out in the
Province of Quebec, in 1889, 651 failures, as against 482 of
the preceding year, an increase of 169. The total
amount of liabilities in 1889 reaches $6,856,105 as against
S4,466,824 in 1888, an increase of S2,389,281."
lu 1878, when we inaugurated the system of
protection, I began to occupy myself with elections,
and I saw influential Conservatives come to our
country parts and say to the farmers: if you wish
to sell your butter for 50 cents a pound vote for
the Conservatives ; if you wish to sell your pork
for 20 cents a pound vote for the Conservatives.
The people allowed themselves to be deceived by
these fine promises. We have tried protection,
and after twelve years' trial we are now in a worse
state than that in which we were in 1878. If this
protection which was to do so much good to the
country has done nothing ; if this protection which
ought at least to have been favorable to the inter-
ests of manufacturers and merchants has not suc-
ceeded in bring prosperity to either merchants, or
manufacturers, or farmers, 1 believe that it should
be time to try some other means. I know that the
hon. members on the other side of the House have
said that they have always voted in favor of pro-
tection, and that for this reason they ought to
muaintain it. But I do not believe in that theory.
The country has its needs and ought not to work
always in the same direction; it sometimes hap-
pens that a work is done after one manner, and it
is successful, but that the following year the sys-

tem ought to be changed. If we have tried the
protective system for twelve years without any
result, and I am in a position to believe it, because
being in trade myself, having business with farmers,
having business, so to speak, with all merchants, I
am in a position to say that the country is not
prosperous ; if the protective system, I sayl has
not given any good results, why continue it ? One
thing is certain, it is that in protecting some one,
we are protecting him at the expense of others. If
we believe the papers which informed us that for
a long time the Government has been receiving
deputation upon deputation to change the tarif,
each coming to make his complaint and finding
that the tariff is in the way to make his fortune, we
may judge froin that that everything was not rosa
colored. But I do not believe that the last changes
in the tariff can be any more satisfactory, and the
hon. Minister of Finance will again receive a iumber
of deputations and appeals against that tariff. I
know that he has already received appeals against
that tariff. I received this morning from the firm
of Hudon, Hebert & Co., which I know personally,
and which is one of the best groceries in Montreal,
the following letter :-

" SIR,-We enclose you a copy of the petition presented
to the Minister of Finance, on the subject of the proposed
changes in the duties on liquors. By supporting the con-
tents of this petition you will certainly meet the views of
the trade of the Dominion.

"Yours respectfully,
"HUDON, HEBERT & CO."

Here is now a copy of the petition which has been
presented to the hon. Minister of Finance:

To the Hon. George Foster,
" Minister of Finance, Ottawa.

"SmR,-We, the undersigned, being a committee duly
nominated to represent the wine and spirit interest of the
City of Montreal, would respectfully bring to your notice
the fact that the proposed changes in the Customs tariff
relating to the duties on spirits are unsatisfactory.

" A case of imported whiskey, rum, brandy, &c., of one
dozen bottles, reputed quarts, contains not more than two
gallons. By the proposed tariff, a case is made to pay
duty upon three gallons, an excess of, at least, one gallon
over the actual contents.

" It is the universal custom to imiport spirits in bottles
at various strengths under-proof, and we would respect-
fully submit that the levying of duty on bottled spirits,
without allowing for such under-proof, is not equitable,
as when imported over-proof we have to pay extra, be-
cause it will lead ta the bottling of liquors by the pur-
chaser here, Thus the safeguard of the shippers' branded
cork and registered label will be lost and the consumer
will, in very many instances, pay a high price for inferior
and very often injurious liquor.

" We, therefore, pray that proof strength be taken as a
standard, and that over-proof be charged extra and under-
proof be allowed for in proportion. As to the contents of
cases, we ask that the duty be levied on actual measure-
ment.

" We also pray, that ginger wine, now proposed to be
classed as a cordial, be classed as a wine as heretofore.

" We would request that immediate action be taken in
this matter.

(Signed) "GILLESPIE & 00.,
"J. HOPE & 00.,
"D. MASSON & CO.,
"HUDON, HEBERT & CO.,
"H. CHAPMAN & 00.,
"WM. FARREL,
"L. CHA PUT, FILS & CIE.,
"L. A. WILSON & CO.,
"MATHIEU FRERES,
"MEAGIIER BROS. & CO.',

Thus, Mr. Speaker, you see that even before the
tariff has been put into force the Minster begins
to receive petitions asking for a change, and as
soon as it is voted deputations will continue to ar-
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rive from all parts. I believe that particularly iií
the interests of the farming class, in the interests
of the county which I have the honor of repre-
senting, we should abandon this protective sys-
tem and endeavor to have free trade with the
United States. For these reasons, I shall vote for
the amendment of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), and the Govern-
ment will certainly not be surprised to see me give
a vote of want of confidence.

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes.

Mr. McMULLEN. I cannot see why we should
depart fron the usual rule in this matter. It is
customary to bring any question of this kind before
the Printing Committee, and I cannot see why
that is not done now. Is this intended to be a
kind of advertisement for the hon. gentleman who
brought in the motion. There must be something
to induce the hon. gentleman to bring the matter
bl f th Ha d t t- d l it

Mr. MITCHELL moved the adjournment of the -
debate. through just at a time when a number of members

are not here. We require a full explanation of
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would ask the this.

hon. leader of the Opposition whether he finds Mr. GILLMOR. The explanation is, that thethat thel-e is no possibility of finishing the debate members of the committee understood there was ato-night ? large demand for the Bill, and that it was im-
Mr. LAURIER. I think it is absolutely im- portant that it shoul be circulated. The com-

possible to finish the debate this morning. Several mittee desires that the Bill should be printed, if
hon. gentlemen yet want to speak on this ques- the House is willing to grant it.
tion. Mr. JONES (Halifax). It appears to me, thnt

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In that case, I the Bil, if printed, shonld not be confined to the
hope the hon. gentleman and his friends will do Committee it should be distributed to members
their best to finish the debate at the next sitting of the fouse, so that they may deal with it.
of the House, otherwise we may be sure that it
will be continued all next week. Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) This Bih met with

very general disappointinent when it was first
Mr. LAURIER. It is certainly desirable that introduced. It contains, to my mmd, very objec-

it should be finished as early as possible, but, at tionable principles, and very objectionaile legisla-
the same time, I cannot say that it will be finished tion, which I cannot approve of in any sense or
at the next sitting. way. The fouse disapproved of it, the leader of

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I hope the hon. the Goverument pronounced against it in very
gentleman will do his best to have it finished then. strong language, the meiber for Northumber-

land (Mr. Mitchell), one of the most experienced
Mr. LAURIER. I certainly will do my best. men on this side of the fouse, pronounced against

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned. it, nany lon, gentlemen denounced it as contai-
ing possibly injurions consequences of a very grave

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn- nature, and the result was, that a select committee
ment of the House. was appointed to report on the Bil generally.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1.40 That commîttee may make a repewt for a modified
a.m. (Thursday). Bil, or for a new Bih if necessary, but when that

Bill comes before the flouse, it will be time enougli
_____________to consider it. The present Bill wîll meet with

greater disapproval outside of the flouse than it
HOUSE OF COMMONS. met with in the fouse, and in view of what is

transpiring in the flouse of Representatives at
TnuRsDAY, 3rd April, 1890. Washington, I kaow of nothiug which could be

more injurious to Canadian interests than the

The SPEAKER toOk the Chair at Three o'clock. publication of this Bill in the country, orthe leading of the working fien of the

PofEtSh country to believe that we are going to
adopt such a measure. 1, for one, will not give

ALIEN LABOR BILL. my assent to this proposal. I did hopethat when the Bill was referred to a comfittee,

Mr. TAYLOR moved: the matter would be calily and quietly considered,
and that we should have a report ontaining the

That 500 copies of Bill (No. 8) to prohibit the importa- result of the mature deliberations of the more
tion and migration of foreigners and atiens unider con-
tract or agreement to perform, labor in Canada, be prin ted sober-minded nien of that committee, which would
and placed at the disposai of the Select Committee to in some degree reflect the opinion of the flouse.
whos the Bils has been referred, and that Rule 94 b t sus- can see nothng but evil from the circulation of
pended in relation thereto. this Bull among the general public, as it would

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain. lead then to elieve that it had a second reading

Mr. TAYLOR. I might just say that there are in this slouse. It received a second reading on
a great miany enquiries for coisof this Bil, and the understanding that it was only read. pro jormâ,

naand the rouse was il no way or sense committedpae sed i co tite .yeTeray asi at tli t it. If this Bi is printed, it wiIl bl understoodbes i mite d outside that the Bic i m as received the assent f thenumber should b rouse, and the declaration made on both sides
Mr. LAURIER. Is that in accord with the that it only received a second reading i a techai-

resolution of the committeel cal tense, and no any endorsement of its princi-
Mr. TURCOT.
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pie, will not be understood. I hope this resolu-
tion will not be agreed to.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. gentleman is
late in the day in discussing the merits of the Bill .
The hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen) asks why was not the usual rule followed
and the committee allowed to recommend this print-
ing? The committee did recommend it. I can say,
for one, that I have had many applications for copies
of this Bill, and was unable to supply them. If
they are wanted by people in the country, I think
there is no reason why we should not supply them.

Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely agree with my hon.
friend fromf Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies),
that this is no time to set the heather on fire ; and
if there is anything likely to do it, it is this spirit
of retaliation which has grown up in this Parlia-
ment towards the people of the United States. In
place of that, we ought to try to conciliate and
subdue that feeling of antagonism. I entirely dis-
agree with the proposition to publish additional
copies of this Bill for circulation throughout the
country. The hon. member from Prince Ed-
ward Island has correctly stated that, in giving
this Bill a second reading, the House was not
assenting to the principle of the Bill ; that was
distinctly stated by the hon. First Minister. The
Bill was merely allowed to pass its second reading
projbrma, in order that it might be sent to a con-
mittee to examine witnesses and obtain informa-
tion to be placed before the House; and nothing
can be gained by circulating additional copies
throughout the country, except to excite antagon-
isi towards the United States. What will be the
result? The result will be to intensify the feeling
against Canada at Washington, as represented by
the McKinley Bill, which, if carried, will have the
effect of destroying the markets of the United
States for the farmers and other producers of the
Dominion of Canada.

Mr. McMULLEN. I should like to know if a
resolution of this kind is in order without notice?

Mr. GILLMOR. I think the merits of the Bill
ougLht not to be discussed when it is not before the
House. The committee which has been appointed
to consider this matter has been taking evidence
at several meetings. This may be a small matter
to our friends who are not living along the
frontier. You talk about creating excitement.
The excitement has already been created ; the
difficulties exist; and, therefore, it is a matter of
serious consideration all along the frontier of
3,0(0 miles. Nor is it due to any legislation of
tiis Parliament or any act on this side of the
hne. Nothing has been done in Canada to call
forth this Bill. The trouble is all in consequence
of legislation which took place at Washington.
This Bill is a copy of the Act passed at Washing-
ton, which is being enforced all along the line,
to the serious interference of Canadians. No
natter how anxious we may be for conciliation-
and no one is more anxious for it than I am-there
8a point at which a man of self-respect must re-

sist, and if we, as a people, want to maintain our
self-respect, we must at least let the United
States understand that we do not approve of their
measure, and if they are determined to enforce it
and drive Canadians out of their country when
they go there for employment, they ought to be
shown that we have power to return that compli-

92

ment. This measure is well understood in the
United States. We are told that the United
States Government do not wish to enforce their
Act. Why, there is a clause in that Act provid-
ing that those who give information shall be re-
iunerated out of the fines imposed on Canadians ;
their officers are acting upon that provision, and
our people are being harassed beyond endurance.

Mr. LAURIER. The point of order has been
taken, and perhaps the House may think it better
to have this matter postponed to another day.

Mr. SPEAKER. As a matter of course the
question cannot be put.

TERRITORIES REAL PROPERTY ACT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 131) to amend the Territories
Real Property Act. He said : This Bill consists of
a multitude of details in connection with the Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MONTREAL HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS.

Mr. LÉPINE (for Mr. CunitAiN) asked, Whether
it is the intention of the Government to appoint
the Commission to report upon plans for Montreal
Harbor improvements, early enough to enable the
Commission to inspect the present condition of the
River St. Lawrence, before the ice shoves and is
carrried away ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention
of the Government to appoint such a Commission.
I suppose it will be appointed early next week.

EASTER RECESS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That when the House adjourns this day, it do stand ad-

journed until Tuesday next, at 3 p.m.
Mr. TROW. I wish to say that a number of the

members have already left, a number of others are
going at half-past four or five o'clock, and others
desire to go west at ten o'clock to-night, and it is
utterly out of the question to think that a vote can
be taken on the question before the House to-night,
for I am aware that from ten to twelve desire yet
to speak on this side of the House. Therefore, is
it not advisable that the House should adjourn to.
night at six o'clock ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If there are so
many members to speak that it will be impossible
to close the debate to-night, surely that should not
prevent the House sitting and going on with the
debate ; but I should hope that the speeches will
not be so numerous or so long that we cannot take
a vote to-night.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. .) I think the hon. gentle-
man is right that the House should sit, and that
members should go on and deliver their speeches;
but the importance of the division on the resolu-
tion now before the House cannot be ignored, and
I do not see how we are going to take a division
in the absence of three-fourths of the House.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I thought the un-
derstanding was that we should, if at all possible,
take a vote last night. The leader of the Opposi-
tion informed us that was not possible, and so we
adjourned at two o'clock in the morning, thinking
we might possibly be able to take a vote to-night.
If we could do so, that would certainly hasten
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very much the close of the Session, but if we do
not, we will probably reach Thursday before taking
a vote. If the leader of the Opposition thinks it is
not possible to come to a vote to-night, I would
suggest that both sides should agree to close the
debate at eight o'clock on Tuesday.

Mr. MULOCK. I hardly think that arrange-
ment could be made. A large number of the nem-
bers will have visited their constituents during
this so short recess, and may desire to submit
their views to the Flouse ; and it would not be fair
to make an arrangement which would prevent their
.doing so.

Mr. KENNY. I understood the arrangement
was made two days ago that the debate would be
closed last night if possible. These delays, instead
of being a convenience to private members, are a
great inconvenience.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). It will be impos-
sible to take a division to-night, as the House cannot
sit after midnight ; and if we sit until then many
members, who object to travelling to-morrow, will
have to delay their departure until Saturday. I
have no objection myself to travelling to-morrow,
but the objections of others should be respected.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understand from
the whips that the absent members have paired, so
that their absence will make no difference. They
have paired for their convenience, and that should
not prevent our going on with the business of the
country. If we do not take a vote to-night and do
not sit to-night, we cannot take it on Tuesday, and
another week will be taken, w-hich will certainly
delay prorogation until late in May. It is not our
fault if the debate does not close to-night.

Mr. LAURIER. Let the debate go on to-day
as long as it can, and we will take a vote on Tues-
day.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). If members cannot
be here on Tuesday in time for the vote, that will be
their own fault. They ought to be here. Genùlemen
from the distance Provinces are anxious to get
through the business of the Session, but every now
and then arrangements are made by which mem-
bers who live near Ottawa can go home and get
back in time for work. This is not fair towards
gentlemen who live at a distance, and, therefore,
cannot possibly attend to any business during a
short adjournment, as for practical business pur-
poses it is useless for then to take advantage of
these adjournmnents.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest that the vote
be taken on Tuesday next without naming the hour,
and when hon. gentlemen know that is the under-
standing they will not want to sit up until three
or four o'clock.

Mr. MARA. My impression, and that of the
majority on this side of the House, and of a great
many members opposite, was that the division
would be taken to-night. If that arrangement is
to fall through, why not adjourn until Saturday,
and let the House sit Saturday. In that case a
division might be reached on Saturday night. If
one arrangement is to be broken, there is no
reason why we should hold to the other.

Mr. MULOCK. Were this an ordinary ques-
tion, it would be reasonable to endeavor to come
to such a conclusion as has been suggested. But

Sir HECToR LANGEVIN.

the question we are debating is one of such vast
importance, so far reaching in its effects, involving,
in fact, the national life of this country, that
Parliament would not be doing its duty if it
adopted any measure calculated to restrict the
expression of public opinion. There is a question
before this House involving more or less our
relations with a foreign country, and the expres-
sion of public opinion here should not be stifled.
The adjournment, which is to take place for a few
days, may be of great benefit to the country.
Hon. gentlemen, when removed from the excite-
ment of this Chamber, may form opinions and
gather information which would add to that
already possessed by the House. I do not think
we are doing our duty to the country to enter into
any arrangement by which the humblest member
of the House should be prevented from expressing
his views. Though I have no desire to add any-
thing to this debate, I will reserve the right to
speak at any time, no matter what arrangement
may be come to.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think'the suggestion which
has been made, to have the vote taken during the
sitting on Tuesday, should be adopted. We may
have to sit to two or three or four o'clock in the
morning, though I cannot expect that any one will
make us sit up to that hour. I understand the pro-
position to take the vote on Tuesday is acceptable
to the members of the Government, and I think
it should be to members on this side of the House.

Motion agreed to.

THE FISHERIES QUESTION.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Orders of the Day
are called, I desire to refer to a very important
matter in regard to which I think this House ought
to receive some information. We have recently
had a Minister of the Crown at Washington-the
bon. gentleman who is at the head of the Fisheries
Department. He has been back for some days,
and the country is interested in the proceedings
which have been taken, or likely to be taken in
regard to the fisheries. The modus vivendi being
practically at an end, I think it is the duty of the
Government, if they can do so without interfering
with considerations of public policy, to inform us
as to the present position of affairs.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Minister of
Marine and Fisheries is not here at this moment.
Perhaps the hon. gentleman will renew his question
when he is here.

Mr. MITCHELL. I saw the Minister here a
few minutes ago, but, if the Covernment are not
prepared to give us information now in regard to
the present status, they ought to be prepared to
do so when the House resumes its sittings on Tues-
day next.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps the hon.
gentleman will ask the question when the First
Minister is here.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Foster for the second reading of
Resolutions reported from Committee of Ways and
Means, and the mo4ion of Sir Richard Cartwright
in amendment thereto.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I feel it due to myself, to
the constituents whom I have the honor to re-
present, and to the country, that I should give my
views in relation to this tariff. There never was
a time during my public life when I felt it was
more important to call attention to the course
which the Government is pursuing, and the
direction in which we are drifting. I desire to
give a little bit of past history as to what has led
us to our present position, and that will take me
back to the time when the First Minister and his
colleagues at that time interjected themselves into
the gathering of delegates from the Maritime
Provinces which took place in Charlottetown,
P. E. I., in 1864. Some hon. members may con-
sider this ancient history, but I consider that it is
necessary, to understand the attitude which was
taken at that tine, and the manner in which we
have drifted since into a very different position in
regard to the trade policy of this country. At
that time we in the Maritine Provinces, represent-
ing a very small minority of the people of British
North America, were induced to forego the scheme
for the adoption of which we had met at Charlotte-
town, by the present leader of the Government,
whom we were glad to welcome, and whose
presence there we were all glad to see. He
asked us, and we decided, to postpone the
important measure we had met to consider,
and to meet again in Quebec in order to make a
larger union of the colonies of British America.
The project captured my youthful mind at that
time, and the plausible manner of my hon. friend
and the way in which he addressed the gathering
of delegates there, induced me to believe that it
was in the interests of the country to unite the
scattered Provinces and to come under one Govern-
ment, and so to cement British rule on this
continent. We were told what advantages this
would give us in dealing with the United States.
We were told that we were excluded by the pro-
tective tarif of the United States, which was not
as high then as it was after the war necessities
came to be understood. We listened to the voice
of the charmer and agreed to his views, and we met
in the following October in Quebec, for the purpose
of creating one grand British nationality on this
continent. I am pleased to say-although I have
sorne regrets in regard to it-that the national
object which the right hon. gentleman presented to
us, has since been carried out. But, while I am
willing to give the right hon. gentleman every
credit for his sincerity of intention at that time, in
stating that the smaller Provinces would
have their rights carefully guarded, I regret
that we did not take the necessary safe-
guards which would have completely in-
sured to the smaller Provinces that protection

lwhich we then thought they would require.
A picture was presented to us on that occasion of
the great advantages that would flow from the
connection of those isolated Provinces by railway
with the greater Provinces of Canada, and ulti-
mlately, by the extension of the system, with the
West. That scheme was so grand, so magnificent,
that it captured the imagination of every person at
that meeting. We consented te go te Quebec, in
order to see what could be doue by way of an
arrangement which would unite under one Con-
federation ail the colonies of British America. I
am not g to take up much time of the House
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with too much ancient history, but I feel that
something must be said of the origin of Confeder-
ation, in order that we may ascertain where we may
stand to-day. What was the policy of Canada on
that occasion? My right hon. friend knows that
the policy of the statesmen of that day, including
himself, was one of free trade. What was the
policy of the Maritime Provinces that were led
into that union? It was a policy, from one end
to the other, of free trade, with the least possible
amount of taxation upon the people, and with
Customs duties comparatively small. Sir, I
recollect well some of the conversations I had, and
I recollect my admiration for one particular
despatel that was read to us at that Quebec
Conference, a despatch written by the then
Finance Minister, Sir Alexander T. Galt, in which
he took stand, in relation to what the tarifd
of Canada should be, and that we should regulate
it ourselves. I could not help but admire the
manly position which was taken, because I may
say now that the smaller Provinces then had not
that amount of freedom, and did not exercise, in
their government, that amount of independence
which the older and more independent Provinces
did. I felt that the union of those Maritime
Provinces with the greater Provinces of Canada
ought to result, under almost any reasonable cir-
cumstances, in advantage to the whole. Sir, we
became united. I am not going through the pro-
cess by which it was done, the time that it took,
and that we public men sacrificed tosbuild up this
nationality, the time spent in England before the
British Parliament, in securing the British North
America Act under which we exist to-day. Sir,
that Act was passed, and I am pleased to say that
the knowledge, and judgment, and acumen, and
shrewdness of the right hon. gentleman did a great
deal to bring about the creation of that Act under
which we exist as a Confederation. Sir, in 1867,
when we first met as a Dominion, what was the
policy of the country then ? Why, there was not
one public man in the Parliament of Canada that
would venture to proclaim what we have heard
proclaimed since this debate commenced. The
whole theory of the fiscal policy of this country
was one of friendship to the United States, and an
endeavor to meet our friends on the other side of
the border in an effort to bring about
reciprocal trade arrangements, and a contin-
uation of the reciprocity treaty that went
into effect in 1854, the reciprocity treaty
of Lord Elgin. Sir, the existence of that treaty
was shown to be of such benefit to the people of
Canada that there was but one sentiment among
all the delegates, both at Quebec and in Prince
Edward Island, and subsequently in London-there
was but one feeling amongst the delegates, namely,
that the policy of this country should be a policy
of friendship towards the United States, and an
endeavor to perpetuate that reciprocal trade ar-
rangement which existed when Confederation was
accomplished. Sir, I need not recapitulate the
reasons why that arrangement came to an end.
The American war, which had broken out some
time before, led to the imposition of enormously
high duties in the United States. They were im-
posed from the necessities of that country, from
the enormous demands made by the civil war which
raged in the United States ; the people were com-
pelled to put on what were then called war
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duties, and which were understood throughout the
United States to be put on merely for war purposes.
Sir, we know what it means when any Govern-
ment gets a duty placed upon the statutes of the
country, and we know how difficult it is to get it
removed. Then there was the feeling of antago-
nism which grew up in the United States, arising
from either a real or an imaginary cause, that we
had been hostile to the North, and this led
them to give notice of the termination of the
treaty. We know what happened in this coun-
try after that treaty was terminated ; we
know that a great feeling of distrust prevailed
throughout the whole of Canada. Our lumber in-
terests were affected by it, our farmers on all
hands felt that they wanted the market which the
Lord Elgin treat had given them, and every
industry which we possessed was in a measure
paralysed by the cessation of that treaty, and by
the refusal of the American Government to con-
tinue it, because they believed that would have
been hostile to the interests of the North, during
their internecine war. In 1867, when we first met
together in Parliament, it will be recollected what
the feeling was then. I am sorry my right hon.
friend is not now in his place; I am sorry he cannot
find a little time to listen to a few truths which
I hope to tell him ; I am sorry the right hon.
gentleman is not here to hear me, because I do
not like to speak of him in his absence. I have
already conceded, I am willing to concede, the
great ability which he showed in framing the
constitution under which we are now governed,
and I say that he has done much since that time,
to promote and encourage the development of
this country. There is no doubt about it, and I
recognise it. I am proud to say, that I was one
of those who assisted him from the time of the
Quebec Conference, in 1864, up to 1878, to carry
out the policy which it was understood should be
carried out by the Dominion of Canada, in rela-
tion to its fiscal arrangements. Sir, I
supported him up to 1878, when I was
unfortunately led, by his persuasive powers,
to adopt the system called the National Policy.
But when I attempted to understand what that
National Policy meant, and when the right hon.
gentleman, in answer to my question whether it
involved a duty upon the food of the people of
Canada, told me that it did not, I said: Well, I
am willing to go into the National Policy thus far,
I am willing to put a reasonable duty upon im-
ported manufactured goods, the maximum not to
exceed 25 per cent. I did not assume the attitude
which many of my hon. friends here have assumed
in this House. I was not opposed to all duties,
but I was willing to accept those that were neces-
sary for fiscal purposes ; I was in favor of so ad -
justing the amount of duty as that it should be
sufficient to carry on the business of the country,
and at the same time to protect those industries
which could be profitably pursued in the country.
That was the National Policy that I believed in,
and that I understood my right hon. friend advo-
cated at that time ; and I state here that I accepted
that policy on the distinct understanding that
there was to be no duty upon the food of the
people. But, in the midst of a general elec-
tion, in 1878, when I found myself committed to his
National Policy, i discovered that speeches were
being made throughout the west in the farming

Mr. Mrru.LL.

districts, promising a duty upon flour, upon corn-
meal, upon pork and beef, and upon all the
articles which entered into the consumption of the
masses of the country, and which were absolutely
necessary for the preservation of the chief in-
dustries of the Province from which I came. Sir,
what are we doing to-day ? I find, for the first
time in this Parliament, that the Government has
thrown off the cloak, they have come out boldly,
and the President of the Council has made a
declaration which I will refer to later on. During
the whole campaign of 1878, the right hon. gentle-
men never delivered a speech, never gave a public
utterance, in which he did not proclaim to those
who were listening to him, that the object of the
National Policy was simply to compel, or coerce,
or whatever you like to call it-to induce,
I would rather say-the Americans to take off
their restrictive duties, and return to reciprocity.
That was the object of the campaign of 1878. It
was the means by which hon. members who sit be-
hind the First Minister were induced to come in
and support the new departure from the past
policy of Canada. How do we stand to-day?
True it was that some were slaughtered by the
course pursued. Owing to the flour duty and the
food duty, I was left at home for four years. Up
to that time I was a supporter of the right hon.
gentleman ; but when I found that the duty on the
food of the people was to be heavily taxed, I
doubted the correctness of the National Policy,
and especially when, instead of a maximum duty of
25 per cent., the rate was gradually increased until
to-day we have duties imposed on articles imported
equal to 150 per cent. and even higher. When we
find that staple articles like iron, which enters into
the consumption of every man, farmer, lumberman,
mechanic, is taxed an average of 50 to 55 per cent.,
it is enough to unsettle any one who has a desire to
see reciprocal relations between this country and
the United States. But it remained for the House
this Session to see the cloak thrown aside. Is
there any desire on that side of the House to have
reciprocal trade relations, as was announced during
the campaign of 1878 ? No ; we find the President
of the Council rising in his place and announcing,
in the course of his speech, in which he enunciated
the policy of the Government, that he would
deprecate the idea of reciprocal arrangements with
the United States, even in natural products. What
are we to understand from that statement ? J can
understand the Government refusing reciprocity in
manufactured articles, because they have built
around themselves a set of boodlers, if I may call
them so, of companies and corporations, who, for
anything I know, may have furnished them with
money to carry on the elections, and I believe they
have done so.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). You got yours from
Wiman.

Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot hear what you say;
you had better close up if you cannot speak out.
Corporations have been built up under this tariff,
so that they have become a power in regard to the
Government of the day. We find that, year after
year, the Government are increasing the taxation
of the people without just cause. We could under-
stand, if there had been a deficiency in the revenue,
the hon. Minister of Finance coming down to the
House and asking for the imposition of additional
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duties for the purpose of making up that deficiency is mainly composed of the superior kinds, pine,
in the revenue. But he tells us the Government oak, and the more expensive and valuable woods,
had a surplus last year, and that there will be a our timber is almost entirely composed of spruce,
surplus this year of $2,500,000, and yet he comes for which there is only one market, namely, the
down and asks us to impose additional duties such English market, and there it comes into competi-
as are described in the resolutions, which, for any- tion with the cheap spruce from the Baltic. Under
thing we know, may impose two and a-half million these circumstances, lumbering has been a struggl-
dollars more taxation on the people. The hon. ing business for many years in the Maritime Pro-
Finance Minister tells us in his glib way vinces ; and, in making that statement, every one
that there can be only so much revenue de- from that portion of the country will say I am
rived from these changes. I have been making telling the truth. There are five articles forming
some calculations, and my hon. friends around the staple food of the men in the lumber camp,
me have been making calculations, as to what and also their families : flour, pork, lard (which is
the imposition of these duties will result in, the butter of the camp), beans and beef. What
and, in my opinion, there will be an increased has the Government done in regard to nîl these
revenue of $1,750,000 or $2,000,000 by the imposi- articles? They thought it was not sufficient when
tion of these duties. How is this being done? I ask a dnty of $2 a barrel was placed on pork going into
this House, if there is any wonder that I should the camps, and a pork that cannot be raised in
have refused longer to follow the right hon. gentle- Canada, for there is no such thing as mess pork,
man, when this state of things exists, and when, such as is used in lumbering camps, raised in
taking my own Province, and particularly my own Canada.
county,there is not one industry that is benefited Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
by the National Policy. Ynet, the Government go
on, year aater year, imposing additional duties on Mr. MITCHELL. I say "n1 o r " and I know all
the people of my Province and my county, wîthout about it. I leave it to any lcmberman whether, if
giving theC any direct benefit from their policy. It they had their choice of taking the local pork of
was îîot enongh that the Goverument shonld place the country as against $4 per barrel tax on mess
a tax of 50 cents a barrel on the four of the pork from Chicago, it would not he more economi-
people i 1878 and 40 cents on cornmeal, an cal and better to bny the foreign pork than to
artiCle grown only in a couple of counties in obtain the pork of the country. For several rea-
Ontario, and then not in greater quantities than sons: First, Necaase the menin the camp will not
sufficient to feed the people there but they have have the local pork and, next, because Chicago
now added 25 cents per barrel on four, an mess pork will go a great deal frther than the
increase of 50 per cent, on the food of the peo- local pork raised i this contry. Now, Sir, every
ple. I believe, about 1,250,000 barrels of four one acquainted wth the nature and condition of
are used in the Maritime Provinces, and we know the lumber business, knows that they are unable
that in many of the localities, the people have to to stand the strains put upon themt; and hold in
pay about 60 cents a barrel freight on the rail- py hand a remonstrance from almost every lead-
ways to get the four from the place of production sng lumberstan in the part of the country which I
si Canad, to the placeopf tnsunptiun in thoae represent. I will read to the bouse the tele-
Provinces ;whereas, if the duty did not exist, gram :
they could get flour from New York for' 15 "CHATuAm, N.B., Ist April, 1890.
cents and fro2n Boston for 10 cents per barrel " To wlol.lP. MiTcHEL.
by schooners along the coast of Nova Scotia and a Strong feeling here against inereased duties on pro-
portion of New Brunswick. Is it right that our visions. We, on behaf of the lumber interest of the
people should be sacrificed-for what ? There is North Shore, urge ou to use your utmost influence
an election coming-we might as well speak against propose o increaned duty on four, beef, pork and-
Plainly-and the change would neyer have been lard, whch commodities are largely used in our busi
made except to coneiliate Ontario. I dare say it repre(Signed) "E. UTCHINSON,
is very well for the First Minister and his friends (34o. BURCHELL & SONS,
froin that section of the country to look ont for :. . TcRNE .
theyselves, but they should show some sense of ScorFAiRLY,
rigt and justice in dealing with the people. They J. B. SNowBNML.,sould consider the ost of the o of the WM. MURRYposioiof NeopunsNwik BgUNSWICKtTRtDiNG Co.,
snaller Provinces, and in dealing with the tarik as on lUtrbs ver impose duties for the sake of one por- B. UR . cHELSN,froum tht s. & J. R1rcHG,
tom of the people, when those duties are unfair, JcO. W. .NRRY
unjust and outrageous. Let me consider for a few JNO. SADLER.
moments the interests of the Province. I do not 'Now, with the' exception, perhaps, of a couple
know what the members of the Government know of gentlemen, one of whom I know is out
of the condition of New Brunswick, but I may say of the locality at present, every leading merchant
the principal industries in that Province are lum- connected with the lumber business in that district,
ber and fish. The agriculturists do not raise farm bas signed that remonstrance. I think it is a most
products for exportation. If they raise what unfair thing, when a business is depressed as the
will maintain themselves it is enough, and it is lumbering industry of this country is, that this
all they expect to do, and all they generally Government should submit to this House, through
accomplish. The chief markets for their hay and their Minister of Finance, a scheme for putting
oats is the humberman's camp. The lumbermen additional taxation upon the staple articles which
have, however, had a most difficult and trying are the foundations of carrying on this great staple
timne in carrying on their business. While the industry of the Province from which I come. I
umber of the Ottawa valley and western Ontario will make a few references to the incongruities of
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this proposed additional tax on pork. The Govern-
ment have put $3 a barrel, which is an additional
dollar, upon mess pork, and they have put upon all
other pork and beef and flesh food $6 a barrel of
200 pounds, making 3 cents a pound os mess pork.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am quite right. They have

put 3 cents a pound upon mess pork by the
increase of $1 a barrel, and they have put 6 cents
a pound upon every other kind of meat.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. MITCHELL. I speak subject to correction.

-It is l, cents a pound, but it means $6 a barrel.
An hon. MEMBER. No ; $3 a barrel.
Mr. MITCHELL. I may not understand the

multiplication table, but if you will listen I will
endeavor to convey my ideas as I understand thein.
I will read the item :

" Meats, fresh or salted, 3 cents per pound."
Well, 3 cents per pound upon 200 pounds in a
barrel means $6, if I know a little about it.

An hon. MEMBER. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. If that is right, that is all I

am contending for. The lumbermen are charged
$6 a barrel upon every barrel of pork that goes in-
to their camp, except it is mess pork. I will now
refer to some of the incongruities of this particular
tarif. Mess pork is selling to-day in Chicago for
50 cents a barrel higher than clear pork. Clear
pork is considered, under ordinary circumstances,
worth 50 cents a barrel more than mess pork, but
owing to the peculiar circumstances of the market
at Chicago, mess pork is selling for 50 cents a
barrel more than the clear pork. This clear pork
is subject to $6 a barrel duty, whereas mess pork
is only subject to $3 duty. It is the clear pork
that is most valuable for transportation to the
lumber camps, because where there are long port-
ages and dificulties of transit the uneatable por-
tions of the port, such as bone, are taken out, and
so the clear pork is more valuable to the lumber-
men than the mess pork. Under this tariff
the mess pork is only charged il, cents a
pound, but the clear pork is charged 3 cents
a pound. It is manifest to any one that the per-
son who made that tariff did not understand the
nature of the trade, and I merely mention this
thing now to show one of the inconsistencies of
this tariff, and to ask the Minister of Finance,
when the House goes into committee on this reso-
lution, that he will rectify that matter, and in the
meantime endeavor to get information from some
of his friends on that side of the House who are
engaged in the trade and knowing something about
it. I will mention another circumstance connected
with this trade. My hon. friend the Minister of
Finance has said to us, that in order to compen-
sate the people of the Maritime Provinces, and
more especially the Province from which he comes
himself, for the imposition of this pork and flour
duty, he agreed to take off one-half the existing
duty on molasses. I will read to the hon. gentle-
man what some of his friengls in the city of St.
John say about that. I may say the firm that
wrote this letter, which I am about to read, are
strong supporters in the city of St. John of the
administration of my hon. friend.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Very strong ?
Mr. MrCHELL.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; perhaps the strongest
supporters he has in the Province.,

Mr. FOSTER. Hall & Fairweather.
Mr. MITCHELL. You know. The following

is the letter :-
" Molaes:-A good deal of inconvenience and friction

will be experienced if the tariffgoes through as proposed,
polariscope test not over 55 degrees, 1 cents a gallon

duty; over that test, 6 cents duty. Two things will com-
bine to make this very disadvantageous to the trade,
namely, the uncertainty of what the duty will be, and the
delay in ascertaining it. First, molasses which tests, say,
56, may not be of more value than if it tested 55-yet the
duty would be quadrupled. The uncertainty of the test
would add to the risk of the importer. A cargo arriving
and being rated even on degrees above 55, while of
scarcely perceptible commercial value to about 55 test,
yet the duty being 6 cents, would exclude the goods for
this market, and necessitate its re-importation to some
other country. Secondly, delay in aseertaining the
quality for duty would be a great inconvenience. A cargo
must be landed, samples sent for examination, result
waited for-all delaying sale and business. Heretofore a
purchase could be made in the West Indies, cabled, and
the merchant could commence selling to arrive, being
able, approximately, to ascertain cost. As the tariff is
proposed this could not be donc, but the tedious process
above outlined would have to be gone through. If a
standard could be fixed that would, without doubt, admi-
the customary kinds ofrmolasses, without risk of exceed-
ing the test fixed on, so that the danger of incurring the
high duty would be avoided, it would be very much in the
interest of the trade. With 55 degrees test it is to be
feared a good deal of risk and uncertainty may prevail."
That is what is said about molasses.

Mr. FOSTER. That is not bad.
Mr. MITCHELL. It certainly is not good, com-

ing from your friend. He is much dissatisfied
with you and points out the very serious difficulty
of carrying on trade under this tariff. Now let
us hear what is said about pork :

" Pork :-Some difficulty is hkely to arise from the pro-
vision of the tariff making one description. Mess pork,
as defined by the general 'Inspection Act " dutiable at
1½ cents a pound and other salted meats 3 cents. Clear
pork is, in New Brunswick and by the lumbering and fish-
ing industries quite as largely used, perhaps even more
largely used than mess. Clear pork is intrinsically ofthe
value of 50 cents to $1 per barrel more than mess; this
difference should not make it liable to double duty. But
there is another consideration. It happens often, and is
the case now and for some months past, that mess pork is
the subject of speculation in the cheap market, and this
circumstance causes it to be held higher than clear pork.
Our people, therefore, buy clear almost exclusively, gett-
ing better value therein. The difference in the tariff or
double rate for clear would enforce the purchase of the
inferior article at the higher cost. There is apparently
no reason for clear pork being datiable at double the
rate of the other-mess pork. Mess pork and clear are
used for the same purposes; some buyers use the one kind,
some the other, though of late much the larger propor-
tion of clear bas been imported. It will prevent much
embarrassment if the definition in the tariff is made to
cover clear pork at l cents per pound duty. At latest
advices the sort of clear which is most largely imported,
was 50 cents a barrel lower than mess."
These are a couple of instances of the incon-
sistencies of the tariff. Now I will give muy hon.
friend something which I received yesterday from
the manager of that important paper which hon.
gentlemen opposite love so much, the Herald.
The hon. gentleman proposes to alter the tariff on
stereotype plates. My hon. friend from the city
of St. John (Mr. Ellis) also has a statement which is
far stronger than mine, which I suppose he is pre-
pared to put forward himself. I asked the manager
of the Herald to send me a statement of what the
additional tax on these plates would amount to,
and, very much to my surprise, he sent me this:

" The new tariff sections 150,151, have made a very large
advance in the cost of stereotypes for newspapers. 150, re-
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lating to new8paper advertisements, has been changed
from 20 per cent. to 2 cents per square inch.; and 151, from 5
cent s per pound to ý3 of a cent per square inch ;the latter
includes ail plate matter for newspapers, and is an advance
of 150 per cent, as 3 of a cent is equal to 12 cents. The
former is a prohibitorymeasure as regarding importations
of plates for pamphlets, almanacs, &c., but as regards
newspapers it will be serions. Now, our advertisers in
the States and England send us stereotype and electrotype
cuts of their advertisements, they charge us nothing for
them, and it saves setting up type, but if we have to pay
such a duty as 2 cents per square incb, it will fall some-
what heavy, as it will be impossible for a newspaper to
collect any duty from an advertiser. I enclose a circular
from Toronto, which 1>oks very plainly that the tariff bas
been amended in this particular, for these parties."

Included in that letter was a circular from an in-
stitution in Toronto, which favors the Administra-
tion of the day, and the managers of which, I have
no doubt, got the ear of the Minister, and induced
him to make this alteration for their benefit, affect-
ing alnost every newspaper in the country. I ask
the hon. Minister if he thinks it is right to increase
the tariff from 20 to 150 per cent. on such an
article, which gives information to the people? I
(o not think the people of this country will ap-
prove of that. I might go on to show how this
tarif affects the fishing and lumbering industries,
in which my county is largely interested. The
farmers of that county grow but very little for
export ; what they grow they dispose of in the
domestic market, for the lumber camps and the
fishermen ; so that they receive no benefit fromn the
National Policy, while they find the duties in-
creased on every barrel of pork and every barrel of
flour they buy. Four-fifths of the flour used in
that county is inported, as our farmers find it
more profitable to grow oats and other products
for the lumber camps, and imnport their flour.
Then, this tariff taxes woollens 2 cents a pound.
We all know that the woollens the laboring classes
wear are the cheapest kinds : there is no feature
in which the National Policy benefits that section
of the community; and I ask if it is judicious, riglt,
honest or fair to impose additional taxes on the
food and clothing of people who cannot afford to
pay them. I might go through this tariff and refer
to the duties imposed on fruits, seeds, and other
things, to show that this Government have really
abandoned the policy of reciprocity even in natural
products. What are they doing by their policy ?
They are creating antgonism in the United States,
\Ve know that there are two parties in the United
States, as there are in Canada, one party favoring
protection, and the other party favoring closer
trade relations between the two countries. The
party in power will, I presume, support the Mc-
Kinley Bill, which is an exclusive Bill, which pro-
poses to put a duty of 5 cents a dozen on eggs, 20
cents a bushel on barley, 10 cents a bushel on oats,
_4 a ton on hay, 30 per cent. on horses and 20 per
cent. on cattle ; and I ask if the policy now pro-
posed by this Government will strengthen the
hands of the men who want reciprocity in trade
vith us, or those of the men who want to impose

prohibitory duties? If any additional evidence were
wanted fo prove the truth of the statement of the
hon. Paesident of the Council and some other hon.
gentlemen, that the Government do not want
reciprocity with the United States, the evidence
i8 before us in this tariff, which will do more to
strengthen the hands of those who are supporting
the McKinley Bill than ainything else we could do.
Sir, there is a growing feeling in the United States

for closer trade relations with Canada among men
like Mr. Hitt, who bas moved for the appointment
of a commission to see how those trade relations
can be promoted. How will they be aided by a
tariff like this, which will take the wind out of
their sails, and give Congress an excuse for pass-
ing the McKinley Bill? Instead of doing any-
thing to promote reciprocal trade relations with
the United States, hon. gentlemen opposite are
doing everything they can to kill our trade with
that country. I regret to have heard the state-
ment of the hon. President of the Council. I had
hoped, notwithstanding the policy hon. gentlemen
opposite have been pursuing, that they still
believed in reciprocal trade relations in natural
products; but the Government have now thrown
off all disguise, and to-day they stand in the
position of establishing a policy of prohibition
towards the United States, and desiring to
put up a Chinese wall between the two countries.
It is well the country should know their policy
and not be deceived by any pretensions they nay
mnake. I may state what my opinion is regard-
ing the true course to be pursued by us in the
interests of Canada. I believe that' the prohibi-
tory tariff proposed in the United States will
paralyse Canada.

Mr. HICKEY. Nonsense.
Mr. MITCHELL. I tell ny hon. friend, and I

warn the Government that if there are any annexa-
tionists in this country, they are the men who
are creating them; they are the men who are
doing more to drive this country into annexation
by their policy than by any other policy we could
adopt.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. No? Where will you go

with your barley ? Where will you find a
market for the $2,000,000 worth of eggs which we
export to the United States, yearly ?

An hon. MEMBER. England.
An hon. MEMBER. We will use themu our-

selves.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why did you not send thern

to England before ? Where will the French
Canadians, all along the border, find a market for
their horses ? I am sorry the President of the
Council is not here, for he comes from the border.

Mr. HICKEY. He knows them better than
you do, and his opinion is worth more.

Mr. MITCHELL. He does not; I have for-
gotten more than ever he knew about them. But
I am not so interested in misrepresenting things
and in keeping silent ; I am not in the receipt of
the revenues of a Government office.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria). That is the trouble.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have placed in my hands

here what the President of the Council used to
think. This paper says:

" After watching events for a couple of years, themem-
ber for Stanstead came out in the House on a fiscal
question by moving the imposition of a duty of 5 cents
a pound on hops, to meet a similar duty in the United
States. Mr. Colby said: 'They preferred reciprocal free
trade, but if there mustbe a United States tariff, letthere
be reciprocity of tariffs.' As this question of reciprocity
has now become a serions one for the Cabinet of which Mr.
Colby is a member, it is interesting to quote Mr. Colby's
glatform in the election of 1872. In bis nomination speech
he said: 'What had commended the Governmentto his
support was the desire that he knew they had to accom-
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plish reciprocity. It was contended that the country
could do very well without reciprocity. It was true, that
since the repeal of the treaty our exports had largely
increased to the United States while imports had di-
minished ; but to the Eastern fownships he considered
reciprocity paramount, and he would go against the
Government which did not endeavor to obtain it.'' "

Mr. COLBY. We have not been able to obtain
it since, have we ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you expect to obtain it
by flaunting the red rag of defiance in the face of
the people of the United States?

Mr. CAMERON. They showed it first.
Mr. MITCHELL. If you wanted to obtain it,

you would endeavor to strengthen the hands of
the reciprocal tradesmen in the United States
and nobody knows better than the President of
the Council that at this moment there is an im-
portant element, both in the Congress and the
Senate of the United States, anxious for reciprocal
trade arrangements with Canada ; and yet the
Government, of which the hon. gentleman is a
member, put the hon. gentleman forward to
announce that they do not want reciprocal trade
even in natural products. The Government of this
country have obtained their position by fraud.
They professed to be advocates of free trade
arrangements with the people on our southern
borders, the only people with whom profitable
trade can be obtained by us for the general ex-
ports of our country. They got into office on the
strength of that policy. They alleged in the
campaign of 1878 that their National Policy was
only established for the purpose of enabling
them to use it as an argument to obtain
reciprocal trade with the United States ; but
after increasing the duties from time to time,
they have at last thrown off the cloak, and
they now denounce the policy on which they rode
into power and through which they are holding
their positions of emoluments and office. This
country has been sadly misgoverned. If there ever
was a time when the attention of the public should
be called to the condition of things as they are, it
is now. What is the condition of the people of
the North-West? Why, the members of the
North-West here are in rebellion. There are the
mutterings of rebellion among them, but they
dare not speak out what is in their minds, because
the votes and grants, the aid they require, the
representations they make the Government, would
be disregarded if they did. But let a convulsion
come, let anything happen, such as happened in
1873, and you will find that phalanx behind the
Government melt away like April snow, and leave
not a corporal's guard behind. The hon. member
for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) spoke words of truth
and soberness the other night. I never heard
more graphic and epigrammatic truths told than
what he said about the Government, and I could
not help but admire him. He spoke of the mag-
netism that exists in the head, but that leader, he
said, is no statesman. He is a man of education
and ability, but no statesman.

Mr. MULOCK. A manager of men.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is just what he is-a

first-rate manager of men. He is a gentleman who
has no great foresiglit, no great ability for schem-
ing, and planning, and plotting, but he has the
capacity of grasping and sucking the brains of
those who do scheme, and plan, and plot; and he

Mr. MITcHELLu.

has succeeded pretty well in obtaining power and
holding it by false representations. What is the
condition of the North-West to-day? Why, the
promises the First Minister held out to us-of the
teeming population which was to flow in there, and
which would repay the millions we have expended
-these magnificent promises of the present High
Comnissioner in London, which we have had
repeated over and over again, in all our outlays,
not only of revenue but of capital-what has been
the result of all these ? It has been that the
immigration into that country, one of the most
fertile in the world, offering a home to hun-
dreds of millions of people, has hardly been
at the rate of four or five thousand a
year. What has been the cause? Ask the
representatives of the North West. I am
speakiug in the presence of one of the most inde-
pendent of themu, who gave an independent utter-
ance the other night, and I say if you will poll their
candid sentiments, they will tell you the Govern-
ment have been a failure, so far as regards the
settlement of the North-West, and that, if that
country is to be developed, a very different policy
will have to be pursued. The prosperity of
Canada turus largely upon that of the North-West
Territories. Without that territory as a back-
bone to Canada, in the face of this China-wall
policy of the Government, that country will be
driven into annexation, just as sure as we sit on
these benches.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is a thing to be de-

precated. Every one who knows my public career,
knows that I have been true to the flag. I have
been true, as a matter of sentiment ; after my ad-
herence to it, as a matter of interest. But I tell
you, Sir, that if this thing goes on, if we continue
that policy of driving out the Americans and caus-
ing themu to retaliate, and if we do not settle that
North-West country of ours

Mr. SPROULE. We should lie down and let
them trample on us.

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I would assert our rights,
but I would pursue such a policy which would
combine conciliation with a firm, manly, self-
assertion of our rights. What I blame this Govern-
ment for is for not having taken a practical way to
bring about reciprocal trade arrangements with
these people. They have not taken one single
step in that direction ; they have been questioned
time and again as to what they are doing towards ob-
taining reciprocity, and they have not given a single
utterance to show that they are alive to a sense
of the duty imposed upon them by their position.
No, Sir. They have neglected their duty. There
is no public documents before this country showing
that they have made any strenuous effort to
bring about reciprocal trade relations with the
only country with which we can properly trade in
regard to the products of our forests, our farms,
our mines and our minerals. We have valuable
mines all along the line of the Pacific Railway.
What has been done by the Government to assist
in their development? We see now, that nickel
has been taken off the free list in the United States
and that our iron ores are to be prevented from
entering that country. Take every natural pro-
duct of Canada, the timber and the lumber of this
country, and you find that, when we put an export
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duty on logs, the United States retaliate by put-
ting a clause into their Tariff Bill providing that a
corresponding duty shall be put on the imports. I
will come now to something which interests my
people a little more than that which I have been
referring to. A large portion of the population in
my county are fishermen, and they are generally
of the poorest class of people. They are indus-
trious, they risk their lives in going out in fishing
boats in all weathers, they toil hard for everything
they get, and they have to pay these duties on the
pork and the cornmeal that they use. Speaking of
cornmeal, there is another fraud. The hon. gentle-
man says lie has given, as a compensation for the
duty on flour and cornmeal to the Province of New
Brunswick, the reduction of half the duty on
molasses. He also spoke of the advantage which
they will obtain by allowing corn to be imported
free of duty for human food. That is a delusion
and a snare. Does the hon. gentleman know
whether there is a single mill in the Province of
New Brunswick for grinding corn?

Mr. FOSTER. I know several of them.
Mr. MITCHELL. Name them. Where are

they ?
Mr. FOSTER. There are two in St. John.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where are the rest ?
Mr. FOSTER. You might ask your friend from

Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor).
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I will take your word

for it, but I should like to know if there is one
such mill in actual operation ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Even if they are, does that

help the people of the north shore ? The freight
will cost more to take the cornmeal to the north
shore that the freight on a barrel of flour from
Boston along thé coast of Nova Scotia, añd the
people of çur country would have to go to these
little millers to get their meal. Why do you not
allow cornmeal to come in free, if you have an
honest intention to benefit your people ? They
cannot use the corn to feed their hogs or to feed
themselves. There is not a mill for this purpose
from Restigouche to Westmoreland ; and the hon.
gentleman knows it. Yet he says he is giving
this as a compensation for the duty on cornmeal
and on flour. I have already taken up more time
than I had intended. My hon. friend the senior
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) has handed me a
memorandum showing that the duty on flour is
75 cents and the freight for carrying it to the
north shore is 70 cents, making a total of $1.45.
Now, there is a kind of flour, darker in color, it
is true, but sound flour, which has largely taken
the position which cornmeal formerly occupied in
our Province. If the people can get that flour
for 20 cents a barrel as against 70 cents for the
other with 75 cents duty, it would enable them to
save the cost of the long haul and the extra cost
of the flour.

Mr. FOSTER. You had better not take Jones'
calculations.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would rather take his cal-
culations than yours. Mr. Jones has no interest
il making false statements. He is not interested
in using the supprssio veri, and that is putting it
Inoderately. I would rather take his statement as

to the subject which lie understands, than yours in
regard to a question which you do not understand.
I have spoken longer than I intended to.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.

Mr. MITCHELL. I generally ait down when I
have done, and I have pretty nearly done now.
Perhaps I have spoken a little warmly, but I have
said nothing which I did not consider it my duty
to say. I found a great excitement existing in the
county which I represent, and in that section of
country, in regard to this tariff. I find that it is
going to be very oppressive to a class of people who
get no benefit from the National Policy. I have
been made responsible for some of the misrepre-
sentations which have been made as to the benefits
which the National Policy, which to a certain ex-
tent I once supported, was going to bring about.
I would not regret ny action if the original pro-
positions of the Government had been carried out ;
but this policy has grown to such proportions that
no one can see the end. We find that there is an
increase of 50 per cent. on food, and a large per-
centage on other articles. What this will reach to
afterwards if thèse hon. gentlemen remain in
power, as I hope they will not, no men can foretell.
They have declared themselves in favor of recipro-
cal trade arrangements being made, but, under the
pretence of readjusting the tariff, they are taxing
the people for the purpose of revenue and in order
to build up local manufactures in certain parts of
the country. This is unfair and unjust to the
people of the country, and -it is a condition of
affairs which I do not believe the people will
endorse when they next get the opportunity to
express their views at the polls.

Mr. KENNY. I always listen with particular
pleasure and interest to the speeches of my hon.
friend the member for Northumberland (Mr. Mit-
chell). I look upon the hon. gentleman as one of
my political sponsors. I cannot forget that the
first time I came to the city of Ottawa, and that
is many years ago, the hon. gentleman was a very
energetic member of the Cabinet which was led by
the right hon. the present Prime Minister. It is,
therefore, with pleasing recollections of those
early days that I listen to his utterances. The
hon. gentleman has told us that in the early days
of Confederation what attracted hlim more par-
ticularly was that, under the new arrangement,
the confederated Provinces would have the power
of making their own tariff. That is the one
thing that the Parliament and the people of Canada
are as anxious about to-day as they were in the
early days of Confederation. They desire, above
all things, and they are determined, that they
shall retain the power to make their own tariff.
I congratulate my hon. friend from Northumber-
land in being able to make a speech from that side
of the House without saying one word disparaging
or derogatory to Canada, or to the people of
Canada. In that respect, the speech of that
hon. gentleman is a bright exception to the
harangues with which we have been favored
since this debate commenced. From the start of
this debate until this moment, nearly every hon.
gentleman who has addressed the House from
that side, has spoken of Canada in the most
depreciatory and disparaging manner.

An lion. MEMBER. No.
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Mr. KENNY. From the first day, led by the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), who moved the amendment that is now
under consideration, I say nearly every member
who spoke from that side of the House has spoken
disparagingly of Canada. Not only in this debate,
but during all the time I have had the honor of a
seat in this Parliament, not a year has passed
that we have not been obliged to listen to the same
baneful utterances ; every year we hear the same
doleful sounds and cries of decay, and every year
we have these pessimistic stories about distress,
and ruin, and decay in Canada. These dismal state-
ments, so regular, so frequent and so persistent, that
at first I was disposed to attach some importance to
them, but having since become more familiar with
the state of Canada, and the position of its people,
I have come to realise that these utterances are
simply the distorted and perverted utterances of a
diseased political imagination. These hon. gentle-
men are never so animated, and apparently are
never so happy, as when they are belittling and
besmirching their own country. I have seen them
almost applaud the recital of a calamity which I
should suppose, as it was national, as it was Cana-
dian, would appeal to their sympathies and excite
their commiseration. Every indication of com-
mercial depression, every sign of manufacturing
stagnation, every f orm of financial or mercantile dif-
ficulty which is brought to our notice here, instead
of these lion. gentlemen endeavoring to mitigate or
palliate, they invariably magnify, exaggerate and
intensify. If the crops are poor, and if there is
distress in the agricultural and rural districts of the
country, the lion. gentlemen have not a word of
sympathy for those who are suffering, but they
invariably turn round and blame the Government
and say that the National Policy of Canada is re-
sponsible if the crops will not grow. The farmer
of Ontario seems to be the pet aversion of these
lion. gentlemen opposite. I do not know what
the farmer of Ontario has ever done that these
gentlemen should be so hostile to him ; I an not
sufficiently familiar with the domestic history of
that Province to be able to solve that question. I
always supposed that the Province of Ontario was
in a prosperous condition. I was wont to point
with pride to the condition of that, our greatest
Province, and I am still hopeful that the stories
that I have heard of the ruin, the depression and
decay which exist there have been greatly ex-
aggerated. But the attempt to injure the Pro-
vince of Ontario must react upon the whole Do-
minion. In order to establish their contention
that Ontario is in a depressed condition, I find
these hon. gentlemen have been obliged to ignore
the ordinary sources of information which are
available to every person who desires to seek them
honestly and impartially, and instead of having
recourse to the books that are published by the
Liberal Government of Ontario, they have been
obliged to resort to the expedient of manu-
facturing their own statistics. Sir, as regards
the Province of Ontario, I have listened with
a great deal of interest to the discussion which
bas taken place, and I have come to the conclusion
that the stories of distress which are told about it,
are very much exaggerated. But it is not the
Province of Ontario alone that suffers from the re-
marks of these Ion. gentlemen; the whole
Dominion ha also been disparaged. Well, Sir, I

Mr. KveNY.

believe that the country is all right, that the
Dominion is fairly prosperous, and that, after all,
it is only the Grit party in this Dominion that is
wrong. I believe that all this pessimism may be
traced to political disappointment. The political
position of the party opposite is so hopeless and so
helpless that they actually have to resort to the
wretched policy of disparaging their own country.
It has been stated that this depression is very
general, and in order to emphasise it, and in order
that their policy may have soine weight, I suppose,
in the country, some influence on the minds of the
people, thev endeavor to convince us that the
country is going to ruin. I do not find that to be
the case. The hon. member for South Oxford has
stated that during the year 1876-and I assume lie
means all the years during which his party was in
power-the condition of this country was compara-
tively prosperous. In order to inform myself in
this respect, I went back to the blue-books, and
looking over the trade of the country, and coin-
paring the figures for the two periods under the
Mackenzie Administration and that of the right
hon. gentleman (Sir John A. Macdonald), I find the
following results:-

TOTAL IMPORTS OF cANADA.
15. .... -$ 123,070.282 1886. ... $ 104,424,561
1876. .... 93.210,346 1887 .... 112,892,236
1877 .... 99,327,962 1888 .... 110,894,630
1878. ... 93,081,787 1889 .... 115,224,931

$ 408,690,378 $ 443,436,.58
Showing an increase for Liberal-Conservative
period of $34,745,980.

TOTAL EXPORTS OF CANADA.
1875... .$ 77,886,979 1886. . .. $ 85,251,314
1876. ... 80,966,435 1887.... 89,515,811
1877 .... 75,875,393 1888. ... 90,203,000
1878.... 79,323,667 1889.... 89,189,167

$ 314,052,474 $ 354,159,292
Showing an increase for Liberal-Conservative
period of $40,106,818. Then I have compared
the total trade of those periods, and I find
that during the four years to which the lion.
gentleman has referred, when the country was,
as he says, in a prosperous condition, the total
trade, imports and exports, from 1875 to
1878, reached $722,742,856, and that the total
trade for the last four years amounted to
$797,595,650, which gives an increase of trade for
the last four years of $74,852,798. So if the con-
dition of affairs was so very satisfactory to the lion.
gentleman during the years from 1875 to 1878-if
he is simply judging of the condition of the coun-
try and not referring to the political position lie
then occupied-it is evident that the present condi-
tion is eminently more prosperous. But hon. gentle-
men are disposed to judge of the prosperity of the
country by the excess of imports over exports. I
have examined into that question too, and I find that
from 1875 to 1878 the excess of imports over exports
was $94,637,904, and that during the last four
years, from 1886 to 1889, the excess was $89,277,066.
The lion. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) las laid great stress on the indebtedness
of this country for its imports, and this statement
shows conclusively that, during the years when he
administered the finances of the country, the ex-
cess of imports over exports exceeded the eicess
during the past four years by $5,360,838. I have
also, in order to inform myself accurately and cor-
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rectly on this matter, and in order to ascertain if
we are really retrograding at the rate hon. gentle-
men opposite are endeavoring to make it appear,
entered into an examinatidn of the exports, the
products of Canada, for the first ten years of Con-
federation, and I find they amounted to $617,-
489,132, and for the last ten years they arnounted
to $787,100,665, or an increase, during the last ten
years over the first ten years of Confederation,
of $169,611,533. I think these figures will show
conîclusively that the general trade of the country
is in a satisfactory condition, and that the hon. mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), when
lie drew a comparison between the general pros-
perity which reigned in 1876 and the present time,
was more influenced by his recollection of the
position lie then occupied than by the actual facts.
The hon. meniber for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) also referred, in order to show how
rapidly this country was going to ruin, to the fact
that during the last five months the deposits in the
savings banks had declined $1,800,000. The hon.
gentleinan is perfectly accurate in those figures; but
if lie had taken the trouble to look at the deposits in
the chartered banks, which bear interest as the de-
posits in the savings banks do, he would have found
that the deposits in those chartered banks had
increased during the same period, and I will give
the figures in order that there may be no mistake.
At the end of August, 1889, the deposits in the
chartered banks were $69,500,00 ; on 28th Feb-
ruary, 1890, they were 872,400,000, or an increase of
$2,900,000. If, therefore, we deduet $1,800,000
withdrawn from the savings banks fron this sun of
$2,900,000, there will appear an increase in these
items, showing an increased amount of the earn-
ings of the people to the extent of $1,100,000. I
also find that the amount on deposit in Dominion
savings banks at the end of 1879, before we began
to feel the full effect of the National Policy, was
$14,700,000, while the amount on deposit at the
end of 1889 had reached $53,700,000, or an increase
during these ten years of $39,000,000. Let me
also look at the condition of the deposits in the
chartered banks. In 1879 they amounted to
863,000,000, in 1889 to $123,000,00, showing an
imcrease of $60,000,000 ; and thus, during these ten
years from 1879 to 1889, the savings of the people!
of Canada have increased, because that is really
what thesefigures mean, namely,thatafterthe people
have supplied themselves with all the necessaries,
of life and many of the luxuries and comforts, they
were able to invest in this form, d 'ring those ten
years, $99,000,000. The hon. member for South Ox-
ford (Sir Riclard Cartwright) spoke of the condition
of the Province of Ontario, and I suppose it is a re-
flection of the condition of the whole country ; and
lie said the condition was worse than he had remem-
bered it for 35 years. At all events it is gratifying to
us-who, perhaps, have not thesame sources of infor-
mnation as the hon. gentleman, for lie seems to have
very original sources of information-to know that
while the country is retrograding so rapidly the
savngs of the people in interest bearing bank
deposits alone during the ten years have in-
creased by $99,000,000. I remember a remark
made by an hon. gentleman opposite on one occa-
sion, that whenever lie had a suggestion to address
to the Government he always made it in open
House. That is not the custom followed by support-
ers of the Government, but even a supporter of

the Government sometimes finds it advantageous
to make a suggestion on the floor of the House ;
and, before leaving this question of the savings
banks of Canada, I desire to call the attention of
the Finance Minister and of the members of the
Government to the regulations which prevail, to-
day at least, in Halifax. These should be amended,
and the amounts which these regulations allow
to be deposited annually, and also the total
sum to be deposited, should be increased. The
present regulations provide that no one shall deposit
more than $300 in one year or a total sum of $1,000.
The object of the bank and the use to which the
bank is applied is essentially that of a savings bank,
and it does no't at present fulfil as it should do that
mission. For this reason : that if a moan is anxious
to save money to purchase a home for his family, he
cannot acquire a suitable property for $1,000. I
respectfully suggest to the Finance Minister that he
should look into the matter and allow the amount
of deposit to be increased. An hon. gentleman
opposite referred, the other evening, to the statistics
of the population of Canada, which is a favorite
topic with hon. gentlemen opposite when it be-
comes necessary for party purposes to endeavor to
create the impression that the country is not pros-
perous. Sir, I find that the Province of Ontario-
this Province which is said by lion. gentlemen oppo-
site to be so depressed, to be going to ruin, and to
be a country only fit to get out of-I find that,
when I compare the increase of population in that
Province with the great State of New York, we
have the following result :

Population of State of New York, 1870... 4,382,750
Population of State of New York, 1880... 5,082,871

Or an increase of 15-97 per cent.
Population of Province of Ontario. 1871.. 1,620,857
Population of Province of Ontario, 1881.. 1,923,228

Or an increase of 18-6 per cent. Therefore, the
ratio of increase of the Province of Ontario, which
is going so rapidly to ruin, if we are to believe hon.
gentlemen opposite, was much greater than in the
rich and thriving State of New York. If we go
back to the days of our grandfathers-I do not know
how many of themi were on this side of the Atlan-
tic-we will find that, ninety years before the last
census, the population of the United States had
increased from 4,000,000 to 60,000,000, just twelve
and a half times, while Canada in the sane time
increased from 156,000 to 4,324,000, or nearly
twenty-eight times. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman
who moved this amendnent made no reference
specially to the Eastern Provinces of the Domin-
ion, when relating his story of depression, but
as I reside in the Eastern Provinces I have
taken the trouble to compare the statistics of
population of the four New England States,
and the four Eastern Provinces of this
Dominion. The four States I refer to are
Vermont, New Hampshire, Massachusetts
and Maine, including, of course, the great city of
Boston. I find that their increase of population
between 1860 and 1880 was 24-4 per cent., while
in the four Eastern Provinces of the Dominion,
Prince Edward Island, New Bruuswick, Nova
Scotia and Quebec, between 1861 and 1881, the
increase was 25·6 per cent. New Hampshire and
Vermont increased only 6 per cent. while the
Province of Quebec increased 9 per cent. Prince
Edward Island, which for five months in the year
is separated from Canadian commerce, had
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increased its population from 1860 to 1880 by
28,000, whereas from 1861 to 1881 Vermont, which
was in uninterrupted contact with the traffic of
the sixty millions of people of the United States,
and had free access to its markets at all times of
the year, only increased 17,000. Therefore, these
New England States, having free access to the
trade of the sixty millions of people of the United
States, and being nearer that market than we are,
had not such an increase of population as the
Provinces of this country which lie close to them.
The statistics of farm lands are still more remark -
able. The increase in the number of acres under
cultivation in the four New England States from
1860 to 1880 was 11 per cent., and in the four
Canadian Provinces I have referred to, the
increase was 43 per cent. In the four New Eng-
land States the increase in the number of acres
under cultivation was 1,200,000, whereas in the
four Eastern Provinces of Canada it was over
three millions. Although these statistics are no
doubt 3xceedingly tiresome, it will be necessary
to enquire a little further into them. Let us
take the live stock i1 these four States, and com-
pare it with the live stock of the Eastern Provinces
of Canada. In 1880, as compared with 1860, these
four States, having the enormous markets of sixty
millions of people, had a decrease of 400,000 head
of live stock, whereas in the four Eastern Pro-
vinces of Canada, fromu 1860 to 1880, there was an
increase of 465,000 head. That is the result of
twenty years of stock-raising, and it 'shows, after
all, that the trade of these sixty millions of people
has not done much for the stock-raising of these
four north-eastern States. Let us look for one
moment at the several principal items of farm
produce, namely, wheat. barley, buckwheat,
Indian corn, oats, rye, potatoes. In these four
New England States the produce was 35,813,451
bushels, and in the Eastern Provinces of Canada
75,000,000. There was a positive decrease iii the
four New England States of 3,500,000 bushels,
while the increase in the Eastern Provinces of Can-
ada was 16,250,000 bushels. These figures will show
that in agricultural development and in stock
raising our Eastern Provinces will compare favor-
ably with the adjoining States of the Union. The
hon. member for Richiond (Mr. Flynn) referred
to the changes in the tariff, on beef, pork, flour
and lard, and lie intimated that this would be a
very serions charge upon the people of the Mari-
time Provinces. Now, in order to arrive at the
condition of the people of the Maritime Provinces,
qnd to be able to appreciate the effect that
this increased taxation will have upon them, I
shall, with the permission of the House, give an
authority which, I think, will be unquestioned
by the Opposition in this House. The hon.
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), in the
course of his address yesterday, referred to Mr.
Gladstone's views of the political economy of the
United States of America, and to the controversy
which is going on between that distinguished
statesman and Mr. Blaine, the Secretary of State of
the United States. Whilst I have the greatest
eonfidence in Mr. Gladstone, and the greatest
admiration, and the greatest respect for him, I do
say that as regards the United States of America,
and as to what best suits the people of that country,
I would sooner take Mr. Blaine as an authority
than Mr. Gladstone. But when it comes to a
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question of the condition of the laboring classes of
the Provinces of Nova Scotia, I think I can give
my hon. friend from Richmond (Mr. Flynn) an
authority which he may consider undoubted. I
find that on 8th May, 1884, the Hon. A. G. Jones,
addressing the Chamber of Commerce at Halifax,
stated :

" Before 1878 the laborers were paid only 80 cents a day,
but this was gradually increased to the present rate. He
was of opinion that Halifax laborers had no good reason
to be dissatisfied. If more money had to be paid for labor,
the merchants of Halifax were going to be seriously
handicapped. He believed a laboring man who was sober
and industrious could get along in Halifax as well as any-
where in thé world. He had an idea that we were
educating a great many people now ont of their sphere of
action, and the burden came heavier on us because we
had to bear the cost of their education. We were educat-
ing too many for emigration. He was glad to know that
la orers were living much more comfortably now than
they did in the past. He could recollect when wages
were 75 cents per day.and flour was $12 to $14 per barrel.
Now it was $6.25 per barrel, with tea, potatoes, cottons,
and most aIl the other necessaries uf life were ust as
cheap as ever they were, with wages $1.25 per day.

That shows the condition of the laboring classes
in the Province of Nova Scotia in 1884, as des-
cribed by an authority which I am sure my hon.
friend from Richmond (Mr. Flynn) will not ques-
tion. Now, Sir, let us examine into the increased
taxation since that date, when those people were
living in comfort and were better off than they
had ever been before, when tea, potatoes, cottons,
and most of the other necessaries of life were just
as cheap as they ever were. What has been the
augmentation of taxation on the necessaries of life ?
It is all contained in the present tariff, and I ex-
amine it from the standpoint of my own Province.
I find that there has been a very appreciable increase
in the duties on beef, pork, flour and lard, which,
to a population of 500,000 people, as we may
assume the population of Nova Scotia to be, will
amount to an increase of about 10 cents per head.
My hon. friend f rom Richmond told us that the re-
duction of the duty on molasses amounted to about
60 cents per family, or, allowing five persons to a
family, 12 cents per head. If he is accurate in
that estimate, and as a rebate of 90 per cent. of
the duty is to be allowed on the cornmeal ground
in Canada, there will positively be no increase
in the taxation. My hon. friend spoke of the in-
creased amount which the fishermen would have
to pay. My hon. friend must surely be familiar
with the fact that the fishermen-those, at least,
who are engaged in the bank fisheries-get all their
supplies duty free, so that the duties on beef, pork,
lard and other provisions do not affect them. My
hon. friend the Minister of Customs tells me that
it is contemplated to extend the same privilege to
the coast fishermen.

Mr. BOWELL. It has been done, not contem-
plated.

Mr. KENNY. I was not aware of that. Now,
Sir, while we are considering these increased duties,
I must certainly say that I agree with the remarks
that fell from my hou. friend from Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell), that the duty on the kind of
pork called clear pork should not be higher than
the duty on mess pork. I also desire to point out
to the Government that the proposed duty of $6 a
barrel on beef actually amounts to 100 per cent.
Now, Sir, as I am a protectionist, and I an not
ashaned to proclaim myself one here or elsewhere,
I am in favor of doing everything possible to de-
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velop the great beef and pork interests of this
country; but I think that might be accomplished
without such a very large increase of the Customs
duties on these items. I hope, therefore, that the
hon. Finance Minister, before we go into commit-
tee, will carefully revise these two items. My hon.
friend from Richmond referred to the increase in
the flour duty. The hon. gentleman must remem-
ber that the hon. Finance Minister explained to
us the reason for that increase-that it was
simply to adjust the disparity that existed between
the duty on wheat and the duty on flour. He
explained to us, that at the rate of 4ï bushels of
wheat to a barrel of flour, the duty on sufficient
wheat to make a barrel of flour, would be in the
neighborhood of 71 or 72 cents, and the increase of
25 cents a barrel on flour will equalise it with
wheat. My hon. friend the senior member for
Halifax (Mr. Joues), during the course of his
remarks, forgot entirely the remission of the duty
on cornmeal ; and when that is considered, I
think he will recognise that there will be abso-
lutely no increase in the per capita taxation on
the people of Nova Scotia. The hon. member for
Richmond said that we should not have a surplus;
he seemed to contend that a surplus was not -ery
desirable ; but I would say to my hon. friend that
if we had not a surplus, we must increase the
funded debt of the country, and he knows very
well that we in the Maritime Provinces are clamor-
ing for subsidies to railways, and that these rail-
ways must be assisted by the Dominion. My hon.
friend referred to the deficits which had taken
place from 1884 to 1889, and my hon. colleague,
the senior member for Halifax, pointed out that
they aggregated $5,122,000 ; but the hon. gentle-
man must remember that we paid something like
$5,000,000 for rebellion losses, and if we deducted
that item, there would be absolutely no deficit
during that period. The hon. member for South
Oxford gave his opinion that the conditions of
Canada do not fit it to become a manufacturing
country. I regret that the hon. gentleman did
not refer to my hon. colleague, who would
have been able to tell him that since the National
Policy was inaugurated we have started in the
Province of Nova Scotia, sugar refineries, cotton
mills, woollen mills, and many other industries,
which, if they have not been very remunerative
to their shareholders, have employed a very large
amount of labor.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). And lost their entire
capital.

Mr. KENNY. That may be ; 1, unfortunately,
cannot contradict that as far as the sugar refinery
is concerned. It was an infant industry,
and the hon. gentleman seems to have taken a
particular dislike to all infant industries. The
other day when an hon. friend mentioned one,
he assailed it on the single ground that it
was an infant industry and ought to be strangled.
But let me point out to the hon. gentleman that,
in the course of his address, he referred to the
duty on iron, which, he said, was imposed in con-
sequence of deficits in the revenue. I was
lu the House when the iron tariff was introduced
by the then Finance Minister, the present High
Commissioner in London, in 1888, and he made it
clear to the House that his object was to encourage
the development of our iron industries. That was

undoubtedly an eminently protective duty. Any
one who has looked into the question must know
that there is no industry in the country of greater
consequence than the iron industry and that in no
country has it been successfully developed except
by means of protection. We know that in England
for many years iron industries were protected, and
that England owes her manufacturing supremacy to
those industries, to which all the other industries
are very largely contributory and upon which
they are largely dependent. In the United
States we know that by the imposition of a pro-
tective tariff the iron industry has been amply de-
veloped. In Canada, as my lion. colleague (Hon.
A. G. Jones) has said, it is an infant industry. It
has only been two years since the protective
tariff was adopted ; yet a great deal has
already been accomplished, and I believe much
more will be accomplished in the early future.
This is a question in which Nova Scotia is particu-
larly concerned; yet, he said, it is not indigenous
to that Province. He seems to be of the same
opinion as regards the iron industries, as the hon.
member for South Oxford is with regard to our
manufacturing industries generally, namely, that
none of them have a future in this country. I
dissent entirely from that view. I think that the
iron industryis eminentlyindigenoustoourProvince
because we have the iron ores and the coal in close
proximity, and, under proper management and
protection, they will in a few years be largely de-
veloped. Our iron ores of Pictou will be
developed, and I find, on looking at the Official
Gazette of Nova Scotia, that the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor of that Province was made to say, in a speech
which was placed in his hands by the Grit Repeal
Government of Nova Scotia:

"Arrangements have been made by my Government for
subsidising a line of railway connecting the Intercolonial
Railway with the iron mines of the East River, in Pietou
County, under eonditions which give assurance that the
work will be prosecuted immediately, and that at an early
date these valuable deposits of iron will be opened and
smelting opetations on a large scale carried on."
It is evident, from this quotation, that the members
of the Nova Scotia Local Government consider
that the iron industry is indigenous to our Pro-
vince, because they proclaim that they have done
all they can to assist it, and express their belief
that these deposits of iron ore would be opened
and smelting operations on a large scale carried on.
That is a very satisfactory answer to the statement
of my hon. celleague. But as regards the protec-
tion to our iron industries, hon. gentlemen con-
nected with shipping know that, twenty or twenty-
five years ago, our sailing ships were regularly en-
gaged in carrying pig iron from England to the
United States. The owners of Nova Scotia ship-
ping will also remember that when the protective
policy was inaugurated by the United States, the
transportation of that article ceased ; and Iwas very
much surprised this morning at receiving from an
hon. gentlemain who takes an interest in the iron
industry, a statement regarding the development
of that industry in the United States, which state-
ment will be a surprise to hon. gentlemen whe
study that question. By protection in the
United States, as we are aware, an immense
development has taken place in that indus-
try. They are now producing steel rails in the
United States almost as cheaply as in any part of
the world. The quotation I am about to read is
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one which will prove conclusively that under the
protective system, the iron industry in the United
States nas been marvellously developed, and we
may expect that the application of the same system
to the Dominion will lead to the saine results. I
read in the Philadelphia press, as follows:-

" There is a good deal of significance in a contract
whieh the Thomas Iron Company have made for the
delivery of 1,000 tons of pig iron in Liverpool. Owing to
the beneficial efforts of protection, very littie pig iron bas
been imported into the United States of late years, while
the price bas been steadily declining. While under the
protection system the competition within the United
States has steadily reduced prices, we have now reached
a point when we can export pig iron to England. Thatis
the result of the application of the protection policy to the
United States. The prices have so declined that to-day
the United States manufacturers are able to export pig
iron to England."
Let us see under what tariff this was brought
about. The first protective tariff imposed on iron
in the United States was, I think at the rate of $8
or $9 a ton. It was then reduced to $7 a ton, and
is now reduced to $6 a ton. Our tariff to-day, even
with the bounty, anounts only to $6 a ton, but we
allow scrap iron in at $2 a ton. In the United
States there has been a wonderful development of
the iron industry under their protective system,
and I believe in Canada the same results will follow
the policy this Government have adopted. The
advantage of this iron industry to the whole popu-
lation of a country must be so self-evident that it
would be hardly worth while dealing with the
question in an assembly like this, were it not that
some hon. gentlemen have stated that the farmers
of the United States have been crushed under the
iron heel of protection. I appeal to hon. gentlemen
if they do not think that the condition of the
farmers of the United States, bad as it is to-day,
would be infinitely worse if they had not a large
home market for their products, and whether, if
the men employed in the factories and mines were
idle, the condition of the farmers would not be
absolutely worse ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What about reciprocity?
Mr. KENNY. The hon. gentleman will hear

all about that in due course. I might ask my hon.
colleague some questions in regard to his arithmetic.
He 9tated that the difference in the price of a
barrel of flour would be $1 under this increased
duty. He is one of the most successful business
men in our community, and, if lie can make 25
cents do the work of a dollar, we nay be able to
understand the secret of his success. The increase
is not a dollar.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I do not say that was
the increase. I said that, under this system of
putting 75 cents duty on a barrel of flour, we would
actually find our flour $1 dearer a barrel in our
market than in the American market.

Mr. KENNY. The facilities of transportation
are the same now as they were before the duty
was increased, and the hon. gentleman knows, that
Canadian flour in bond can be carried very easily
from any point in the New England States to our
seaboard. Therefore, the position is just the same
as it was before the change was made. My hon.
colleague also referred to the fact that, in the
colony of Newfoundland, a larger amount ot Ameri-
cai flour is imported than of Canadian flour, and
he gave us the statistics of last year to prove his
statement. I regret that he did not give us the
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statisties of several years, because, if my memory
serves me aright, a much larger amount of
Canadian flour went into Newfoundland before
last year than during the period to which the hon.
gentleman refers We know that, in the colony of
Newfoundland, during the last year or two, the
population has been in anything but a prosperous
condition. They have been in a worse condition
than that which the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) makes out the farmers of
Ontario to be, They have been so badly off, that
the Government of the colony had to send food to
the fishermen there, and it is reasonable to suppose
that they are not able to buy such a quality of
flour as the miners, the lumbermen and the fisher-
men of Nova Scotia are able to buy. In Sydney,
one of the most distant points in the Dominion,
a barrel of good, sound Canadian flour can be
bouglit for $5, and, while good flour can be bought
at such a price, those people will not likely buy
an inferior article. As a matter of fact, the
price of flour to-day is no higher than it was since
the duty was imposed, and I am told by a friend of
mine who is engaged in the business, that the price
of home manufactured cornmeal has been sensibly
reduced. My hon. colleague could not get through
a speech in this House without having a slap at
the Jamaica steamers, and lie told us that they had
been running for fifteen years. I hold in my hand
a letter which I received the other day from
Halifax, from a gentleman who is well able to give
accurate information on this point. It reads as
follows:

" I have your letter of the 18th instant. The change
from St. Thomas to Jamaica was made in January, 1880,
and the steamers stopped running in June, 1886. For the
first few years after the change was made, we could get
little or no freight for Jamaica. Before the steamers
stopped running, a different class of shippers got into the
business, and a regular order of business was established,
dealers in Jamaica sending up their orders which they
could count upon receiving regularly to the day or almost
hour, and, as I take it, a much more wholesome kind of
trade between the two places was established."
Therefore, instead of these steamers having run to
Jamaica for fifteen years, they have only run from
1880 to 1886.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Who is your authority?
Mr. KENNY. I have no objection to show the

hon. gentleman personally the signature to this
letter, but, as it is a private letter, I do not desire
to mention the name across the floor of the House.
But does my hon. friend deny the statement?
He stated that we have had steamers running to
Jamaica for fifteen years. I state that they were
only running between 1880 and 1886, and during
the two years from 1888 to 1890. That is a very
different thing from fifteen years, as the hon.
gentleman stated. The hon. gentleman referred
to the small cargoes which we received in return
from the islands of the West Indies. The very
reason why we ask for a subsidy for these steamers
is that the return cargoes are small.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. KENNY. I desire to correct an error.into

which I was inadvertently led before recess, by a
remark which fel from the Minister of Customa. I
stated that the bank fishermen were privileged
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to take their necessary supplies in bond, and
consequently paid no duty on pork or other
provisions and supplies which they require. I
understood the Minister of Customs to say
that that privilege is not restricted to the
bank fishermen; I understood him to imply that
it was also extended to the boat fishernen. In
that respect I find I made an error. I was
surprised at the time the hon. Minister made the
statement, because I could not see, knowing the
manner in which the boat fishing is conducted,
that it was possible to apply such a system to the
boat fishing; I desire, therefore, immediately to
correct that mistake. Referring again to the West
India trade, and the advantages of having a sub-
sidised line of steamers to the West Indies, our
object, mainly, was to advance and develop our
export trade. Whist this trade, mu the return
cargoes, is yet very much smaller than we desire
it to be, it is satisfactory to know that in the item
of exports, the trade is increasing. I heard, very
recently, of one contract alone for the supply of
1,400 tons of hay for Cuba, and the delivery of it
extends over a period from this date until
September. That item in itself shows that
there is a trade there for the agricultural
productions of Canada. Reference was made
by the senior member for Halifax to the polaris-
copic test as applied to our sugars, and the
bon. gentleman paid a just tribute to the Minister of
Customs for having adopted that improved method
of testing our sugars. But the hon. gentleman
should also have told us that the Government of
which my bon. friend the Minister of Customs is
a member, bas done much more than that for the
West India trade. When the senior member for
Halifax was a member of the Parliament of Canada,
sitting on the Government side of the House, he
vainly endeavored to induce the Government of
which lie was a supporter to take some steps to
improve the condition of the West India trade.
He told them repeatedly in 1876, andin 1877, that
they were depriving the Maritime Provinces annu-
ally of from $3,000,000 to $4,000,000 of trade ; and
in 1878 he also told them that he had been a true
prophet, and that Boston and New York had be-
come the capitals of the West India trade. If, now
that trade bas been brought back to our own coun-
try, we have to thank the present Government for
it. I desire to say a few words in reference to
the condition of our farmers, and the proposal
which is made by hon. gentlemen opposite to place
the farmers of Ontario on the same plane as the
farmers of the United States. I find that the
New York Times, referring to the condition of the
farmers of that cpuntry, states :

" The farmers of the United States are staggering un-
der a burden of mortgage indebtedness approximating
$9,000,000,00.'"
I find also that, with reference to the State of
Wisconsin, Professor Henry, lecturing in Rich-
mond, Wisconsin, states :

" One of the richest prairies in the United States is
that of the St. Croix Valley in Wisconsin."
Of that valley he says :

" To-day the richest part of it is almost without fences;
the majority of the farm buildings, especially the barns.
are poor, and the people complain bitterly of hard
times."n
We are told that in Kanan

"The farmers of this vicinity are burning corn for fuel,
finding it cheaper than coal. Corn is sold on the farm at
20 cents per bushel, while the average price of coal de-
livered at the farm ranges from 21 to 23 cents per bushel.
The Farmers' Alliance brought the attention of the
farmers to the relative prices of the two commodities,
and advised that half the corn crop be used as fuel, thus
advancing the price of the other half and saving money in
fuel bills. The farmers have begun to act on this
advice."

These are States that are tributary to the market
of sixty millions of people, yet this is the condition
of the farming population of the States of Kansas
and Wisconsin. In Ohio we find, from an official
statement prepared by the Secretary of State,
that:

" The mortgage indebtedness ofthat State at the present
time is no less than $515,511,000. This bears an average
interest of six per cent. So that the people of Ohio have
to pay $31,000,000 a year in interest, or a-bout $10 a head
of the total population. They have also topay$12ahead
for state and municipal taxation, and $5.16 a head for
faderal taxation. This is how matters stand in Ohio."
Now, Sir, these gentlemen wbo would try to
convince us that the condition of the farmer in the
United States is better than that of the farmer in
Canada, must know that when the federal, muni-
cipal and state debts are added together, the
farmer of the United States bas a much heavier
taxation than the farmer of the Doninion of
Canada. Residing in the eastern portion of the
Dominion, I naturally take more interest in the
condition of the people in those States that are
nearest to my own Province, and I find that so
great was the decline in the value of farm property
in the New England States, that an effort was
made by a Mr. Nott, who was a contributor to the
York newspapers, to find out the cause, and in the
course of his enquiries, he writes as follows to the
New York journals :-

' A Good Farm for Nothing.' The farm which suggests
the title is the Foster farm, on the Cold Spring Road, a
mile distant from the most beautiful village in New
England, Williamstown, Berkshire County, Massachu-
setts, and within two miles of the station at which twenty
passenger trains a day stop. The farm has twice taken a
premium as the best managed farm in the district. The
priec of agricultural produets, except hay, mutton and
utter, is the same in the neighboring villages of

Williamstown and North Adams as in Troy and Albany.
There are a farm bouse and ten farm buildings, which it
would take $10,000 to replace, and which are fnlly worth
$6500 now. Yet the whole farm is offered at the latter
price, and, therefore, it is said that the 105 acres of land
are really offered for nothing."

Now, I do not think that even the lion. member
for South Oxford could show such a condition of
things as that in the Province of Ontario. I read
again in the Boston Globe of this month :

" What a pity to see people rushing like madmen into
the wild Sioux reservation country, without food or
shelter while farms in New England can be bought for
five dollars an acre, with houses and barns on them
which alone cost six times the purchase money. And all
to raise corn, at 10 cents a bushel, with no market at
that, and reap a yearly crop of cyclones."

Mr. Speaker, I expressed the opinion, that we
may attribute all these disparaging remarks which
we have heard in this House applied to the
people of Canada, to the political disappoint-
ment of our friends opposite. These gentleman
have told us that in the year 1876 the country was
in a prosperous condition. I have read to you to-
night statements which were taken from the blue-
books, showing the aggregate trade of the country
in 1876, and at the present day. And when you
consider further the great development of the
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banking capital of the country, the great expansion
of our mnanufacturing enterprises, the increased
savings of the people, as illustrated in the savings
bank returns and in deposits in the chartered
banks, I think we nmust come to the conclusion
that the people of Canada to-day are in a condition
eminently better than they were in 1876. I am not
so optimistic in my views as not to fully recognise
that caution ought to mark the guarded way I
recognise fully, that nationally, commercially and
financially, we have been going-I do not want to
say, too fast, but, at all events, at a pretty rapid
pace. We have been going under very full sail,
and I think it would be wise for us to shorten sail.
In my individual capacity as a business man,
associated with financial institutions in this
country, that is the advice I would consider it
my duty to give to those in whom I am interested.
And as it affects the individual so it affects the
nation, and I do not hesitate to say that I think
we should be exceedingly careful in our public
expenditure. Not that I see anything that
imniediately necessitates alarm ; but we have been
fairly prosperous, we have been spending large
sums of money collectively and individually, and
therefore we must expect that there may be some
reaction. In the course of this debate much has
been said regarding our relations with the people
of the republie to the south of us. I quite agree
with the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), that we should endeavor to cultivate
the nost friendly feelings with the people of the
United States. I think that is the desire of the
people of Canada, that always bas been the desire
of the people of Canada, and 1 believe that the
Government of Canada have entertained and do
eàrnestly entertain that desire. Our public men
are much better informed of the condition of the
United States than the public men of the United
States are informed of the condition of Canada, or
of the sentiments of our people. With the Ameri-
can people we have much in common. They are of
very much the same offspring as ourselves, and
they are a bright, intelligent, hospitable people,
and those who visit them, I am sure, always hope
to go again. I say, then, that we have nothing
to blame ourselves as regards our treatment of
the American people, or the disposition which
our people and the Government of Canada have
always shown towards that great nation. Refer-
ence was made, also, by the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), to the abrogation
of the Reciprocity Treaty in 1866. But that hon.
gentleman knew well, as we all know, that the f
treaty was abrogated by the action of the United
States Congress, that its abrogation was not the act
of the Canadian Parliament ; and we all know that
every subsequent trade arrangement we have made
with that people was abrogated and nullified by the
action of the people of the United States, and not s
by the people of Canada. Only this afternoon the e
non. meinber for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), when a
reference was made to the Alien Bill which was
before this House, called attention to the fact that c
legislation on that question originated at Washing-
ton and not at Ottawa, and that, therefore, if there t
has been any friction between people living on the ç
boundaries of the two nations, the Government of n
the United States and not the Government of t
Canada is to be blamed, and must be held respon- i
sible for it. As regarda our relations with the t
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United States, hon. gentlemen opposite, in their
party difficulty and dilemma, have discovered
that the panacea for all their troubles is the fad of
unrestricted reciprocity, or commercial union, or
continental free trade, or whatever they choose to
call it. There is not one of those hon. gentlemen,
who has ever undertaken to tell us what he means
by unrestricted reciprocity ; we have never had a
definition of it from those hon. gentlemen. We see
by the public press, that a very prominent Canadian
politician bas recently visited New York, and it is
incidentally stated that he also visited Washing-
ton. To-day, the hon. member for Northum-
berland (Mr. Mitchell) asked the Government what
news the Minister of Marine had brought back from
ington. I think, when we ask the Minister of
Marine to tell us what new's he brings back from
Washington, we might also ask the ho.a. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), if he has
any information to give us from Washington? Ire-
peat, that no hon. gentleman opposite has given us a
definition of unrestricted reciprocity ; but now that
one of their number has visited their friends in the
United States, we may hope to get a more accurate
interpretation of it. Some of us have the
good fortune to visit Washington. We go in our
individual capacity, and it sometimes falls to our
lot to meet gentlemen, not of the exalted position
which an envoy would meet, but gentlemen con-
nected with the politics of the United States. I
happened to be in Washington a year or two ago.
I was not accompanied by the New York leader of
the Grit party on, that occasion. I was there in
my individual capacity. I had the pleasure of
making the acquaintance of some gentlemen in
fairly prominent positions there, and ever since
those gentlemen have been good enough to send me
all the public papers printed and circulated at
Washington which bear upon the trade relations
of the United States of America with Canada.
Amongst the documents which have been forwarded
to me and which interest us, as every discussion at
Washington must interest us which in any way
pertains to the relations of that country with
Canada are certain speeches made in Congress. I
have read them for the purpose of ascertaining
what is the animus of the public men of the United
States towards Canada. I hold in my hand an
official copy of a speech made by Hon. John Sher-
man of Ohio in the Senate of the United States, on
18th September, 1888. On that occasion this distin-
guished senator, who, it will be remembered, before
the last presidential election was quite a possibility
or the position of President, moved on that
occasion the following resolution:
" Resolved, that the Committee on Foreign Relations be

lirected to enquire into and report at the next Session of
Congress the state of the relations of the United States
vith Great Britain and the Dominion of Canada, with
uch measures as are expedient to promote friendly
ommercial and political intercourse between those
ountries and the United States, and for that purpose to
have leave to sit during the recess of Congress.
rhose hon. gentlemen opposite who tell us that we
annot live without this commercial union with the
people of the United States have never pointed out
o us that nearly every public man in the United
States, either in Congress or out of Congress, that
early every newspaper that has ever referjed to
he question in any way, that nearly every magaz-
ne article that has appeared, has distinctly. said
hat commercial union, means political union. In
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glancing over this speech made by the Hon. John
Sherman there are some statements in it which,
with the permission of the House, I will read.
The first extract is one that is not political, but it
refer3 to the Canadian canals, and it, therefore,
may interest hon. gentlemen. Senator Sherman
said :

"We have no right to complainthat Canada levies tolls
on vessels passing through ber canals, though we levy
none on American canals, for that right is expressly re-
cognised by the Washington Treaty. All that we can ask
is that no higher or other tolls are levied on American
vessels than on Canadian vessels, that no discriminations
are made under cover of drawbacks or bounties in favor
of Canadian ports and against American ports. If we
object to tolls we should do what we ought to have done
forty years ago, and for which I voted for thirty years
ago-build a canal around the falls of Niagara on Ameri-
can soil."
The senator, in the course of his speech, further
said:

" Our whole history, since the conquest of Canada by
Great Britain, in 1763, bas been a continuous warning
that we cannot be at peace with each other, except by
political as well as commercial union."
iNow, Sir, there is the emphatic opinion of one of
the most prominent and distinguished senators of
the United States, and yet I remember the hon.
member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) told us the
other day that we should always hold out the
olive branch to the people of the United States,
and that we should be exceedingly careful that we
should not refer to them in a contemptuous or
impertinent manner. I have never heard any
reference in this Legislature to the people of the
United States that was at all contemptuous or im-
pertinent. I have heard the assertion of our own
rights, but I have never heard anything that
savored of impertinence. I suppose, however,
that the lion. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) would be quite satisfied with this olive
branch, which is tendered us from the Senate at
Washington, and which tells us distinctly that
tliere can be no peace except by a commercial and
political union. In the sentence which I shall
nîext read to you, delivered by Senator Sherman,
of Ohio, lie speaks more kindly and more confi-
dently of Canada than the lion. gentlemen opposite
are in the habit of doing in the Legislature of their
own country. Hon. Mr. Sherman says :

" Canada is now stronger, more populous and wealthier
than the United States was when the Constitution was
formed. In one hundred years, our country has been
increased fifteen-fold in population, five-fold in extent
and twenty-fold in wealth, productions and resources.
Ve imay anticipate for Canada, the same proportionate

gruwth lu population and wealth."
lion, gentlemen opposite are not as hopeful of the
tuoture of Canada as the distinguished Senator
froI Ohio evidently is. He goes on to say

" But neither can grow in extent, for the continent is
shared between us."

I will quote the concluding part of this remarkable
speech:

'Truc statesmanship consists in an earnest effort byhonest means, te promote the public good. No greater
cno.d can be accomplished than by a wise and peacefulpoicy to unite Canada and the United States, under onecounion government, but carefully preserving to eachstate its local authority and autonomy. This controlling
PrineiPle of blending local and national authority-many
Il One-was the discovery of our fathers, and has guidedthe Amierican people thus far in safety and honor, and Ihelive can be and ought to be extended to the people ofCanada. With a firm conviction that this consummuation,iost devoutly tobe wisbed,is within the womb of destinyand believiug that it is our duty te hasten its coming, I93

am net willing, for one, to vote for any measure, not
demanded by national honor, that will tend te postpone
the good time coming, when the American flag will þer
the signal and sign of the Union of all the Eîglish spea-
ing people of the continent, from the Rio Grande to the
Aretie Ocean."
Now, Sir, I tell lion. gentlemen opposite that that
is what their agitation for commercial union leads
to. I tell them that it is not fair to the people
of Canada to attempt to mislead us by telling us
we can have commercial union without political
union, when the other parties to the bargain tell
us, honestly and candidly, that it can onily be
obtained by political union. This document which
I have read from, as I told you, is an official docu-
ment issued by the Printing Bureau at Washing-
ton, and it is headed : " Relations with Canada
-Annexation." Now, that is one olive branch
offered to us, and let me give yon another one. I
will quote the views of the Hon. Benjamin Butter-
worth, whose name has been very fretuently before
the Canadian people in this controversy. The
article reads as follows -

"Before the United States Congressional Committee
on Friday last, Congressman Ben. Butterworth appeared
and addressed the committee in support of his Bill for
reciprocity with Canada. He said : As between Canada
and the United States, there is not a gentleman who
does not know that from every standpoint the United
States has the coign of vantage. The trouble with the
question of reciprocity is that politics enters into it and
not statesmanship. I do not appeal to politics, but te
that statesmanship which would give to our people an
opportunity to have the benefit of the broad domain
north of the St. Lawrence. Canada wouldbe assimilated.
(I do net use the word annexed, as it might be unpleasant
to some people). It was so written in the book of
destiny. The people of Canada are our kith and kin, and
a very goodassortment too. The highway to assimilation
is closer commercial relations, because where a man's
treasure is, there will be his heart also.' Such is the
Butterworth scheme."
So speaks one of the greatest authorities on the
commercial union fad. Now, Mr. Speaker, the
name of Mr. Wiman, of New York, formerly of
Canada, bas been long identified with the project
of commercial union. As far as I know, it has
either originated with him, or in the fertile brain
of some discontented Grit politician in Canada.
Be that as it may, in quoting the naime of Mr.
Wiman in this Legislature, I desire to do so in all
personal respect to that gentleman. I have never
met him, but, some years ago, lie extended great
kindness to members of my family whom lie met
abroad, and for that I have always felt grateful to
that gentleman. But, Sir, as a public man in
Canada, dealing with a great question, dealing
with the future of this country, dealing with the
question which we are forced to deal with by the
resolution now before us, I have to refer to that
gentleman. Mr. Wiman appeared before the
Committee of the United States Senate which was
collecting evidence on the trade relations with
Canada ; and I hope I will not weary the House if
I give you a few extracts from his evidence, as re-
ported in the Toronto Mail:

" Mr. Erastus Wiman was the next witness. He spoke at
length about the general desire of the Canadians for closer
relations with this country. Mr. Wiman believed there
would be a very strong British protest against the politi-
cal union of Canada with tse United States."
That is evidently what Mr. Wiman contemplated;
he contemplated a political union of the two nations
and he goes on to say :

" Canada will be better a hundredfold by annexation
(he does not say commercial union). The question of'poli-
tical annexation was net growing as rapidly as it ought. A
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forced annexation could not be thought of. He believed
that annexation at present in practical politics was an
absolute impossibility. There were those who conceived
that the best way to get a political union between the
two countries was to open up an intimate trade alliance."

Therefore, Mr. Wiman tells these hon. gentlemen
who have been associated with him, who, I under-
stand, have been in constant correspondence with
him, that the only way in which we can have a
commercial union is by political union ; and we
must, at all events, admire that gentleman's can-
dor, In the course of his evidence-and I desire
to call the attention of the hon. leader of the Op-
position to this statement-Mr. Wiman says :

"One objection to the annexation of Canada was the
immense increase of late years of the French Roman
Catholic population."
It seems that the great objection to political union
is the fact that we have a large number of French
Roman Catholics in Canada. I do not know how
the number can be reduced. I believe, across the
border, it is not customary to have large families ;
but while the French Canadians increase as fast
as they do, I think it will be a long time before
Mr. Wiman or any one else gets theni out of Canada.
Mr. Wiman went on to say:

" The fact that Canadian railways were not under the
interstate commerce law gave them an advantage. If
a proper commercial arrangement were made between
the two countries, this would not be so."
In other words, he thought the Canadian railways
should also be assimilated or annexed. He was
asked by Senator Hoar as to what raw material
Canada could furnish the United States with ; and
the answer interests us, because it shows us that
the great champion of com:nercial union is obliged
to tell the Senate Committee what raw material
the United States will take from Canada. He re-
plied :

" Canada can furnish us with lumber, coal on the Paci-
fie coast, nickel, asbestos and iron ore."
That is the best authority we can get as to the
trade in raw inaterial which commercial union will
open to us, if we surrender our political existence
and our right to make our own tariff-if we sur-
render all that Englishmen and free men in every
country prize most highly. That is very encourag-
ing. Not a pound of coal from Cape Breton or
Pictou-only the coal on the Pacific coast. What
is the reason these gentlemen do not want our Nova
Scotia coal? I find the reason in the report of the
same Committee of the Senate, but not at the same
meeting. That committee held a meeting in the
city of Boston, where the presidént of the Boston
Chamber of Commerce, in the course of his evid-
ence, said :

" Our country produces all the coal, iron ore, and pig
iron that is necessary for our home consumption."

He tells us distinctly that they do not want our
coal, iron ore or pig iron, as they have plenty of
those materials of their own. At the same meeting
evidence was given by Congressinan Morse, who
said-and this is one of the olive branches they
are extending to us :

" If the Dominion of Canada would conform its pro-
tective tariff to ours, so that we would have uniformity of
tariff and protection to American industries, and if
Canada would also consent to a just and fair adjustment
of the fishery dispute in the two oceans, I would favor a
reciprocity treaty between the two countries."
It is very unfortunate that we should be obliged
to cross the border to get information on a sub-

Mr. KEN.NY.

ject which concerns us so much, when hon.
gentlemen opposite possess al] the information, if
they would only divulge it and tell us what they
do mean. But I will submit to the House another
olive branch. Hon. gentlemen, I dare aay, are
acquainted with General Wilson, who gave his
evidence before the same Senatorial Committee,
and who contended that, nolens volens, Canada
should be annexed to the United States. Mr.
Wiman and his friends were rather shocked at
that proposal, and a meeting was held where this
question was fully discussed by Mr. Wiman and
General Wilson. I will make this short extract
from Mr. Wiman's speech:

" He expatiated on the value of Canada's trade, which
he said was now equal to $10 a head of Canada's popula-
tion, and added: With the barriers between the United
States and Canada obliterated, English goods discrimina-
ted against, and au open and a free market for the
development of natural resources within Canada, every
Canadian would be worth $100 instead of $10 as a
customer of the United States."
That is what commercial union is to give us, and
I think it would be very difficult for hon. gentle-
men opposite to show that we would get anything
like compensation for such a surrender. Mr. Wiman
here lays down his scheme of commercial union, to
which I invite the consideration of this House. He
says :

" The tarif of Canada should never be lower than that
of the United States. In fact, the tariff of the continent
should be regulated at Washington. As to its height, it
should be administered by a joint commission, in which,
of course, the United States should have a preponderance.
The total receipts should be pooled in one purse, and the
amount divided aceording to population."

Now, I ask the hon. gentlemen opposite, as Mr. Wi-
man has told us what he means by commercial union,
if that is also what they mean? Now, Sir, accept-
ing Mr. Wiman's interpretation of commercial
union, let us apply it to our condition. The mem-
bers of this House will sec that it is contenplated
that our Customs tariff should be raised to that of
the United States. The practical effect of thatwould
be that we should have to pay some$.3,000,000 a year
more in Customs duties than we pay now, inasmuch
as the tariff of the United States is so much higher
than ours. What would we get back ? We would
pay into the common fund $3,000,000. Our popula-
tion is 5,000,000, and that of the United States,
65,000,000, so that we would getback one-thirteenth
of that sum, or $240,000. We would, therefore,
be $2,760,000 worse off on that item alone. Besides,
by this arrangement, our treasury would lose the
revenue which is now derived from the duty on im-
ports from the United States, and which amounts to
$7,300,000. How is that amount to be made up ?
It will have to be made up, I suppose, according
to a suggestion which fell from an hon. gentleman
opposite during the course of this debate-by an
income tax. It would have to be made up by
direct taxation. If our revenue is to be depleted
to that extent, there is nothing else for it but
direct taxation. I suppose, when I make this state-
ment, I shall be called captious or, perhaps, im-
pertinent ; but that is the only outcome I can sec
to such a condition of things. Now, this meeting
to which I have referred, between these two gentle-
men, who take such a very great interest in our
affairs, was closed by the following remarks by
General Wilson : -

" At the close of the debate, General Wilson stepped
forward and said that he would not attempt to gainsay a
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single word that Mr. Winsan bad said for both were in
favor of annexation, but sought it by different methods."

It is not fair or just, with this knowledge before
us and these impressions on our mind, that we,
having a public duty to discharge, should conceal
them either from our fellow-members in this House
or from the people of Canada. During the course
of this debate, I find that one hon. gentleman op-
posite complained of the National Policy, because
wheat had declined, from 1879 to 1890, 45 cents,
and he blamed the National Policy for this decline.
Well, that hon. gentleman must have known that
the price of wheat in Canada is regulated by the
price in the great markets of the world, and that
while, in 1879, wheat in England was $1.80 a
bushel, in 1890, in the same market, it was $1.08.
There was, therefore, a decline of 72 cents in Eng-
land, as compared with 45 cents in Canada. But, of
course, not one hon. gentleman opposite would be
happy if he did not take advantage in this debate
of the opportunity to assail the National Policy;
in fact, everything which tends to create a national
sentiment in this country, seems to displease hon.
gentlemen opposite. What has the National
Policy done for this country ?

An hon. MEMBER. Nothing.
Mr. KENNY. The hon. gentleman does not

know. We would never have heard of commer-
cial union but for the National Policy ; even their
own fad would never have blossomed into existence
but for it. Who ever heard of Mr. Wiman or of
the emissaries of the American manufacturers
coming amongst us until we had the National
Policy ? Who ever heard before of pilgrimages from
the United States by leading Ainerican politicians
to this country, and the more of these gentlemen
corne the better, for God forbid they should judge
of Canada by what they hear f rom the Opposition.
I am delighted when I see gentlemen holding re-
sponsible positions in the United States visiting
our country, as they did last year; and I am always
glad when hon. gentlemen on either side of politics
extend them welcome. I hope when return visits
are made to Washington, that the saine hospitality
will be extended to our representatives. The
National Policy bas not only made us more pros-
perous at home, but it has made us better known
abroad.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It has sent a
million of Canadians across the line.

Mr. KENNY. If the bon. gentleman had re-
mained in power from 1878 to 1890, I hardly think
there would have been a Canadian left in the
country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You quad-
rupled the emigration once you got into power,
and you drove away immigrants also.

Mr. KENNY. The National Policy has de-
veloped our manufacturing industries enormously,
no matter what hon. gentlemen opposite may say.
I believe these industries have not been very
remunerative to individual shareholders, and I can
speak feelingly on that point. We have not become
ihillionaires, but we have found employment for our

people, we have developed the resourc4 of our
country, and have kept our population at home. I
say, therefore, that we never would have received
this amount of attention which we have received
from the Legislature and the press and the

93J

people of the United States, but for the National
Policy and the construction of our great trans-
continental railway. I believe that our trans-
continental railway system succeeded in attract-
ing the attention of Congress and the people of the
United States towards us a great deal more than
our National Policy did. I readily admit that,
so long as the American manufacturers could
use Canada, as they did when the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was
Finance Minister, as a slaughter market for their
surplus productions, that was all they wanted, and
in those happy days we never had visits from Mr.
Wiman and the other missionaries of the fad.
We would not be doing our duty to ourselves or to
our constituents if we did not endeavor to ascertain
what these hon. gentlemen mean by unrestricted
reciprocity. Not one of them has ever explained
it, and I have, therefore, been driven across the
border to ascertain exactly what the other parties
to the bargain mean by commercial union. No
matter how bon. gentlemen may atteipt to dis-
guise it, no matter how they inay be misled, no
matter how willing they may be deceived,
the fact remains that commercial union means
political union. If I were an American, I would
be very glad indeed to see this country attached
to the United States. We are worth a great deal
more than we were in 1876.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Particularly
our farm lands. They are not worth by $200,000,000
what they were worth twelve years ago.

Mr. KENNY. I say, unhesitatingly, that we are
worth a great deal more to the people of the Unit-
ed States than we were in 1876. I believe they
desire the acquisition of this country, and I am
not surprised at it. A country which has shown
the recent growth which Canada has shown, a
country of our manufacturing development, a
country with a population like ours, would be a
great acquisition to any nation, and I do not
wonder that the people of the United States
desire the acquisition of Canada. In our inter-
course with them, they do not disguise this
desire. There is scarcely an American who
knows anything about this country who does
not believe that it is their manifest destiny to rule
it. There is one trait of the American character
which we should admire, and that is their love of
their country. No matter how much an Ameri-
can may differ from his fellow-countrymen, lie
always has a kind word to say for his country.
That is a lesson which I hope hon. gentlemen
opposite, when they go to New York and to Wash-
ington, will learn; and I hope that when they
cone back their patriotism will be developed, and
they will think and speak more kindly of Canada
than they have in the past. I have wondered what
the legislators and the public men of the United
States must think of certain of our public men
when they read the annals of our Parliament, and
the remarksniade by certain lion. gentlemen oppo-
site in regard to their own country. Whatever
may be our opinion as to the Goverument of the
country for the time being, whatever may be our
party differences, let us take care that we utter no
uncertain soud when our political status is assail-
ed. Let us show that we desire above all to retain
the right of self-government, and to arrange our
own fiscal policy in conformity with the varying in-
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terests of our own country. Self-government is ou
inieritance, and it should be the ambition of every
Canadian to hand it intact to lis children.

Mr. WATSON. It is not my intention ta follow
the hon. gentleman who has just taken his sea-
through the long speech which he has made. Ai
a representative from a Western Province, I in
tend to deal more particularly with the interest
of the Province from which I come. The hon. gen
tleman (Mr. Kenny) has stated that if the Americar
statesmen were to read the speeches delivered ir
this House they would be astonished. I think
that when the people from his Province read his
speech they will be astonished.

Mr. KENNY. They have heard it before.
Mr. WATSON. We have all heard it before.

The hon. gentleman did state that, as a business
man, he would advise the Governnent to draw in
the sail. In other words, lie admitted that the
Dominion of Canada was becoming extravagant.

Mr. KENNY. I did not say that.

Mr. WATSON. In fact, lie has given advice to
his friends in business, and also to the Government,
to go a little slower. We can, at all events, agree
with him in those sentiments. He has quoted
statements from many individual members of the
United States Congress in reference to freer trade
relations with Canada, but lie has not referred
to the resolution introduced by Mr. Hitt, who
represented a Committee which passed resolu-
tions tending to freer trade relations with us.
If he had referred to that as an olive branch held
out by the United-States to Canada, he would have
touched the question more directly. We have be-
fore us the Hitt resolution and the McKinley
resolution. One is held out to us as inviting freer
trade relations, while the McKinley resolution is
entirely opposite to that, and will probably be put
in force, especially after the speech made by the
President of the Council. Representing, as I
do, an agricultural district, I believe that, if that
resolution is put in force, it will be a bad thing
for Canada. We are not in a position to attempt
to enforce a retaliatory policy against the United
States. The Legislature of the Province which I
represent passed, on the 20th March, a resolution
which I will read. I believe that the policy advo-
cated by that House would be supported by 90
per cent. of the people of Manitoba. This resolu-
tion was passed unanimously, and was based on a
similar resolution which was passed on the report
of a special conumittee, formally appointed for the
purpose of seeing how the tariff affected the Pro-
vince of Manitoba. The resolution reads as
follows:-

" Whereas, in the year 1884, a special committee of this
House was appointed to enquire into the operation of the
tariff on agricultural implements, lumber, canned fruits,
&c., and subinitted a report to this House, signed by the
Hon. 3r. LaRivière, then a member of the Government,
stating, among other things that the tariff on articles ab-
solutely necessary for settlers bears very heavily upon our
people.:

A hat the said report was approved of by the Legislative
Assembly and presented to the Dominion Privy Council
by the delegates sent by this Province in said year 1884,
to obtain certain rights:

" And the tariff has continued, since the year 1884, and
still continues, to press very heavily upon the people of
the Province of Manitoba;

" And whereas, on account of our geographical position,
it would be a very great benefit to the people of this
Province to have closer trade relations with the States
of the American Union lying to the south. of us:

Mr. KENNY.
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r " And whereas, this Legislature considers the question
of closer trade, relations with the American States, as
aforesaid, so important to the interests of the people of
this Province t at, although the subject is one beyond
our jurisdiction, still, it is advisable to make represen-
tations to the authoritie_ that have jurisdiction in the
matter, with a view of obtaîning an amelioration of Our

s condition :
"And whereas, the late Honorable John Norquay, and

Honorable C. E. Hamilton, representing thip Province at
the Quebec Interproincial Conference in 1887, agreed to

- a resolution in favor of unrestricted reciprocity :
" Therefore, be it resolved, that a, humble petition be

presented by this House to the Parliament of the Domin-
ion of Canadai, praying that steps be taken by the said
Dominion Parliament to negotiate with the Government
of the United States of America, with the view of arriv-
ing at somne arrangement by which there should be unre-
stricted reciprocity in trade between the two countries ;
and also, that a humble address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General in Council, praying
that he will take the state of the Province into considera-
tion, and take suc steps as may be necessary in order to
facilitate the bringing about unrestricted reciprocity in
trade between the Dominion of Canada and the United
States of America."

That resolution was carried unanimously in the
Local Legislature in Manitoba on the 20th of March
last, and.I feel satisfied, knowing the people there
as I do, that that resolution is endorsed by at
least 90 per cent. of the people of Manitoba, and
the other 10 per cent., if they oppose it, do so for
reasons not in the interests of the Province of
Manitoba. The people of that Province are
becoming satisfied that the existing protective
tariff bears more heavily upon that Province than
it does on any other Province of the Dominion.
That has been contended in this House for years.
They have no large manufactures in that Province
to benefit by a protective tariff, and we feel that it
is a heavy burden upon our people to pay such
heavy taxes for the purpose of maintaining the
manufacturers in the Eastern Provinces. I may
say that, so far as I am personally concerned, I do
not believe that the manufacturers of eastern
Canada are making such large profits as some
people imagine. In 1883, when the increased duty
was placed on agricultural implements, the manu-
facturers in eastern Canada asked the Govern-
ment to admit the raw material free of duty. The
Government said : No ; we will not admit raw
material free of duty, but we will give you 10 per
cent. increase protection on the manufactured
article. The result is that the eastern manufactu-
rers to-day are paying a high duty on the raw
msaterial which enters into the manufacture of
the goods consumed by the farmers of Canada.
A week ago I was up west, and in speak-
ing to one of the largest firms, manufacturing
and shipping implements to Manitoba, they told
me that at that time they were importing several
car-loads of bar iron from Pittsburg, upon which
they were paying a duty of $13 per ton. Now,
when these gentlemen pay such heavy duties on
raw material, it cannot be expected that we are
going to get implements as cheap as we would if
there was no duty on raw materials. They have
got to pay the price of the raw material, they have
got to pay the duty in cash, and pay the freight,
all, probably, twelve months before that material
is manufactured into the article and sold to the
consumer; besides, they have got to pay interest
on the inestment. Now, it has been contended
by hon. gentlemen in this House that the dunes do
not bear-heavily on the people of Manitoba, inas-
much as implements are cheaper there now than
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they were ten years ago. I think that is no argu
ment, because implements are cheaper everywhere
I am satisfied that, if we did not have this hig
duty on implements, they would cost just abou
the amount of the duty less in Manitoba than the
cost to-day. I am satisfied that, not only do w
pay duty on the goods which come into our Prov
ince, and that are imported directly, but we hav
to pay almost as high for all the goods tha
come from the east as we pay on the importe
goods which we iniport and pay duty upon. Mani
toba is purely an agricultural country. No doub
we have natural mineral wealth in that Provinc
which will be developed in the future; but at the
present rate of immigration we cannot expect tha
the natural wealth of the country in minerals will be
developed, because it would not pay to erect large
factories for the purpose of manufacturing the raw
material. Now, I find, in looking over the Trade
andi Navigation Returns, that we still import f rom
the United States a large quantity of agricultural
implements which are necessary for the farmers of
Manitoba for tiling the soil. I wish to show the
quantities that we have iinported and their value,
and the amount of duty we have had to pay. I say
that that Province, with 125,000 of a popula-
tion, is paying more duty on agricultural imple-
ments than all the rest of the Dominion put to-
gether, and I think that should be sufficientevidence
that, so far as we are concerned, we cannot be satis-
fied so long as this high rate of duty is maintained
on agricultural implements. I find that last year,
according to the Trade and Navigation Returns,
we imported the following agricultural implements
froin the United States, with the values and duties
as given below:

Duty
- No. Value. Duty. Paîd oy

Manituba

Seed Drills- s $ ets. S ets.
Total. 166 4,594 1,607 90'
Manit 148 4,364 1,527 40 1,527 40

18 230 80 50
Harrows-

Total.. ........... 122 1,36 486 8
Manitoba .... 85 66 222 60

571 7M5 264 25'
Harvesters and

Binders-
Total.............. 35 1 25
Manitoba 2,745 960 75

Ploughs from Great 141 1,0701 7 50
Britain-.

Total..........
Mani43 1,712 599 20

Plonghs from Unit- 103 3605
ed States--

Total ..... à199 58,73 20,48059
Manioa56,402 19,66703

IOllenets,.ES, 202, 2,M3 813 56ýImaplemaents,N.E.S.,
fromn Great Bri-
tain-

Total............... 12,735 4.456 65
.. a............ 8,144 8 2,854(

4........ 4,59L l, 25

222 60

960 75

599 20

19,667 03

2,850 40

t

y
e

-

t

t

Dut
- No. V lue. Duty. Ma toba

Implements,N.E.S., $ $ ets. $ ets.
f r o m United
States-

Total.............. ........ 64,603 22,616 82
Manitoba ........ ........ 11,370 3,997 55 3,997 55

.. ...... 53,233 18,619 37

Fanning Mills-
Total.............., 618 6.910 2,418 50
Manitoba...........558 6,512 2,279 20'

60 398 139 30

Horse Power-
Manitoba ........ 10' 1,660 ........

2,279 20

580 95

Portable Engines-
Total..........42 2.5,974 9.090J 91
Manitoba 15 15,002 2,250 na 2,250 70

27 10,972 6,840 21

ThreshersandSepa-
rators-

Total.............. 100 27,877 9.757 0
Manitoba 86 26,492 9.272 20j 9,272 20

14 1,385 485 10

Duty on Repairs ........ ........ .......... 1,915 49

46,123 47

It has been contended in this House that practically
we do net import any harvesters and binders.
Now, I wish to say that the farmers in Manitoba
realise that they have to pay an extra price for
their harvesters and binders on account of the 35 per
cent. protection ; they realise that they pay fully
3. per cent. more for that article than it is sold for
across the line. Mr. Maxwell informed me that
they sold in Manitoba for $160 cash, or $180 on
creait. That is the information I received from
Mr. Maxwell, in St. Mary's, abeut a week ago, and
I think that statement cannot be contradicted.
These same binders are sold in Dakota for $120.
This is the information given me by a man who
purchased binders there recently. The duty on
these machines does not anount to much, but we
have to pay the same price for Canadian machines
that we have to pay for the. American machines,
consequently if the duty was reduced, we would
get the benefit of that reduction. The Ontario
inanufacturers have had to combine in order
to keep up the price on account of the
tremendous expense and outlay they have to
meet in buying the raw material that they require.
There are other articles less important that the
farmers of Manitoba have imported from the
United States, and on which they have paid duty ;
but, I have not taken the trouble to enumerate
them. It further appears that Manitoba has paid
on lumber, an article that must be used by every
settler, $17,714. When this amount is added to
the duties paid on implements, it is found that
Manitoba contributed last year directly to the
revenue no less than $64,058. While we are endea-
voring as best we can to secure .the rapid and coin-
plete settlement of Manitoba, the Government are
not acting with sufficient liberality, and I do not
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altogether approve of the means of distributing
the small amount they do expend ; and I desire
to point out that the Government by their system
of taxation, collects in duties on necessary imple-
ments for the settler, and the lumber required to
erect his bouse, $l0,000 more than they are spend-
ing this year on immigration. This is a matter that
should receive the consideration of the Government,
when they are endeavoring to induce people to go
into Manitoba and the North-West. Last year
I submitted a statement of the extra cost to a
settler starting in Manitoba as compared with
Dakota, simply on account of the duties lie is
called upon to pay, and I showed that $240 more
was required by a settler in Manitoba as compared
with one on the south side on the international
boundary line. In addition to these items to
which I have drawn attention, there is that of
fencing wire, and on that article I contend that
the consumer pays the full amount of the duty in
every instance. Further, there is binding twine,
an article which I contend should be placed on the
free list. It is estimated that this year there will
be 1,000,000 acres under cultivation in the Pro-
vince of Manitoba, and as regards the North-
West Territories, we have no figures on this point ;
but it is safe to say that there will be 1,000,000
acres under crop, taking Manitoba and tbe Terri-
tories together. On an average, two pounds of bind-
ing twine are required to bind for an acre under crop.
The duty on binding twine is 1¼ cents a pound
and 10 per cent. ad valorem, or about 2¾ cents.
Admitting that we do not pay the full duty,
we undoubtedly pay a duty of 2 cents a
pound. On 2,000,000 pounds of twine, we
will accordingly pay a duty of $40,000. This
is a subject which should be considered by the
Government. It must also be remembered that
binding twine is not a large industry, for all the
rope-walks do not employ more than 400 or 500
men, and many of these are cheap laborers. That
being the case, the people of Manitoba could afford
to bonus these establishments to go out of business,
and as there are only five rope-walks in Canada
manufacturing binding twine, the people of
Manitoba could afford, out of the extra amount
paid, to bonus each factory to the extent of
$8,000 a year each to go out of the business. Under
these circumstances it is evident that this is a very
heavy tax imposed on the people of the North-
West. On a farm of 160 acres the settler is paying
4½ cents an acre for the privilege of using twine to
bind his crops. We also find that instead of
advocating what we suppose they favored, un-
restricted trade with the United States, and we on
this side of the House do not ask commercial
union, but unrestricted trade, hon. gentlemen
opposite now appear to view such a proposition
with disfavor. I had hoped from the speeches
delivered last year that the Government favored
unrestricted trade, and especially so when
they placed green fruits on the free list,
which was a great benefit to the people
of Manitoba. While we can grow the small fruits,
such as currants, fruits such as apples and plums
are imported from the United States or the east-
ern Provinces. A duty on such fruit becomes a
serious matter when this duty bas to be paid on the
whole consignment, while probably one-half is
spoiled. I regret very much to notice that the
Finance Minister again places these goods on the

Mr. W ATSON.

dutiable list. He does not adopt this action as one
beneficial to a large portion of the population, but
he does so to meet the views of the growers in two
or three counties, who cannot supply even the local
demand; and yet, in order to meet their wishes,
the bon. gentleman imposes undue taxes on the
people at large. I think Manitoba, situated as she
is geographically, and removed froni those eastern
portions of Canada which may to some extent-
although I think otherwise-benefit by the protec-
tive tariff, should have some exceptions made
in ber favor, especially as regards articles
required by the settler. If we expect people
to come there, we must show them that it
is a cheaper country to live in and to start
farming in than the States to the south of us.
I am not here to speak of Manitoba, as I have
heard some gentlemen speak for the Provinces
they represent. I have no doubt in my mind, from
what I know of the Province of Ontario, and from
what I heard from gentlemen on this side of the
House, with regard to the indebtedness of the
farmers of that Province, but that the statements
they make are absolutely correct, so far as I can
speak as a representative of the Province of
Manitoba. I say that, comparatively speaking,
Manitoba is in a flourishing condition. Mani-
toba, I believe, is to-day the best country
in the world open for immigration. We have
a better country than they have to the south
of us. We have natural advantages there which
they have not to the south. On account of their
elevation they are troubled more with drought and
frosts than we are, and we are unacquainted with
the terrible cyclones they have in summer, and the
fierce blizzards they have in winter in the States
to the south. We have the finest country in the
world for agricultural purposes. I have lived
thirteen years in Manitoba, and I have seen
thirteen crops reaped in the surrounding country
of the town in which I live, and I can say, from my
experience, that I have never seen a failure of a
crop either from drought or frost. It is true that
some portions of Manitoba have suffered from
these inconveniences, but you will find such
exceptional districts in all portions of the
Dominion of Canada. Naturally, we hear
more about frost and drought in Manitoba,
on account of its being a new country. For in-
stance, if we were to take the condition of the
people around Kingston a year ago as a sample of
Ontario, it would not be fair to Ontario, and so, if
we were to take some isolated sections of the Pro-
vince of Manitoba that had suffered by drought or
frost, we would not be speaking fairly of Mani-
toba and the North-West generally. Situated
as we are geographically, and considering our
facilities for manufacturing, and our easy access
to the markets to which we can send our produce,
I do maintain that if the Government expect that
Province to grow, as we hope it will grow, and as
it must grow, they must move in the direction
indicated by the resolution of the Local Legisla-
ture of that Province. It is of the utmost im-
portance that we should have freer trade relations
with the people to the south, not ouly for the
purpose of obtaining our supplies, if we can get
them cheaper, but also to find a market for our
produce. To-day we are situated in rather an
awkward position in the Province of Manitoba.
There is a duty of 15 cents per bushel on wheat,
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and, so far as that duty is concerned, the freight I shah not detain the fouse longer, but I hope
charges for bringing the wheat from, say, Winni- that members from the west will take a sinilar
peg, to any portion of Ontario, is just about the une to what 1 have taken in my remarks to-night.
duty in excess of the freight charged in shipping 1 have tried to show the natural advantages of our
wheat from Duluth to the eastern portions of country. I have tried to show the disadvantges
Canada. That being the case, it is of great im- of our country, whicb, I ar happy to say, are arti-
portance that we should have the market of the ficial and can be removed, and I think it is the
United States for our grain. The wheat-fields of duty of the representatives of the people from
Minnesota are failing, and are not yielding the Manitoba to also point out these disadvantages and
large crops for the last few years as they did to show how tbey can be removed with benefit to
formerly. The result is, that the millers of the country. I shail hope that the bon. member for
Minneapolis, where they have capacities for Provencher (Mr. LaRivière), will ably endorse the
grinding immense quantities of flour daily, want to remarks whicb I have made bere to-night. fe
get our Manitoba hard wheat. If we had unre- was the chairman of a committee that reported a
stricted trade with the United States, Minneapolis similar resolution to this, which was passed by the
would be an enormous market for our No. i Local Legislature of Manitoba. In fact, that reso-
hard wheat. In the United States they have lution vas taken as the basis of the resolution
competition in railway freight rates which we proposed by Attorney General Martin in the
have not as yet in Manitoba. We have, it is truc, Manitoba Legislature a few days ago. The bon.
since the Northern Pacific Railway went in there, member is not ii bis place to-nigbt, but as this de-
better freight rates than we had a.few years ago, bate is Vo be carried over until Tuesday, I have no
but that railway has not yet its connection in the doubt that hon, gentleman will have seen no
east and we have not the same competition as reason Vo change bis views, as expressed in that
they have in the States. The freight from resolution at that time, and will take a similar une
Minneapolis to Montreal is 321 cents per 100 to wbat I have taken to-night.
pouIads and frot Winnipeg to Montreal 46 cents
per 100 pounds, whicb showc the disadvantages Mr. PORTER. The thon gentledian who bas
under whic we are placed with regard to raioway just taken his seat ias, I am happy to say, evinced
transit. South of the lne they have railway that be is no devoid of ail feeling for his country,
competition and their freights are lower. It is but bias sonie patriotism left la his politics. Hie
true that wbere raiiways bave a monopoMy in the does not adopt the role that has been adopted by
United States Vbey charge ail they can, for I so many gentlemen on that side of the bouse, of
believe that corporations bave no souis and they decrying the country in which they hive, or of
wiil take no less than they possibly can geV. As 1 depicting it as in a decayed or ruined condition.
said before, we have lu Manitoba and the North- He says, and I believe lie says trutbfuliy, tHat
West the best field for immigration open to the Manitoba is ii a înost flourisbing condition and
world. to-day, and we are endeavoring to induce I amn sure that every member of this flouse and
the Government to increase the expenditure for tbe every person in the Dominion is pieased of that
purpose of iaking our country known Vhroughout statement, because think every one in this
the world as a field for immigrants. One of the Dominion sould rejoice a the welfare and pros-
hest arguments that could be iised in favor of perity of any art of tbe Dominion, even if his
people settling in that country is, that we could own section should not be so flourisbing as bie
teMl them that we have unrestricted trade with the coubd wis. But the bon. gentean, athougb
UiitedStates. The bon. meniber for Hmalifax (Mr. evincing a patriotic spirit, nevertbeless cannot
Kenny) bias asked us wbat we understand by unre- entirey divest imsef of the partisan feeling of a
stricted trade with the United States? My idea party man, but mnust sbow in bis utterances tbat
of urestricted trade is, that I shad be allowed to ube lias an animus against the Goverumet in re-
seli my products in the dearest mnarket, and tbat I gard Vo tbeir fiscal policy. Tbe wboie burden of
shal he aliowed to buy what I want iii tbe bis speech was undoubtedly directed Vo show that
cheapest market. lon, gentlemen on tbis side of the policy of this toverment is ikjurious to bis
the flouse are not advocating commercial union, section. I think, owever, that if the hon, gent.
p beieve myself tat commercial union might lead leman would consider for a moment, e would see

to political union, ani so far as I a concerned, that no Government woud be justified in adopt-
ander far as the people of Manitoba are concerned, ing a sectionai policy. Ahi policies must be
they bave no wish for political union. But, if constructed and devised for the welfare of
there is one thing that whrl drive the people of the ail, and be wili admit that althougb certain
westera portion of the Dominion into seeking and tings may be burdensome Vo some parts
askig for annexation, it is the poicy at present of tbe country, yet, in le spirit of wisdom
pursued by the Goverment. If we bave freer and fair pay te ail, it is necessary for a Govern-
tiade relations with the people of the United ment to construct sucb a system as wiii be best for
States, we are perfectly happy and content with the general good. If the bon. gentleman had
the laws under wbich we live, but, under existing been in the Houre this afternoon and beard the
ceustances, as I bave pointed out, notwith- hon. member for Northuberland (Mr. Mitchell),
standing the number of years the National wbo spoke very cally and very wisely, ad gave
tolicy las been in existence, and notwithstand- us reminiscences of nearly thrty years ago, e
bes ail the efforts to protect our manufacturers, would have learned that the object of the Canadian
we are sttli importing a large quantty of Government was noV Vo foster a sectional feeling,
American impements uwhich are necessary for but to unite every part of British America into one
the cutivation of the sou. That being united whole and make us a nation if possible. In
tbe case, you cannot expeIt tbe people order Vo accomplish that purpose, there must
to subit to a higli rate of unnecessary taxation. undoubtedly be some things wich certain sectio



2959 [COMMONS) 2960

would prefer not to have, and other things which sell 2 or 3 cents a pound?" Can any hon. gentle-
they would prefer to have, but which would not be man say that this is the case ? Will you
reasonable or fair to all ; and if the hon. gentleman mention to me a single article which the National
would consider this matter, I think he would not Policy has caused to be lowered in price
blame the Government for the policy they have by the mere fact of its existence ? If the National
adopted. Since I have had the honor of a seat in Policy has not caused any of our articles to be
this House, every session the fiscal policy of the lower in price than they would otherwise be,
Governinent has been assailed by lion. gentlemen before these gentlemen undertake to disturb our
opposite with unflagging strength and diligence. present fiscal arrangements, it is incumbent on
No repulse will check or stagger them, no argument them to show that the abolition of the National
convince them ; but with a versatility that would Policy will cause these goods to increase in value.
be admirable if it were not mischievous, they Can they go to a farmer and say: If you abolish
persevere continually in assailing this policy, your present tariff, you will get 5 cents more
and if their assaults were successful, I think for your wheat, 10 cents more for your barley,
it would be calamitous to the Dominion of Canada. 5 cents more for your cheese, and more for your
Every device which clever men can invent, every oats, butter and everything you have to sell ? Will
weapon which they can forge has been used ; and any hon. gentleman, who understands business,
but that the members in this House or the people and who notes the prices in Canada and the United
outside of this House are convinced of the wisdom States, say that if our National Pocily was abol-
of this policy, it would be alnost impossible to re- ished the Canadian farmers would be one cent the
sist the fierce and interminable onslaughts of these better off? Is it possible to believe that they would
hon. gentlemen. They have endeavored to set get better prices for their stock, consisting of pork
class against class, the producer against the and beef, living and dead, if they were brought
consumer, the rich man against the poor into competition with the stock of the United
man, capital against labor ; and to throw an States? Can it be argued that Manitoba wheat
air of profound wisdon over it all ; they have would sell one cent dearer if it were brought into
deluged the House with an immense array of competition with American wheat, which is a
statistics, accompanied with dissertations on the little inferior in quality and cheaper in price ?
principles of political economy. But, Sir, the Will any one contend that our dairyproductswould
experience of the past eleven years has taught be increased in value if the National Policy were
these hon. gentlemen that if they are ever to hope abolished, or that our butter and cheese would
to drive the present Government from the Treasury inprove in price ? The cheese industry affords a
benches they nmust adopt some other course ; the valuable illustration of what is meant by a protec-
old guard must be brought to the front, and re- tive policy. At the time of Confederation, we
course must be had to every means of assault, or were attempting to develop the dairy industries of
their efforts will fail. What is the burden of their Ontario and Quebec, but we were met by this dif-
melancholy song which is now heard in this House? ficulty that our markets were supplied by foreign
The central figure in the picture which they give of goods, and worse than that, that the inferior goods
the ruin of Canada is the poor Canadian farmer. manufactured across the unes were shipped into
When these hon. gentlemen contemplate this op- Canada, and then re-shipped to the varjous markets
pressed personage they pour out volumes of sym- of the world, especially England, as Canadian
pathy and rivers of tears for his condition. When goods; andin this way they were destroying the
listening to their utterances, we are almost character and reputation of our goods and the
led to believe that the Canadian farmer at the hopes and prospects of our dairy industries.
present day is almost as overburdened and borne Sbortly after Confederation, a duty of 3 cents per
down by his Government as were the Russian pound was irposed upon cheese, and from that
serfs in former days. The burden of the complaint of ture forward the cheese industry has been one of
these gentlemen consists of four propositions, and the most valuable industries in the Dominion. At
I have endeavored to extract these propositions present the export of cheese bas increased by 250
from the speeches of hon. gentlemen, and I wiil per cent., and of the 201,000,000 pounds imported
direct amy attention to them for a short time to- into Great Britain, Canada bas supplied about one-
night. The first proposition they announce to thîs third. Were it not for the fostering care of pro-
House is that the National Policy has reduced tection, that cheese industry would to-day be little
the prices of fariners' products. They tell us that more advanced than wbat it was at the time of
since the National Policy was introduced prices Confederation, or probably have altogether failed.
have fallen so low as to be scarcely remunerative It is quite evident that the National'Poiicy bas not
at all. Now, Sir, I wish to ask hon. gentlemen, caused any of our goods which we export to be
without going into figures on this question, has cheaper, nor would its abolition cause any of these
the National Policy in any way lowered the price goods to be dearer, wbile, in many instances, not
of a single article that is produced by the Canadian only tbe cheese, but also the cattle industry, it
farmer ? Will any hon. gentleman in this House wonld operate very rucb to our disadvantage, and
go into a farmer's barn or granary and say to him: cause almost the complete extinction of a great and
" The National Policy has reduced the price of valuable industry. The second proposition bon.
your wheat 5 cents a bushel, your barley 5 cents a gentlemen opposite bave endeavored to demon-
bushel, your oats 5 cents a bushel ?" Will he go strate is, that the National Policy bas caused a
to his dairy and say: " The National Policy has decrease in the value of farm. land. They told us
reduced your cheese 5 cents and your butter 5 that, in later years, in the Province of Ontario,
cents? " Will he go to his barnyard and say: " The land bad decreased in value. For my part, I an
National Policy has reduced the price of your fot going to deny the partial trmtb of tbatpropo-
cattle 2 cents a pound, your pork 2 cents a pound, sition. Speaking fairly and candidly, I do not
and everything on your farm that you have to tbink any one wiil den a, uring these hast few

Mr. PoRTER.
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years, some farm lands, at least, are not worth as
much as they were some years ago, but that is not
at all due to the National Policy, but to other
causes not chargeable to any policy of the Govern-
ment. The causes of the decrease in the value of
farm lands are: first, the depression from which
not only Canada but other countries has suffered,
and I may say here that if there is depression in
Canada at present in the agricultural industry, we
are not alone in that respect. There is no civilised
country in the world which has not felt that
depression, no matter what its tariff may be. The
depression is not at all owing to any form of tariff,
but to circunstances which no fiscal arrangement
can control. Since the times becane bad and
prices low, capitalists do not care to put their*
noney into cultivated farms, as they fancy they

can derive larger interest from their money by
investing it in some other industry. Another rea-
son for the lower price of land in some parts of the
country in this : that since prices are so low, the
products are not so remunerative ; this is not owing
to the National Policy, but to other circumstances.
The farmers themselves do not think it wise to
invest money in property which will not yield as
remunerative production as it did several years
ago. Another reason is that men of enterprise,
men enbarrassed in circumstances, men with
large fanilies, think that by selling their property
which is still treble the value in the older section of
the country, and moving away to other parts of the
country, where free land are pressed upon them as a
gift, they can better their circumstances, and in this
way the value of farm lands is very materially
affected. So that the National Policy in this res-
pect, does not affect the value of farm land. Then
there is another argument, which these gentlemen
use, and it is a very serions charge against the Na-
tional Policy, and, in ny opinion, would be fatal if
it could be established. That is, that the National
Policy takes out of the pockets of the farmers of
this country and other people, large suins of money
which never reaches the Treasury. Hon. gentle-
nen opposite use very indefinite language on this
subject. Some say that immense sumns are taken
out of the pockets of the people in this way, as the
hon. inember for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
w right) said ; some say eleven times, sone say
four times, and some say twice as much is taken
out of the pockets of the people as goes into the
Treasury, but we are not furnished with any actual
definition of the amount. As these gentlemen use
such vague language, everyone is left to put his
own interpretation upon their words, but we
are not left altogether without a clue to what they
nean. There is a writer on political economy who
lias stated that of all moneys raised by indi-
rect taxation, only one-fourth reaches the
publie chest. If we assume that this state-
ment is true, let us look at the consequences
of the assumption. In the last year, the Customs
and Excise duties in Canada amounted to $30,613,-
522. If this assumption is true, the people of
Canada paid $125,000,000 in duties of Customs and
Excise. During the last ten years we have derived
from Customs and Excise the sum of $262,362,430.
According to the proposition to which I have re-
ferred, there must have been taken from the people
of Canada in that timue, $1,050,447,720 in taxation.
That is a thing which no reasonable man will
believe, considering the amiount of our population

and the character of our resources. There must
be something wrong about the calculation. In
order to arrive at the truth as nearly as we can, in
order to arive at some satisfactory knowledge of
what really is taken from the people more than the
exact duty, I have made a calculation which I will
present to the House. It is based upon the present
duty of 21 per cent. We will suppose that a
wholesale merchant obtains goods of the value of
$100. The duty is $21, which, for the sake of
argument, we will assume is added to the amount
of his purchase, though tiat is a very debatable
point. That makes $121. Of course, it is reasonable
that he should make a profit on what lie sells.
Suppose the profit to be 20 per cent. That would
give $24.20, which, added to the original cost of
the goods, would make the cost in the wholesale
nerchant's warehouse, $145.20. Suppose the retail
mierchant makes a profit of 25 per cent. on this,
that would be $36.30, making a total of $181.50,
so that these goods, which had originally cost $100,
when they reached the consumer would cost $181.-
50. Now take another calculation. The average
duty when hon. gentlemen opposite were in power
was 16 per cent. Allowing the same profit to the
wholesale and retail nierchant, I find the cost of
$100 worth of goods at that time would be to the
consumer $174. In order to arrive at the amount
which is taken ont of the pockets of the people,
we will suppose that thiere has been no duty at all,
but that these goods have been admitted free. ln
that case, allowing the profit to the wholesale and
retail imerchants, $100 worth of goods would cost
$150 to the consumers. Thus the difference
between $150 and $181 is the difference between
free goods and goods under a duty of 21 per cent,
and the difference between $150 and $174 is the
difference between free goods and goods under a 16
per cent. tariff. It may be said, let us look at the
percentage of this. If we do that, we will find
that the amount paid over the original cost averages
about 50 per cent. so that the calculations which hon.
gentlemen opposite have made as to the vast suins
which are represented to have been dragged out of
the pockets of the people are singularly exaggerated.
If we consider the difference between direct and
indirect taxation, though that is a question upon
which I am not called upon to pronounce, I do not
think the people of Canada have ever given any
indication of their desire to depart froin the pre-
sent system of indirect taxation. Again, suppose
we adopt a direct system of taxation, what would
happen? Eventhis5Opercent.mightnotbereduced,
because we know that in any system of direct
taxation the burden must fall either upon real
property-and in that case it would be crushing
upon the farmsers of the Dominion, and would not
be thought of-or it would fall upon the income of
merchants, manufacturers and professional men,
and they, of course, would add the tax to their
services the saine as merchants <lo now to their
goods. Therefore, it is doubtful whether there is
much difference between our present moderate
system of taxation and the direct taxation which
hon. gentlemen urge occasionally upon the floor
of this House. Now, if my argument is correct, it
is quite evident that our present systeni is one
which, under all the circumstances, is well adapted
to our condition as a people, and from the results
that have been manifested in years gone by, it is
also adapted to enable us to obtain sufficient funds
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to develop the great resources of this country. Not only that, but I have learned, in the four
We have many things to do in this country. We years that I have been in this House, to look with
have canals to dig, we have railways to build, we a great deal of mistrust and circumspection upon
have public buildings to erect, and we have the any argument into which figures enter largely, or
northern half of a continent to develop. For in which figures form the basis for a judgment. I
these purposes we must have money, it must come believe that statistics, to be of any value, must be
in some way, it must come by indirect taxation or exact and full, and to be profitable to us, we must
by direct taxation, whichever mode you choose, consider all the relations and conditions surround-
the money must be obtained for these purposes. ing these figures ; otherwise, although figures
I think there is no gentleman in this House who won't lie, vet they will lead an inattentive observer
would wish to see the progress of Canada marred very far from the truth, and will lead him into
or checked ; I think everyone is anxious that we conclusions that would be very ruinons and
should go on and develop our great heritage, and injurious to himself. Let me give an illustration
that we should do what lies in our power to make which will explain why I am so very careful in the
this a great country, and in order to accomplish use of statistics, unless I have fully digested and
this end, in order to obtain the victories of peace,. analysed them. Last night the hon. member for
money is just as much the sinews of those victories South Huron (Mr. McMillan)-who is not in his
as it is the sinews of war. These general observa- place at this moment-spoke of the burdens of
tions, in .reference to the duty, apply to the whole taxationwhich were crushing and pressing down the
population of this country, but there is one class- farmers of Ontario; and more especially he spoke
the special favorites of hon. gentlemen opposite- of the burden of taxation borne by them in the
the farmers. Oh, the dear fariner ! How very purchase of their implements and in the duty
fortunate it is for us farmers, who are in the ma- paid upon them. He enumerated a large list of
jority in this country, that these gentlemen should implements, binding machines, drills, forks, har-
take such a sudden liking to us. They do not call rows, harvesters and binders, and so on through
us hard names now as they used to do. We were a list that I need not detain the House in read-
a very stupid lot of people on the 18th of Septem- ing. But he said that the agriculturist in the:
ber, 1878, but now we are a very intelligent class Province of Ontario, on the articles which he re-
of people, and these gentlemen have now awaken- quires to cultivate his farm in a proper manner,
ed to the situation in which the National Policy pays an annual duty--because he said that these
has placed us. They tell us that we are a long- implements would last ten years-of $34 and some
suffering and an ill-treated people ; they tell us cents. Last year the hon. gentleman placed that
this tax is grinding the money out of our duty at $32.50. Now, we will suppose that in
pockets, that it is ruining us, and that the great the Province of Ontario there are 250,000 farms-
burden of taxation is causing depression in our there are somewhere between 200,000 and 250,000 ;
business. But I challenge hon. gentlemen to comne I will take the latter figure. If each farmer, ac-
down to particular facts and reason them out, and cording to that hon. gentleman, pays $32 yearly
show wherein the farmers of this country are being in duty upon his implements, the farmers of the
over-burdened by the present system of taxation ; Province of Ontariopay each year in duty upon
I challenge them to show that the farmer is paying agricultural implem'ents, 8 million dollars. But
any more in taxation than any other person in an that is not all. The value of implements im-
equal station in life, and owning the same amount ported into that Province-even taking the vast.
of property. There is not a farmer in Canada who array of figures given by the hon. member for Mar-
wants to shirk his responsibilities as a citizen. quette (Mr. Watson)-was $192,913, paying a
Neither do we wish our interests to be overlooked duty of $71,795.38. Now, the people of the Pro-
for the sake of others ; all we want is that, when vince of Ontario, according to this calculation,
the general interests of the whole country are being paid 110 times as much money in duties as went
considered, our interests also should be considered ; into the Federal chest, for implements in every
and, I think that, in the present arrangement of part of the Dominion. That is one instance that
the tariff, the Government have, very wisely and has rendered me very careful in trusting to any
very judiciously, considered the circumstances at argument based upon figures. I know very well
the present time. Times change. Twelve years that the hon. gentleman, when he was naking his
is quite a space in the history of a young nation. speech, used these figures believing them to be
Twelve years ago things were much different to true. He wished to be strong, and his idea of
what they are to-day, and twelve years hence they strength is to prepare an enormous array of figures
will he much different to what tbey are now; and and hurl then at the heads of inoffending listeners.
the Government, with that prudence, with that No inatter what the figures may be, no matter
wisdom, which, I believe, has characterised all what the relations may be, these figures must be
their actions, have certainly caught the spirit of accepted, and, therefore, he thought that he was
the moment, and have attempted, by every means making a very strong argument. Another illus-
in their power, to advance the interests of the tration used this Session was one which will be in
agriculturists of this country by giving them a the minds of many hon. gentlemen, and it is one
fair protection against all outsiders, no matter that has been repeatedly referred to. Many illus-
who they may be. Sir, in making this argument trations of the utter worthlessness of a mass of
which I have been laying before the House, it will bare figures may be found in the speeches of the hon.
be observed that I have used no statistics, that I member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright).
have not wearied you with a deluge of dreary The other evening, when replying to the Finance
figures. I have avoided that, especially for the Minister, and while he was daubing the black
purpose of not causing this House to feel bored, upon his picture, not with a brush but with a
because it is very annoying to have to hear so trowel, in order that the work might be artistically
many figures when we cannot grasp their meaning. finished à la Cartwright, he spoke of the great
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indebtedness of Ontario. His first statenent was
this, that 10,200 acres were burdened with mort-
gages of $139,983. That would be a xery serions
iatter indeed, if the hon. gentleman had come to

his conclusion after a full investigation and
analysis of the whole surrounding circumstances.
But he did not do so. No doubt much of that
noney, and this is within the knowledge of

every member of this Ilouse who has any
acquaintance with business, had been paid. I also
have no doubt that in many instances while
a mortgage for, say, $1,000 inay appear
on the registry books against certain property, all
the debt will have been liquidated except perhaps
$200 or $300. So that this amount of money stand-
ing on the registry books against the property
does not, by any means, show that the whole
amount of that money was owing ; and, therefore,
the hon. gentleman when he made that statement
did not properly analyse the debt and state all the
conditions that surrounded it. But a careful statis-
tician would have gone further, and have enquired
into the nature of the debt. It may be that much
of the money was borrowed for the purpose of
buying land. This often happens. A farmer who
lias saved a little money, say $2,000, purchases a
farm from his neighbor, and pays down $2,000
and borrows $3,000 more to pay the purchase money,
$,,000. In that case the $3,000 mortgage repre-
sents a >,000 property. If the debt had been liqui-
dated still the farmer was $2,000 to the good. In
other cases money is borrowed for the purpose of
making agricultural improvements. Men sometimes
wish to improve their farms by building large
barns, and a well-constructed barn is a very remu-
nerative investment. Men will also borrow money
to procure valuable blooded animals for the impro-
vement of their stock and the stock of their neigh-
bors, and if this is properly managed and well
conducted it also proves a remunerative investment.
Others will invest in drainage, and that is the most
profitable of allthechannels in which a farmercanin-
vest money. Soif the hon. gentleman had investigated
and analysed the figures and given all the relations
of the transactions, as a true statistician would
have done-of course I do not expect it from a
bitter partisan-then it would have been seen that
the debt, although apparently a large one, perhaps
was not one-quarter as great as it was made to ap-
pear, and that even then it would not have been of
any serious consequence. I might give more illus-
trations of that very objectionable mode of conduct-
img an argument, but I have given sufficient to
show that we should be very guarded in accepting
an argument having figures for its basis. For this
deplorable state of affairs which the bon. gentle-
man bas attempted to picture, and which hon.
gentlemen opposite say overwhelms the farmers of
Ontario, and by implication all the farmers of the
)Uninion, hon. gentlemen opposite have a remedy,

unrestricted trade with the United States. For a
moment we will look at that remedy. Hon. gentle-
men opposite have often been taunted with their
lack of a policy. This reproach is, however,
now taken away because they have now placed
themselves on record in this country. On
the south of us lies a great nation. The
national life, the independent life of that
Country is only 100 years old ; that nation
is the youngest and one of the foremost of nations.
Her phenomenal growth in population, trade and

commerce, her great development as regards
natural resources and natural advantages, her
rapid accumulation of wealth and all the luxuries
and comforts that wealth can give, bave been to
the ignorant and poor in other lands as a fairy tale
on a winter's night, and to educated men they
have proved a fascinating study. No doubt it is
quite true that the citizens of that country have
shown themselves to possess shining abilities in
every walk and pursuit of life. Their genius in
money-making bas become proverbial, their enter-
prise borders almost on the reckless, and in every-
thing they undertake they display a vim and
vigor which are certainly admirable and almost-
always successful. But above all these grand
qualities and beyond all these qualities, these men,
the sons of the Republic to the south of us, are
distinguished by a quality and characteristic
which is evidently lacking in some members of
this House, for they are animated by a patriotism
intense and ever vigilant. They have never
grudged to give their money and to shed their
blood for the maintenance of the unity, the honor,
the dignity and the glory of that great Republic.
This is an enticing spectacle, but " all is
not gold that glitters." If we look at the peo-
ple on the other side of the line, if we con-
template the condition of the agricultural
population, we are led to enquire: Is their
position so much better than our own that by
unrestricted trade or commercial union (for I
cannot find any difference in the two terms) we
would be improving our condition by joining our
lot to theirs ? Hon. gentlemen opposite are not
quite decided on that point. They do not yet
exactly know whether by opening our markets to
those people and having their markets opened to
us, the benefit would be decidedly in our favor.
The hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Patersoh),
the other evening, in those ringing tones that
awaken the echoes in the distant corridors, de-
scribed to us that a certain portion of the United
States, stretching from the Atlantic to the con-
fines of New Jersey, was almost destitute of the
necessaries of life. He delared that in all that
cointry there were not 10,000,000 bushels of
wheat grown and there were 10,000,000 of people,.
that in all that country they could not raise
sufficient potatoes for themselves and that other
vegetable products were scanty and in great
demand ; and he said : Is it not wise that we
should widen our relations with those people
when we would be able to supply them ? I might
observe that so far as wheat is concerned, Prince
Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Quebec would not be able to supply a very large
quantity, andOntario, Iam sorryto say, isnowturn-
ing its attention to sonething else, because wheat
hasruledatlowprices. So these poor, hungry, starv-
ing Yankees would receive very little wheat from us.
But, Sir, when he was describing this great future
for ourselves, and this great market for our pro-
ducts, the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) no doubt differed from him, because,
when he rose to speak he told us, that when a
sinall quantity of any goods was introduced to a
market where there was a large quantity pro-
duced, of course, the small quantity had to pay
the duty. He told us that for our benefit. Now,
it is quite evident that the member for North
Norfolk believed that we produced what he called
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a penny-ante quantity-whatever penny-ante may ginary, that by annexing ourselves to these people
inean in the language of the saint, I do not know we would increase the price of our products or
-and that all the goods we could sell to the increase the value of our lands? Cau any reason-
United States was simply but a crumb from the able man suppose that? Lay aside your party
loaf, or a drop from the bucket. With these sen- feeling-you are very anxious no loubt to core to
timents I entirely concur. The large amount of the Treasury benches, the seals of office glitter in
cultivated land in the United States no doubt your eyes, and they obscure your vision shut
produces far more than supplies their own most your eyes, and use your reason, and 1 ask you, cau
extravagant wants, and although they import you really believe that by auuexing ourselves to
from us certain quantities of agricultural pro- these people we would benefit the condition of Our
ducts, it would be a nice study for an impartial farmers? 1 know it is quite natural that mn in
statistician like the hon. member for South Oxford Opposition should seek for a chink in the armor
(Sir Richard Cartwright) to find out how much of of the Miuistry in which to plant an arrow-a
that importation they use, and how much they poisoned arrow it may be-if they can. Their
ship to foreign lands. Those who will read the object is to oppose, their object is to find fault,
report of the commission to the West Indies will but in all their fault-finding, I think if they were
see that eveu in the West Indies there were a Canadians, and if tbey had the interest of their
quantity of Canadian goods that had reached country at heart, they would not seek to overthrow
those islands from the United States. However the Ministry by dccryîng their country or betray-
that may be, whether they consume all, or îng its best interests. Sir, another point. It is
whether they only consume part, it does not said that the farmers of this country would be
appear to me that the opening of our markets in benefited by unrestricted trade or commercial
exchange for the opening of their markets would union-and the lon. gentleman for Marquette
be a very great advantage to us, The hon. Presi- (Mr. Watson) will par'1on me for using the two
dent of the Council has been taken to task very terms as synonymous, because 1 can see no differ-
severely by hon. gentlemen on that side of the ence between them, and if he will take the trouble
louse, in refereuce to bis staterent macle the to show me some time at bis leisure were the dif-

other evening, that hie thought a free interchange ference lies, I shaîl be infinit-ely obliged to hlm,
of natural products would iot benefit us-and by We are told that the farmers of this country would
natural products I understood him to mean agri- be benefited by this commercial union. We are
cultural products, because he vaas speaking of the told that one of the greatest causes of depression
condition of the farming communfty. I am not a in agriculture in this country, is the immense bur-
member of the Cabinet-aad I do not know that I then of taxation which has ground tbe people of this
ever shaîl be unless the leader of tbe Goverumnent country by wat they caul this iniquitous National
changes bis mind very mnuchand my statement Policy. I like that word ground," because it is
has no autbority. I only speak as a private a classie word. Now, Sir, if this grinding of money
member of this fouse, as one wbo bas lived for ont of the pockets of the people of this country is the
forty years among the farmers of Canada, knowing cause of the depression, in what way do tbey hope to
their circumstances well, knowing their feelings, alleviate this depression, in wbat way do they hope
knowing their condition of life, and knowing their to make it less furdensome by annexng us o a
principles as well as any meCber of this a nouse. I people wbere this grinding process s terribly in-
venture to tbink, amc I say that under the present tensified? Are we to believeusing another
circumstances-under the changed circumstances physical illustration-that because a dose of poison
that bave taken place within the last twelve years kilMs, that, therefore, a dose and a af will cure you
-in my opinion, a free interchange of all agri- and imake you well? Wbicb of these pion. gentie-
cultural produsts between this country and the men would try the experiment? Noune, Sir; for in
United States would not be in the best interests of a case of tis kind they trust their instinct and
the Canadian farmers. It may be that there are their reason, rather than their party feeling. If
some tbings that we could excbange wit( them to the people of Canada are injured by the National
our mutual advantage. It may be that there Policy it is quite evident that their circumstances
migt be some arrangment made under which, by would not be benefited by joining with a nation
giving them some thongs and taking some things that is intensely protective, and, therefore, itcannot
from theu free on botb sides, the cmmnerce of our be true wben they tell re that the depression in
country would be materially helped; but on the Canada is caused by the present protective system.
whole to break dow this tarif wall-for wbicb I have but a few more words to say in reference to
the Conservative menbers of this -douse are so this matter, and indeed I feel that I bave detained
severely berated by hon. gentlemen opposite to the bouse much longer than I shouki bave.
break down this tarif wall entirely and comple- Some bon. MEMBERS. No.
tely, would, I tink, bave a niost injurous effect
upon the agricultural industry of this country. Mr. PORTER. If the farmers of Canada are to
To use a physcal illustration. We know very be benefited in any way by the abolition of the
well that water will find its level. We have heard present system, why, if it is well to bave free trade
in this house, and it bas neyer been denied, that witb our neigdbors, should we not bave free trade
the agriculturists of the United States at the with all the world? If free trade with tbeUnited
present time are in a depressed condition, muc States is advisable and beneficial, wby not have
more so than the farmers of Canada are. We free trade al over? I admit myseof froin my
have heard, and it bas not been denied, tbat the reading and from wbat observations I arn enabled
lands i o s ume of the oldest States, some of the to make, that, teoretically speaking, freein trade
best lands in the cnion, are decreased in value with every nation is, perhaps, tbe best plan that
much more than the lands in Canada. Do lon. man can devise. We know that does not exist
gentlemen suppose, by any process, buman or ima- anwhere; it is a utopian theory; it is rsot prac-
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ticable anywhere. But if free trade with the
United States is desirable, is it not desirable also
w-ith all the world ? Why should we bind ourselves
to the United States ? Are the people of Canada
not able to manage their own affairs ? Are we sunk
so low that we have not the courage or the
intellect to control and guide our own affairs ?
Must we go whiningly and ask these people
to have pity on us ? Must we say to themi
" Corne and arrange our tariff, tell us what
nations we shall trade with, and how we shall
trade with them, and give us what money you
please for us to carry on our Government ? " No
inatter what treaty we have ever made with these
people, they have construed it and acted upon it
in the way that best suited their own views. Are
we sunk so low that it is necessary for us to confess
to these people our helplessness, our shiftlessness
and our stupidity, and ask them to cone and guide
and control our affairs for us ? You tell us that
we should get a market of 60,000,000 people. Well,
there may be parts of the Dominion of Canada
which would be benefited, but we must not look
to Prince Edward Island or to Quebec or to On-
tario alone ; we are one and indivisible, and we
nst consider what will be beneficial to the Domi-

nion as a whiole. In the Unitei States there is to-
day a great agricultural depression, a heavy mort-
gage debt, and a great depreciation of farn lands ;
eVen their great staple is used for fuel ; and what
couild we expect to gain as an agricultural people
by annexing ourselves to them. Well, you say,
whure is Our market ? The people of the United
States are angry with you, and you are pursuing
an irritating policy, and they will retaliate.
Sir, that is strange language for free men to use.
Hon. gentlemen talk abont holding ont the olive
branci of conciliation. When these gentlemen
talk about conciliation they mean submission.
We have iever irritated the people of the United
States. I defy any hon. gentleman to point to a
w ord that bas ever been uttered in this House
contemptuously or defiantly of the people of the
U:îîted States; the great Conservative party at
least has never sought to irritate them or make
theni angry. But, as the bon. member for Char-
lotte (Mr. Gilhnor) observed, there come times
when a man must stand on his dignity ; even a
worm will turn if it is trod upon. In all the dis-
cussions that have taken place in this House, the
leaders of this Government, and indeed all the
lemiibers of this House, have spoken with respect
of the Republic to the south ; and if at the pre-
Sent tune there are mutterings of hostility across
the lne, or if we are threatened with a tariff
that will be prohibitive of many Canadian
Products, the fault is not ours. We know that
that tariff was promulgated before it was known
what the tariff of the bon. Finance Minister
w ould be ; and, therefore, it is absurd to contend
that the feeling of hostility evinced by some people
in the United States against Canada bas been
induced by anything said or done in this House.
W hy should we not construct our tariff for our
own benefit ? Why should we, in managing our
own affairs. not look entirely to our own interests ?Let us act gently and kindly towards all the
nations of the earth ; but every civilised nation
does as we do, it controls and manages its affairsaccording to its own best interest. If we think
that certain duties would be beneficial to certain

industries, wby should we not impose them ? They
do it themselves. Hon. gentlemen opposite tell
us that it is our own fault that reciprocity bas not
been obtained years ago. I fail to see that Cana-
dians have done anything to warrant that as-
scrtion. We have been willing to enter into a.
reciprocity treaty that would be favorable to
ourselves and to them, according to our standpoint.
We want a reciprocity treaty which will allow us
to control the management of our own tariff, and
is that not right? We are told that Canada dis-
played a hostile feeling towards the Americana
during the war, and that this is the cause of the pre-
sent irritation against Canada. I scarcely think
that this is the case; for I think Canada gave no
indication that it was hostile or unfriendly towards.
the people of the North. We know that mnany
Canadians were in the Northern army and fought
and bled and died for the maintenance of the
Union ; and from that day to this the Government
of Canada have never by one word or action shown
any hostility towards our neighbors. All we ask
in Canada is that neither enemies from without
nor traitors from within should mar the progress
of this great Dominion. We ask that both now
and in days to come men shall say that somnething
good bas been done in Canada. that something bas
been done for humanity, that some step bas been
taken in human progress, that something has been
accomplished for which the world is happier, wiser
and better, by those who have lived and died in
this great north land.

Mr. ELLIS. The bon. gentleman who bas just
taken his seat, has made a very interesting speech,
but he bas not, so far as I could observe, given any
indication of what his views are on the proposed
changes in the tariff. There is one point on which
I agree with the hon. gentleman, that is, with
regard to the little reliance to be placed on
speeches containing statistics, for the hon. gentle-
man last year delivered a speech in this House,
bristling with statistics, and when the Hansard
came to me last year I took the opportunity on a
foggy day to read his speech, and can corroborate
what he says about the unreliability of a speech
based on statistics, and treated in a purely party
spirit, especially if the speaker is not thoroughly
sincere in his views. It is not my intention to
discuss at any very great length the question now
in hand. Whatever my intention may have been,
the speech delivered by the hon. memnber for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) this afternoon,
dealing as it did so well with the position of the
Province of New Brunswick, takes, to a certain
extent, from me the ground I would otherwise
have covered. Before I proceed, however, to refer
to the particular matter in hand, I wish to call
attention to some remarks made by the bon. junior
member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny). The hon.
gentleman began his speech by a criticism of the
methods of the Opposition, which he considered
very objectionable indeed; but he proceeded im-
mediately to follow along. the same line. He
devoted a great deal of time to a comparison of the
condition of the country when the hon. member for
South Oxford was Finance Minister witlh its con-
dition at the present time. He submitted a great
variety of statistics to show that the country was
not in as good a condition then as it is now, but it.
seems to me that his figures, carefully prepared as.
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they were, were very far astray, or rather that he
did not take into account all the matters he should
have in making a comparison of that kind. For
instance, lie made a comparison between the imports
of a period of that time and those of a period of
the present time, and he undertook to show that as
the excess in the latter period was greater than in
the former, therefore our condition could not have
been so good then. But lie entirely overlooked the
fact that this country had gone into the markets of
Europe and had borrowed a large amount of money,
a great proportion of which must have come back
to us in imports. That was the form indeed in
which the larger portion came, but he gave no
credit whatever to that in making his statement.
The hon. gèntleman also endeavored to make a
point, which as often been made by the sup-
porters of the National Policy, as to the effect of our
manufacturing industries. He said it is quite true-
and everybody who has had anything to do with
the business in the Maritime Provinces unfortuna-
tely knows that it is quite true-that a number
of industries bave been started in those Provinces
which have not paid ; but, said lie, we have given
employment to a great many people. Can you
conceive, Sir, a weaker argument to support a bad
cause ? Why does the hon. gentleman not take
out of his own capital and go to work and employ
thousands of men if lie has the means ? He will be
giving employment, but the result will be the
destruction of capital ; and one of the great causes
of depression, certainly in New Brunswick, is that
for a long period of time, since 1880, in the effort
to establish manufactures, a large amount of capital
has entirely disappeared, by reason of the fact that
it was invested in non-remunerative work. It
appears to me it is a matter of common sense that
unless you start enterprises which will pay, unless
you start enterprises which will not only maintain
intact the capital invested, but also yield a certain
ainount of interest, you will not carry on an
industry at all beneficial to the country, and in
the end must lose by it. The hon. gentleman
also made, for a purpose I did not clearly under-
stand, comparisons between certain Provinces of
this Confederation and certain States of the Union.
It a'ppears to me that when we are dealing with the
countries as a whole, we cannot make comparisons
between particular States and Provinces. It may be
very useful for certain Provincial purposes to make
such comparisons, but in contrasting the conditions
of the two countries we must take into account the
countries as a whole. It is a fact that there is an
outflow of population from the Eastern States to
the west, but the people still remain inhabitants of
the United States. They contribute by their
industry to swell the profits of that country, they
bear their share of the taxation, and every duty
tliey have to perform as citizens is performed by
them, no matter in what State of the Union they
are. But it is a fact, as regards the Maritime Pro-
vinces, which cannot be denied, that a large num-
ber of our people are constantly leaving them and
going to the United States. These people help to
fIll up that country, and hon. gentlemen opposite
may find as much fault as they please and say you
are decrying your country by stating these facts :
they are facts which the statesmen of the country
should look in the face and take measures to alter.
If you take the States of Maine and Massachusetts,
you will find there is an outflow of their popu-

Mr. ErLis.

lation, but that outflow is made up, to a
very large extent, by people who go there
from our Provinces and who displace the popu-
lation of Maine and Massachusetts. I know of
whole sections of Maine into which the popu-
lation of New Brunswick has overflowed, and in
which these people really constitute communi-
ties by themselves ; and I believe that is true also
of the Province of Quebec. What is the use of
hon. gentlemen endeavoring to found an argument
on the fact that the population of Maine leave that
State and go to the Western States) when the
outflow is replaced by people from the Province
of New Brunswick ? Then the hon. gentle-
man made a long deliverance on the ques-
tion of apnexation. I assume that the effect of
these frequent references to annexation in this
House, where it is not a discussable question,
will be some day to make it a discussable question.
One thing is quite certain, and that is that hon.
gentlemen opposite by continually putting this
question forward, are constantly familiarising the
minds of the people with it, and it is quite certain
that familiarity will, if the question ever comes to
the front, and it may come to the front, make of
the question more than a theory, and it will be a
question not so difficult to take hold of as hon.
gentlemen think. It is bad policy on the part of
hon. gentlemen who profess to be so opposed to
annexation to be so continually talking of it in this
House. The lion. member for Renfrew (Mr. White)
the other night endeavored to found an argu-
ment on a quotation from the New York Sun
which published an editorial pointing out that if
Canadians wanted the benefits of the United
States system they must become part of that
country. Well, that is the doctrine of a single
newspaper. The hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Kenny) quoted Senator Sherman and one or two
others-I do not remember who thev were--as
giving opinions which should warn this House and
affect the members of this House in any trade mat-
ters with that nation. Well, these are the opinions
of individual men, speaking to their constituents,
and endeavoring to induce people to accept the
views which they hold on sone particular ques-
tions. The true way, it appears to me, to deal
with a matter of this kind, is to take the official
utterances of men who speak with official authority.
It has often been quoted in this House, but I desire
to quote once more what Mr. Bayard, Secretary of
State, said in his letter to Sir Charles Tupper, in
1887, when they were endeavoring to open up
negotiations with regard to the fisheries. Secre-
tary Bayard, after expressing his desire to have an
understanding with regarl to the fishery question
pointed out that :

" The fishery trouble interferes, and seriously em-
barrasses the good understanding of both countries in
the important commercial relations and interests which
have come into being since its ratification, and for the ad-
justment of which the treaty of l818 is wholly inadequate,
as has been unhappily proved by the events of the past
two years. I am confident we both seek to attain a just
and permanent settlerent,-and there is but one way to
procure it, and that is by a straightforward treatment on
a liberal and statesmanlike plan of the entire commercial
relations of the two countries. I say commercial, be-
cause I do not propose to include, however indirectly or
by any intendment, however partial or oblique, the poli-
tical relations of Canada and the United Stategtnor to
effect the legislative independence of either country."
It does appear to me that, as a matter of reason
and common sense, the utterances of a public man
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like Mr. Bayard, speaking with the authority of
his position-the First Minister, in a measure, of
that country-ought to have far more influence on
men discussing, as a Parliament, a public question,
than the statements which appear in a newspaper
and which have no special interest. beyond the
.events of the day or the utterances of men more or
less addressing their constituents. However, I
desire to refer more particularly to the increases in
the tariff which have been proposed by the Minis-
ter of Finance. They are far more important to
the Province from which I come than any other
subsidiary matter can be. We, in New Brunswick
are differently situated from the people in Nova
Scotia. I do not think there is much compen-
sation given to the Province of Nova Scotia by
the duty on coal, but in New Brunswick we do not
raise any coal to speak of, and the duty on
coal is a serious tax upon us. I trust the
Government, notwithstanding the influences
which may be brought to bear upon them
by the hon. inember for Cape Breton (Mr. Mc-
Keen), will not increase the duty upon coal. In
New Brunswick, we are principally engaged in the
lumber business, as the hon. member for Northuin-
berland (Mr. Mitchell) pointed out this afternoon.
The total export from New Brunswick last year
was $6,700,000 in round numbers. Of that amount
$4,960,000 were the product of the forest, $3,793,-
000 being the product of the Province itself, and
$1,695,000 the product of the neighboring State of
Maine. Thougli the trees are cut on that side of
line, and in the State of Maine, the lumber itself is
made by residents of our Province. The supplies
go largely through our Province, the lumber is
floated down our rivers, and is cut at the mouth of
the St. John river. It is, therefore, sufficient to say
that of the export from our Province of $6, 700,000,
$4,960,000 is the product of the forest. The taxa-
tion which is proposed to be added to the taxes
whuich are now burdening us so severely will affect
that industry in the most crushing manner, parti-
cularly in regard to the duties upon pork and beef
and lardwhich enter so largely into the consumption
of those who manufacture the lumber. While there
is a considerable amount of agricultural industry in
the Province of New Brunswick, the bulk of the
agricultural portion of the community do not rely
upon agriculture alone. They live along the rivers
and during one part of the year they are engaged in
agriculture, and during another part they are en-
gaged in lumbering. It might be better that they
were engaged in agriculture alone, but that is not
the existing condition of affairs, and it is the exist-
ing condition of affairs with which we have to
deal. You might travel from the boundary line
throughout the whole Province, along the Tobique
river and the St. John river and all its branches, you
niight go into almost every house from the bound-
ary of Maine to the Gulf, and you would scarcely
see any fresh meat used. The farmers have to live
on the fish they get out of the rivers, and on such
salted meats as they can procure. This shows that
the condition of the people is not such as to justify
a large increase in the taxation. The next industry
to which I will refer is the fisheries. Last year we
exported $705,000 worth of the products of the
fisheries. The greater portion of that is from the
imshore fisheries, within the coast line and along
the rivers. I understood the Minister of Customs
to say that there would be a drawback allowed onthe exports of the boat fishermen.

Mr. BOWELL. No; I said that the same con-
cessions were made to vessels that left for the gulf
as to those that left for the banks. The hon. mem-
ber for Halifax understood that I said that the con-
cession was extended to the boat fishermen, but
that was an error.

Mr. ELLIS. Then, this concession is not made
to the boat fishermen. There is no class of people
whose lives are so close to what they earn as the
boat fishermen. Their business is a risky one.
They depend almost entirely upon the United
States market, and they have to look to the con-
ditions of climate. I live close to a community
which carries on this industry. I know something
of their joys and their sorrows, and I am within
the mark when I say that they are constantly on
the watch to make enough simply to live upon,
that any accumulation of funds is a very unusual
thing with them, and that to put an additional tax
on pork or flour is to inflict a serions hardship upon
them. The next industry is that of manufactures.
That is a misleading word. We exported last
year $362,759 worth. Some of these manufactures
are of this character : Extract of hemlock bark,
$34,533; grindstones, $13,770 ; junk and oakum,
$5,775 ; lime, $116,355. In regard to the article
of lime, I think we in the city of St. John have a
good cause of complaint against the Government.
Last year a representation was made to the Govern-
ment that it was necessary, in the interest of that
industry, to make the duty on lime entering this
country the same as the American duty upon lime.
This was a new industry, they were entering into
close competition with the Americans in their own
markets, and the lime manufacturers on the other
side went to the Government of the United States
and represented that they had to pay a duty of 20
per cent., I think it was, to get lime into Canada,
but Canadian lime could go into the United States
for about half that duty. Although every effort
was made to get the Government to take the mat-
ter up, nothing could be done. There was a policy
of delay, a policy of to-morrow. Now the lime
manufacturers have go£ the ear of the American
Government, as we see by the new tariff, and we
anticipate results which will completely close that
industry. Then take the item of ships-we sold
$57,000 worth ; of wrought stone, $22,141 ; wooden
barrels, $7,644; of the same to Great Britain,
$14,375 ; of the same to the United States, $2,475 ;
we also sold some to the Argentine Republic,
making altogether $266,314 worth of manufactures
-not such manufactures as are usually spoken of
in this House, made from imported materials-
but manufactures made from the native raw
material of our own soil and country. It will be
seen that this increased taxation, therefore, does
not help the manufacturers of New Brunswick, but
it puts an additional burden upon the toilers, men
who are creating these manufactures out of the
natural products of the country. The same thing
with regard to the mines. We exported products
of the mine to the value of $105,692. This pro-
posed taxation just reaches these miners. It adds to
the tax on flour which they eat, to the tax on lard,
and pork, and other provisions which they use, and,
therefore, it makes their life harder. Putting these
four items together it makes $6,700,898. In this
sum are included animals and their produce, $346,-
215. I do not know whether they are the sole
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products of the Province of New Brunswick; I do
not know what the Customs arrangements are, but
it is quite likely that some products of Prince
Edward Island and Nova Scotia are included. Of
agricultural products we exported onily $171,000,
so that when hon. gentlemen talk about pro-
tecting agriculturists, they entirely overlook the
fact that, in the Province of New Brunswick,
there are practically no agriculturists to pro-
tect, in the sense in which the farmers of
Ontario are intended to be protected. Now,
I bring these figures to your attention in
order to show that the proposed taxation falls
upon all the persons engaged in important labor in
the Province of New Brunswick. It is true
that we have a factory or two, I think we
have two cotton factories in St. John, but,
unhappily, they are of the kind referred to
by the hon. member for Halifax, that give em-
ployment to the people at the expense of the
capital engaged in them. From 1880, up to last
year, the condition of thinîgs in the Province of
New Brunswick was worse than I ever knew it to
be before, in my 1·esidence of over thirty years in
that Province. There can be no question that
almost every industry was depressed, the capital
invested in manufacturing and in public works
was not remunerative. Butwithin the last twoyears
there has been a change in the Province, owing to
the fact that the vessel property has been earning
some money. I think I am quite within the mark
in saying that the vessels owned in New Brunswick
have, within the last two years, earned two million
dollars, perhaps that is a low estimate. That

'mnoney coming into the Province has relieved to a
considerable extent the pressure which was upon
us before, and it inay be that just at this moment,
the Province of New Brunswick is more favorably
situated, financially, than the Province of Ontario
itself, although, of course, I do not know enough
about Ontario to state that positively. But while
this has been going on, what is the result ? We
are not building new ships, our ships are disappear-
ing at the rate of 15,000 tons a year so far as the
city of St. John is concerned ; at the rate of 20,000
tons a year, for the last four or five years, for the
whole-Province. I think that in ten or twelve years
over one hundred thousand tons, not quite one-
third of our shipping, has entirely disappeared.
Men have not been able to replace it, and that
industry is and has been seriously threatened.
But supposing there is a revival in that business,
suppose we are able to go on and build, as sone
men have made an effort to rebuild, ships, what is
the effect of this tariff upon them ? It burdens the
provisions, it burdens flour, it burdens a great
many articles which are used by the workingmen,
and, therefore, increases the difficulty of the situ-
ation in our Province in respect to that industry.
I regret to have to appear to be taking a purely
provincial view of the matter; but these are the
people among whom I live, these are the people
whom I represent, these are the people whose
interests are miy interests, and the welfare of that
commnunity, I feel bound to say, is the first con-
sideration with me. Now, what will you give us in
return for the tax you are imposing upon that
industry? If I were to express my honest convic-
tions in this House-and I do not hesitate to speak
them-I would say that I do not think it
is worth our while to remain in this Con-

Mr. ELws.

federation at all. I would not hesitate, if
I were a younger man, to go among my
people and tell them that the feeling of this
House is one that will not give to the industries of
the Maritime Pro- inces that just consideration
which they ought to have. You have added
on burden after burden. We came inta
this Confederation with a debt of $7,000,'000,
not all of which was an actual debt. To-day we
owe nearly $20,000,000. Our share of the public
debt, with our local debt, is nearly 20'millions.
We are hurdened in every direction. Every in-
terest is pressed upon by the policy which prevails
here. Although it may be a very satisfactory
policy to some people in this part of the Dominion,
it is not a policy which promotes the interests of
the Province from which I come. It appears to
me it would be a more statesmanlike proceeding
to consider what would be best for all the Pro-
vinces of this Confederation, and to devise a policy
which would be better for them all. It has al-
ways appeared to me that a policy which would
give us trade with 'the United States would be
better for all concerned. I regret to say that these
new proposals of the Government are entirely op-
posed to that policy. It appears to me like the
last straw which breaks the camel's back, to hear
the President of the Council declare that he is op-
posed to reciprocity in natural products. I think
every man in New Brunswick, I think that I speak
for the Conservative party of the Province of New
Brunswick as well as the Liberals-if my lion. friend
from St. John (Mr. Skinner) were here he might.
be able to correct me, or my hon. colleague
from the City and County of St. John, per-
haps, can confirm me when I say that I think
there is escarcely a man in the Province of
New Brunswick, whether among Conservatives
or Liberals, who is not in favor of the broadest
kind of reciprocity with the United States.
There is no division practically among our people
on that question. To-day we send more than half
our exports to the United States. The market is.
continually enlarging, and it is the only market in
which we are certain of a profit on the goods we
have to sell. The Government should make a.
determined effort to secure for us reciprocity with
that country. Take, for instance, the coasting
trade. We build a number of small vessels of a
very good class, but we find that the men we train
as captains, to run those vessels, are compelled by
the conditions of trade to go to the United States.
I know at least a dozen master mariners, men
competent in every way, who within the last two
years have moved to the United States, because
the coasting trade of that country offers greater
advantages than are presented by the coasting
trade of Canada. I do not know how this is to
be remedied, but I observe that no effort has been
made to secure that trade for us. The condition
of that trade should engage the attention of some
one connected with the public affairs of Can-
ada, for not only are the master mariners,
trained and skilful men, leaving us, but the
capital that was once engaged in building ves-
sels is now passing to the United States. I do not
know the means by which this is done, but a large
amount of New Brunswick capital has been with-
drawn from the coasting trade of our own Province
and has found its way into the coasting trade of
the United States. I do not know whether there:
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is any public man among hon. gentlemen opposite of resolutions reported from Committee of Ways
who thinks it is worth while to pay any attention and Means, and the motion of Sir Richard Cart-
to this subject, but if I were a public man charged wright in amendment thereto.
with the destinies of the country I should think it
worth while to devote attention to it. It appears Mr. WELDON (St. John). Mr. Speaker, I
to me that, perhaps, hon. gentlemen who represent think it is to be regretted that a measure of such
western constituencies do not fully consider how importance and so momentons to this country
very severely the tariff presses on the people of the should have been brought down at such a late
Maritime Provinces. Take, for instance, clothing period of the Session, and more particularly ut a.
worn by workingmen. Such clothing is already time when it is likely to seriously affect the busi-
heavily taxed, and yet it is proposed to increase it. ness community by compelling them to pay heavy
Again, we are compelled to use Canadian oil, ex- duties when they had mace their arrangements on
cept that which we are able to smuggle from the the faith of the old tarif. Seventy-one days of
American side, and there appears to be a pretty this Session had elapsed before the Budget speech
good smuggling arrangement in operation which was addressed to this louse, an< although the ex-
the Minister of Customs does not appear to have cuse made for the delay was that delegations had to
been able to discover. But leaving that out, we be met, I thînk My hon. frieni the Minister of Fi-
are compelled to use Canadian oil at a very heavy nance has fouud by this time that since the tarif ha
duty and at heavy railway charges, whereas if we been made public, the delegutions have not decreas-
could bring in oil from the United States we would ed, but are coming in larger numbers every day.
be able to carry it in our own vessels and lay it Indeed, the delay in bringing this tarif down
down in our own Province at almost the cost indicated the consciousness of the Goverument
of production in the United States. I do not that the changes they were proposing to make
intend to occupy the time of the House further, I would be universally condemned, and we find that
have made these statements in a plain and simple their condemnation, bas been universal; ail ovér
way. I have pointed out the effect of the increased the country public discontent with thein is in-
taxation in still further adding to reduce the bur- creasing day by day and hour by hour. The other
dens already imposed upon us, which are exceed- evening, ny hou. friend the member for Northum-
ingly severe. I shall ask the Government to recon- berland (Mr. Mitchell), reviewed the history of
sider some items of the tariff, on which I shall have Confederution as it affected the Province of New
something to say at a later stage, but which I shall Brunswick, and no member of this fouse ismore
not enter into at the present moment; but I competent to speak on that subject than that hon.
trust the Government will do one of two things: gentleman. No more vehement or ardent sup-
either reduce the taxation which bears so heavily porter of that project could be fousd in the
on the people of the Maritime Provinces, and espe- Province of New Brunswick; I thînk I may say
cially the Province from which I come, or, turn that my hon. friend was the chief instrument by
their attention seriously, honestly and faithfully, whîch that Province was induced to cast in her lot
although I have very little hope that they will with the Union; and my hon. friendu frank
dIo so after hearing the speech of the President of avowal, the other uight, that it was by misrepre-
the Council, to making a strong effort to secure seutation he had been induced to urge the Province
greater freedom of trade with the United States. to join Confederation, did honor to him, and his
Unless that is done, as I stated to the House two statement, I think, will find a response, not only
years ago in a few observations I addressed to it, in the Province which he and 1 have the hono-
the people themselves will find some way to secure to represent, but in a large portion of this
it. I an satisfied this increase of the burdens will Dominion. I myself was oppose to this Con-
intensify that feeling. Perhaps it is not necessary federation, and I can attest to the truthful-
to do more than utter this word of warning. Under ness of the statement made by my hou. frieud
all the circunistances I feel bound to support the in regard to the misrepresentations made to
amendment of the hon. mnember for South Oxford the Province of New Brunswick at thut time.
(Sir Richard Cartwright). Enjoyiug a tarif of from 121 to 15 pet cent., the

Mr. WELDON (St. John) moved the adjourn- people of New Brunswick were led to believe that
ment of the debate. no greater burden of taxation would be imposed

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned. upon us, or that if our taxatilu should be increased
to the same point as that of old Canada, the ini-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn- creased volume of business, and out increased
usent of the House. prosperity under it, would more than compensatn

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 11.40 for the increased burden imposed. Further, wo
P.in. were told, that by joining this Confederation we

____________should be enabled to have reciprn.cal trade with-
the United States. Those were the two, cries

HIOUSE OF COMMONS. ruised ut that time: First, that taxatiou -ould
not be increased, and secondly, that the union

TUEsDAY, Sth April, 1890. would bring kbout reciprocal trade, which was
TheSPEXIER ookth Chirut hre oclok. universally desired throughout the MaritimeThe SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.we

PIRAYERS. were bronght into Confederation; bu. eleven
Sears afterwards, the gentleman who af.terwurds,

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF. cme Minister of Finance, complained to us thut
ouse resumed adjourned debate on the ro-Mackenzie Goverment

Houe rsumd ajolrnd dbat ontherp was too high, that the Administrationý wus an,
Posed motion of Mr. Foster, for second reading extravagunt Adnistration, undtht by returning;

94



2979 [COMMONS] 2980

to power the party now in office, which was then revenue at a time when it is not needed. As regards
in Opposition, not only would the burden of tax- our relations with the neighboring republie, this
ýation not be increased, but we should obtain reci- tarif is simply a retaliatory tarif formed for the
procity. That gentleman, in the city of St. John, purpose of creating irritation and ill-feeling with
in 1868, said :our neighbors by erecting barriers between the two

" We want no increased taxation, but we do want the countries, and instead of encouraging trade with
tax properly imposed. The duties on non-enumerated our Iargest consumera, we are doing ail we can
articles should stand at 15 per cent." to hamper it. And while we are doing this on the
That-hon. gentleman further said one hand, on the other we are sending a igh

" I would vote against the duty on coal and flour, but Commissioner to Spain for the purpose of open-
if it came up as part of a general scheme in favor of ing trade with that country; and we have sent
reciproeity, I would vote for imposing the duty." a Commission to the West Indies, and another
Then, we all remember that muemorable and never- to the Argentine Republic for the sane purpose;
to-be-forgotten telegram from the right hon. and, if report speaks truly, an hon. Senator
Prime Minister to Mr. Boyd, assuring him that and the hon. member for Hamilton are to be
there was to be no increase of taxation, only a sent to Australia to sec if trade cannot be opened
readjustment. These were the promises which wîth that country. Thus we are seeking to open
were put forward before the Province of New up trade wîth these distant lands in cempetition
Brunswick ; and when you look at the taxation of with the very men with whom we are asked to
to-day and that proposed, no comments of mine believe that we cannot compete ii our own country.
are needed to show a contrast between the pro- So far as the prospects of successful resuits from
mises of that day and the actual facts as they at the efforts ot these commissieners are concerned, 1
present exist. No promises were more distinct, or need only refer to the Trade and Navigation
have more distinctly failed, than those made to the Reporta to show.what lîttle hope there is of succesa
Province of New Brunswick; and r feel, as a native lu that direction, and if the resut of the Pan
of that Province, that oow, after nearly a quarter American Congresa is to be the entering into of
of a century ha elapsed, I have nothing to regret reciprocal treaties between the Argentine Republie
that 1 lifted my voice againpt the union then con- and the other South American States, and the great
summated. I have neyer regretted, thougli nearly country to the south of us, we will then be shut off
a quarter of a century has since elapsed, having entirely from competition. Concernng the effetts
lifted my voice againat that union. So far as our of our tarif n on our relations with the United
Province is concerned, considering our position, we States, I would ca l attention te an article fro the
look to the neighboring republic as our beat mar- New York Commercial Bulletin:
ket, and one of the great inducements which in- jThe people of the United States and of the Dominion
duced us te join Confederation was the hope that by Canada ave nw before the the views of their
that mieans reciprocal intercourse with the United, spective Governments on tariff revision, as expressed in

Stats mght e otaied. ut ow e fid tat newly introduced Tariff Bis. In both countries pro-tetoisst theories have formed the basis of preposed
not the policy of the Goverument, but they have legisiation, and it is difficu t to avoid the suspicion that
now an entirely different policy. Se far as regards in the Canadian Bill retaliatiofnragainat ourselves bias
the question of increased duties, the teudency of a aIso been a motive power in frming certain clauses.a intentions of the Ways and Means Committee withhighly preteetive tarif is te become more and regard to the agricultural section of our own Tarifp Bi,
more protective, and ne better exemplification of have been known quite long emugh to admit of their
this eau be found than in the course adopted by exertising a very considerable influence on the Minis-

Sterial party in Canada in its tariff deliberations. Whetherthey have dene se or net, we bave the unedtfyong spec-
introduced in 1878. From time te time the duties taciee oftwo countries that ogt tobe, froni their natura
haýve been increased and additional burdens position and earacter, in close commercial relationship,
imposed ou the people. We find, in faet, that pro- engaged iu legisiation calculated te stili further wideuthe existing differentes between tbem.teetion begets protection. From the largeat indus- "In both Tarif Btis the fa der and bis intereats play
tries te the malleat, froni the sugar and cotton 1an important part. The Uited States faner is toe be
industries down t the msiallet machine shop, frein rotecte againt tbe Canadian faer and the Canadian

ý armer against the UJnited States farner. Farmingthe heavy manufacturer dow te the itinerant interesta n this country are said te be sntfring froi the
umbrela mender, they ail aeek protection i the inroad ofCanadian competitien, whilst, aecording te the
shape of taxes on the miner, the fariner and the Montreal Gazette 'of late years Ameican faSt producta

laboer.In hs tru te mner eek te aveof varions kinda liave been gradually overruuning thesummte. I have nhe iner te tohey cnadian market te the ijury of our aiulturists ; anddaties put upon ir n and ceai, the faper clameri especialyhas this been the case with beef and fleur.'
for a duty upon fleur te heet the increased prces We do not attempt to explain the inconsistecy of the two
he has toe pay for agrieutural implements, clothing positions, as tey are mutually destructive and much

lostronger evidence in favor of an uurestricted interchangeand sugar; and even n W we find the laborer cin- f snch com eodities as eacd country an best produce
i forward, demandiug the passage of a law tey than in favor o w icreased protection.'
detar the immigrant frit coming te our shores in "The changes in the Canadian Tarif as1 Mop affect-n ing ourselves are as follows: The duty on flour te beorder that labor i ths eountry may e proteted. raised from 50 cents te 75 cents per barrel mess pork and
Thus it goes on cand, instead of thi contry pork, froa a cent te i cents per lb. ail salted and fres
being muade a low-taxed country, where cheap liv- netfo ett et e L;peae

meats, froni 2 cent s te 3 cents per lb. ;tried lard, from 2ing would induce immigrants to come in and fil cents te 3 cents per lb., a d utried lard, fromit cent wt
up our vacant lands, we find ourselves in the un. 2 cents per lb. Live cattle, oge anud sbee to ave the
enviable position of having, with few exceptions duty raised from 20 to 30 per cent., and fruits, plants and
S. .the yrub, wich had been paced on the free it in 1888, theroighedttarif inn878.o eitie. th t the ds lbe restored to the saie rate of duty as existed bire tinat
tien in which we stand to-day. So far as regards date, with a slig t concession in favor of blakbernie,
the general prineiples of the tarifa, the Goverr. gooseberries, raspterries and strawberies.

t h These revisions affct a cxnsiderable proportion f thtresto te sallest frosthe sar itad cotto nonts from this cuatry te Canada. TaeingtheBureau
burdens on the people, whi h will give an infreased otatitic' figures for the hast fiscal year, the total

Mr. WELDON (St. John).
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value was four million dollars, of which eleven million
dollars, or 27J per cent., was made up of the agricultural
products referred to."
Evidently a mistake in the figures, as they should
be $40,000,000.-

" As the advances in duty range all the way from 50 to
250 per cent. on existing rates, this outlet for our excess
farm produce will be very seriously interfered with, and
in some instances closed altogether. Our imports of
agricultural products and stock, affected by the Mc-
Kinley Bill, from Canada, were valued at eighteen
million dollars, out of a total import of forty-three million
dollars, or 42 per cent. As, however, the import figures
are complete, and those for export confessedly short, the
difference between the two is certainly less than shown
above. In any case, the other changes in the Canadian
tariff make it a drastic measure of protection against the
United States. and quite as retaliatory in effect as if con-
ceived in a spirit of reprisal.

" It is the radical weakness of protectionist policies
that they have no logical resting place. They are less
under the control of the country favoring them than of
outsiders, inasmuch as they are entirely dependent for
their supposed value on the cost of production by those
outsiders. If that cost sinks below a certain level upon
whieb a protective tarif has been based, further revision
is incumbent, or the interests affected are no longer pro-
tected. Both Canada and the United States are illustrat-
ing the force of this, and building the protection wall
higher and higher as the general cost of production falls
lower and lower. They are building against one another,
under the mistaken idea that their respective positions
will be improved by each additional stone added to the
barriers against free commerce. The policy is an un-
natural one, and the only present consolation to be
derived from it is the certainty that the higher the walls
of protection are built the sooner they will topple over,
and the more complete will be their fall."

We have heard statements quoted froin newspapers,
but I think the expression of opinion given þy
Secretary Bayard is far better than any of those.
We find that Sir Charles Tupper put forward the
principle, at the time of the introduction of this
policy, that it was desired to bring about reciprocity
within a short time, and that that could be
accomplished by building up a wall to defend the
imdustries of this country. The effect of the
course we are now pursuing is to build up walls
much higher than those which were then indicated.
And those walls at last will become so high that
they will tumble over and crumble to the ground.
Another result of the systein - adopted by the
Governnent, is that which the hon. member for
West York (Mr. Wallace) has endeavored to
counteract, but which I fear lie will fail in doing,
as long as this policy exists-that is, the combi-
nation of the manufacturers by which the prices
to the consumers are enhanced. But even this is
not sufficient for prot.ectionist purposes, and the
publie works are pressed into the service in order
to enable the manufacturers to reap larger
profits. We find that our railways are carry-
ng our fuel and other materials at unremun-

erative rates. Mr. Schreiber, in regard to the In-
tercolonial Railway, congratulated himself there
was less loss, owing to less coal being carried at
unremunerative prices. The workingman has to
pay the cost of this National Policy in three
different ways. In the first place, he has to pay
the impost of the Customs duty ; secondly, lie has
to pay the enhanced price under the combines; and
thirdly, lie has to pay the amount required to
make up the unremunerative cost of transportation.
Thus the burden becomes more and more oppressive
every year, and we are in this way as much bound
nder slavery as were the Israelites in Egypt. In
regard to the changes which are now proposed, if
we accept the statement of the Minister of Finance

that there are large surpluses expected, and yet
that it is proposed to add still more to the burdens
of the country by increasing the revenue, we should
ask on what principle an increased Customs tariff
should be adopted. In the first place, the Customs
tariff should be levied to meet the requirements of
the country, and the expenditure necessary for the
advancement of its works, as well as for the or-
dinary services, and that should be so levied as to
fall equally upon all classes in the Dominion.
Secondly, if it is necessary to levy such a tariff,
it should be so levied as to afford some protec-
tion to the manufactures by the free admission
of raw inaterial in order to enable the people
to obtain cheap goods, and so to reduce the
burden of taxation as the manufacture increases
in value as to made it commensurate with the
burden of taxation. Now, we are drawing from
the people more than is necessary for the expen-
diture of the country and for the expenditure which
is required on the works necessary for its advance-
ment. No one can look at that tariff and say that
it will bear equally upon all parts of the Dominion,
or that it will not bear very heavily upon the
Maritime Provinces. I appeal also to my lion.
friends from Manitoba and the North-West, as I
do to those from the Maritime Provinces, to state
whether this tariff will bear fairly upon them.
Instead of protection to the manufactures being
given by allowing the raw material to comein free,
we find the raw material is taxed, we find that the
food and the fuel of the people are taxed, and,
instead of the price of living being reduced, it has
practically been increased to the workingmen.
The Finance Minister bas stated that there was
a surplus of $2,700,000 last year, and that lie ex-
pected a surplus of $2,000,000 this year, and yet
lie proposes to add to the burdens of the coun-
try. The principle adopted in the mother coun-
try has been that, when the revenue increases,
the taxation should be reduced. That principle
was put forward by Sir Charles Tupper when
lie was in Opposition, and that was the prin-
ciple adopted by this side of the House when it
was in power. That principle has not been car-
ried out. Even in the neighboring republic, we
find that principle adopted to a certain extent. But
how is our surplus expended? I am sorry to believe
that in many cases it is expended in debauching con-
stituencies and obtaining the election of members
to this House for the party in power, in erecting
buildings which are not required, and constructing
railways which are not in the interest of the
country. We find there is a continual decrease in
the receipts from certain articles on which the
tariff is levied Taking the Toronto Mail, I find
a statement showing thattherewillbereductions in
the receipts from taxation on paperhangings of $19,-
811;on common and ornamental glass, $29,712; on
molasses, $46,030; making a total reduction under
the proposed tariff of $95,523. On the other
hand we find the following increases:-

Flour, 258,831 brls....................$
Bacon and hams, 3,658,967 lbs......
Beef, 3,806,397 lbs.............. .....
Mutton, 174,944 Ibs..................
Prepared meats, 1,010,026 Ibs........
Pork, 15,206,172 1sb...............

64,703
36,639
76,126
3,498
1,010

152,061

$ 333,987
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FRUIT.

Apples..............................$ 29,168
Berries.............................. 52,268
Cherries ............................ 926
Peaches........................... 33,273

$ 115,635
CLOTRING.

Blankets .... ............. ......... $ 2,855
Cassim eres .......................... 17,001
Cloths .............................. 34,805
Coatings............................ 32,059
Doeskins ........................... 35
M eltons............................. 1,763
Overcoatings,... .................... 1,493
Tweeds...................... ....... 30,793
Felt cloths.............. ...... 522
Yarn ......... .............. . 4,126

$ 125,452
MIsCELLANEOUs.

Anim als.............................$ 30,409
Fancy goods..... .............. 91,814
Gloves and mitts................... 17,303
Plants........... ............. 5,000

$ 144,526

upon us, my hon. friend from Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) has already pointed out many in-
stances in which it will affect New Brunswick.
My hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Jones) and my
colleague from St. John (Mr. Ellis) have also given
many instances in which these propositions will
affect New Brunswick and the Maritime Provinces
generally. However, these details will have to
engage the attention of the Committee. When my
hon. friend from Halifax said that the lumbermen
would have to pay a less duty on pork, I think he
will find, on refection, that the same duty will fall
upon the fishermen. Both classes will fare alike
and will have to pay the $6 a barrel. The other
evening my hon. friend froin Northumberland, in
the paper he read, showed clearly that the lumber-
men of New Brunswick will have to pay $6 a barrel
for pork. The Minister of Customs said the other
evening, in reply to the member from the city of St.
John, that the fishermen going to the banks would
not have to pay this duty. It is true that fishing
vessels may be relieved from this duty, and I think

This makes a total increased burden of $719,600. that even before they were entitled to take thel
Deducting from that the reduction, in round num- pork out of bond without payîng the duty. Bu
bers, of $100,000, it leaves the net increased burden with regard to the boat fishermen, who were de
$619,600. I believe, as my hon. friend from scribed by the hon. member for Richmond (Mr.
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has said, it is im- Flynn) and the hon. member for the City of St. Johi
possible to say whether the actual increased burden (Mr. Ellis), they will have to bear a heavier burden.
may not extend to a million and a half. In regard With regard to those in my own county, men whc
to the general prosperity of the country, I am toil in bouts in the bay, endeavoring to eke ont a
willing to admit that, as far as the Maritime precarious living, they will have to pay this duty.
Provinces are concerned, we are enjoying a greater I thiuk my hon. friend from Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor
share of prosperity than we did a few years ago. will say that the poor men along his shores, whc
This is owing to a great change with regard to toil from morning to uight in order to gain a liveli-
our ships. Our freights have risen, and lumber hood, will have to bear this additional burden,
has also -advanced. Handicapped as our lumber while the wealthier men, who fit out schooners
business has been by the duties imposed by this for the great fisheries, will be free from it. But
tariff, still it became more remunerative, and it is even the families of these nen who are left behind
owing to these facts that we have enjoyed a cer- wilI have to pay this additional duty on the food
tain amount of prosperity. But there is no use they eat. Such will be the effect of the pork duty
in disguising the fact that the exodus from our in New Brunswick. Now, the Minister of Finance
Province is large, and I think no member from said that we would be conpeusated, in regard to
that Province will deny this. So far as the dis- the four duty, by the reduction of the price of
trict I represent is concerned, I do not believe molasses, and by the rebate on corn. Sir, this
there is one household where you will not find one is a tacit admission that the price of four is in-
or more vacant chairs of persons who have gone creased, and the only object of making these re-
to another country; it may be that in some in- ductions is that the Government may ho able to
stances they have gone to our North-West, but I put an additional price on four. This is the
am afraid that in the greater number of instances principle that was put forward by Sir Charles
they have gone to a foreign country. Immigration Tupper a few years ago, whe he said that the
has also ceased, and as regards the several thous- duty on four paid by the Maritime Provinces
ands which were stated by the Minister of Agri- wou]d be compensated by the duty on Coal paid by
culture to have settled in New Brunswick during Ontario. Now, I find that last yeur 927,014
the last year, I must say that I have been unable barrels of four were brought over the Intercolonial
to ascertain where any of them have been located. Railroad, and most of it remained in the Lower
These are facts that it is no use to attempt to Provinces. We flnd that a large amount was also
disguise. It is not disloyalty to speak the truth, and brought into those Provinces by sea. Upon ah
to go on in blind ignorance of the facts, is simply this four the duty has got to )e paid by the work-
to live in a fool's paradise, and I think that it should ingmen, by the fishermen and the lumbermen. I
be the honest endeavor of every member of this believe it is estimated that in the neighborhood of
House to ascertain the truth, and to find a solution 300,00 barrels of four are consumed annually in
for the difficulties of our position. I believe that our own Province, and I believe that figure is
our troubles have arisen from the oppressive and rather under thau overthe mark. If we have to
burdensomne systemn of taxation under which we pay the additional 25 cents a barrel, that woul
now live. Such, I contend, are the results which ainount to $75,000 on that item alone. True, it is
have flowed from the National Policy inaugurated said there is a compensation on the molasses.
in 1878, and so far as regards the Province from Last year the duty on molasses consumed in New
which I come, I can say without hesitation that Brunswick amouuted to $15,000; but i4, as I
the tariff is the cause of the evils which I have understand, a specifie duty is to be put on
described. With regard to these particular bur- molasses, the duty will hecone heavier. Molasses
dens which the Minister of Finance proposes to put above fifty-five is to be subject to a higher duty,

My. WELDON (St. John).
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and I see that the molasses chiefly imported into seen. The changes are directly in the interest of the
New Brunswick ranges about fifty-seven ; so it is Upper Province merchants... Their season is a couple of months earlier than ours,
very questionable whether we shall not have to and these changes made just now give them a big ad-
pay an increased duty on molasses. Besides that, vantage.
we shall have to pay duty on the casks, which "The Upper Province men are to be found in the

markets of Europe securing their fall and winter stock-e nover did before, and that is the compensation when we, down by the sea, are securing our summer
we are to get for the duty on flour. Then we are g oods; so that now we have to put our goods (which will
told there is a rebate on corn ; that means that we have to pay the increased duty) into comp etition with

whea-flur, hic evey mn ~the Up pet Province mon, who have got their gonds incau give up our wheat-flour, which every man is before t e tarif changes. This is deeidedly unfair, aud
entitled to eat, and corne down to mush and the Government, when contemplating such radical
molasses, for the purpose of getting more revenue changes, should give at loast thirty days' notice.
for the country. That is the way we are being " Take the extra duty put on coatings-which will never

be made in Canada. Then take corset steels; they are
dealt with in the Lower Provinces. I would also to pay so much a pound. Why, it is beyond the com-
call attention to the freight on flour over the Inter- prehension of the trade, except it be that some little
colonial Railroad and the duty which we have manufacturer wants te get a start. Again, there are

umbrellas and parasols, which are not made in Canada
to pay. To St. John, the freight on a barrel to any extent. There are fifteen lines-purcly dry
of flour is 55 cents, and the duty now will be 75 goods-which show a total increase of 50 per cent. in
cents, bringing up the extra cost to $1.30 which duty, and this increase will naturally have to be paid by

we wfilhaveto ay o for. Tat our oul bethe purchaser.e will have to pay on flour. That flour could be rMessrs. Macaulay believe in the duty in grey cottons
imported by our little schooners sailing front the shirtings and in grades of coatings, or in any line of
Lower Provinces for from 121 cents to 15 cents a goods which eau be manufactured in Canada, but object,
barrel, from Boston or New York. To the town as they dut it, to duty being put on goods not manu-

of Newcastle, in the County of Northumberland,
the duty on the carriage of flour is 70 cents, and I have also the opinion of Mr. C. H. Fairweather,
the luty is 75 cents, making $1.45, while it could of Hall & Fairweather, another gentleman en-
be inported by sea for 25 cents ; so there is a gaged in the same trade. He said :
difference of $1.20 which we shall have to pay " No difference in flour was expected. Their firm had
additional. It is said the price to the consumer is not been importingfrom the States and saw no reason to
not enhanced. Why, then, is this additional duty anticipate they would. He had hoped that the duty on

cornmeal would be reduced one-half and thought itput on? Why is this difference of from $1. 15 to would have satisfied the millers just as well, for they can$1.20 added to the price the consumer wili see the danger of overdoing the business. The reduction
have to pay for his flour ? It is for the purpose of of duty on molasses was a direct gain to that extent, pro-
enhancing the revenue of the country, and of pro- giade ohe teasse tto co et allo He did cstomar regular
tecting the millers. The best evidence of this should be any difference in the duty on pork. Mess pork
was the statement of the hon. member for Halifax has been for years selected as the grade for speculative
the other day. Speaking of the flour coming into purposes. He had seen it run up and held for weeks at

$10 a barrel over a normal price. It is at the presentNewfoundland, he said that of the whole quantity moment held about 30 cents above a barrel o clear,
of 278,000 barrels imported into that colony, which is always worth one dollar a barrel more than mess.
268,000 came from the United States. With re- Through speculation mess is held higher. This duty

rd .t directs the whole Canadian demand on mess, preventing
gard to the effects of this tariff, I desire to call the our people from buying clear pork, which costs less and is
attention of the House to the view taken in our worth more. As to seeds, he regretted to see the duty
Province, and I take this view from the St. John put on. He imported five cars every spring, and was
Sun, the organ of the Government, and a paper doubl ifcreahae coust .upply the demand. The duty
which has supported this Government ever since it H. J. Thorne, of Clarke, Kerr & Thorne, hardwarewvas founded. It says: merchants, said

"We publish to-day the vie-ws of a numbor ni businesssad
men on the tarif changes. The consensus of biness " The changes of the tariff affected their business very
rather against some of the new feat s of t e ari slightly. He was glad to sec the duty reduced on glass;
Business mon as a u do not likeT it should never have gone on. Mechanies' tools had been
are not su much truled by hihtariff tinkering. They advanced from 30 to 35 per cent., and he would ratherand unctertain troubled by high tarifs as by changotg have seen them remain as they were, as many of the
sPeculators in the stocks they old, bu ctf to make more delicate tools were not manufactured in Canada,
true Profits by small margins of gain on all transactions. but the reduction on glass would fully offset any slight
Tariff changes confuse business men by closing up or measure made in other lines."
Obstructing old channels of trade and by causing abrupt G. Wetmore Merritt, of Turnbull & Co., said:

scd rtrarytfluctuations in the value of stock alrea4y "That the duty ofS cents a ound on lard, includingthe
delivered b * not received or already sold but not net, would mean a duty of 3j cents on lard and would

increase the price. Canada, he thought, could not atthink that applies with peculiar force to the present produce enough to sup ly the market,and would
Maritime Provinces, for we find that to-day ma therefore, have to import. Regarding pork, he said
f our merchants have purchased stocks in forei that the major part of the pork imported here is short out

cO utrie, pon which ngn clear, on which the duty is $6 per barre. On mess pork,ountries, on which they now find they will be the rate is only $3. The two rates opened up a fine chance
called upon to pay increased duties. It goes on to for smuggling. Long cut clear pork, under the Inspection
say: Act rate, pays as mess and enters at $8. It would be very

"Te geasy since both are in precisely similar barrels, to brand
' The general opinion appears to me that the Govern- short eut clear as 'long' cut clear and enter it as such.

ment has overdone the thing in some directions. Notably It would be necessary to examine every barrel, to learu
in the very large increase in duty on salt meats." whether it might pay the $3 or the $6 rate of duty. That

would necessitate a whole army of iuspectors. Canada
will now submit for the consideration of the does not and cannot, for some years at least, produce

Hose a statement fromn a leading firm engaged i enough pork, and will, therefore, import the American.
the goods trade Bros. & l Of course the mess pork will be the kind, though clear is
said y MacaulayCo. the favorite. While their firm paid duty the other day

on 150 barrels mess, they paid on 650 barrels of clear.
"re At The rate should be made uniform. Mess pork has gone

businree directl opposed to the changes a far as their up $1 a barrel and lard one cent a pound since the dutyOs is concerned. Two members of the firm were was changed. Clear pork is being held to see, if the rate
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will not be uniform with mess. If not, it will have to go
up much higher than mess. As to the American beef on
hand the trice of that will be governed bywhatCanadian
packers can do. Quotations have been asked for from
the Upper Province packers, but no reply bas been
received as yet. The article has already gone up here,
however, $3 per barrel. It is not known yet at the Custom
house, whether any rebate will be allowed on goods
bought up but not delivered before the duty went Up.
With regard to the duty on seeds, there seemed to be an
indefiniteness in the statement of the tarif. The rate on
large parcels was 15 per cent., and on small parcels25 per
cent. It seemed hard to say where a small parcel merged
into a large one. The duty on seeds would increase the
price. Their firm have now to pay $150 duty on a con-
signment just received."
George McAvity, engaged in the brass and hard-
ware trade, said :

"The duty on sheet brass and brass wire would in-
crease the cost of production of their goods, and to that
extent be an advantage to United States competition, in-
asmuch as there was no increased duty on the manufac-
tured product. If the duty on their line of manufactured
goods had been made 35 per cent., the same as on hardware,
they would have been satisfied. The new duty adds 3 to
4 per cent. to the cost of production.

" While speaking on the subject Mr. McAvity said the
old duty of 10 per cent. on copper, still retained, operated
against any exuort trade. They were just about to ship
a lot of samples to Thomas A. Ashton, Sheffield, England,
where they were assured a considerable trade could be
worked up. They had also opened up some trade with
Barbadoes. Not unless we got copper wire made free or
a rebate, say, of 5 per cent. on the invoice were allowed,
a large export trade could not be developed."
I have called attention to these statements, as they
are statements from persons practically engaged in
business. I find that, since the new tariff, O'Neill
Bros., of St. John, have made an importation of
meat, on which the duty payable before the tariff
was $36, whereas it is now $108; and another firm
have made a like importation on which they would
have had to pay a duty of $201.65, but they now
have to pay $601.65. Such are some of the
effects of the proposed changes in the tariff. We
have recently been building up a trade in lime, but,
in view of the adoption of this retaliatory tariff, I
fear the duty in the United States will be so in-
creased as to prevent its development, while we
had hoped that this industry, which had rapidly
developed fron a few thousand barrels, would have
grown into half a million barrels this year. An-
other question of vital importance to the Maritime
Provinces is the export duty on logs. It is at pre-
sent $1 per thousand on spruce logs, and we find
that the American tariff provides that while the
duty may be reduced from its present standard of
$2 per thousand, the amount of export duty shall be
added, so that the duty on spruce logs going to the
United States will be $3 per thousand, which will
be practically prohibitory. We send from New
Brunswick to the United States, spruce logs to the
value of $700,000 or $800,000, and $1,160,000 of
American lumber which comes down the river St.
John. We now have to pay this $2 additional ex-
port duty in the Province of New Brunswick, and
the result of this will be, that practically that trade
will be destroyed. That export duty in that Pro-
vince last year only produced $1,017, and even that
duty was only collected upon small wood, cut out by
the farmers and the poor people of the country dur-
ing the winter time, a class who are least able to pay
duty. This duty also affects us in the large anount
of coasting trade which we enjoy with the United
States. Look at the daily reports of the vessels
inwards and outwards from the port of St. John,
and you will find that our small coasters are laden
with cargoes of lumber outwards, but their holds

Mr. WELDON (St. John).

are empty on the inward voyages. If you put on
this extra duty our poor people will have to pay it
in addition to the present duty, and it will be so
much withdrawn from the market, and will prove
a great loss of employment for our small coasting
vessels. I protest on behalf of New Brunswick
against this export duty, and I say, it is a viola-
tion of one of the terms under which we entered
into the Union. Under the British North America
Act, the export duty which we then had placed
upon all lumber was secured to the Province of New
Brunswick andgiven to it as its right, subjectonly to
the condition that it should not be increased. That
duty we held for six years after Confederation,
and, until by the Treaty of Washington, the Im-
perial Government undertook that they would use
their influence with the Dominion Government and
the Government of New Brunswick to extinguish
that export duty, and so negotiations were entered
into and a final arrangement was made between
the Province of New Brunswick and the Do-
minion Government on one hand, that, for -a certain
sum, New Brunswick should surrender that right
-but she surrendered it to be extinguished, and
not to be transferred. We maintain that the under-
standing was in good faith, that that export duty
which had belonged to our Province, should be
extinguished, and it is in violation of that under-
standing, and in violation of the position we took
at the time of Confederation, that this duty
should now be imposed. The position is now, that
whereas the New Brunswick export duty was
levied upon all alike, Dominion and foreign, the
Dominion duty to-day is levied upon the Canadian
alone. Such is the position in which we stand
under this Confederation, and such are we harass-
ed under this tariff. As has been graphically
pointed out by my hon. friend from Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell), the imposition of this duty is
a violation of the understanding on which we
entered Confederation. Our Province in this case
is in a most unfortunate position, and, more unfor-
tunate still, she bas been placed in that position
by those who belong to ber. The first heavy
duties levied upon New Brunswick on this matter
were made by an hon. member of this House
who now sits in the gubernatorial chair of his
native Province. My hon. friend, the present
Minister of Finance, is also a son of ber soil,
nurtured in one of ber universities, and honored
by the representation of one of the finest dis-
tricts of New Brunswick. These are the men at
whose hands our Province has been so badly treated.
I might say of my hon. friend, as was said of Reho-
boam of old : that while Sir Leonard Tilley scourged
us with whips, the present hon. Minister of Finance
has chastised us with scorpions. Our Province is
in the unfortunate position that her own sons have
burdened us with this heavy taxation. In conclu-
sion, I might use the words of the dying eagle
transfixed by the hunter's dart feathered with ber
own plumage :

" Keen were ber pangs, but keeneor far to feel
She nursed the pinion that impelled the steel;
That the same plumage that had warmed ber nest,
Drank the life-blood of her bleeding breast."

Mr. DALY. Mr. Speaker, it is not my inten-
tion to follow closely the remarks made by the
bon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon), w1io has
just taken his seat. The hon. gentleman comes
from one of the Lower Provinces, while I corne
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fron the other end of the Dominion, and probably now a supporter of the Government in this House,
it will be better for me to leave a reply in the was a member of the Local Government and was
hands of hon. gentlemen on this side of the House chairman of the conmittee who made the report. It
who come from the Province of which the hon. might have been well if the hon. member for Mar-
gentleman has the honor of being one of the repre- quette had told the IHouse that, at the time that re-
sentatives. I shall confine ny remarks, princi- solution was passed, the people of Manitoba and the
pally, to a reply to the speech made the other North-West had not through connection with the
night by the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Eastern Provinces of Canada, that all the goods
Watson), but in reference to the remarks on the and all the produce brought into that country then,
duty on flour, made by the member for St. John were brought through the United States, and that,
(Mr. Weldon), I feel it necessary to say a few in consequence of the high rate of freight, and of
words. I ask that hon. gentleman if he, or any our not having railroad communication with the
other inember on the opposite side of the House, eastern markets of Canada, we were obliged to
can say that the price of flour has been raised in import largely from the United States. Why,
the Maritime Provinces since the increased duty Sir, according to the Trade and Navigation Re-
was announced the other day? Until such time turns, I find that, in 1883, under the one item of
as an increased price on flour in the Maritime agricultural implements, we imported into the
Provinces has been occasioned by this duty, it 'Province of Manitoba from the United States,
does not lie in the mouth of hon. gentlemen 1,093 mowing and reaping and threshing machines,
opposite, or of any person else, to say that of the value of $141,516, upon which we paid a
the people have been prejudiced by the duty. duty of $35,505. 10. We imported in that year,
On the othejr hand, I may say to the hon. gentle- from the United States, ploughs to the value of
man that the farmers of Manitoba and the $108,367, upon which we paid a duty of
North-West Territories, as well as the flour millers $27,178.05. We imported from the United
of these Provinces and the flour millers of Ontario, States, portable steam engines, valued at $39,473,
are going to be benefited to a large extent by that upon whiclh we paid a duty of $10,206.75.
increase in duty upon flour, and instead of the We imported agricultural implements, not else-
Aiericans being able to compete with us in the where specified, to the value of $107,104, on which
markets of the Lower Provinces, our millers will we paid a duty of $26,930.05, making the total
be able to supply them with flour of equal or bet- imports of agricultural implements from the
ter quality, at the same price, and probably at a United States in that year $396,460, on which we
less price, than they paid formerly for American paid a duty of $99,819.95. Now, Sir, the hon.
flour. The hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Wat- gentleman gave figures to the House, the other
son) pointed out, the other night, that a resolution night, to show that the people of Manitoba paid in
had been lately passed by the Local Legislature of 1888-89 a total duty of $46,123.47 less duty by
Manitoba, asking that this Parliament should $53,696.48 than was paid in 1883, a year previous
undertake to bring about unrestricted reciprocity to the adoption of the resolution to which he re-
with the United States. Now, Mr. Speaker, the ferred in the Manitoba Legislature. The hon.
lion. gentleman forgot to tell this House that that gentleman stated that the people of Manitoba
resolution w-as moved in the Legislature of Mani- last year paid a duty of $17,714 on lumber. Now,
toba by the Hon. Mr. Martin, Attorney General; I find, on looking at the Trade and Navigation
and thie hon. member for Marquette forgot, also, to Returns for 1883, that we imported into Manitoba
tell the House that, upon diffèrent occasions, the from the United States in that year lumber to the
Hon. Mr. Martin has announced himself as an value of $564,314, on which we paid a duty of
avowed annexationist. $112,868.25, whereas in 1889, having in the mean-

An hon. MEMBER. No. tîme had communication opeîied up with the Rat
Mr. BOWELL. Yes; he said so in this cty.get theMr. OWEL. es; ie aidso i ths cty. bulk of our lumber, the importation was only to
Mr. DALY. I say yes. The hon. member for the value of $88,621, on which we only paid a duty

Marquette forgot, also, to say that that Legislature of $17,714.20, or a difference between the duty
is composed of thirty-six members, and out of that we paid on lumber in 1883 and in 1889 of the
mnber thirty-two of them were elected to support magnificent sum of $95,154.05. If you take the

tlhe present Government of Manitoba, and if they difference between the value of the lumber we im-
w ere in this House they would be opposed to the ported from the - United States in 1883 and the
existing Administration here. There is nothing of value we imported in 1889, you will find that last
importance in this resolution being passed, except year we put into the pockets of the inîner mer-
that four of the members who supported it belong chants of Rat Portage, and that neighborhood,
to the Conservative party. I have not the slightest the sum of $475,693 and but for the tarif
doubt that if these hon. gentlemen had looked into on lumber that amount and probably more would
the question as I have looked into it, and as, I have gone into the pockets of our American
think, J shall be able to present it to the House, neighbors. Moreover, since the opening up of
they would come to the conclusion that, so far as the communication with Rat Portage and the
the Province of Manitoba is concerned, she and Eastern Provinces, the price of lumber bas been
her people are not in such a bad position as they reduced in Manitoba below what it was in 1884
are sought to be made out by hon. members of the when that resolution was passed. I have no
Opposition in this House. The hon. member for doubt that at thai time the people had a right
Marquette (Mr. Watson) referred to the fact that to complain of the price they were paying
the resolution he spoke of quotes a report of a for lumber they did not then enjoy the
Committee of the House of the Manitoba Legisla- direct conmunicatbon with the Eastern Pro-
ture, made in 1884, and he states that during that vinces which they enjoy at the present time;
tiine the member for Provencher (Mr. LaRivière), but since the opening up of that communication,
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the price of lumber, as well as the price of all
other nec.essaries, lias decreased. My hon. friend,
iw his speech the other night, stated that the
farmers of Manitoba were injurêd, not only by the
duty on lumber, but by the dttties on agricultural
implements, and he dwelt with great gusto espe-
cially onthe duty on binding twine. In that con-
nection lie made the extraordinary statement that
in the coming season the farmers of Manitoba
would pay $40,000 of duty on binding twine. He
stated-and in this I agree with him-that there
would probably he a million acres under crop in
Manitoba this year, and as the farmers use about
2 lbs. of twine to the acre, they would require
2,000,000 lbs. to harvest the crop of 1890. They
may require more ; I hope they will ; but when the
hon, gentleman stated that the farmers would pay
$40,000 of duty on that twine, he stated not only
what was ridiculous, but what he must have known
at the time was false, because the hon. gentleman
lias access to the Trade and Navigations Returns,
and if he had looked at them he would have found
that, last year, the total quantity of binding twine
brought into Manitoba from Great Britain was 35
lbs., valued at $10, on which a duty of $2. 50 was
paid, and that the total quantity from the United
States was 3,649 lbs., valued at $714, on which a
duty of $178.50 was paid.

Mr. WATSON. I do not suppose the hon.
gentleman wishes to misrepresenît what I said. I
stated that we would pay $40,000 more than we
would pay but for the duty on twine.

Mr. DALY. I will read what the hon. gentle-
man said :

" The duty on binding twine is 1l cents a pound and 10
per cent. ad valorem, or about 2J cents. Admitting that
we do not puy the full duty, we undoubtedly pay a duty
of 2 cents a pound. On 2,000,000 Ibs. of twine, we will
accordingly pay a duty of $40,000."

Now, Sir, on this question of binding twine, I
have had occasion to inforn myself. I find that
in Canada there are at present six' rope-walks
manufacturing this twine. We have the Dart-
mouth Rope Company of Halifax, Thomas
Connors & Sons of St. John, N.B., John Brown &
Co. of Quebec, A. W. Morris & Bro. of
Montreal, Bannerman Bros. of Lachute, the
Brantford Cordage Company of Brantford, and a
small concern at Toronto the name of which I
could not get. I find, from communications with
these gentlemen, that the production of binding
twine is sufficient for the demand at present and
for some years to come. I had also occasion to
communicate with the Massey Manufacturing
Company of Toronto, one of the largest manufac-
tories in Canada, asking them from whom they
bought their twine. I have a reply from them to
the effect, that last year they sold 300,000 lbs.
of binding twine in Manitoba and the North-West,
that every pound they bought last year and the
year before was bought in Canada, and that on no
occasion do they buy any from the United States,
except in some extraordinary year when the sup-
ply runs short when they get some in Minneapolis,
because it is nearer than Halifax. These gentle-
men say :

"First. The present cash price of our standard 3 A
binder, delivered freight prepaid te Brandon or any other
station in the Province of Manitoba, is $160, or on time
payments to farmers, $180; whilst we have another
machine that we are selling for $10 less, namely, at $150
cash, or $170 on time payments.

Mr. DALY.

" Second. The selling price of our binders in the year
1883 and 1884 was about $320 cash, and $340 on time pay-
ments.

" Third. The quantity of binder twine that we sold in
Manitoba and the North-West last year was about 300,000
lbs., which was, of course, limited te se small a quantity
owing to the unfortunate circumstance of a bad crop.
The price varied according to quality, from 19 cents to 20
cents a pound. That which we shipped to Manitoba was
manufactured in Halifax by the Dartmouth Ropeworks Co.
W e did not sell any American twine last year, and neither
have we any year, only at such a time when there bas been
a shortage shown at the last minur e, and when we have
been able to find a small lot possibly carried over by some
dealer or manufacturer in St. Paul's or Minneapolis, and
from whence it should be got much quicker than shipment
from Halifax at the last moment of the season. There-
bore, what we have handled of this has been of a very
limited quantity indeed.

"Fourth. We certainly consider twine made by the
leading manufacturers of this article in Canada te be
fully equal and in some instances better than that made
in the United States. The price of a standard twine
manufactured out of half manilla and half sisal hemp we
believe is worth in Chicago to-day in wholesale consign-
ments of say100 tons, about 13- cents to 14ý cents a
pound, while pure manilla is worth from 15 cents te 15
cents a pound, with a discount of 3 per cent. for cash, at
ten days. It might possiblv be a little higher than this
now, but certainly not any less, as a rule; and we can
vouch for the past two or three seasons that binder twine
of equal quality bas been retailed in the United States at
a greater price than in Canada. To further substantiate
the price named above we enclose you herewith a clipping
from the Farn Implement Nues, published in Chicago.

" ' You will notice that the lowest quotation made to us
in 100 ton lots is 9 cents per pound f.o.b. cars, New York
city. We might say for this same twine, which is being
manufactured by the Dartmouth Ropeworks Company
of Halifax, and which we are using a goodly quantity of,
we are retailing to Ontario farmers, payable on the 1st
day of October next, at 10 cents per pound, and in
Manitoba delivered at farmers' stations at 13 cents a
pound. The standard manilla twine as indicated above,
we retail in Ontario at 15 cents, and in Manitoba at 17
cents, which goes to show that we retail twine to farmers
in Ontario at about the equivalent price as it is being
wholesaled by the manufacturers and dealers in the
States, and only a bare addition of 2 cents a pound, to
cover the additional freight and expenses incurred in the
Manitoba trade.' "

The clipping from the Farm Implenent New.s, re-
ferred to in the letter, is as follows :-

" The binder twine situation has not improved. Those
whose interests are merged with the association, are per-
suaded that established card prices are bound to prevail
a little later on in the season, on a basis of about 161
cents for pure manilla sold out of St. Louis. In support
of this position they cite the fact that seventeen mills
of the National Cordage Company have been sold, so as
to permit the cleaning out of the old stocks. But the
demoralisation of prices goes on merrily in spite of all
warnings and admonitions; and it is to be noticed that
more cheap grades of twine than ever are offering. For
instance, there has been a wonderful increare of the
American and New Zealand hemp article, whose useful-
ness is claimed to be greatly advaneed since the fibre is
presented in single rather than in the three-ply form in
which it went to the market two or three years ago.
Furthermore, dealers complain that certain jobbers are
having sisal made up on half-and-half, one-half being
colored te represent manilla. In such cireumstances the
low price people are getting the lion'c share of the trade
going; but buying is, nevertheless, not to say active.
The prices ruling for the business are about as follows:-
Manilla, 15c. in car lots, and 15&c. in less than car lots;
standard, 131c. and 14c. ; hemp, 11e. and 12c. ; jute, 10c.,
lc. and 111c. These are close, too, if they are not the
lowest quotations obtainable by half a cent."
Now, I nay state that the manufacture lias arisen
in the United States of a new kind of twine called
the silver composite twine. That is now also being
manufactured by a Halifax company, and it is
being offered by the Massey Company to the
farmers of Ontario, payable the 1st October fol-
lowing, at 10 cents per pound, and to the fa*rmers
of Manitoba delivered at farmers' stations at 13
cents per pound, while the lowest quotation from
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New York is 9 cents per pound delivered free on
board cars at New York in wholesale lots. Yet
those gentlemen are retailing the same kind of
twine at 10 cents in Ontario. The next question
which the hon. gentleman took up was the price
of binders. He stated that binders were sold in
Manitoba for $160 cash or $180 credit, and I be-
lieve the hon. gentleman's figures are correct, but
lie went on to say that they could be bonght il
Watertown, Dakota, for $120, whereas it is a fact
that the price of binders in Dakota last year was
,$180 in two payments, or an advance of $5 addi-
tional when supplied with a sheaf carrier. These
figures are equally reliable as those produced by the
hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman told us that
the 35 per cent. duty on agricultural machinery
w eighed heavily on the people of the North-West.
Well, I asked the Massey Manufacturing Company
for the prices at which they sold their machines in
1884, when this resolution referred to was passed
by the Local House of Manitoba, and I was in-
formed that their selling price for binders was
$320 cash and $340 time, payable in 1883 and 1884 ;
whereas to-day they sell a better article to the
farmers in Manitoba at $160 cash and $180 credit.
Thus the effect of the increased duty was to enable
the manufacturers in Ontario to have more con-
fidence in their business and to supply the people,
not only of Ontario, but also of Manitoba and the
North-West, with a cheaper and better machine
than they could get before the increased duty was
put on. More than that ; if the farmers of Manitoba
desire to have American binders, we find that the
Aierican manufacturers have reduced their prices
im the same proportion from 1883 and 1884 to the
present day. Taking the figures which the bon.
gentleman gave, we find that the total number of
harvesters and binders inported by Manitoba from
the United States last year was only 21, the value
of which was $2,745, and the duty on which was
,960. 75,'while the Massey Manufacturing Co. alone
sent into Manitoba last year over 1,000 binders, over
700 mowers, over 600 rakes, over 500 seeders, over

)00 harrows, over 1,200 waggons, over 500 buggies,
over 40 threshing outfits, over 1,400 ploughs, and
other implements in proportion. If we had not
these increased duties, and had not shut out the
American manufacturers who were prepared to
flood our country with inferior machines, these
people would not have been able to send that quan-
tity of goods into that Province, and the Massey
Company is only one of several firms of impleient
manufacturers. There are the Harris Sons & Co.,and the Patterson Bros. Co., who are also sending
large quantities to that Province ; and just as the
population of the country increases and the demand
increases, the manufacturers of these articles in
the Lower Provin:es will increase their business,
and the demand for labor will increase ; as the
demand for labor increases so will the consumers
increase ; and as the consumers increase, so will
inlcreased prices be obtained by the farmers
Of Ontario for the products of their farms.Tie hon- gentleman said the other nightthat the resolution passed by the Legislature ofManitoba, represented the opinions of 90 per cent.of the population of that Province. I beg to takeissue with him on that point. I want this House
to understand, that during my election in 1887, I

hieh thirty or forty meetings, at every one at
this question of the National Policy was

discussed, and in every one of which I took the
same ground that I now take. Yet, in spite of all
the efforts made by gentlemen of the sanie calibre
as the hon. gentleman and representing similar
views, I was elected by a handsome majority. I
say that the constituency I represent have shown
by that vote that, in so far as they are concerned,
and they represent the opinion of the greater pro-
portion of the population of the Province of Mani-
toba, they are satisfied that they are not oppressed
by the present tariff, as the hon, gentleman and the
Local House, by its resolution, would fain make us
believe they are. The lion, gentleman referred to
the fact, and I was glad lie did so, that, so far as
lie was concerned as a representative of Manitoba,
lie could not follow the same line of argument
which was taken by gentlemen from the other
Provinces. I am glad to say that I can agree with
him in lis statement that in Manitoba we are
not in the dark, woeful condition in which hon.
gentlemen opposite have pictured Ontario and
the Maritime Provinces to be. But I do not
know that that condition is to be improved by
the mode of procedure taken by hon. gentle-
men opposite. I do not know that the advan-
tages of the North-West are likely to be appre-
ciated by people living in foreign lands, if hon.
gentlemen opposite keep continually crying out
that the population of the other Provinces are in a
downtrodden position. All that we ask in Mani-
toba is that the people of the older Provinces should
recognise this fact, that, so far as the National
Policy is concerned, it has been established in the
interests of the whole Dominion, and that although
possibly it may oppress the people of Manitoba,
yet the people of that western portion of the Domi-
nion are proud of the fact that they are Canadians,
and are prepared to support the policy which is in
the interest of all Canada. Although I am willing
to stand up here and advocate the interests of Ma-
nitoba, as I have always done, I cannot forget that
I am still a Canadian ; I cannot forget that that
Province is only a part of Confederation, and that
the National Policy has been established for build-
ing up this nation as a whole. We look at it
in this way : that unless this policy is maintained
as a whole, the fabric of Confederation must go.
The hon. gentleman spoke as if this question had
never been discussed in this House before or among
the people. He seems to have forgotten that the
question was discussed before the people in 1882,
just as it is being discussed now, and that it was
discussed again with equal vigor in 1887, and
that the people on both occasions gave their ver-
diet by a very substantial majority in favor of
the Government. The amendments made to the
tariff this year have been made in the interest of
the whole people. They possibly may bear heavily
on the people of the Maritime Provinces; but only
give it time to work, and then these people will
find that it has worked in their interests in the
long run. AIl sections must work harmoniously,
and each be prepared to contribute its share to the
general welfare. The West cannot expect to have
everything from the East, nor can the East expect
to have everything froma the West, if we are to
build up a strong confederation, as we have been
seeking to do ever since we introduced the National
Policy. The hon. gentleman referred to the fact
that we had competition in Manitoba to-day in
railway rates. I would ask him, where is that

.2993 2994



[COMMONS]

competition ? I am aware of the fact that he
supports the Government in Manitoba, which has
spent some $750,000 of the people's money to
obtain a so-called competition, but rates have not
been reduced.

Mr. WATSON. They have.

Mr. DALY. Not by the expenditure of
$750,000 of the people's money, not by the
fact of the Northern Pacifie Railway coming in
there at all, for although that company has been
called on time and again to show in what particu-
lar they have reduced the rates, they have not
been able to do so. The hon. gentleman has
stated that our people in the West do not go in for
political union with the Americans. Of that there
is not the slightest doubt. Although far removed
froin the older Provinces from which most of us
come, we are just as loyal as before we settled in
that country, and just as desirous of maintaining the
confederacy as any other section in the Dominion.
I speak for the majority of my constituents,
when I say that our people are perfectly satisfied
to maintain their present position under the sover-
eignty of England, and that they have no desire
for political union with the States or annexation.
No more loyal people can be found to the Crown
of Great Britain than those who reside in Mani-
toba and the North-West Territories, but those
people want to say, and I want to say, to the
members who come from Ontario and Quebec,
and to the members of the Opposition also, if you
will assist us to move the Government to increase
the vote for immigration, we will show a people
in that country that will redound to the credit
of the Dominion. If that question is properly
dealt with, a market will be opened to the manu-
facturers of Ontario and Quebec, of which at
present we have a very small conception. Instead
of those hon. gentlemen opposite condemning the
Government for their fiscal policy, I think it would
be more in the interests of the Provinces and of the
constituencies they represent, if they would assist
those who are endeavoring to get the Government
to adopt a better immigration policy. I heard the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) express his agreement with the
reduction which has been made in the ap-
propriation for immigration. If he had the
interests of the people at heart, he would urge the
Government to increase that vote in the interests
of the people of Manitoba and the North-West,
and until that is done there will be no certain
influx of population. I have spoken a good deal
about my own Province, and I will show that I
am justified in saying that we have great hopes
of our country, that we have great aspirations for
that country, that we believe we have a soil and
a climate which are not excelled in any of the
States to the south of us, and that, though the
population has not increased as it should have
increased, yet we have made immense strides, that
our internal resources are being extended to the
fullest, that according to the table given by Mr.
Greenway, the Minister of Agriculture of Mani-
toba-and that, I think, will not be disputed by
hon. gentlemen opposite-we have obtained an
amount of prosperity which is at least equal to
that of any of the States of the Union or of any of
the other Provinces of the Dominion. The follow-

Mr. DALY.

ing statement will give hon. gentlemen an idea of
our increase during two years:-

- 1887.

Total acreage prepared
for crop...............636,295

Number of H orses........29,915
do Cattle......... 101,682
do Sheep ........ 12,540
do Pigs........... 35,713
do Entire Horses.. 411

Acres of new prairie brok'n 87,444

1889. Increse

893,402 .257,107
45,746 15,831

148,209 46,528.
31,341 18,801
51,657 15,944

642 231
135,649 48,205

As a further evidence of the progress of the coun-
try, the Canadian North-West Land Company
make the following interesting announcement re-
garding the sales of their farn lands during the
six months ending 30th June last, as compared with
the corresponding period in 1888:

Acres Sold.
1889.....................32,320
1888.................. . . . .. 20,620

Increase............. .11,700

Value.
$191,402 65

113,432 80

$ 77,969 85

In addition to that we have the crop report issued
by the Manitoba Government, which shows that
the average yield of spring wheat per acre in 1887,
was as follows, in the diffèrent localities referred
to:-

M anitoba .. ..................... 32·4 bushels
Ontario............ ............... 11·6 do
Wisconsin........ ........... 10·3 do
Minnesota ........... ......... 11·6 do
Iowa. ............. ...... 10'0 do
Nebraska..........................10°1 do
Dakota.... ... ................... 14'3 do

Last year, owing to the drought, our average yield
of wheat was 12-4 bushels per acre, as against
32·4 bushels in 1887, but, although last year it
was so inuch less than it was in 1887, it was only
two bushels less than it was in Daokta in the
year 1887, which is well known to have been one
of the most favorable years for crops in the North-
West. In fact, our yield last year was more than
that of any of the States or Provinces in 1887,
except that one of Dakota. Taking the counties in
the North-West, you find even a larger yield than
appears there. In the County of Dufferin the aver-
age in 1889 was 14 bushels per acre; in Lisgar it
was 16-5; in D'Iberville it was 12; in Morris it
was 19-7 ; in Marquette it was 13-7 ; in Portage la
Prairie it was 19-5; in Norfolk, 15-6; in West-
bourne it was 23-4; in Beautiful Plains it was 16
bushels ; in Minnedosa it was 14-8, and in Russell
it was 13-5. Thus we have a number of counties
in the Province of Manitoba which have a yield in
a dry year greater than that in Dakota in such a
favorable year as 1887. These figures should show
enough to any hon. gentleman who is desirous of
learning and of explaining to the world the advan-
tages which that country offers to immigrants, to
convince him that, if they or their friends go to
that country, they would be justified in taking up
their abode there. Further than that: we have
statenents from some of the highest authorities il
Europe as to the quality of our wheat, and they
state that its quality exceeds that of any other
wheat. I will now quote from the Canadiaa
Gazette of 20th March:
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"Mr. John Dyke, the Canadian Government Agent at evidences of increased prosperity along that line of
Liverpool, when in the North-West last year, requested railway. As far back as I can remember I have
Mr. Waugh, of the Nor'-West Farmer, to select some
samples of Red Fyfe wheat and send them forward to him been travelling over the Grand Trunk Railway
for exhibition purposes. Two samples oflRedFyfewheat, between Stratford and Toronto, and every year I
one grown by Mr. Limlay, of Rapid City, and the other by have seen increased evidences of prosperity along
Mr. T. H.iarris, of Bridge Crek, near Minnedosa, have that line of railway. The Province has beenbeen receivcd through the Departrnent of Agriculture, and ta u friwy h rvnehsbehave been submitted to sema of the highest authorities imcreasing in population, it has been erecting
in Great Britain. Mr. Woodward a leading member of public buildings, and more than that, the passen-
the Liverpool Corn Exchange, and the representative cf er traffic on the railways bas reatl increased.
the corn trade on the Mersey Docks and Harbor Board, g t o i
and probablyone of the best judges in Europe, writes thus Every day almost every train that leaves the Union
of them: Station at Toronto is crowded with well-dressed,

"'As an experienced judge of the article (constantly respectable, well-to-do passengers. When I look
engaged iu arbitrating questions of quality in varions . e
descriptions of wheat), I may say that I consider the back ten years from the tine I left the Province
two samples you send are about the finest, in every respect, of Ontario, I can sec increased evidences of pros-
I ever saw in the shape of red wheat. Such quality would perity. I see that the people are better dressed,meet a ready sale at the very top price of the day here.' i- -

l Other British agricultural authorities declare them- they live mu better houses, they hive more comfort-
selves as follows, as to the value of the samples of this ably, and they seen to have more money to spend
wheat submitted to them:- in travelling about from one place to another. I

I'BeI1te W(-eklp Megeneaer :-Thoe who, hava evarhaentaarayho.gateanqtettiis
been in Manitoba and the North-West, and have seen and have not heard any hon. gentleman quote statistics
tested the qualities of the grain grown on the extensive as to the increased mileage of railways, but I hope
prairie wheat-fields, do not need to he told anything of before this debate is closed, if the House is not too
the high-cuality wheat grown. For years the Ministers fatigued, sone hon. gentleman will do so,of Agriculture for the Dominion at Ottawa and for the
Province at Winnipeg have bee working hard in order because I think there is no better evidence
to improve the sorts grown, so as to make them command of increased prosperity than the increased mileage
the top price in the British markets. An important on railways. Why, Sir, the increased trafficstimulus to the importation of Canadian wbeat is likely
to be given by a verdict which bas been passed upon returns of the Canadian Pacific Railway alone,
sanples justreceived at Liverpool. The samples,consisting in the Province of Ontario, shouild be evidence
of two large sacks of Red Fyfe wheat, have been received te any person who desires to look at the fact
by Mr. John Dyke, Canadian Govern ment agent at Live with au unprjdiced mid, that the Province is
pool, frein the Dapartment cf Agriculture at Otawa. Mr. wiha nrjdcdmnta h rvnei
Dyke thereupon submitted them to the judgment of one increasimg in prosperity. I am satisfied that it is
of the leading members of the Liverpool corn trade, who only a matter of a few years at least, when the
bas a large practice as arbitrator in disputes as to qual- Province of Ontario will stand as higla in the eyesity of grain, with the result that the when t is pronounced o .
to be the finest Red Fyfe wheat seen in the Liverpool cf hon. gentlemen opposite as it does l the eyes
market, and ofa quality to ceommand a ready sale at the of hon. members on this side of the Houe, al-
top prices of the day. We have also received samples though I believe that time will never come untilwhich fui ly bear out this high opinion. They are first-
class mllers' wheats-heavy, plump grain of a fine bright hon. members opposite sit on this side of the
color.'" House, which I hope they will not do for a long
Now, Sir, coming trom such high authorities as I time to come. I have listened with a great deal
have quoted there can be but one conviction in the of patience to the funereal remarks made on the
miainds of lion. gentlemen who have beard these other side as to the condition of the people in the
quotations, namely, that in Manitoba and the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, and as to the
North-West Territories we eau produce the very condition of the people of the Maritime Pro-
finest wheat grown in the whole world. I have vinces. These statements are all made for the pur-
shown you by statistics that the average yield of pose of making the farmers of this country be-
that magnificent wheat is greater in Manitoba lieve that they are being down-trodden by the
than it is in any other Province of Canada, or in tariff, that it is oppressing thena, that their farms
any State of the Union. Having these facts before are decreasing in value, that their farm products
us, can we arrive at any other conclusion than that are not being sold at a proper price, and that, if
there is a great future before that North-West the door was only open to themn across the line,
country, and that it is in the interests of the whole they would receive better prices for their farm
Of Canada that the Government should take imme- products, that their farm lands would increase in
diate and vigorous steps to promote immigration value, and that consequently they would be more
and to bring in people to fill up that country ? If prosperous and happy than they are to-day.
that country is filled up the manufacturers of the When I was going up in the train the other day,
Proviaces of Quebec and Ontario will reap the I picked up the Buffalo Expres, dated Sunday
benefit of an increased market for their products. morning, April 6, 1890. This paper, I may state,
Now I come to another point, and that is the is published in the State of New York, immedi-
Position taken by hon. gentlemen opposite with ately across the line from the Province of Ontario.
regard to the condition of the Eastern Provinces. I found in this paper an article headed, " New
Having been bora in the Province of Ontario, I York Farmers," and it says:
naturally take a great interest in that Province. " GOING OUT OF THE BUSINESS BY THE scORE-MANY FORCEDThose of us who come down from the West SALES.
Cvery year, if we keep car eyes open, cannot "A Saratoga correspondent writes to the New Yorkave fied to be umpressed with the immense Times:
strides that Province has taken during recent " Although the ice cutters have not wholly forsakenyears. I ask any fair-minded man who has the lake, preparations for the season when ice is used, not
taken a trip from this city to Toronto over the ruade, are rife in this village, which invariably takes
Canadian Pacifi R , otime by the forelock in arranging for its summer gayety.c kilway, or frona Toronto west- There are a lready man nibbles for cottages, and a few
ward into the heart of the best argricultural weeks later the gleefureal estate agent, who gets 5 per
districts in the Province of Ontari if he cent. on rentals, will see the hooks swallowed.
does not e " Never, within the recollection of the oldest inhabitant,see every year most substantial have the roads been in sucb execrable condition as now.
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Why should not the State of New York have Roman
roads? Unless, indeed, the members of the Legislature
pay more attention to the needs of those engaged in agri-
cultural pursuits, and decent roads is one of them, there
is likely to be a change in the personnel of that branch of
the Government. Thoughtful people know and regret
that the farmers in this and all parts of the State are not
in a flourishing condition. Conservative as a class, and
slow to join new parties or to take kindly to isms,
their circumstances are driving them to join leagues, as-
sociations, and societies that profess to be in the interest
of the farming class. The decline of agricultural pur-
suits in the New England States is an accepted fact. It is
scarcely less so here.

" One has only to observe the numerous notices of sales
by auction posted at the various four corners, post offices
and taverns, to be convinced that farming does not
pay."
Here we see it stated that farming does not pay
in the State of New York, and yet we are told by
hon. gentlemen on the other side that as soon as
the markets of New York and of other States are
open to us, farming will pay ix the Province of
Ontario :

" These auctions, by the way, have some curious fea-
tures. One of them is the 'vendoo note,' so called. A
lawyer fresh from city practice would be puzzled to
know how it differed from the ordinary promissory note,
but he would presently find that it took its naine from
these sales, which are called vendues, and that it is a
promise to pay a suin of money for property purchased
at a country auction. The vendoo note' is generally
given for one year, three months without interest if paid
when due, and if not interest from date. A farmer is
liable to pay twice as much as an article is worth for a
year's credit. Money that is earned by the sweat of the
brow is slowly parted with ; hence these auctions are pro-
fitable to the seller. The sale itself is possessed of no
little interest. It is generally held from five to fifteen
miles from a railroad station, and the attendance takes
in all the residents of surrounding country. Whole fami-
lies come en masse and make a day of it or longer, as
frequently two days are consumed in selling off an old
estate. When the bouse is exhausted, the yard and barn,
filled with implements and vehicles of aIl sorts, are still
a treasure mine to the crowd. Odd and rare objects are
frequently cried. Spinning wheels over 100 years old,
brass anti irons of curions pattern, ancient sideboards
and mahogany dressers of great intrinsic worth, plates
and dishes, taîàkards and fiagons that would delight a
Fifth-avenue collector, all often go for a trifle.

"At a recent sale, the bread-tray used by some of Bur-
goyne's officers was sold for 20 cents to a gentleman who
would not part with it for any price. The limes corre-
spondent, two years ago, at one of these country vendues,

urchased as a curious relie a small trunk covered with
orse-skin and studded with brass-headed nails. In a slit

in the cover on the inside was found a package of love-
letters, written in 1801 by a young man in New York to his
affianced. Their interest is fascinating. They are
couched in language as choiece as Addison's, and breathe
an air of tenderneas andi chivalry that impele one te be-
lieve the tender passion flourished witb a purer glow
a hundred years ago than in these days of love versus
lucre.

"uThe number of these sales this year is unprecedented.
Farmers are lnaving their farms, and more are giving up
the life altogether than are settling upon new oues.
There is not only no money any longer in the business-
there does not seem to be even ýa living. Hay has been
sold as low as $4 a ton, oats at 26 cents a bushel, and corn
at 40 cents; cows bring only $20, and other farm neces-
sities are proportionately low."

Yet, Mr. Speaker, that is the market which the
farmers of this country are told by hon. gentlemen
opposite is going to make them rich if it can be
opened to them.-

" The wages of male help are as high as $25 per month,
and the hired man at the end of the year las made more
than his employer. Many farmers in this section do not
intend te plant this year.

" They run behind the lest way they can manage it. A
farmer with his place free and clear is more than likely,
after paying his farm bands, to be in debt after harvest.
Add to the situation a mortgage, on which interest must
be paid, and the outlook becomes gloomy for the farmer
and Dot bright for his creditors. Many foreclosure sales
of farming lands will take place before the year is out.

Mr. DALY.

3000

" The result of this state of things is that the farmers
are banding together to enforce legislation. They com-
plain that real estate is heavily taxed, and personal pro-
perty escapes its just share of the public burdens; that
the legal rate of interest is too high by at least 1 per cent.;
that the canals should be supported by the Gieneral Gov-
ernment, as they are used as waterways to bring the pro-
duce of the far West into competition with home produc-
tion ; that Congress should increase the duty on potatoes
and other edibles, so that Scotland cannot flood the New
York markets with them, thus forcing the price down to
less than $1 per barrel-these are some of the things the
fariner is demanding.

" Farming bas no attractions to offer to young men. In
Vermont and New Hampshire there are over eight hun-
dred abandoned farms, and unless speedy relief comes to
the agricultural classes in this State the only profitable
farming will be done by the play actors in such
drames as 'The Old Homestead,' 'The Country Fair,'
and The Midnight Bell. A seeker for political pre-
ferment in the future must be right on all questions
that affect the farming interest or le will find that his
vote in the rural districts will not materialise."

I ask any lon. gentleman who has heard that speech
read if he can fail to come to but one concision,
and that is, that the farmers of the State of New
York are in a far worse position than are the farm-
ers of Ontario. In circulating their speeches, as
no doubt they will do, among the electors through-
out the length and breadth of Ontario, I would ask
hon., gentlemen opposite to extract this paragraph
froin my speech and paste it on the speeches they
are sending out, and thus the farmers will obtain
both sides of the question, and be able to arrive at
a proper conclusion. But it is nost humiliating
that any man, or any set of men in Canada, should
rise and take the position hon. gentlemen opposite
are continually occupying on this question of the
tariff. As I have said, the people have pronounced
on it ; they have declared by their votes, and by
the majority they have sent to this House to sup-
port the First Minister, that they will have none of
the hon. gentlemen opposite, that they will still en-
trust the affairs into the hands of the First Minister
and his colleagues, that they are satisfied with their
conduct of affairs, and just so sure as the right
hon. Premier secured a victory in 1882, and
again in 1887, victory will crown the efforts of the
right hon. gentleman's party in 1891. I will not
occupy the tine of the House further than to say
that, although my views on the tariff, as
expressed, may be in direct opposition to the
resolutions passed in the Local Legislature of
Manitoba, I have the courage of my convic-
tions. On platforms in nmy own county and je
other constituencies I have expressed these views,
and I still maintain them. So far as I can read as
an intelligent man, the position taken by the pre-
sent Government, upon the question of reciprocity
and upon the tariff resolutions before the House, is
the correct position so far as the true welfare of
Canada as a whole is concerned. The people in the
west feel in some instances that they are pinched
owing to the duties imposed upon certain articles,
but at the sanie time they must remember that
they are a p- rt of this great Confederation, that
they must give in a little on these matters, and the
figures I have given to the House will show that
they are not i _ the position they occupied ln 1883
and 1884 when the resolutions to which I have
referred were passed. I am satisfied to go to my
people at the next election, if [ am chosen a can-
didate, and take the sane stand as I have Aaken in
this House, and, notwithstanding any speech made
by the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson),
and any resolutions that may be passed by the
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Legislature of Manitoba, I am satisfied the people
will take the same view as they did in 1887, and
send me back to this House by even an increased
niajority over that which I received at that time.

Mr. SEMPLE. I desire to offer a few remarks
on the question now before the House, for if I
failed to do so I would not be doing justice to the
constituency which I represent. Although at the
present time the amendment does not pronounce
directly in favor of unrestricted trade with our
neighbors of the United States, it is because this
is not the proper time to submit such a motion.
We feel, however, how important it is that this
should be carried out and that there should be no
room left for disputes. When the ReciprocityTreaty
of 1854 was entered into, it took six years to discuss
it before it was fully carried out, and no doubt this
question of unrestricted trade, which the Liberals
desire, may take some time to accomplish, but
undoubtedly it will be brought about sooner or
later, and the longer it is delayed the more injuri-
ous it will prove to Canada. It was my privilege
to be engaged in selling grain and other products
of the farm at the time the Reciprocity Treaty of
1854 cane into effect, and I am aware, from prac-
tical knowledge, the immense advantage it con-
ferred on this country. I have sold all commodities
raised on the farmn, the buyers buying for ship-
nient to the United States, and for which good
prices were paid. It has been asserted by hon.
gentlemen opposite that grain coming into Canada
from the United States would reduce the price
of our coarse grains. I know that such was not
the case, and we heard nothing of it during the
twelve years the Treaty of Reciprocity lasted. The
first year of the Reciprocity Treaty the amount
received from the United States from our agri-
cultural products was $9,000,000, but the last year
of the treaty it reached $54,000,000, and this was
proof that the American market was the best
market for everything we had to sell. It is well
known that the nearer the market the better it is
for the seller. No doubt it is advantageous to have
a home market ; but we have not a sufficient number
of people in this country to give a home market,
and, therefore, the next best thing is to have a
market as near this country as possible. In order
to obtain such market it is necessary to remove all
the shackles from trade. Two years ago we
expected we would be in a better position, from the
reports we received that the Democratic party
would no doubt rule at Washingten. However, as
elections sometimes go contrary to expectation, our
anticipations were not realised. The Democrats
were always more favorable to developing trade
with this country than were the Republicans.
I will read to the House sone remarks made by a
very eminýnt gentleman, who once occupied a
distinguished position here, touching what he con-
sidered the near approach of free trade. Sir
Charles Tupper said:

"We have made concessions as I have said, but we
bave made them with the avowed obect of placing allOUr people, not only the fisherman, but the agriculturist,
the lumberman. every man in this country, in a better
relation with the United States than he was before.
What is the result? As I have said Mr. Bayard told us,the Anerican plenipotentiaries told us, that there wasbut one way Of obtaining wbat you ask. You wantreater freedom of commercial intercourse. There is
but one way to obtain it. Let us by common concessioneble to meet on common ground, and seek to remove

this irritating cause of difficulty between the two coun-
tries out of the way, and vou will find that the policy of
this Government, the pohcy of the President and Heuse
of Representatives, the policy of the great Democratic
party of the United States, will at once take an onward
course in the direction you propose, and accomplish that
which you would desire above everything else. These
were not empty words, those were the sober utterances of
distinguished statesmen, who pointed to the avowed
policy of the Government of the United States as proof of
the sincerity of what they said. What bas happened
already ? What have we got? Wby, the ink
is barely dry upon this treaty before Mr. Mills, as the
representative of the Government, and chairman of the
Committee of Ways and Means, brings forward a measure
to do what? To make free articles that Canada sends
into the United States, and upon which we last year paid
$1,800,000. * * I am very sanguine that this Bill
will pass during the present Session. Modified it may be,
but I am inclined to think the amendmeuts will be still
more in the interest of Canada than as the Bill stands to-
day. If this is the case, I think we may congratulate
ourselves upon securing the free admission of our lumber,
upon which we paid no less than $1,315,450 last year to
get it into the United States.

"On copper ore, made free by the Mills' Bill, we paid
$96,946. On salt $21,992 was paid. Of wool we sent last
year $1,319,309 pounds of one kind and a variety of other
kinds, upon which duty was paid to the extent of
$183,852. Now, as I say on articles of prime importance
and interest to Canada the removal of duty by the Mills'
-Bill amounts to no less than $1,800,193 a year."

Now, Sir, at the time this distinguished ornament
of the House of Commons was speaking on this
subject, he was very sanguine that we would be
able to have unrestricted reciprocity with our
neighbors on the other side. Matters have
changed since then. It appears that the Govern-
ment do not, at the present time, want reciprocity
at all, but 1, for one, shall endeavor to do aIl that
lies in my power, in the interest of the farmers
whon I represent, to have free trade with the
United States, so far as it is obtainable. If it can-
not be obtained we shall do what we can towards
securing it. As I have pointed out, Mr. Speaker,
Sir Charles Tupper showed that we paid $1,800,000
in duties upon articles of prime importance going
in the United States, which, if they had been
admitted free of duty, that anount of money would
have gone in the pockets of the people of Canada.
I shall quote to the House statistics to show the
extent of our exports te the United States, for the
fiscal year ending 3Oth June, 1889 :

EXPORTs TO THE UNITED STATES.

Horses ............. 17,277
Horned Cattle....... 37,360
Sheep................ 307,795
Pease (bushels)...... 332,027
Hay (tons)........... 82,308
Potatoes (bushels).... 717,668
Barley (bushels)...... 9,934,501

Total duty....... ............

Apples, green and
ripe(barrels)....... 144,618

Wool(lbs..... 1,011,017
Hides, Horns and

Skis. . .. .... ............

Value. Duty Paid.

2,113,782 422,756
488,266 97,653
918,334 183,666
312,650 33,202
822,381 164,616
192,576 107,650

6.454,603 993,450

............ 2,002,993

230,108
216,918

454,105

Total value. . ... 890,131

Eggs (free of duty)5
(dozens)........... 14,011,017 2,156,725
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EXPORTS TO THE UNITED sTATES-Concluded.

- Value. Duty Paid.

Oats.................. 337,185 130,632
Oatmeal....... ..... 21,982 78,988

Total value........ ............ 209,620

Wheat (bushels).. .. j 490,905 471,121
Flour of Wheat

(barrels)........... 131,181 646,068

Total value....... ........... 1,117,189

These figures show that there were $829,916 more
realised from the sale of eggs in the United States
markets than from the sale of wheat, flour, oats
and oatmeal put together. It is a very important
fact for the farmers to bear in mind, that when
such a seemingly unimportant item as eggs goes
free into the United States, the export of which
is spread all over the country, a sum amounting to
$2,156,000 is realised, which exceeds by $829,916
the amount realised from such important articles
of our produce and manufacture as oats, oatmeal,
wheat and flour. At all events one thing is clear,
and that is, that there need be no alarm that oat-
ineal will be imported into this country from the
United States. But at present large quantities of
oats are shipped from the United States in bond,
the oats ground in Canada and the oatmeal shipped
to Great Britain. I was speaking, a short while
ago, to a gentleman who is extensively engaged in
the egg trade, and he informed me that last year
the average price of eggs was 13 cents per dozen,
while the effect of this mad policy of the Govern-
ment to-day is to reduce the price to 8 cents per
dozen. Another hardship on our farmers is the
increased duty on clover seed. It has been ad-
vanced 50 cents a bushel, which will have to be
paid by those who want to seed down their farms.
Clòver is really our best crop to keep the farm rich.
It is really the best fertiliser we have got, and the
more encouragement given to farmers to sow it the
better. I may here remark, that if the people of
the United States wish to have a tariff like that
proposed in the McKinley Bill, the Government of
Canada is powerless to prevent it, but our Govern-
ment should at least show a little foresight and
prudence, and conduct their line of policy in such
a way as not to provoke the people of the United
States into retaliatory legislation. The financial
statement this year shows that there is a surplus,
notwithstanding the fact that very few changes
in the tariff have been made since 1887. There is
evidently no need that money should be raised by
increased duties, and why, then, does this Govern-
ment bring in a tariff measure which is irritating
to the people of the United States, and burdensome
to the people of Canada. The Government tells
us that, notwithstanding the duty, flour, pork,
meat, apples, trees, shrubs and many other things
come into Canada from the United.States, and that
they want to prevent this and to keep Canada
for the Canadians. This policy has intensified
feelings in the United States, and that eountry
will very likely say to us: "We will take you at

Mr. SEMPLE.

your word, and allow you to have Canada for the
Canadians, but we will have the United States
for the Americans." If this policy is adopted by
the United States, it will strangle our most
profitable export trade with that country,
from which we obtained last year $44,000,000.
We will have the satisfaction of knowing that
we, on this side of the House, in advocating
unrestricted trade with the United States, have
been acting in the best interests of our country.
The Government have pursued a policy that is
certainly irritating to our neighbors, and if they
retaliate the Government will be justly held
responsible. The Liberal party have been endeav-
oring to bring about a better state of things
between the two countries. In regard to the
manufacturers, we have heard a great deal about
what they are doing for this country. I have not
statistics to show how many manufacturers there
really are in the country ; but it was said in 1878
that the balance of trade was against us. In that
year our imports were $93,081,787 and our exports
$79,323,667, leaving a balance of trade against us
of $13,758,120. It was said then that we bought
too much from abroad, but that if we encouraged
the manufacturers, this would be changed, they
would manufacture all we wanted, and the balance
of trade would be turned the other way ; but what
do we find? We find that after the manufacturers
were protected to their heart's content for five
years the imports in 1883 amounted to $132,254,-
022, and the exports to $98,085,804, leaving a
balance of trade against us of $34,169,218.
This did not show that the manufacturers were
increasing very fast or were doing very much to
stop the balance of trade against us. The saie
state of affairs has continued; and when the
manufacturers say they are not prosperous, they
come to this House and ask for more protection,
and they generally get it. In the fiscal year end-
ing 30th June, 1889, we imported $115,224,931
and exported $89,189,167, showing a balance of
trade against us of $26,035,764, nearly double
what it was before the National Policy came into
existence. The manufacturers are wise in their
generation. They do not want to sell at a low
profit, but they simply want to shut out outside
competition, and as soon as they get the duty
increased, they raise their prices. There is one
thing certain, the manufacturers cannot sell any-
thing outside of Canada at any higher price;
consequently it comes out of the consumer, and
every increase of duty is in the same direction.
A few years ago Sir Charles Tupper made some
very fine promises to us as to what the iron duties
would do. He told us of the large deposits'of
iron and coal and lime which we bad in different
parts of this country, and the prosperity that
would come if we had a duty put on iron. He
stated that this policy would give employment to
at least 20,000 men, which would represent an in-
crease in our population of from 80,000 to 100,000,
and he expected an increase in the revenue of about
$500,000 a year from the increased duty on iron.
We have realised that increase of revenue; but
what was the effect of the change ? It was only a
short time in operation when all the manufacturers
of iron met in conclave and raised prices, -so that
for everything the farmer used into which iron
entered, he had to pay more than before. Mention
has been made of the depression of the farming
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community in the United States. I do not dispute
that depression exists among the farmers of that
country ; but that is not a proof that free trade
with the United States would not benefit our
people, because we know that large quantities of
our sheep and lambs and other products find a
market at Buffalo and other points in the United.
States, and if the duty on them were removed, so
iuch more would go into the pockets of our farmers.
Then, some parts of the country are particularly
well adapted to the growing of potatoes. A year
ago potatoes were sold at 25 cents a bag, and
shipped to the United States, where a duty of 22½
cents a bag was paid on them, so that the-duty was
within 2½ cents per bag of the price of the pota-
toes, while had the duty been off the price to the
farmer would have been 47J cents per bag, which
would have been profitable considering the good
crop of that year. There has also been a fresh duty
put on fruit trees. The very best fruit trees in this
country are those that corne from the United States,
and they are highly appreciated, but this duty will
prevent our people buying those trees and planting
them as they formerly did. It has been said by the
hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) that we should
expend more money on immigration. But I en-
tirely agree with the hon. Minister of Agriculture
in reducing the immigration expenditure, and I
have good reason for doing so, because I find from
the report of the hon. Minister of Agriculture, that
when there was twice as much spent on immigra-
tion as we spend now, we had less immigrants;
now they brought more money and goods with
them, cost less, and were of a better class. When
that is the case, I think the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture ought to be congratulated on his efforts at
making a reduction. I notice that during the last
few years more immigrants have gone to Manitoba
than formerly. This is because the railway mono-
poly has been done away with. Formerly, a man
who took a farm in Manitoba, and raised a large
quantity of grain, had to pay the railway comn-
panies most of the profit, and he got very little
left ; but now, when the railway monopoly exists
no longer, we find more immigrants going into the
country, they bring more money with them, and
they are brought in at less expense. That is very
gratifying. We are told that it is a magnificent
country, and that it is making great strides.
When that is the case, there will be plenty of
immigration, because the greatest encourage-
ments for immigration into that country
are the favorable reports of the people themselves
to their friends. Now, I wish to pay a little at-
tention to the remarkablc statement of the hon.
President of the Council. That hon. gentleman is
probably aware that the Government appointed
Mr. Webster to visit Dakota, giving him a kind of
roving commission to look after things in general,
and he is certainly an expert delineator of desola-
tion. I asked in the Committee if lie knew any-thing of Valley City, Dakota, and he said not,that lie had never seen it, so that I came to the
conclusion he was looking out for the bad land
and poor people to be found in Dakota. The
statement of the President of the Council will
go a long way to counteract that statenent of Mr.
W ebster, for lie informed us that the best lands

could be got in Vermont for $10 an acre. We
must certainly put a good deal of dependency on
the Word of a Minister, and if the land, which he

states, can be got in Vermont at $10 an acre, is up
to the standard for pasturage purposes, a person
could sell 100 acres iii Ontario, and, with the pro-
ceeds, purchase 400 acres in Vermont, on which he
could raise sheep and sell them, saving the duty
at 75 cents apiece more than they could be sold
for in Canada, or he could go into the dairying
business and realise larger prices in the New York
market than lie could in this country. I do not
know whether the hon. gentleman has any pro-
perty in Vermont or not ; but judging by his state-
ments, lie would be an excellent agent to induce
people to leave this country and take up lands in
Vermont and New Hampshire. He tells us:

" It is because we have given protection to our farmers in
our markets, so that the products of the farm may be sold
at fair prices in the local markets."
You would infer, Sir, from that statement that
we can get higher prices in Canada than in the
United States. I was curious to ascertain what
the prices were in the different markets, and on
referring to the Empire of 27th March, 1890, I
found that wheat in Toronto was selling at 86c.
to 87c., and in Buffalo, at 86c. ; barley No. 1, in
Toronto, at 50c. ; barley, 63c. to 65c. in Buffalo ;
oats, 29c. to 30c. Toronto, and 28jc. to 29c. Buffalo;
but it must be borne in mind that there are
two pounds less to the bushel in Buffalo than in
Toronto. Pease, Toronto, 53c. ; none quoted in
Buffalo. But we find that corn is 351c. in Buffalo;
so that we could import corn at 35½c., which would
make it 40c. in Toronto, and sell our pease at 53c.,
and our farmers would gain by the exchange. I
believe we have nothing to fear from competition
with the United States. The hon. gentleman has
said that we stand in a better position because our
farmers are protected. Sir, you cannot protect
the farmers. They do not want protection ; they
are able to compete with the whole world, and we
have to compete with the whole world whether
we like it or not, and have to keep the infant spoon-
fed industries in existence besides. So that it is
all nonsense to say the farmers are protected. The
President of the Council went on to say :

" That being the case, if we are not inundated and
overwhelmed by the products of the United States
coming into competition with the products of our farmers,
it is due in a very large degree to the superior condition
of the farmers in Canada to that of the farmers of the
United States. Even now, does the hon. gentleman
suppoce that we for one moment could compete on even
terms in the markets that are common to Canada and the
United States, if we were one country ? Can we produce
corn as cheaply as they can ? Can we produce the equi-
valent of corn as cheaply as they can ? I say we cannot.
Our barley is the equivalent to their corn for feeding
purposes and is nearly as valuable. The introduction of
their corn reduces our barley from an average of 50 to
40 cents a bushel. That would be the effect upon the
coarse grains which the farmers do produce, and will
produce, notwithstanding the high scientific farmingthat
is coming by-and-bye. The effect of an intimate relation
with the United States, of being upon even terms with
them, would be to bring down the prices of our own coarse
grains to the corn standard, and not only the coarse grains,
but even the products of animals that are fed upon coarse
grains. Our prices 'would be brought down to the corn
standard of the United States as against the barley
standard of Canada, if we were brought down to a level
with the United States. Their prices control our prices."
That is rather extraordinary, that their prices
should control ours. Our prices are nearly the
same as theirs and we have nothing to fear. In
fact there are times when we can sell oats to the
Americans, although there is a duty of 10 cents a
bushel, and we have sent them pease, and I believe

3005 3006



{COMMONS]

there is no reason why we should fear their competi- " That the additional taxation which it is now sought to.
tion. I heartily endorse the amendment of the impose will still further increase the burthens of the peo-

hle and is likely still further to aggravate the distress un-hon. memnber for South Oxford, who goes on to say : fappily existing among a large portion of the farming
" That in fact the values of farm land have greatly population of this Dominion, and that under such cir-

diminished and the amount of mortgages thereon have cumstances it is the bounden duty of this House, instead
beenmuh incresed thoughut af vryarge prion oe of adding to the existing oppressive taxation, to applybeen muci increased throughout a very large portion of itself to the reduction of the burdens now impeding thethis Dominion 51110e 1879." progress and prosperity of the principal producing classes
It is a fact, judging from the sales I have heard of, of the Dominion, and for this purpose to abolish or reduce
that the value of the land has decreased about 35 the taxes now imposed on articles of prime necessity to,

farmers, miners, fishermen and other producers."
per cent. We have been referred to the Bureau of
Industries, in which an honest attempt has been This is strictly correct, and in accordance with a
made to arrive at the correct values, but the one resolution passed by the Central Farmers' Institute
essential element necessary in compiling these of Ontario. Farmers from the different parts of
reports, namely, accurate information, is wanting. Ontario met in Toronto to compare notes and to give
It is very easy to ask for reports as to the values expression to their views, and they put on record
of farms, and the owners will, no doubt, put on a the statement that it was desirable that there
good large value ; but it is only when land is sold should be a reduction of taxation " in such articles
that its real value is arrived at. My experience in as iron, steel, coal, cottons, woollens, rubbers,
sales has been that the values of lands have de- sugars, corn and salt, to such an extent as to relieve
creased 35 per cent. during the last ten years. the agriculturist of the unequal burden under which
The rental of land in Wellington is about 5 per he is now laboring." Representing an agricultural
cent. of the value of the farm, so that a farm constituency, I deem it my duty to point out the
valued at $4,000 would be rented at $200; and if difficulties under which the agriculturists are labor-
that farm increased in value so that the rental ing. One farmer told me not long ago that such hard
could be raised to $250 that would -make the value times as prevailed now had not been known for
of the farm $5,000; and any taxation the people forty years. Others say that they do not know
have to pay takes from the value of the farm. If what will become of the country if the McKinley
you have an additional $50 to pay over five years, Bill, now before the United States Congress,
you reduce the value of a farm worth $4,000 or is carried out ; they believe it will destroy
$5,000 by $1,000. This has been one reason why the trade of this country. It is hard to
farm lands have decreased in value. I will read a foretell what will be the result of that, but
short extract fron a Kingston newspaper, which if anything so disastrous should occur as the
will give the House an idea of the condition of the destruction of the trade between this country and
people in that district, although if there is any the United States, the Liberal party will not be
place the sun shines on it ought to be Kingston responsible for so depîdrable a result. I hope that
which is so ably represented by the First Minister ' the Hitt Bill may be carried, and that the Govern-

ment may appoint commissioners to sec what can
"Doctors, Christian visitors, relief committees, and be done to bring about a result which would be sominsters, whose work lies among the poorer classes, all

testify that such a time of distress as the present is almost desirable to all classes.
unexampled. Our relief societies will need largely aug- Mr. WARD. At this late stage of the debate,mented funds forwhen there is sickness as well as poverty,
none in want can be refused. Those who know what itis I do not propose to detain the House at any great
to have sickness in the house with plenty of beef tea, length, but I desire to offer a few observations upon
lemonade, and all the comforts of the sick-room at hand, that portion of the speech of the hon. member forcan judge what it must be with an empty cupboard and
almost empty stove. If you have not yet given your mite South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)-who, I
to our relief societies, send it in at once. If you have regret to sec, is not n1ow in his seat-in which he
doue so, make it more than a mite if you can. Instead of dealt with the mortgage indebtedness of the Pro-costly entertainments to rich neighbors, enjoy the vince of Ontario No one with an ractical
pleasure of feeding the hungry, giving those who need .• o p
no luxuries merely the higher pleasure of social reunion. knowledge of this subject can regard the utter-
Remember there are half-starved families all around ances of the hon. gentleman otherwise than as a
you.Y slander upon the Province of Ontario and the
You see that there is a great deal of hardship Dominion at large. Statements of this nature,
in the old substantial city of Kingston, but it is involving as they do attacks upon the prosperity
left to a Conservative member to give the worst of a magnificent Province, should not be made
pi cture of the distress. Here are the remarks made without reliable data. If the hon. gentleman
by Mr. Blythe, a Conservative member in the Local intended to make a point against the Govern-
House: ment-and, I think, it is not uncharitable to

suggest that he might have such a motive-the
"Mr. Blythe spoke of the difficulties the settlers in sources of information from which he drew should

Muskoka had to contend with, and remarked that the have been very carefully selected. As the hon.Government could not afford to desert them, for they were
so poor they could not be taxed." gentleman stated, his sources of information were

the statements received by him from the registrars
These were the words of a Conservative mnember. of Ontario. From a practical knowledge of the
Hon. gentlemen say that we on this side draw a registry laws of that Province, I am certain that
dark picture, but we must dissent from that. no registrar can give any reliable figures upon
They have been the artists themselves, and we which to found such statements. The registrars of
simply direct attention to it, and have drawn the Ontario can only furnish the information which
picture, and they have the opportunity of knowing appears upon their books, and that can only
that at all events things have not changed for include the mortgages upon any particuaar pro-
the better. The latter part of the resolution of the perty, and the amounts of such mortgages at a
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard stated time. I do not intend to weary the House,
Cartwright) reads as follows :- by giving the reasons why they cannot give reli-

Mr. SEMPLE.
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able information, because hon. gentlemen on this and I do not believe that my county is any more
side have already gone into this subject very exten- prosperous than the other counties of the Do-
sively, but I may have to refer casually to these minion. I procured this return in order to satisfy
reasons at a later stage. I will refer to some of myself that the country was not in the terrible
the figures submitted by the bon. gentleman in his condition that the figures of the bon. gentleman
speech, as it appears in Hanscard. He says : would appear to show. I wrote to the registray

" At this present moment the total assessed value of asking him to give me the mortgages actually
the entire Province of Ontario is something like standing on the books for the fifth concession of
.429,000,000, and it needs no great degree of calculation each township and the return shows a very differ-
to see what a proportion such a mortgaged indebtedness eut state of affairs in my county from that which
as I have alluded to would involve. exists in the other counties as set forth by the hon.
I have no doubt the hon. gentleman had the oppor- member for South Oxford. The indebtedness in
tunity of revising his speech before that statement my county amounts to an average of $69,671, or
went into Hansard, and, therefore, he is responsible $27,000 less than the indebtedness which the hon.
for whatever mistake may have occurred. I have gentleman would make it appear exists all over the
here a statement of the assessed values of fifteen country.
cities and towns in Ontario, taken front the assess- Mr. LANDERKIN. What is the length of the
ments of the past year, and I find that their aggre- concession ?
gate assessed values amount to $232,405.778, and,
as these are the only ones from which returns Mr. WARD. In two cases twenty-five lots, and
have been received, I think it is fair to estimate in the others, thirty-five lots. They would aver-
$40.000,000 for the rest of the cities and towns, age about the same as the hon. gentleman's
which would make $272,000,000 of assessment for figures with regard to acreage. In exanining
the citiesandtowns. Taking thatfrom the assessed these statements sent to me by the registrar of
valie of the Province, according to the hon. gentle- East Durham, I find several cases where mort-
man's statement, it would leave $157,000,000 as gages appear against property worth, perhaps,
the total assessed value of the farms of Ontario. $8,000, amounting to a larger suin than the
That is not correct, and cannot be, judging fron actual value of the property itself. There is one
a subsequent reference to this subject in his case of a property worth about $8,000, upon
speech. According to this statement, the farms which there is one mortgage for $4,000, and
in Ontario are mortgaged for double their assessed another for 85,000; so it would appear on the
value, or, according to another of the hon. gen- books of the office that there were two nortgages
tlemnan's statements, half the farms in Ontario of $9,000 altogether existing against that one pro-
are mnortgaged for four times their assessed value. perty worth $8,000. Now, any one who is familiar
That statement is not correct, for, in examin- with the dealings of loan companies, and with
ing the report submitted by Mr. Blie, you will their mortgages, would be satisfied that the second
find that the total assessed value of the farms mortgage of S5,000 is the only one unpaid upon
of Ontario is about what the hon. gentleman bas that property. When a mortgage is taken by a
stated as the assessed value of the entire Province loan company it is frequently the practice, and I
of Ontario. The assessed value of half the farms of can speak from personal experience, to get the pre-
Ontario would, then, only be $214,000,000, subject vious mortgage, which they are paying off, dis-
to a mortgage indebtedness of $300,00,000. I charged, place the discharge inside the mortgage,
think that proposition would be equally absurd. and file it away in their vaults with the other title
Now, I wish to give a memorandum taken from deeds affecting the property. As a natural conse-
the statements of the assessed value of the cities quence there are two mortgages apparently exist-
of Ontario for the year 1889, to show the differ- ing against that property, whereas there is only
ence between that and the assessed value of 1887, one really unpaid and a charge upon the land.
which is the latest given by the report of Mr. There are several mortgages of that kind in the
Blue. The assessed value of the cities of the statements furnished to me, but I will not detain
Domsinion for 1887 was $132,839,465 ; the assessed the House by referring to more than one or two of
value fer 1889 for the same cities amounts to them. There is one in which there are six mort-
S219,663,725. Surely that ought to give some gages against one lot, clearly showing that those
comnfort to the hon. gentleman, and lead him to six mortgages cannot possibly all be unpaid; some
sppose that we are not progressing in the wrong of them must have been discharged, and the

way, as his speech would appear to indicate. I can discharges 'are in the hands of the loan coin-
fuirther comfort the hon. gentleman by stating pany. I know froin personal experience in ex-
that the assesssd value of the city of To- amining titles that plenty of these cases occur;
ronto bas just doubled in two years. Two and from my knowledge of the payments which
years ago it was $69,469,969 ; last year it farmers in my section of the country have made
hlad attained the magnificent figure of $137,230,778, during the past year, I have no hesitation in
showmig that the city of Toronto in 1889 saying that this average indebtedness of $69,000
had a higher assessed value than all the cities would be reduced by payments and by mortgages
Of Ontario in 1887. Now, the hon. gentleman paid, but not discharged on the registry office
gives the result of his researches in the registry bks by fully'25 or 30 per cent.
offices of certain counties of Ontario. He shows
that ten concessions have an average indebtedness Mr. LANDERKIN. Did you ascertain how
of 896,000, and as a natural result each township much that would be for 100 acres ?
i1 the Dominion has a mortgage indebtedness of Mr. WARD. No, I did not.S960,000, assuming ten concessions as an average
for each township. Now, I have taken the troub e Mr. LANDERKIN. I noticed just now it was
to get a return from the registrar of my own county, $2,760 per 100 acres.
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Mr. WARD. The hon. gentleman can see these
statements at any time lie cares to look over them.
I will give the hon. gentleman one or two circum- Mr. CAMERON. I rise, as no other hon.
stances which have come under my personal know- nember appears to desire to take the floor at
ledge, in order that he may know more about these this early hour of the evening, to offer a few
mortgages. In one case a farmer who was going observations in reply to some remarks made by
to the North-West sold his farm for $6,500 to a the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) a few
neighbor, and the latter, desiring to purchase that evenings ago. 1 do not suppose the lion. gentie-
property, borrowed the whole amount upon another man desired to mislead the fouse while discussing
farn belonging to him and the farm which he this question, but I feel that he himself ust have
bought. That mortgage was created in order to been misled, otherwise he would not have made
buy property fron one who was going to the the assertions whicl feu froni bis lips. Discussing
North-West. There is a great number of these this question, and referring to the increases of
cases where men sell out and go to the North-West, duty on several articles, le came down to the
and the mortgages thus created do not show any question of four and pork and he said
additidnal burden upon the people, but simply that "They now propose an increase in certain articles of
the burden has shifted, and that the money has large consumption in the Maritime Provinces. Wel,
gone to the North-West for the benefit of men Maritime Provinces have b pay the increase.
who intend to farm in that country. This will Weraice very littie beef or pork there except in PrinceEdward Island, where a good deal1 of pork is raised ; andaccount for a large number of mortgages that are in our hardy fishermen pursning their bazardons and uncer-
existence in Ontario. Every county, I fancy, is tain calling, our mechanics and laborers, and ail classes
situated somewhat as mine is, and a large num- ivhich go to make up the general community will be
ber of its best men go to the North-West and take calied upon to contribute towards these haif million

dollars whîch this tax imposes. Our fishermen wiIl pay
their money away with them ; but this shifting of $6 a barrel on pork and heef, and at least $1 a barrel
burdens, this removal of money from one part of the more on four than they would bave to pay if they could
country to another, is not in any way an injury to get it from tht United States,"
the Dominion. Noiw, I can give the hon. gentleman a In answer to the question of the increase of the
little more comfort with regard to the state of the cost of pork in the Maritime Provinces, 1 may say,
Province ; I refer to the reports of the different that in the county which I have the hgmor to
loan companies doing business in the Province of represent, there is no difficuity at any time in
Ontario, and I think they afford a very fair index secnring first-class pork at from $8 to $10 a barrel,
as to the condition of the farners who are bor- that our fishermen and mechanîcs in that part of
rowing from them. The Home Savings and Loan tht eontry cau at ah times secure pork at that
Company report that $814,000 is invested in mort- reasonable figure. 1 caunot, therefore, uuderstand
gages, and the paymnents during the p.st year have how tht senior member for Halifax (Mr. Joues)
amounted to $95,000. The Guelph and Ontario could have core.to the conclusion that this tarif
Loan Company's report states would increase the price of pork in the Maritime

Provinces by $6 a barrel. Lt, also, must not be
"During the year, borrowers have met their payments forgotten that Prince Fdward Islad d

very aareactorily, and the company has no property on
ibm(l.yymore pork than is required for home consumption

The Ontario Industrial and Loan Company report: in tht Province of Nova Scotia, and a great deal"Pamens o bas hve eenver saisfctoy." more pork than we import froiu outside ; in fact,
SPayments on loans have been very satisfactory."from out-

The Hamilton Provident and Loan Society report: side, and it can be raised as cheaply in tht Maritime
" Business eminently satisfactory. Loans, $3,476,456; Provinces, iucluding Prince Edward Island, as in

repayments, $84,485." any other part of tht Dominion. Tht hou. gentle-
The Ontario Loan and Deposit Company report: man went on further to say:

" We have reason to be gratified with the character of "Some say tht four will he no dearer, and tht hon.
payments by rural borrowers in a season of defective tht Minuter of Finance, tht other day, in hi4desire te
erops and low prices.l make it pleasant on hoth ends of the Dominion assured

These are brief extracts from reports which ap-
peared in the M1onetary Times of 28th February and
7th March. I think the hon. member for South Ox-
ford (Sir Richard Cartwright) will find that the
farniers of Ontario are a shrewd, tliinking and
reading people; that they are quite as capable of
judging cause and effect as is the hon. gentleman
himself, and I think that, with the exception of a
very f ew who regard the hon. gentleman as an
oracle on all questions relating to the well-being of
the Dominion, those farmers will conie to a differ-
ent conclusion from that at which the hon. gentle-
man lias arrived. I do not desire to detainthe House
longer, and, in conclusion, I will only add that I
believe the Province of Ontario, so far from being
in the state of depression which the hon. gentle-
man has pictured, is in a fairly prosperous con-
dition on the whole, and the farmers as a class,
contented and looking forward to a better state of
affairs in the near future.

us that his increase of 25 cents would make flour no
dearer in the Maritime Provinces. If it does not make it
dearer in the Maritime Provinces, I fail to sec what
advantage is going to accrue to the millers of Ontario
and the West."
The explanation is a very simple one. The object
of the Ontario farmers and millers is simply to re-
tain the home market, and if they can secure that
market for thenselves at a figure as low as the
figures at which the goods can be imported froni
the United States, there must be great gain to the
millers and farmers of Ontario. The hon. gentle-
man went on further to say :

" Their object is to keep out the American four and if
this tax does not keep out the American four, then, of
course, they have no advantage."
That is certainly an erroneous idea, because, as I
have already stated, if they have the market of
Canada secured to themselves by this tariff, it
must be a great advantage to the Ontario larmers.
The hon. gentleman, referring further, said :

"i The hon. gentleman was afraid to admit, as he shouldIt beng six o'clock, tht Speaker left tht Chair. have admitted, that while this tax might, under çatain
Mr. WÀRD.
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circumstances, not always cause an increase directly,
still, indirectly, from the nature of our position, and from
the nature of our trade with the Unted States, there
must always naturally be a very considerable difference
between the price of our flour and that of the United
States. The hon. Minister asked me what difference this
tax would make on flour, and I answered frankly, $1 a
barrel. I ywill prove to him, I think, how that is. The
Island of Newfoundland is a large consumer of flour, and
Conservative authorities in Halifax have said to us :
'Why, look at Newfoundland ; they have no duty, and
the Anerican flour enters Newfoundland on precisely
the same terms as the Canadian flour does.' I confess
that, when I began to consider it in that light, it did
strike me as singular that, with both American and Cana-
dian flour entering on the same terms, the people of New-
foundland should get so much flour from Canada as was
stated to be the case. I, therefore, took the trouble to
write to one of the largest flour importers of Newfound-
land, and this is his reply :

"' We think the whole import of Canadian flour in 1889
did not exceed 10.000 barrels out of 278,000 barrels im-
torted. Out of about 100,000 barrels which we and the

bakery in which we are interested imported, not over
6,000 barrels were Canadian.' ''

Now, Sir, I have before me the last sessional papers
fromn Newfoundland, which show conclusively that
the information furnished to the hon. senior mem-
ber for Halifax (Mr. Jones) was erroneous ; in the
first place, because the Government of Newfound-
land does impose a duty on flour, and secondly,
because the import of Canadian flour is very msuch
larger than the hon. gentleman's correspondent
represented. In the earlier part of that year,
28,000) barrels of fiour were imported into New-
foundland from the United States, at a duty of
25 cents a barrel, and at the latter part of
the season, 24,599 barrels were imported from
the United States. In the latter part of that same
year, at a low duty, 184,452 barrels of Canadian
flour were imported, and during that year a very
large quantity of Canadian flour was imported into
Newfoundland, moreý in fact, than was imported
fromu the United States, and yet the statement
made by the hon. meilber for Halifax was that
on1ly 10,000 barrels of Canadian flour were imported
into Newfoundland that year. That is unquestion-

abliy, to say the least, an erroneous statement. I
would like to know if my hon. friend, the senior
member for Halifax, would like to have the New-
foundland tariff, which he calls a free trade tariff,
applied to the poor fishernen, to the poor me-
chanics, and to the poor farmers of the Maritime
Provinces? The tariff of Newfoundland is, in fact,
so very similar to the tariff which was in
operation during the Mackenzie Administration
in the Dominion of Canada, that I ain not at
all astonished that he would be enamoured
with it, but I quite disagree with him,
that the farmers, the fishermen or the mechanics
of the Maritime Provinces would tolerate any such
tariff, as compared with the tariff which now
exists in the Dominion of Canada. The fishermen
of the Maritime Provinces have, for instance,
their lines and twines for the fisheries free ; they
have salt imported for sea or Gulf fisheries free ;
iro for vessels free (by drawback). They have
all articles ex-warehouse for ship stores, for all
fisheries free ; they have wire rigging for
vessels free, they have tea and cotee free,
anti practically, now, they have molasses free.
In addition to that they have the products
of their fisheries protected by the National
Poey, in other respects by the imposition of
duoties on fish of all kinds imported in the Dominion
of Canada. Now let us apply the Newfoundland

95Î

tariff, which is a so-called free trade tariff, to the
artidles consumed by the fishermen of the Maritime
Provinces, and we will see what will follow. We
find that coffee, which is free under our National
Policy tariff, is taxed in Newfoundland 5 cents a
pound for green coffee and 7 cents a pound for
roasted coffee. Molasses, which under our new tariff
will be only taxed one and a-half cent a
gallon, is taxed 7 cents a gallon in New-
foundland, or more than 400 per cent. greater
than is the duty on it in Canada. We find
that tea is taxed in Newfoundland 20 per
cent. ad rolorem and 6 cents per pound specific
duty, while it is free in Canada ; we find, also, that
anchors and cables, copper and composition metals
for ships, including bars, bolts, sheathing and
nails of the same material, canvas, sail-cloth and
tarpaulin, canvas for ships' use, cordage, rope
and hemp and manila cables, corks and cork
wood, fishing tackle and salt are all well taxed in
Newfoundland, while they are free in Canada,
when used by the fishermen. I would like to
know if my hon. friend the senior mnember for
Halifax (Mr. Jones) would consent to have that
free trade policy of Newfoundland, or the revenue
tariff policy of the former Government of Can-
ada, applied to the poor fishermen, to the poor
farmers and to the poor mechanics of the Maritime
Provinces ? The present tariff system is so ad-
mirably adapted to the county which I have the
honor to represent, and, I believe, to the farming
industries all over the Dominion, that I did not
feel it was necessary to say a word on the ques-
tion, except for the purpose of correcting the very
erroneous statements which were made by the senior
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones). That hon. gen-
tleman maintained that the price of flour will be
increased $1 a barrel by the new tariff, and he puts
words in the mouth of the hon. member for North-
umberlana( (Mr. Mitchell) which misled that hon.
gentleman to believe that the price of flour would
be increased by the present tariff by $1.45. The
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
in his speech, said:

"My hon. friend the senior member for Halifax has
handed me a memorandum showing that the duty on flour
is 75 cents, and the freight for carrying it on the North
Shore is 70 cents, making a total of $1.45."

This statement, to say the least, is misleading, be-
cause I believe we can purchase Canadian four in
the Maritime Provinces at a shade lower price
than it is sold in any section of Canada. That may
seem strange, but flour is an article that has an in-
trinsic value, and the millers know it. They place
flour in the Maritime Provinces at wholesale
figures, at a lower rate than they ask in the home
market. That may seem strange to those who
have not enquired into trade questions of this
kind, but I can assure the House, that just in the
saine way, fish can be purchased at a lower price
in the city of Halifax than it can in the counties
where fishing ls carried on. There is a home price
for fish, and there is also a market price. The
home price for the twenty-eight years in the fish-
ing sections of the Dominion has not changed, to
my knowledge, to any extent whatever, while the
market price has invariably changed to a greater
or lesser extent. As an authority against my hon.
friend the senior member for Halifax, in reference
to the probability of an increased price of flour, I
shall now quote a person who is looked upon as a
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good authority, namely, Mr. W. W. Ogilvie, of have had to sell in the cheapest possible market,
Montreal. In an interview with the Montreal and to buy everything they have had to buy in the
Star he said: dearest possible market. I had not the pleasure of

" The increase of the duty on American flour simply hearing the hon. member for East Durhai (Mr.
removes the greatest anomaly of the Canadian protective Ward) this afternoon, as, unfortunately, I was
tariff. It puts a stop to the collection of a higher duty on absent; but I am told that with simulated
the raw material than on the manufactured article, but indignation he questioned the figures given in this
it does not yet place the Canadian miller in a fair way to
compote with the Americans, who are protected by an House a few nights ago by the hon. inember for
ad rcalorem duty on flour of 20 per cent., amounting South Oxford. I am tolti that he argued that so
to about a dollar a barrel. We ask the Dominion Govern- unreliable were those figures that the hon. mem-
ment to give us the same protection, but this addition of ber for South Oxford could not have got them25 cents a barrel only gives us a total protection
of 75 cents a barrel as against the American miller's from the registry offices at all, and yet the hon. gen-
dollar. The change places exactly the same duty tieman, in the very next breath, produced,
on American flour as is charged on American w het. To figures which he said he himself had got from thegive you an idea of the utter absurdityof the old arrange-
ment, I need only tell you an incident in the history of registry office. It does appear te me very extraor-
our own firm. We brought in American wheat to make dinary that hon. gentlemen opposite will persist,1,000 barrels of flour at the same time that a merchant speech after speech, in questioning the figures givenimported 1,000 barrels of American flour. To get our
wheat out of bond we had to pay $650 in duties, while by the hon. member for South Oxford with regard to
the merchant had to pay only $500 for his American flour. the mortgage indebtedness of this country, while
In 1878, when the Canadian crop was short, we millers they studiously refrain froin accepting the chal-
bad actually te shut down our milîs and bring jengfrithsideftelueginbyheo.
American flour; if sch a continugency shound occur agaîn lenge from this side of the House, given by the hon.
we shall be able to import American wheat. This change, inember for South Oxford, to grant a comnmittee of
however, practically gives the Canadian miller no pro- enquiry to ascertain the truc state of the facts. So

trgb cnt r tes eigbt se arran e emteantha e ta®to long as they will not accept that challenge, it is
obtained by the western American miller pay three- unfair and unmanly im them to keep reiterating the
quarters of the present duty." statement that the bon. member's figures are not

How will the price of flour to the consumer be af- correct. So far as ny information goes, I beg tofected?' prcyrct ef
" Not at all. There appears to be a general impression corroborate those figures ; I took the trouble of

abroad that we shall put up the price of flour at once, but verifying them with regard to two of the kest
I can assure you the prices will not be advanced a single townships in my county, and I can say that so farcent. We have had numerous enquiries from all parts of .
the country asking us wlat the rise would be, and to as that particular locality is concerned, they are
all I have replied as I do to you. Here is a telegram I literally correct.
have just sent to Hall & Fairweather, of St. John, NB., the
largest produce firm in the Maritime Provinces, offering An hou. MEMBER. No.
to sell them twenty car loads offlour at yesterday's prices."

.Mr. BARRON. Somne hon. gentleman says ne.
This proves conclusively that the existing tariff Perhaps he knows my county better than I do
does not increase the price of flour, the object be- myself. That is just like hen. gentlemen opposite:
ing merely to secure the Canadian market for the they talk about things they know nothing about;
Canadian miller and the Canadian fariner. It was they assume everything. They have never been
not my intention, as I have stated, to speak at all in my county ; yet when I state that which I know
on this question, and I would not hare done so from actual research, they say no. Now, we are a
but for the misleading statements made by my hon. surplus-producing country, which nobody can deny,
friend the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) and so long as that is the case, the policy of hon.
who I am glad to see now in his place, and I am gentlemen opposite is a bad and a wicked one for
sure I would have very great pleasure in having the farmers. The hon. Finance Minister cannot
mb hon. friend come down to Inverness and meet deny that we are a surplus-producing country, and

me on the platforn and deliver the same speech in with that admission out of his own mouth comes
that fine agricultural county which he has delivered the condemnation of his own policy. So long as
in this House. If nothing else would secure my we produce a surplus, we must sell that surplus in
re-election, such a speech as that would certainly the cheap markets abroad, and our farmers must
do it. buy what they require in the dear market which

Mr. BARRON. It is, Sir, because the amend- we have at home. Now, I want to ask the House
ment of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir to allow me to read a few passages from an article
Richard Cartwright) is designed particularly to written by a very celebrated man on the other side
benefit the farmers of this country, and because the of the line-a man at the head of the Democratic
proposals from the other side of the House are cal- party of the United States, who I believe was at
culated as far as possible to help the onward pro- one time speaker of the House of Representatives ;
gress of hon. gentlemen opposite in their efforts to that is, Mr. John J. Carlisle. The article is
make this country a dear country to live in, that I headed : " The Tariff and the Farmer," and is
deem it my duty, at this late hour of the debate, to contained in the Forum for January, 1890 ; and as
rise from my seat and give my views on this very it applies to the farmers of this country as well as
important question. It is neither my intention nor to those of the United States, I will ask the kind
my inclination to enforce any of my arguments by i attention of the House while I read it :
giving statistical information. A vast amount of " Unless a commodity can be sold here for a higher
such information has been given by hon. gentlemen price than it can be sold for in the country where it is
on both sides of the House ; but I do think that any produced; it will net be brought here: nor wiil an article
fair-minded man, hearing the information given and bo exported from this country for sale abroad unlersthefairmined mn, earig te inormtiong*v andprico there le higber tban it is bore. If the farmers of
the arguments advanced during this debate from the United States would recognise the truth ofthese self-
this side of the House, must come to the conclusion evident propositions, they would see at once that the
that the farmers of this country have been com' protective systei. whatever may be its effeet upon other

classes of producers cannot possibly increase the prices
pelled, in the past, to sell almost everything they of the articles they Lave to sell, because without it they

Mr. CAMERoN.
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could have no foreign competition in their home market, dition of things in this country to-day. But we
and with it they cannot escape the most severe competi- are told that, because the prices upon some of the
tion lu the foreign markets where they must sell their articles which the farmers consume are less to-day
surplus.arilswihtefrircosmar eso-y

" And in this connection it must not be forgotten that than they were in the year 1878, protection must
the prices of all the principal agricultural products be a good thing. Tlat is a most fallacious argu-
which the farmer sells at home, are fixed in the free mar-
kets abroad where he sells his surplus, while the prices ment. It has been used, I believe, by the hon.
of nearly all the things ho has to buy are fixed in the member for East Durham (Mr. Ward), but it is
protected markets here, and are largely increased by the perfectly preposterous, because all such articles are
total or partial exclusion of foreign competition and by
reason of the unnecessary taxes imposed upon the mate- m .ch cheaper to-day in the foreign markets, and
rials used in their production. The fact that the home were it not for the excessive duties to whicli they
prices of such articles as we produce in excess of the are subjected every one of them would be cheaper
nome demand ansi therefore export to other countries, in Canada to-day than they are. Let me illustrate
are fixed in the foreign ports where they are sold, is
admitted by every intelligent protectionist; but if it were that, although it is hardly necessary to do
denied it could be easily established by a simple refer- so, the proposition being plain. However, we bear
ence to the daily market reports in the newspapers. This that argument advanced in the country and
18 a most important fact for the consideration of farmers,
and yet the protectionists generally ignore it entirely supported by hon. gentlemen opposite, that,
when they undertake to show the great value of the because some things are cheaper now than in
home market which, they allege, their policy has fur- 1878, protection must be a good thing, and I wish
nished for agricultural products. * *

" It must be admitted, however, that if the fariner bad a to illustrate its absurdity by one or two figures
sufficient home market for all his products-that is, a relating to steel rails. These figures are takein
market in which the demand was equal to, or in excess from the same autbority I quoted a few minutes
of, the supply, so as to enable him to exorcise some influ- ago. In 1871, in the United States, steel railsence in fixmng the prices-he would be in a far botter a
condition than ho is now; but it is certain that a century were quoted at $91.80 per ton ; and we are told
of protection, in a greater or less degree, to the owners of what a grand tbing protection is, because in
mines and manufacturing establishments, ias not secured 1882 the price er ton was reduce to $57. Butsuch a market for him, and the question he has now to c p
decide is whether ho will continue to tax hiaself for an those who so argue are careful not to tell the people
indefinite period in the future, in order that the impossi- that in England the price per ton had been reduced
bility of success ma:y be thoroughly demonstrated. in 1882 to $31.10, while in the United States it hadFinding himself at the end of a hundred years conpelled
to export a larger percentage of his products than at the onsly been reduced to $;7. The following table will
beginning, it would seem that no argument ought to be show the unnecessary burden imposed upon the
necessary to convince him that ho has been the voluntary American people by their tariff upon this singlevicîlîni of a policy wbich guarantees a home rnarket ansi

igth prices for the producers of the articles he has to buy, article during a period of twelve years, from 1871
and leaves him to get such prices as ho can in the open to 1882, inclusive
markets of the world for the articles ho has to sell."

Then he goes on to say.
STons of : .- ' C). à Excess of Cost

While protection cannot, for the reasons stated, in- Steel Rlils a 8. .. uder Proee-
crease the prices of our domestic agricultural p roducts, Year. madein tion over Cost
it does largely mncrease the prices of a great part of the the United C under Free
manufactured articles which the farmer is compelled to States. e ýZ - Trade.
buy and use. It is clear,that the purchaser and con-
sumer of an imported article must pay, not only tihe 1871 . 38.250 $54 99 $91 18 $d6 19 $ 1,284,237original eost abroad and the whole amount of the duty. 1872 94,070 67 64 98 43 30 79 2,839,973
but also the profits of the dealers on that cost and the 1873 129.015 80 05 103 91 23 06 3,971,372
duty ; and it is equally clear, that this enables the 1874.. 144,944 68 75 85 76 17 01 2,475,495domestic manufacturer ofthe same kind of article to add 1875 290,863 44 28 59 75 14 97 4,344,226
the whole, or at least a large part, of the duty to the price 1876. 412,461 32 12 44 97 12 75 5,258,878
of his article. This is the sole ob.ject of a protective 1877. 432,169 29 20 42 08 12 88 5.565,040tariff. When the price of a commodity is so low here i178 554,795 25 55 42 00 116 45 9,208,628that our manufacturers cannot profitably produce it, 1879 693,113 26 88 48 25 21 37 14,811,824
theY immediately demand the imposition of a duty, or an 188) 968,075 34 36 67 50 33 14 33,180<105increase of the duty if one already exists, in order tbat 1881 1,355.519 31 53 60 00 28 47 38,534,686the consumer may be.compelled by law to pay them such 1882.. 1,460,920 31 10 57 00 25 90 37,837,828a bonus upen their investment as will enable them to ..1
Commence or to continue the business as the case may 6,579,194 $159,312,216be. For instance, there are no tin or terne plates made
in this country, but we import all we use, although they 1
are subject to a duty or tax of $22.40 per ton. Notwith- But we are told, notwithstanding all this, that

anding this duty, the prices prevailing here are so low the fariner is prosperous and onght not to corn-tat our manufacturers say they cannot afford to produce
tht class of goods. They are, therefore, demanding that plain of his lot, because his lot is as good as it
the duty shall ho more than doubled, because, theyknow ought to be-that while the manufacturers, for-
that this would so increase the prices here as to enable sooth, may come down to Ottawa and complain
tse te go into the manufacture cf the article, and about their condition, the farmers ouglt not torealîse a profit at the expenso of tbe farmers sud other c ompaîu easetsi odto sgOieogs
consumers of their product. complain because their condition is good enough.

aIt would not be difficult to show by a citation of On behalf of the farming cominmui.ity in my con-
authentic reports of the markets here and in other s , C
cOuetries, that, lu almost every instance, the domestic t, .e
Producers of protected articles have added the whole, or not, the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien)
a targe part, of the duty to the foreign prices of the same the other night tried to convince this House that
kind of articles, and thus forced the farmers to pay mi'- the farmers were satisfied and contented withliOnS ofdollars more every year for their clothing, medi-eines, paints, glass, sait, earthenware, agricultural their condition, and that the statement of the
inplements, board and wire fonces, barns and other hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-buildings, aggous, haruoss sud othor necessaries, than wiit ea
they wo'd avon bn required te psy if t e duties han wright) regarding the state of the farmers was en-
flot been imposed, or had been propery adjsted sand tirely incorrect, and his information unreliable.

xed at a reasonable revenue rate." Yet, on that very day, the Grand Jury of the
These are the words of a great man and a great County of Simcoe, where, I believe, the hon.
student, and they are entirely apropos to the con- gentleman lives, made a presentment to the Judge
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of Assize on that occasion, and this is what the And further he draws a picture of the people in a
farmers in the hon. gentleman's own county state: state of abselute starvation. Then, what does the

" We feel that our agricultural community should hon. gentleman who now leads the Bouse say, and
have legislation to help them out of their financial diffi- he is the one unember who is always specially
culties, as, it appears to us, that, if there is not some- charging members on this aide of the Bouse with
thing done along that line, it will soon become a matter
of landlord and tenant; and, whereas, the chartered crying Iblue min." He is the member who
loan companies now in the Province get the bulkot slould set the example for that side and tis aide
their money fron the old country at a very low rate of to follow. In 1878, he said
interest, and re-loan it at a high rate, that the Govern-
ment might do something toward relieving this difficulty." We have no work-people: our work-people have

gene off to the United States, Tbey are to be found em-
I will leave the hon. iember for Muskoka (Mr. ployed in the Western States, in Pittsburg. and, in fact,
O'Brien) to settle with the farimers in his own in every place where manufactures are going on. These

couny wo rpreent hatstae o thiga iretiyCanadian artisans are adding te the strength, to thecounty, who represent that state of things directlyto the wealt of a foreign nation instead of
opposed to what he himself led the House to believe. adding te ours. 0ur work-people i this country, on the
But what is the other defence that hon. gentlemen other hand, are snffering for want of employment. Have
opposite are driven into ? When we endeavor, as not their cries risen te Heaven? las not the hon. thePremier been surrounded and besieged, even in his own
is our bounden duty, to point out the condition of Department, and on bis way te his daily duties, by suf-
this country, hon. gentlemen opposite are driven fering artisans who keep crying out: 'We are net beg-
to inake the charge that we are decrying our coun- gars, we only want an opportunity of helping te supportcD ourSelves and ocr familles.'try. They seem to think, so egotistical are they,
that they are the country, and that, when we attack These are the womds of hon, gentlemen opposite at
them, we are attacking the country. We live in that tine, howing te the world, and especially te
the grandest country the sun ever shone upon. If the United States, how the peopie weme, as they
I had tiie at my disposal I could show that the ;tated, leaving thia country.
crops per acre in the Province of Ontario are Mm. LANDERKIN. The Deputy Minister,
greater in the last five years than in any State of Mr Lowe, at that time, said it was net true.
the Union. I refrain from that, but I state that
there is no State in the Union to be conpared with Mr. BARRON. I ar reminded by the hon.
the Province of Ontario, and that we have the best niembe for East Grey (Mr. Landerkin) that Mr.
country in the world. Lowe said that statement waa net correct. At

Mr. LANDERKIN. And the worst Govern- Sweetsburg, the Premier aaid ii 1877
nient. "lit grieved me te the seul as a Canadian when in Sher-

brooke the other day te be told that there in that beauti-
Mr. MASSON. In the Province. fal and rising city, which had grewn, in my recollectien,

from a village te a, town, and from a town te a city,
Mr. BARRON. But, what did hon. gentlemen that the population had actually decreased under the

opposite say, when they were in Opposition, priormalign influence of the prest Government and that
pirthe Young men and Young women wbo had gene int

to 1878. At that time, this country, like all other factories there, unable te support themacîves and un-
countries, was passing through a period of depres- willing te be a burden te their parents, were obliged te
sion ; but I want to read the statement of Sir expatriate themsives and add te the strength and pros-
Charles Tupper, in whiich lie relieved the then
Government of Mr. Mackenzie of responsibility for t must grieve the right hon. gentleman atili more
the condition of the country. Speaking a in bis seul ow, because aince 1881 tlle population
brook in October, 1877, Sir Charles Tupper said :

NowlIdo net say,-I have neher said on the floor of Mr. DAVIN. Hew do ye get at the figures?
the House or on the public platform-that this great and
unhappy change which has taken place over the whole
face of Canada, as respects the condition of the people,
is entirely due to the present Government. i have never
pretended, fora moment-and I do not now pretend-
that there have not been causes outside of anything that
any Government could do that would largely tend to
bring about such a result."

Now, notwithstanding these words, with marvel-
1 ili th h, tl ll hi -11 lfr

Mr. BARRON. I take the figures for 1881 from
the census of Canada. Vol. I, page 403. I take
the figures for 1888 fron the municipal statistics of
the Province of Quebec for 1889, page 122. Then,
further, see how the Premier cried " blue ruin " in
1878. Speaking at Toronto on the 30th July,.in
that year, he said :

o gis nt our population leaving this country? (Cries yf
for, speak.ing in the House, he said 'Ye.') Are net tbe Young men actually geing te the

"The policy the Government bas pursued bas had the United States? Oh yes, ib is said 'make thîs a cbeap
effect of depopulating the country. It has sent away the country te live le.' Gentlemen, this will be a ebeap
most skilled and intelligent labor, the finest sons ef country te live je when propertyecomes valueless,when
Canada, to a foreign country to obtain employment their yu eau buy land for nexte nething, when a man finda
own country denies them. "imself poorer every yearin consequenceoftbesbrinkage

le tbe value cf bis preperty; when tbere is a sbrinkage ie
It is all right for hon. gentlemen opposite, when tbe value ef ail kinda ef geeds. Why, there bas atready
they are on this side of the House, to make state- been a flow of population eut of this country. The skili,they re outhisaide f enrgy and enterprise et the country are leaving Canada
inents of that kind : but it is all wrong for us. and geing te etber countries where sncb energy. and skili,
In the saine way, we find Sir Charles Tupper fur- and enterprise are better rewarded and protected than
ther reported in the Hansard of 1878 (page 448) to in tîis ceuntry.
have said Then at Montreay re said:

"Well, Sir, wbat bas the bon. gentleman te prepose ie "'Our credit was gyod u England, ac the United States,
the present disastrous state of affaira? Wbat bas Ue te and all the world yver, but, gentlemen, wbat de we sec

ropese le view ofthe suffering industresoftis c cuntry? now? tInsead oe confidence there is distult, ytead cf
hat bas the hon, gentleman te propose by wh icb the solvency, leok at the Officiai Gazettes, and everY

present depressed stabe cf thinga in this country hy be Saturday tbey show a long sriqg e insolvencies. Look at
changed, or the people inspired with the slightest hope our manufacories closed. Look areund ys and yn sc
for the better ? ,the vony u ds f toil aski g leave th aber. They are

Mr. BARRot.h n
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now beggars, they do not desire to have silver spoons the duties on our goods ?' Therefore, from year to
placed in their mouths, but they desire to have a fair year, so long as there was any hope of a renewal of the
day's wages for a fair day's work. (Loud cheering.) But treaty, Canada declined to raise a larger revenue than
what do we see ? We see them drifting off to the United was absolutely necessary to carry on the Government."
States: we see the skilled artisan, the strong-handed
young men of Canada, and the active young women of Now, these words ought to satisfy this House and
Lower Canada, drifting off to Lowell, to New Hampshire, the country that the Premier knows perfectly well
to Maine, to Connecticut, adding to the wealth, to the that increasing the duties on imported articles, aspower and the strength of a foreign nation, and depleting gainst the Americans, is calculated to delay our
poor unfortunate CanDada." gisth mrcnicauledodlyor

Now, I ask, in the words of my hon. friend beside chances of reciprocity. I say, that reading these

ne ; Could there ever be a icture of reater ruin speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite, they are to-
me : odtren eer bhe an pitueofger min day utterly inconsistent with their past utterances.
than that drawn by the hon. member himself ? I was surprised when the member for Hamilton
And yet when we on this side of the House po Mt (Mr. Brown) was speaking, to hear the Postmaster
to a similar state of things for which the Govern- General applaud bimn; I wvas surprised to sec that
nient opposite are positively responsible, we are honenlea look partiurplesed when the
eharged with crying bine ruin. The state of hion. gentleman look particularly pleased when the
things exting prior to 1878, on the statement of member for Hamilton spoke about savings banks

ihses pper hom187, on haemend deposits, and argued that this country wasSir Charles Tupper himself, which I have read prosperous because savings banks deposits were
from his speech at Millbrook, was one for which greater now than they were a few years ago. I do
the Government of that day was mn no way re- not acknowledge that consequence to follow. Sir,
sponsible. I might proceed alnost ad libitun what did the Postmaster General say in 1878,reading statenents to a similar effect by the speaking of what an hon. gentleman had said be-
Premier and by the Postmaster General. I wish fore him, alluding to the large amount of money
to refer before I close to the extraordnary state- in the banks as a proof that the country was
tnt tnade the other night by the President of the prosperous ? The present Postmaster General then
Cotuncil. We have been told time and again that aaid-
we on this side of the House pictured affairs on the
other side of the line, in teo favorable~a light,- that "The hon. gentleman had alluded to the large amount
we ought not to applaud the Americans as some of money in the banks as proof that the country was now

8L t Pe n o prosperous; but, on the eontrary, this was always
people juastly do. But what did the President of evidence of depression in commerce and in manufactures.
the Council say the other night? Speaking of the When commerce was active and manufactures were
State of Vermont, in answer to an hon. gentleman flourishing, people did not deposit their money in the

.to .n o banks, but, instead, invested it in manufactures. Couse-
fromthis sideoftheHouse, the Presidentof the quently, the argument which the hon. gentleman made
Council, speaking for the Government, said: use of in this relation was true in a sense opposite to that

" If he tells you of these beautiful pastures, those hill- in which he intended."
side pastures in Vermont, which are unsurpassed in any I think the time has come for the people of this
part of this continent for dairy purposes, for pure water, country to call a halt in the way the Governmentfor luxuriant feed, if he msay we have better pastures in ar aaieorafia ti efcl re n
Canada than those for dairy purposes, I tell him e are managi our affairs. It is perfectly true, and
not know Vermont as weil as I do.'' no one can deny it, that the Government are, I

may say, the abject slaves of the manufacturers of
Mr. LANDERKIN. He has gone into the our country. Time and again the manufacturers

immigration service of the United States. have come down here, and lion. gentlemen opposite
v1lr. BARRON. Let it be understood now b3 dare not refuse them their request. Why ? Because

the farmers of the country that at last the Govern- they know that prior to every general election a
ment have expressed themselves beyond any poss- certain very prominent member of the Government
ible doubt upon the question of reciprocity in goes up to the Queen's Hotel in Toronto, and there
natural products. We have the statementof the Pre- has a consultation with the leading manufacturers,
sident of the Council the other night to that effect, and the result puts them in such an extraordinary
and let it go from end to end of our land, especially position that on the eve of every general election
amongst the farming population, that the Govern- the manufacturers are able to come down here and
ment have stated distinctly, through that hon. ask the Govemrnent to do that which will benefit
gentleman, that they are not in favor of reciprocity them at the expense of the general consumers of
ini natural products, and that in face of the renarks this country. Sir, I say that hon. gentlemen
of Sir Charles Tupper and of the Premier himself opposite are managing the affairs of this country
regardingi such a policy. I will merely content not for the many but for the few, they are regard-
myself with asserting that Sir Charles Tupper, ing the classes and not the masses, and inasnuch
when speaking in this House in 1878, page 465 of as the amendment of the bon. member for South
Ian.«ard, expressed an entirely different opinion; Oxford* is in the interest of the masses, I shall

I Content myself with saying that the President of gladly give it my support.
the Council himself, when speaking in this House in Mr. MASSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not at-1878, Page 1047 of Haiesard, spoke in an eutirely
differet pagen047.of hand, spe Pemie aimelf tempt, at this late hour of the debate, to follow the
st a eatsat War did the rd emier 18: l hon. gentleman who has just sat down in all the8, Speakingç at Park Hill on 3rd July, 1878 : various statements and arguments he has chosen to

"The feeling in 1865, however, was very strong in address to this House. It would be, to a great ex-favor of doing everything in our power in order to tent, a waste of time to follow many of the old ar-induce the Americans to renew the treaty. The Govern- guments that were worn thread-bare years ago, andMent did evervthing it couîd, and white ifs membersy
ere exerting e elvescon that direction it wouîdnhav I only rise on this occasion, late as it is in the de-

been a suicidal course-it would have been thwarting bate, to express my satisfaction with the tariff
the very purpose in view-if they had increased the i changes that have been proposed and made. I feeltaxes.at thatAtime even to inaugurate a national policy.
Because the A tuericans could have saidn How can we it my duty to express that satisfaction, for the rea-
give you a Reciprocity Treaty when you are increasing 1 son that I represent a riding that will most decid-
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edly be benefited by these changes. The hon. "The figures are as follows:-
gentleman who has just taken his seat quoted from RI s' PRIcES.
a presentation by a grand jury, wherein they Wheat. Barley. Rye. Pease. Oats.
asked that legisiation be enacted teo assist the far- Wet aly y.Pae as

a d that n beng e t ist thefr~ Oct. 1,1878..$1.10 to 1.24 50 to 6.5 63e. 70 to 73 36 to 38mers; and while that was being done, this Govern- do 1,1889.. 0.81 to 0.90 40 to 50 52 to 53 531 to 00 251 to 27
ment has been introducing legislation that will
most decidedly benefit the farmers of this country. There was an absolute statement made by the
The increased duty on pork and on fresh meat, hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
on cattle and hogs, and on flour, will all tend setting forth that, because the prices were less in
most decidedly Vo the advancement of the farmers' 1879 than in 1889, that was an argument against
interest. We have only to compare the prices the National Policy. To use the language of the
of these products in the American marketand hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Barron), it was a
in our own market to see exactly the posi- most fallacious argument. Whether the prices are
tion these markets occupy. We do not require lower or higher, is of very little material moment,
to go back to 1878 or 1882, but simply to for it is a comparison of prices that shows the
look at the markets of to-day, and we find position. I say I shall have to refute these prices,
that in the great western market, I refer to not from any desire to refute them, but in order to
Chicago, the price of pork during the last two make my comparison. I think the hon. gentleman
years has ranged from $2.50 to $3 below the prices made a mistake in taking 1878, and he shouild
in Toronto and in the towns bordering on Lake have taken 1883, the figures for which year would
Huron and Georgian Bay. The cost of deliver- have answered the purposes of his argument
ing it there is but trifling, and, except for the equally as well as those of 1878, and, therefore, I
duty, our farmers during the last year would not do not impute a wilful, but an accidental error, in
have received within $2 of the price they obtained. giving the figures for 1878. In order Vo show the
During the years the Canadian Pacific road was exact state of affairs, I will quote from the Globe,
being built along the shores north of Lake which hon. gentlemen opposite will admit is a
Superior and Georgian Bay, a large quantity of pretty fair authority. 'rom that journal I find in
fresh meat was sent to that district from the por- the table of prices of lst October, 1878, not wheat
tion of the Province in which my constituency from $1.10 to $1.24 as stated by the hon. gentle-
lies. Owen Sound was one of the principal ports man opposite, but from 85 to 90 cents. But, in
for shipping cattle to supply fresh meat to the order to follow the matter out, I will quote the
men employed in building that railway, and, but language of the Globe at length. It is as follows:
for the duty, not one bullock would have been "October lst, 1878. Toronto-About 2,000 bushels of
sent there ; and now, since the road has been wheat, fall wheat bringing 85 cents to $1.01."
built, and since means have been arranged where- Instead of from $1.10 to $1.24, as stated by the
by fresh meat in a frozen state can be sent there, hon. gentleman-
that market, increasing as it is every year by the -Spring wheat from 70 cents to 9î cents."
opening up of the mineral districts, by the As the hon. gentleman does not say these are
establishment of towns and villages along the Toronto prices, I refer also Vo the Montreal
route requiring such products, is occupied by prices, and I find the price of No. 2 Canadian
American fresh meat coming in, and during the Spring is given at $1.01 to 1.02. But the hon.
last few winters the whole supply taken into the gentleman does not even say it is in Montreal,
country in the fall was obtained from the Ameri- perhaps he does not mean it is in Canada, but
can side. I hold, therefore, that to the western refer to New York, and I find the following
portion of Ontario this increase of duty on fresh quotations on lst October, 1878: "Wheat, duli,
meats will be a decided and appreciated boon. sales 56,000 bushels, No. 2 red, cash, $1.071;" so
The hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat, that he is evidently mistaken in the prices he as
said that the farmers were asking for legislation. ken; and, I believe, he must have founded his
But did the hon. gentleman or any of his friends figures on the quotations for 1883. The argument
on that side of the House propose any means that my hon. friend tried Vo draw is wonderfully
will increase the price of the products of the weakened by this misquotation. 1 find that in
farmers ? Not at all. They propose reciprocity quoting oats at from 36 Vo 38 cents, he evidently
with the United States, free trade with the made a similar mistake, for on that same day he
United States, commercial union, call it what referred Vo, they were given in Toronto at 27
you like, the free importation of American pro- cents, and in Chicago at 19 cents, or about two-
ducts. That is what they propose to do.for the thirds the price he quoted. It was not, as 1 have
benefit of the farmers, who, they say, are now said, to refute these figures that 1 referred Vo
suffering from low prices ; while a comparison them, but in order Vo compare the prices in this
of prices to-day, not to speak of prices in 1878, 1 country with the prices outside. We are told the
1882 or 1886, will show that, except for duty, the great American nation, this.producing people of
price of grain in Ontario would be, on an average, 60,000,000, is our natural narket, and that if this
10 cents a bushel less than it is at the present tarif wall were only thrown down, we would be
time. I will not detain the House by giving able Vo send all our grain across the hue, and get
many figures to show that fact ; but the hon. better prices. 1 would like Vo know where we
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) referred wonld sent it Vo? Certainly not Vo Chicago,
to some figures and gave quotations for 1878 and because there Vue price ranges from 10 Vo 12 cents
and 1889, which, ufortunately, I will have to lower than in Canada; and certainly noV in New
show to be inaccurate. I do not consider it neces- York, because for the last two years in Vha4 City
sary to refute these statements in themselves, but the prices have been lower than i the city of
to show that the comparison I wish to make is a Toronto. I will quote Vo the buse the com-
correct one. The. hon. gentleman said parative prices of wheat and ots during October,

Mr. MÂssox-.



1889, in Toronto, New York and Chicago. They only these outside wars but we had also internal
.are as follows:- matters which did a great deal to enhance the value

of our produce here, and to make money circulate
freely. During these same years, we had the
building of the Grand Trunk, the Great Western
and Northern Railways, and people naturally did

e lean towards believing that a good deal, if not all
D a 0 Co of our prosperity then, was attributed to recipro-

city. They forgot the other contributing reasons
which caused the good times, and they also forgot

e that during the year 1857, right in the midst of
2 the reciprocity period, we experienced the blackest

C; . . . . .. . . . financial page recorded in the financial history of
Canada. But, Sir, it is not what we thought
then, but it is what the experience of the
last twenty years lias proved, that we are to
deal with now. I was greatly pleased indeed
to hear the President of the Council state, in

C)__CD_________ ccreply to a question put by the other side of the
House, that lie was not in favor of reciprocity

4 in natural products. Most decidedly not, and
;D. ;4 -" C why ? Because he had studied the results which

0 the experience of the last twenty years has proven,
> 3Zrýr and it will tell any one who studies it that such

= oc reciprocity is not desirable in our own interests.
Now, as the hon. gentleman for Victoria said, it is

6o 6,not comparison of a low price with a high price
3 5 2 2 that proves anything, but it is the comparison

" T - with outside markets, and what are the causes
which have produced the low prices of wheat

lespecially? Every reading farmer knows that
wheat is now grown in great abundance, and that
the wheat-growing area has vastly increased all
the world over. The farmers know that the pro-

0 Q -- ducts of wheat lias been quadrupled during the
10 _last twenty years. I may quote to the House the

We find that the advantage of price in wheat is all figures given of the estimated crop of wheat for the
in favor of Canada, and it is the same with oats, year 1888. The total crop amounted to the enor-
as between Toronto and Chicago, whih is the mous quantity of 2,152,000,000 bushels. We find
narket for oats, which we have especially to that from the United States alone the yield was

dread. We find that oats was from 10 to 13 cents 416,000,000 bushels or thereabout, nearly one-fifth
higlier in Toronto during the same month than in of the whole ; from Russia, the yield was 254,000,-
Chicago. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is certain from 000 bushels, or about one-ninth of the whole ;
all these comparisons thdt the legislation proposed from France, 273,000,000 bushels, or one-eighth of
by hon. gentlemen opposite would not benefit the the whole, and from India, 266,000,000 bushels,
farmers of this country in that direction. I will while Canada produced only 38,000,000, or
nlot attempt to follow the lion. member for Vie- about one-seventieth of the total yield.
toria (Mr. Barron) in his quotations from speeches These facts show conclusively that the greatly
made by the right lion. Premier in 1878, and from increased product of wheat has lowered the price
the speeches of the lion. the President of the the world over, and it is only by comparing our
Council, because I ani willing to admit that in own prices with the prices in other countries that
1878, it was generally conceded and generally be- we can see what benefit the tariff lias conferred.
liered, that reciprocity in farm produce would be Let us go back one step and see how outside prices
of advantage to us, and muany of those who took compared with ours prior to the introduction of the
part in the political discussions of 1878, took it National Policy. If yon go back to 1877 and 1878,
upon the square ground that reciprocity in tariff you will find that the prices in Toronto were lower
was better thian a one-sided free trade. Why was than the prices in New York, an average of
this the case ? It was because in these hard times, 20 cents in 1877, 18 cents in 1878 and 18
people turned their eyes back to the good times cents in 1879. Then came the National Policy,
that had been, during the years we had had reci- i and the effect was immediate and continuous. I
procity, and they were very apt at a casual glance will read from the Toronto Globe of 20th November,
to believe that these good times then passed 1883, the prices prevailing at that time. In Toronto
away, were caused by reason of reciprocity. wheat No. 1 was $1.14; No. 2,$1.12; No 3, $1.08.
They forgot that in the first of the reciprocity I Again, wheat, $1.12 for fall; $1.08 to $1.14 for
years we had the Russiai war; they forgot that spring, and choice Fife, $1.24. In New York, wheat
immediately following the Russian war we had the was $1.13 to $1. 13¾, and in Buffalo, $1.12 ; No. 2
East Indian mutiny, and that immediately follow- hard, $1. 11; No. 2, $1.02. These figures show that
mg that again, we had the Ainerican civil war. prior to the introduction of the IN ational Policy
All these wars tended to increase the price of farm our prices were governed by the New York prices ;
produce and particularly the price of wheat, then we sent our wheat to England via New York; but
the great staple product of Canada. We had not in 1884 a change came, and from that time to the
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present we have been holding our own in the To- Mr. MASSON. The hon. member for South
ronto market, and have generally had the advant- Grey says "bear, hear." For his benefit I would-
age. So that, when we compare the condition of refer to the figures more minutely. I find that
the market before the introduction of the National the County of Grey alone, of which the hon. mem-
Policy with what it has been since, it seems to me ber for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) is one of the
that the argument is unanswerable that the change representatives, produced over 3,000,000 bushels
has been caused by the tariff. There is another view of oats, 8,862,890 bushels of pease, and about haif a
of the case, which was stated by the hon. menber million bushels of wheat, Bo that even for that
for East Huron (Mr. Macdonald). He made a eounty alone about 4,000,000 bushels of these
comparison of the prices of flour, and he was fair grains were produced, whicl at 10 cents a bushel
enough to compare the prices in the United States would mean $400,000.
with the prices in Canada. Where lie got his Mr. LANDERKIN. We used to get about 15
figures I do not know ; I have not had time to trace
them up ; but lie takes the years 1881 and 1886 for
bis comparison, and compares the price at Mon- Mr. MASSON. The hon. gentleman says tley
treal with the export price in the United States. used to get 15 cents more per busbel before the
Now, the export price, as given in the Trade and duty was put on, and las therefore used what the
Navigation Returns, gives the value per bushel. lon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Barron)
We find that in 1888-89 the United States exported called the fallacious argument. The bon. gentle-
in flour 9,374,803 barrels, valued at $45,296,485, man pretends to speak for the farmers, but the
or $4.83 per barrel, while Canada exported 131,191 farmers themselves know whether tbey are
barrels, valued at $646,068, or $4.92 per barrel, or benefited by the tarif or not, and I bave a letter,
9 cents above the United States export price in received this afternoon, from a constituent of the
favor of Canada. Making the same comparison lon. gentleman's, wbicb le closes witl tbis
with regard to wheat, I find that the United States postscript. The letter is not from a lady, but
exported 46,414,129 bushels, valued at $41,652,701, still the pitl is in the postscript, whicl is as
or 89 3ý cents per bushel, while Canada exported follows -
of Canadian wheat 490,905 bushels, valued at $471,- "I think the Goverument is making a mistake in not
121, or 91l cents per bushel, which is 21 cents in putting on a duty of 25 cents on corn. Canada can grow
favor of the Canadian price. This is the plenty of feed for her cattie. The idea of going to Yankee-
market in which hon. gentlemen opposite wish land tor grain when oats is 21 cents a hushel, and barley
our farmers to compete. This is the market for 32 cents. Send the waIl up 25 feet."
which lion. gentlemen opposite are willing to Sncb is the opinion of a farmer in South Grey,
sacrifice the best interests of the farmers of Canada. and sucl is the opinion of the farmers tlroughout
They want us to compete in a market that exports Ontario generally.
9¼ million barrels of flour and 461 million bushels
of wheat, while we only export three or four wiîî see if le is a fariner.
millions of wheat and flour combined ; we are to
compete in that market and get the advantage in Mr. MASSON. The letter is private and I can-
the competition, although, at the present time we not give the name, but the name is legion.
get more for our wheat and our flour than our Mr. JONES (Halifax). The naine of the devil
neighbors do. There is another view of the case, is legion.
which I wish hon. gentlemen to consider. It was
said, by one of the first speakers, whom I had the -

pleasure of listening to on the opposite side of the better not boast. He is living in a glass bouse
Huse, that a million dollars or baîf a million huxnself.
dollars, was considered a liglit thing in thîs ouse, Mr. MASSON. I Till not detain tfe Souse
but was a very serions matter for the fariners. 1 longer as I pronised to be brief, but I find there
quite agree with that statement, and 1 wish to saY are so hany points to be treated that one is temp-
that a few cents difference in the price of grain, ted to proceed at too great length. 1 liad intended
may bu considured a very ligtt thing in this bouse, to refer to the question of agricultural implements,
but it is a very maturial thing for the farmers. 'but that las been so f ully gone into by my lion.
We find by the report of the Ontario Bureau of friend fromn Selkirk (Mr. Daly) that I will simply
Statistics, tbat iu 1888 the Province of Ontario confine mysulf to onu point, concerning which I
produced 65,466,911 bushols of oats, 14,269,863 made personal enquiry, and that is as regards the
bushmls of peasi, 13,830,787 bushels of faîl wheat, pricus of thuse articles in the Northern States. t
*and 6,45.1,558 bushuls of spring whuat, or a grand refer to the nortliurn part of the State of New
total of thusu tliruu grains of over 100,000,000 York, in th vicinity of Watuertown, where I
bushels. Now, anything that depreciates the found frons personal. enquiry that the prices
pricu of that quantity of grain, one cent a bushul, of agricultural implements were, for rapers,
means a loss of $1 ,000,000 to the farmers of nmowers, and liarvusters, from $5 to $10 abov
Ontario ;therufore, if the reduction slould be, as Iwat they are in my own town, and I fognd on
I contend it would be 10 cents a bushel, it wonld furtler enquiry that the time givun for the pay-
mean a loss of $10,0,000 to the farners not of the ment of thrshing machines and harvesters and the
Dominion, but of Ontario alone. more expnsive implenients, were very much the

Mr. AVIN Her, har.saine as ini Canada, but while in Canada interuat
for the second and third year is charged at 7 per

Mar. M O. An hion, gentleman says "hear cent., in the State of New York, that rhighly
Mr. MAS Nfavored State, th farmers are charged 10 per cent.

I wish, in concluding, to congradulate the Gover-
Mr. LANDERKIN. Hear, hear. ment upon the changes they have made in the

Mr. MAssoN.
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tariff, feeling satisfied that these changes will
result to the benefit of the farniers, and assist them
ont of their difficulties. I grant that the farmers
may not be as well off as I would like to see them,
for I would like to see them free from all those
mortgages we have heard so much about. Of my
own knowledge, however, I can refute the state-
nient that they are mortgaged to anything like the
extent hon. gentlemen opposite allege they are,
and the evidence given by the hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Weldon) is, to my mind, the most falla-
cious and deceptive material or argument of any
that could possibly be produced. Can any regis-
trar, looking over his books, say how many mort-
gages there are unpaid on any farm? In nany
cases, as has been stated, where the mortgages are
paid off, especially by loan companies, the prior
nortgages are left undisturbed. Many mort-

gages, besides, are paid off by instalments,
and it is impossible for a registrar to say
how much has been paid off in this way. Whoever
lias had anything to do with searching through
titles, knows well it is a common thing to find
three or more mortgages registered against a prop-
erty than are actually existing at the time. From
my own personal knowledge, the argument based
on these registrars' returns are most deceptive
and fallacious. I would like to refer to one change
in the tariff on which I would congratulate the
Governmsîent, and that is the free admission of
the raw material of iron and steel to be used in
the construction of iron and steel steamers. Tha't
is strictly in the line of the National Policy, and
there are particular reasons why these things
should bu admitted free, arising fron the peculiar
circunstances under which we are placed through
Blritish ships being allowed to come in free. Be-
sides that, we find that most of the vessels built
in this country or built in the United States, are
intended to trade between ports in the United
States and Canada, which trade can be done by
Ainerican bottoms as well as by Canadian bottoms,
so that we have to compete with the American
as well as the British vessels, and it has become a
niatter of grave necessity, if the industry of ship-
building is to be carried on in Canada at all, that
everythlng, not only iron and steel, which enters
ito the building of ships should be admitted free.

While I congratulate the Government on having
goie so far, I think they should go on farther, and
let in everything, whether iron, steel, brass, copper,
wMoodI or tin which enters into the construction of a
ship cone in free, for the simple reason thatitisa raw
imiaterial, and in order to encourage a great indus-
try which is bound to do great things for this
country. In fact, although only a year and a half
in existence, this infant industry employs five
hundred to six hundred men and produces nearly a
nillion and a half dollars worth of material. It is
worth our while encouraging, not only the building
of steel and iron ships, but also the building of
Wooden ships as well. Anything that will tend
to encourage the building of Canadian bottoms and
the use of Canadian bottoms should be encouraged
to the fullest extent, and if that cannot be done by
the direct removal of the duty, it should be done
h way of rebate of the duties paid, or, as this in-
dustry is one of national importance, it would be
Mell that even a bounty were paid in addition. Itrust, that from year to year the Government will
continue its policy of making such changes in the

tariff as the progress of the country, the develop-
ment of its resources, the enlargement of its
manufactures and the promotion of its industries
of various kinds demand, because tariffs, as was
said by the Minister of, Finance, are not by any
means like confessions of faith. They are there
to be altered as circumnstances require, and when
the Government in its wisdom deems the necessity
arises, I trust they will have in the future as they
have had hitherto, the manliness and the courage
to make the changes necessary to suit the wants of
the times.

Mr. HALL. I have no intention of entering into
a discussion of the general features of this debate,
with which this House, I understand, has been
favored for a number of days, but I simply desire
to correct an error made by the hon. member for
North Victoria (Mr. Barron) in reference to the
population of Sherbrooke. The municipal council
of that city have adopted the practice of making
an enumeration of the inhabitants of the city, for
municipal purposes, from year to year. I have
great pleasure in stating, in apparent contradiction
to the statement of the hon. memnber for North
Victoria (Mr. Barron), that there bas been a steady
increase in the population of that city for the last
ten years. Of course, it bas not been so rapid an
increase as we would like, but the census has
been taken purely for municipal purposes, and
upon that basis bas shown a steady and uniform
increase. It is hardly fair to compare an enumera-
tion taken in that way and for that purpose, with
the enumeration taken in 1881 for the Dominion
census. I have no desire to enter into the general
debate, but I did not wish it to go uncontradicted
that a manufacturing city like Sherbrooke had
shown a decrease in its population.

Mr. PLATT. There are two reasons why the
statements made by the nover of the resolution
need not be dealt with at any length. The first
is the length to which the debate bas already
extended, and the second is the importance of the
amendment of the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright), which I think narrows
the question before us down to a consideration of the
present condition of the agricultural population,
the cause of that condition, and the remedy to be
applied. That is the real subject which has been
discussed in the latter portion of this debate ; but
I cannot refrain from offering my congratulations
to the Minister of Finance upon the manner in
which he laid the financial statement before the
country. Optimism and high color seems to have
given way to ordinary human hope and human
uncertainty as to the future. Moderation seemed
to characterise his remarks fron beginning to end,
and I congratulate him upon that. I also congratu.
late him on the fact that he has determined that,
in the near future, we shall be relieved fron such an
extravagant expenditure of public money, and that
the public debt shall not increase after the next
year. I am sure the people will be glad to hear of
that determination on the part of the hon. gentle-
man. Of course, he spoke of the buoyant revenue
which seems to have obtained for the last year or
two, and of the prospects for the next year,
and he points to that as an indication of prosperity
in the country. I never could see that a large
revenue was a proof of prosperity in the country.
The revenue depends upon the rate of taxation
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levied, and even a people more depressed than the a very considerable depreciation in the value of real
people of Canada are now might have extorted estate is admitted on all hands, and the farmers say
from their pockets a much larger sum than that that the intrinsic or the selling value of their farms
which has flowed into the Dominion Treasury. is similar to that of any other establishment ;
Again, I cannot accept the statement of the hon. it is governed entirely by the producing
gentleman that a surplus shows sound financial power. They say that whatever amount of money
engineering on the part of the Government. A they are able to make off their farms year by year
surplus simply means the extraction from the determines what their farms can sell for now, and
pockets of the people of an unnecessary amount of possibly what their value may be in the future.
money which, for their own advantage and for the With regard to the exodus, or the loss of our popu-
advantage of the country, might better have been lation year by year, the best way is to judge of
left with them. The existence of a surplus has that by the same method. What does each of
also a very deceptive and sedative influence. The us know as to his own constituency in that
average elector does not always grasp the fact that respect? In the neighborhood of our own homes,
a surplus may exist and the debt of the country be do we not see and do we not know that many of
continually increasing. We often hear it said tbat our young men, that many of our population are
it is impossible that the debt can be increasing, be- leaving us, and do we not know their destina-
cause we have had a surplus for the last two years, tion ? There is not a member of the House who,
and we could not increase the debt when we had a if he thinks of those who were his associates or
surplus. The separation of current account from his neighbors a year or two ago, cannot remember
capital expenditure goes far to blind the eyes of a some who have left this for a 'foreign country;
great many of our constituents, and, if a simpler there is not one who cannot think of many whom
form of book-keeping could be adopted, the people he regrets to know have been forced by circum-
would see more clearly how we come out at the stances to leave, perhaps his constituency, perhaps
end of the year. Take the last ten or fifteen to leave the country, as the Prime Minister said
years, and put the expenditure on capital and some years ago, " to build up the wealth of a
current account together, and compare that with foreign nation, and help to deplete poor unfor-
our revenue, and the people will see that we have tunate Canada. " A few days ago I purposely
not had a surplus in any one of those years. But picked up an old school register some ten years
I must come to the other and, as I consider, the old, knowing many of the pupils who then at-
more important question, the condition of the tended school, and I went carefully over the list
Canadian agriculturist at present. I desire to to see how many of them still remained at home;
study the cause of the depression which I claim, and I think, Mr. Speaker, if you will do the same
with others on this side of the House, does exist thing, and scan the list of those who were your
in this country. We claim, and it has been ad- former schoolmates, you will be surprised to find
mitted by hon. gentlemen on the other side of the how many of them are now in a foreign country.
House, that the agriculturists of Canada are not Take another list in the hands of almost everybody,
in a prosperous condition to-day. The President take the voters' list of five or six years ago, the list
of the Council stated that in plain words in his of any locality where you know nearly all the
speech. Very much has been said as to the figures voters, and ask yourself how many of those on that
which were given by the hon. member for South list have disappeared from the present list. Trace
Oxford. In the course of his argument he showed these men who have gone away to their destina-
that depression did exist in the agricultural com- tion, and there is not an hon, gentleman who, after
munity. I am not going to burden my speech or having made this examination, will come to any
weary the House by giving any figures on this other conclusion than that the exodus from this
occasion ; but in regard to the statistics given country to the United States is something to
by ' the hon. member for South Oxford, I be very deeply regretted. A few days ago I had
may say that I only hope they are wrong, but occasion to converse with a gentleman who has
I fear that for the greater part they are correct. recently opened a ticket office, I think for the
I shall content myself by saying that I believe Canadian Pacific Railway, in the town in which
every hon. gentleman in this House has the best I live. This office had ouly been open four or
means of judging of the condition of the agricultu- five weeks, and I asked him if there were many
rist by looking around him when he is at his own people leaving for the far West, and he replied
home. What a member of Parliament knows of that on an average he had sold to people going
his own constituency in that respect he is justified West 12 or 15 tickets a week for the last month.
in stating to the House, and I think the county I then asked him if he could tell me the destinatiol
which I have the honor to represent may be consi- of these people, whether they were going to Mani-
dered a fair average of the counties in the Prov- toba and our own North-West, or whether
ince of Ontario. It is not the best ; it is fai' from they were going to the Western States. le
being -the worst. By many people and by myself could not answer at the time, but he told
it is considered to be one of the best, but I will me a little later that he was sorry to
simply place if as being a fair average. I know find that out of the fifteen who had gone
the farmers in that county pretty well, and I only away in one week, ten had gone to the Western
state to the House what is stated to me by United States, and five to our own North-West;
them. They do not consider themselves to be and he added that such was about the proportion
in a highly prosperous, or even in a satisfac- in which our own and a foreign land happened to
torily prosperous condition to-day. They look be the flestination of those to whom he had sold
upon the depreciation in value of their estates as tickets during the month. Now, I believer so far
being something very serious, and there is a as my own locality is concerned, the information
feeling, I will not say of despair, but of despond- is reliable. Such are statistics which any hon.

-ency amongst them to-day. That there has been member can verify for himself in his own locality.
Mr. PLATT.
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Hon. gentlemen, of course, can speak for their own is beyond the reach of any fiscal policy. I have
constituencies as to whether any serious exodus has granteq that this foreign competition isa largefactor
taken place from them to the United States. I in producing the present depression in agriculture,
think it must be generally acknowledged that the but it does not stand alone. If it were the only
exodus of our young men at the present time is cause, if there were not a conspiracy of causes,
greater than it has been at any time during the then I grant you that legislation would have very
last twenty years. Another statement which I little to do with it. But, besides this great natural
think will not be denied is that there has been cause, there are unnatural causes, and I need not
during the last five years a more rapid depreciation use muny words in pointing out what I mean by
in the value of farm land than has taken place tlat-I mean that legislative interference with
during any previous five years. Now, I trust I our commerce whicl is embodied in the National
have stated my opinion with regard to the con- Policy. I believe that the protection which las
dition of the farmer in such a manner as that I been carried out in tlis country and in tle United
cannot be accused of slandering either the farmer States las been one of the chef conspirators
or the country. The accusation is hurled ut against the farming population. Ten years go
us across the floor of the House now and we were told that a policy miglt be adopted by
then, that we who are showing the actual con- tlis country tlat would remedy tle evil of
dition of the farming population, are slandering foreigu cumpetition. We bave tried the remedy,
the country, and decrying the reputation of the and we lave found tlat it is useless, siniply be-
farmers. Sir, I say that accusation is no argu- cause in tle administration of it, a greater bur-
ment, neither has it foundation. We are only den and difflculty were placed upon tle far-
speaking of the condition of a single class, and mers of tlis country than already existed in tle
Sir, we might read column after column fromn oreign competition. Some contend it is im-
the speeches of lion. gentlemen opposite in 1876, possible by legislation, even wliere there niay be a
1877 and the beginning of 1878, describing what protective pulicy in existence, sucl as las existed
they called the unfortunate condition of the lere for some tire, to relieve the dcpressed con-
country at that tirne. We know that the Pre- dition of the agriculturists. We have been told
mier himself went through the country decrying, by one bon. gentleman opposite, the lon
if I iay use the term, its reputation, and declar- er for North Renfrew (Mr. White), I think,
ing that our young men and women were leaving at there is a renedy, and that we slould set
this country to build up a foreign nation, and ourselves about its administration. And wbat
using stronger terms in depreciation of this was that remedy? To assist tle farmer by lessen-
country than any that have been used by hon. ing tle cost of bis production. How did lie pro-
gentlemen on this side of the House. I have pose to do that? By teacbîng the fariner scien-
already stated that the President of the Coun- tific furming. That is the method by which that
cil adnits that there is agricultural depression lion. gentleman would lessen the cost of produc-
tu (luy. Hswr are : giutr snot to, inrae the result, give, as econoinists telltody lis words ae:"Agriculture is ion nra
prosperous tc-day." Now, Sir, every candid gen- us, the maximum of results for the minimum of
tleman before me, I believe, will accept that as cost and effort. I take that as my ground. I say
a true statement. What are the causes assigned by tber is a remedy. I Say we can assist the farmer
the President of the Council ? What are the causes of this country by lessening the cost of production;
which have been assigned by other hon. gentle- but I would not take the course laid down by the

en opposite ? Their chief reuson is that it is the hon. iember for Norti Renfrew (Mr. White). I
conipetition of the foreign products wlîicli bas been thinik there is a better metliod of applying that
tlrown upon the mnarkets of the world. I grant remedy, and that is by cheapening the cost of pro-
you that is an important factor in the reduction of duction, by ceapening, if possible, the cost of all
the prîce of our farmi prod-tPcts. We have been the products he is called upon to consume. I
told, and correctly told, tiat India itself is coin- need not go over the list of articles taxed heavily
petent to suppy a very large portion of tie world. before they enter into the consumption of the

aRussia, too, is becoming an important rompetitor. far her; every person knows there is scarcely any
Ouir own North-West and the.Nortl-West of the article in commun use by the farer that is not
United States taken togetler, in a very few yers, very heavily taxed to-day. And wheever an

il lie able to supply tlie world witi bread. Tlie article of consumption is heavily taxed before it
Argentine Republie is also cumin g to the front as n reaces the farner, it must of necessity increas-
a comipetitor with the products of the farm, and I the cost of lis products, and an increased cost of
grant you tlat foreign cdmpetition is a large ele- product lessens the profit lie obtains fron his far.
nient in tle reduction of the price of our farm Thus, I say, witl the alon. member for North
produ-ets. But, Sir, we are told to-day by lion. Renfrew (Mr. White), let us decrease' as much
gentlemen opposite, that foreign competition is as possible. and assist the farnier in decreasing
une of those tbings whichp cannot be combated by the cost of is production. The lion. the Presi-
any fiscal policy, that no Parliament and nu Gov- dent of the Counicil told us it was not advisable to
erument can meet and, ward off tle calamity lessen the cost of production, that the raw aterial
wich lias fdallen upon the farmers of this country of the farter should not be cbeapened. He told
thruugb foreign competition. We were not told us that the admission of free cort would bring
that ten years aig o. We were then told that there whatever was the product of tliat free corn, beef or
was a panacea for that ill. We were then told other products, down to a cor standard, tbat it
that there was a remedy, and tliere was no would bring everything down to a corn instead of a

stronger supporter of that opinion in the country barley standard; lie, in effect, told us not te lessen
than tlie hono gentleman weo is now President of the cost of production, but to use expensive feed for
the Council. But *to-day he tells us that tliis our catte in order to keep up the price. lHe argued
ftreig competition upon the markets of tlIe world that, if we had free corn, beef must necessarily fal
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in price, and we should not cheapen the cost of the with, and I will not trouble the House by reading
farmer's product, but keep it up to the barley what was said in 1878 and on another occasion; but
standard. Why not feed wheat, and keep beef the effect of the argument was simply this, that
and pork up to the wheat standard ? I do not all we had to do was to shut out foreign competi-
know who gave the hon. Minister that idea. I tion, and the farmers all over the land would be
have never seen it mentioned by other economists; benelited ; and we had hon. gentlemen opposite,
it seems to be an idea of his own, that we, in this then sitting on this side of the House, pointing to
country, must not cheapen the cost of production, the fact that upon the other side of the line, where
because, if we do so, we will cheapen the price of they had a protective policy, foreign competition
the products. I will leave the member for North did not at all interfere with then. We were told
Renfrew (Mr. White) and the bon. the President that all we had to do was to adopt a similar
of the Council to discuss that matter and settle system, and we would no longer suffer from foreign
it between themselves. 'But I will call upon the competition. To-day, we are told that we are
President of the Council to settle a dispute which powerless because it is foreign competition that
exists between himself as President of the Council is injuring our farmers to-day. Hon. gentlemen
and himself as member for 8tanstead in 1878. opposite offer a consolation, I cannot call it
Then, that hon. gentleman, speaking on the floor a remedy ; when they are bereft of all other ar-
of this House, his speech was sent broadcast guments hold up the present condition of the
throughout the Dominion (and I will give him the farming population of the United States
credit of saying that his speech had very much to and say : Look there, farmers of Ontario,
do with moulding the opinions of the people), a of Quebec, of Canada, take courage, take hope
different story from what he tells us to-day, that as badly off as you are, they are worse on the
there is no remedy for depressed farmers ; that a other side of the line. I do not know that it will
fiscal policy was of no use. ln speaking of the he a very great consolation for the farmers of the
condition of English manufactures, many years country who were told some years ago that to
ago, when there was very great depression among adopt the American protective policy would
all classes in England, the hon. gentleman did better their condition, if after ten years' trial they
not say, thep, that England did not know how to are now told : although the remedy is working
assist the manufacturers -he called it protection ; badly with you, it has worked much worse in the
I call it relief-and he used these words : United States. On the principle that misery likes

" If she wanted to protect an industry, how could she company, the Government offers to the farmers of
do it ? Not by the imposition of further duties, because Canada that modicum of comfort. I am not going
that would not amount to anything. If a Chinese wall to dispute with these hon. gentlemen wbo say
had been built around England, it would hardly have
given additional protection, because no other nation could t the farmers on the other side of the hue are
compete with ber in ber own market. How, then, could sufferîng severe depression. I ar going to grant
she protect her industries ? She could not do it by the you that the farmers of the United States, the
imposition of high tariffs, because they would be farmers of Canada, and the farmers, I may say, ofnugatory ; but she did it by reducing the cost to the
manufacturer, by taking off the duties on the raw material every portion of the world, are suffering a very
and on the food, so that labor and raw material would deplorable amount of depression. I intend to
become cheaper ; and to that fostering policy lier nanu- substantiate-to fortify, I may say-the views
facturers were indebted for their present position. I
maintain that the removal of duties from raw material expressed by lon. gentlemen opposite, by reading
and the imposition of Customs duties upon manufactured a short extract from an article by the Hon. D. A.
produets, are oquaily messures of protection." WNells:
Wby canot that rule, whch was applied to the thAl over New England, farms lu abundance a uow
industries of England years ago, be applied to the le purchased for les o than the cost of the improveiets
farmers of Canada to-day? Wby is it that to-day uon tiem,-yes, for less than the cst ofthe construction
their condition is beyond the react of fiscal legista- ot their stone walts.h
tion ? If it was possible in England ly years gone The catalogue of the abadoned fartns of New
by to, afford a systemf of protection by the re- armpshire contains particulars of 352 of these;
duction of the cost of production and lessening referring to woich the State Commissioner says,
the cost of food there, wy is it not possible to and I wish to ca l tofe special attention of hou.
apply the same principle to-day and ibprove the gentlemen to this:
condition of the farmers by lessening the cost of Ilu most instances these fsrms h ive not been aban-
production and by affording them. an opportunity doned because the soit as become exausted, or froA

the lack of natural fertility, but from varions causes
f obtaining a maximum result at a minimum of appearngin the social and economhie eistry of the State."

effort and expense H e further said on that occa- On thAugust, 1889, the New York Tribune had an
ion eon erea iae article on the decline of the farming industries of

tion Itwa procistse Egandin yhearsngoneVemni hhitsd

byister to prote t the sugar interest in this countrh,-
wien t oey represented that it was on the verge of peril, Good lands are ffered for sale as low as $3 au acre,
tuless the Government did something for its relief, they and it is said that it will e necessary to make $5 an acre
told the Goverment that this migt li doue il one of the maximum price for settiers, if the new Vermout
two ways, either y a higer duty o ref ed sugaror by boomers expeet tu cumpete with western lads. t may,
reducîug the duty ou the rsmw materlal. Eitlier of those as a vivid notion of tlie extent to whicli the depopulating
peans was protective, afd the latter metiod would have

efforts and expens on He furthe said on thatct occa-n

iven that industry the greatest advantage it could countered u finding ahanduned farms in une locality te
tave in cumpetition with the markets of the world." furuisli cuntiguous farms for the first proposed colouy of

The farmers are not asking for protection ; they flfty familles. ln fact, four suli locaties were foud."
we asking for relief. They say to Parliament: Now, Sir, I quote this for the benefit of hon. gen-
Uive us relief from taxation, lessen the cost of our temen who have been caiming that the A-eericaD
eoduction, a d we will be able te hoid wur own. farmer was u d very depressed condition indeed.
ie were to d a long time ago that this question of They have been told, in reply, that the sae causes
oreign competition couid be very easily dealt which produced the depression l Canada were ex-
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ercising their baneful influence on the farmers of
the United States, and I need not argue at
length to show that this is the case. Writers upon
the other side of the line have busied themselves
more or less, during the last year, to point out the
various causes affecting the farmers there, and able
arguments-unanswerable arguments, I may say-
have been published in the press, and by various
essayists, showing conclusively that the present de-
pressed condition of the farmers can be directly
traced to the unnatural policy in force in the
United States. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to call the
attention of the hon. President of the Council to,
the very proud position he occupies to-day. He.
expressed a desire, or rather, a heartfelt wish, in a
speech some ten years ago, and I believe he is now
upon the eve of witnessing the realisation of his
wish. What did he tell the farmers of Canada, ten
years ago, when speaking on the floor of this
House ? He said, referring to New England, and
to the policy of the United States at that time :

" The policy which I would like to see introduced into
Canada, and which I believe is the true policy for Cana-
da, is to make this section of the country which we now
occupy on this Continent, the New England of Canada,
and toplant herethose saine institutions which have been
the harbingers of success in the neighboring States across
the line. Our conditions are precisely the same as theirs.
We have the saine soil, we have the saine facilities for
manufacturing, we have all the conditions that are
kindred to theirs, and we are shortly to have what they
now have, a great North-West opening beyond and
boundless, which is yet to be inhabited by millions of
people. I desire to say to the farmers of Ontario-here is
a lesson for you, consider it."

He wishes to make, he says, Ontario and Quebec
the New England of Canada, and the hon. gentle-
man in a speech the other night, told us, and told
the farmers of this country, what was the condi-
tion of their brethren in the New England States.
He read to us statistics to show that good farns in
the fertile valley of the Connecticut, and on the beau-
tiful grazing slopes of the mountains there, were
selling at fromn $3 to $5 an acre. He pointed to the
abandoned farms of that country, where the
f orests were again growing ; but, nevertheless, he
says to the farmers of Ontario and Quebec, " what
the New England States are to the United States
I would have Ontario and Quebec become to the
Dominion of Canada." How do the farmers of On-
tario and Quebec like the picture which the hon.
gentleman has drawn for them? How do they like
the position which ten years ago he wished them
to aspire to, and which they are now in great dan-
ger of arriving at ? Concluding that same speech
that hon. gentleman says :

" I welcome the day when the west will be opened up,and when Ontario and Quebec will occupy the saine posi-tion relatively to that country, that New England does tothe great Western States."
The hon. gentleman welcomes this day ; he glories
in the prospect which is now brilliant in the
eyes of every observant man in Canada, and which
prospect is that the farmers of Ontario and the
farmers of Quebec, if we continue the system of
protection now extant in this country, will very
son be in a similar position to what their brethren
are in the United States; the farming population
of Ontario and Quebec will be to the rest of Canada
what the New England farmers are to the Ameri-
can Union. Now, Sir, I have spoken to you brieflyabout the conspiracy of causes which are exertingeth selves to influence for evil the condition of the

farmers of this country. The first is foreign com-
petition, and the second is protection. One is an
auxiliary to the other. Protection does not directly
assist foreign competition in working for evil
towards the farmer, but it prevents the fariner
from withstanding the baneful effects and evil
influences of foreign competition. Were it not for
that system of protection, he would be in a condi-
tion to combat it. This protection, which seems
to be built up mainly for the purpose of bolstering
up manufacturers, is of such a character
that though it can be applied in the case of
manufacturers and large, wealthy corpora-
tions of every kind, to tide them over a
time of difficulty and depression by taxing the
farming population of the country, it cannot be
successfully applied, and it never has been applied
for the purpose of helping the fa.rming community.
The farmers are at the niercy of the great corpora-
tions everywhere. They are even at the mercy of
the great corporations composed of members of
their own class, who have bound themselves to-
gether to carry on extensive farming operations,
who have seized on large tracts of country, and
placed upon them the most improved machinery,
and who are producing crops in abundance mucli
more cheaply than they can be produced by any of
the small operators on one hundred or two hun-
dred acres of land. But you nay say these large
farming corporations are far removed from the
home market, and that they are not near the cities
of the New England States. How is it that we
can give a market to our farmers, as you have told
them, by building up large cities in their midst,
when you point to these abandoned farms of New
England, under the very shadows of the tall
chimneys of the great manufactories ! The
people of the New England States are not
fed by the faris of the New England States.
Their food comes from the far West. These large
bonanza farms send in their produce over the
railways which the New England farmers have
helped to build up, at thevery cheap rates, at the al-
most marvellously cheap rates, I might say, at which
these roads are able to carry the goods, simply
because they have been assisted largely by the
public funds. The railways bring in these western
products right before the eyes of their competitors
in the New England States, to supply the cities of
that district, and to deprive the New England
farmers of any profit whatever from their industry.
If I had not promised the House that I would
avoid figures, I might give statistics to show
the condition of the farmers of that country, as
compared with the persons who are engaged in
manufacturing and other industries. I suppose,
Sir, it would be considered unpatriotic if I were to
point out the condition the farmers of Ontario are
likely to occupy in the future with regard to
foreign competition. I speak of foreign competi-
tion as the competition of any particular locality
with that of any otherlocality. Protection cannotdo
anything far that, because the members of the same
fraternity in the saine country can produce at a less
cost in some locality than they can in some other
locality, and send their goods there for sale. That
cannot be remedied. These farmers cannot com-
bine like the manufacturers. A few corporations
in the country can so arrange their trade under a
protective system-and that systein assists them in
doing it-that if they have a surplus product, they

3038



can shut down their mills for a few months until for us to attempt to deal with them now when the
that is sold off. That cannot be done in the case barriers are up ? And yet, we are dealing with
of the farmers, and you cannot protect the home them to the extent of about $40,000,000 of our
market of the farmers against the farmers of any exports. That is a sufficient answer to that
other locality. Who are the greatest competitors argument. But there is another argument.
of the farmers of Ontario and Quebec to-day ? Are We do not propose largely to benefit the
they not the farmers of the great North-West, farmers of Canada by opening up a market
who have been encouraged and assisted to go to for their staple products, the cereals that
the North-West, for whose sake we spent a they grow; but changes are going on, and
hundred millions of dollars or thereabouts to build wbere we used to produce nothing but wheat, rye
a railway to enable them to bring their products and corn, we are now producing a variety of
into competition with those of the farmers of the articles with which we could enter into advan-
older Provinces; and what can hon. gentlemen tageous conipetition with our neighbors to the
opposite do to relieve the farmers of the- older south, and of which we are already sending them
Provinces from that competition ? I do not think large quanties over the tariff walls. We are not
it is possible for them to do anything ; it is utterly talking simply of reciprocity in the natural pro-
impossible for the protective policy of the Govern- ducts of the farm. The hon. President of the
ment to promote the welfare of the farming popu- Council has told us plainly-and I believe that the
lation. It may crush it, as it .is crushing it in number of his disciples is increasing daily-that he
Canada to-day ; but it cannot help it. It is a very does not believe in reciprocity in natural products.
great relief to some farmers, I suppose, to be told I think there is a great deal to be said for that view,
that although they are poor, there are a great many and if I were a protectionist J think I would adopt
rich men in their midst, that although the it ; I think I should say : Let us have protection
fiscal policy of the Government has been depressing all around. I think I have heard on the other
themu, it has been building up other communities. side: Either have free trade all around or protec-
The tall chimneys and the millionaires among the tion all around, and I think, perhaps, the hon.
manufacturers may be pointed out to them, and President of the Council is consistent in that posi-
they may be told to look at the large cities; but tion. But he seems to have changed his opinion
what do the farmers care for millionaires or large on so many points during the last ten years that
cities so long as they are in want and cannot make I hardly know where we shall find him
both ends meet ? It is no consolation to the farmer before this debate ends. It has been pointed
to be told that his neighbor across the way is out that he was the most ardent admirer of the
better off than he is, or that although he is poor principle of reciprocity when the great resolution
there are rich people in the cities. I do not think of 1877 and 1878 was proposed. It was because of
the growth of a few large cities is going to benefit the last clause of that resolution that he threw
the farming population very much. History does himself so vigorously into the fight. He told the
not show that. What benefits agricultural popu- House, then, that if he did not stand ap boldly for
lation is to have large and thriving towns scattered that resolution simply on the ground that it
over the country ; 'but go through the country tended to produce reciprocity with the United
to-day, and do you find the towns and villages States, he would be guilty of gross inconsistency.
thriving in proportion to the cities ? Not by any I shall not trouble the House by reading any ex-
means. Our town and villages are becoming weaker tract from his speech at that time ; that has
every day, and the smaller home manufactories already been done. He was then certainly strongly
are becoming fewer; they are being wiped out by in favor of reciprocity ; he tells us now that he is
the large concerns. In many of our towns and not in favor of a limited reciprocity, that he is not
villages, where there were thriving and prosperous in favor of reciprocity in natural products only; so
carriage works a few years ago, you find to-day that heevidently goes for the whole thing-he is evi-
under the protective ' system that the large dently with us in favor of unrestricted reciprocity.
concerns are gradually eating up the smaller ones. Either that or the two speeches of the hon. gentle-
If there is still a village blacksmith, instead man are contradictory. But this hon. gentleman
of being busy in his shop as he used to be, he is told us some ten years ago that there was some-
now occupied in his garden or somewhere else, and thing in reciprocity. That does not appear to be
has no call to bis shop unless a passer-by loses a his opinion now, because in a preface to that
shoe from his horse, because all the things he used wonderful speech which he made on that remark-
to make are now made by the great concerns. In able occasion, and in which he apparently did not
many of the other walks of life, we find similar say all he intended-in the preface to the publica-
results of the influence of the fiscal policy which tion of his speech, a preface not prompted by the
we have been foolish enough to adopt in this heat of debate or the excitement of parliamentary
country. I shall briefly allude, Sir, to the question discussion, but written coolly and calnly, away
of reciprocity, which has been referred to only from all public excitement-he made use of this
casually in this debate. The question of mire- argument in order to convince the farmers that
stricted reciprocity with the United States is not there was something after all in the policy of reci-
necessarily in argument just now; but we have been procity in natural products:
told that that is the only panacea which we offer
for the ills of the farmers, and we are asked "That the American farmer has had the full advantage
whether we can expect to receive higher prices for of this remarkable increase of price is not to be disputed.
our products when we cast them on a market of But that the Canadian exporter bas had a similar advan-tage is by no means established. On the contrary, the60,000,000 people who produce and export every- Eastern Townships farmer knows that when an Ameri-
thing which we produce. Well, if it would be can drover pays to bis neighbor living across 'the line
useless for us to attempt to deal with those people two hundred dollars for a pair of oxen and pays him only

oehundred and sixty-seven dollars for a pair of similarwith the barriers broken down, how foolish it is size, condition and quaity, that the difference of $33
Mr. PLAr.
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going to the United States Treasury is a direct loss to paralysed both the farmers and the seedsmen,
him, and not to the American consumer." because if 40 cents a bushel are to be added to the
There lie gave us an illustration showing the cost of the peae imported into the United States,
advantages which would flow froin reciprocity in that will put an end to the industry. One of the
natural products. He went on to say: seedsmen is reluctant to give out any seeds, and

"Similarly, the Nova Scotia farmer knows that the the other has got ont of the difflculty by printing
buyer of potatoes for the Boston market pays to the in red ink, across the face of the contract, tle fol-
fiarmer in Maine 16 cents per bushel more than he pays to
the farmer in Nova Scotia for a similar article, freîghts
being the same, and that the loss falls upon him and not I bind myselfto give-per bushel for this crop, pro-
upon the Boston purchaser. The Prince Edward Isiander vided there be no increase in the Anierican tarif."
knows that ho loses the American duty when he sends
oats to Boston. Ten or twelve years ago some lumber
inanufacturers in Ottawa thought the American con- the seeds, and I fancy it would be pretty hard to
sumer paid the duty upon Canadian lumber, but the hard remove from lis mmd, in view of this binding
experience of recent years has completely dispelled the provision, the idea tlat tle Americans will have
pleasing illusion." to pay the duty on the fancy seed pease wlien sent
Here is another extract to which the lion. gent- acrosstlie. Tlere are varions otlersmall items
leinan will listen witli interest :in the tariff wlicl I miglit mention, but to wliich,

"en the long liat of agricultural products, I think of periaps, it wold e better to refer wUen we are in
only two in whieh the Ameritan consumer pays any comittee. an nt going to speak on te barley
apisreciable part ofrtee Customt dty, these are, combing
ivool and barley for malting purpeses. These exceptions question, altliongh 1 represent a constitnency wlich
te the rulo resut from an insufficient borne supply cf the is largely interested in that article, becase it iong
partieular quality required for a special use. In these not co e up liere cbut o will refer to a fotler
instancei. the buyer is obliged te senk the residue in ont-
:4ic markets and pay tli, prices whinh prevail in flic question whicli lias excited considerable comment
market cf the country where lie seeks tlem. As te the in my section of tie cuutry and in many hthers.
uiaýýs of our experts te the Urited States, large as i h w ras told by o e of our farmers tat ie was glad
immese infigures it is sosmal in comarisnwitpthe the lion, hember forStastead (Mr. Colby) had etto volume se abondantly produced in the Unitedw he

States, that it no more impacross the likt heeta ls e n e.a Ter area vaiou the orisall te

a litll ributary streamiet swells the waters f the St. nation, because thiere was one outrage against
Lwrenc." wich that lion. gentleman lad foAgit years ago,
He lias tare corne down t du te sensible doctrine, gud wîiclî, now tlat lie was in power, lie would
tat w en a people want anythinpo they do net ne doupt do lis utnost to put au eud te. This
stpply thlemseles, tlieyliave to paypart of tie dty, man told me tiat, some years ago tle President of

t icy rarue, te procure it, but wlierever e value cf tle Council in tlat pamphlet which lie sent broad-
the article is decided by the product cf the import- cast over tle conntry, lad denoned tle enormous
ige cmutry, tlen the exporter pays tie duty. if tax upon kerosne or ceai cil as legalised robbery."
tmakt be tre, aund I believe it is an econemic trotl, He accused tie then Governthent ef laving per-

asinost every instance the Canadian exporter lias petrated legalised robbery by tleir legialation
te pay fie dnty when lie sends is gcods te the on thîs question ii 1876-77. I turned np ttat
Ainernal market. Tliere are one or two other pamphlet, and I fopnd in it the following paragrapl,
illustrations to whicl I o igr t refer to show whetler headed
O itlot tre farmers cf this conntry hold lielieve LEGALSEO RoBBER.
tat rciprecity will lie advantageous te them. "0f ail tlic industries in Canada, the production and
Lct me give yen, Sir, an object lesson. We liave refintng cf cil is, perhaps ti oly ne in which a

ithe connty 1~ liave the lionor to epr t an monopcly ai possile-and that la smply iecause the area
f production is limited, and may, by finesse, ho Brougetiitllustry wqand wlicl lias under one contrhl. h exie When they put ontie-ady attained magnificent proportions, and eue the dnty f 6 cents a gallon, cil was worti 10 cents a

w liuh lias iuspired in our farmers a great deal cf gallon; they swept away the wle Excise duty and re-
couped the o untry by putting it on leM; butte favor thirportions cf Ontie barley industry in the o industry, the on r e whiah could b au ed by prte sHiass ro on oased te c profitable, c tien, they levie a Custens duty cf from 50 te 60 pe-fartwers cf Prince Edward County have gone cent., rakîng, accordlng te their theery, tli ceasurnrs

slf uil, which is made e Canada, pay. net te fc Grvert-oatiisie sud c f a re- ment, but te the manufacturer, 6 cents addatnreal ferhe fine varieties pease-whic every gallon, or c additional profit cf 60 per cent. Wasm tue soutthern markets, wher tliey will net ripen. that legalised robbery, or was it nIt? fe wlise interat
This lias beceme a very largo industry lu ihat was that porpetrated?"
COtipty, and, if the tarif s laws do not interfere, The n lie goes o te say:
tite dealers will distribute arong the farinera "Did if ut overy dollar cf the revenue into thetere Treasury? noid thy net kow that every gallon bougoutS te n oro , f a Canadian refer ad aid him, nt the Tresr, an

ustryel cf seed for the purpose cf grwig these additioalsixcents? Didtasynetknowthattwe-thîrds
aeadse Ttes seeda are ditrioruted among the cf the il cousumed i mannfactured in Canada, sud thatwhihras on a written oentract, y whic the every gallon paid six cents more than it ougoft te ay in
ho.consequence cf fc policy f the Goverumeidtu? Ii theyporins ch inhe for the ntire are preud cf their inaction lu 1876 ud cf theirlegisationgr-e lothper product u 1877, they are welcome te any satisfaction whios teeyani the fainera, on the other baud, bhid thiei can derive from fe contemplation cf it. Se mun for
selvestoO this seedsupon certaindesignated field, fie wl question."
s"(d te soîl the whole crop te the men wbo furnish If that was sncb an egreglous blunder on the partthe seed. Thi indstry las assnmed magnificent cf the thon Govemnent-and I ar net now going
Proportions, ifd a second only te the larley te discus the engin cf it-if it was sucli an
Industry i the Cdnty cf Prince Edward. But egregirus slunderthn, it is equally a blunder uow,w-bat hlis oe the resuit cf the prospective tarif andalt0o0gh0tbeewlodefended00thenmayattempt

es- as the McKinley tarifh, which lsa ow te defe d it now, tbe President cf the Council is pre-
treateued n the United States? it has completely luded fren doing se, d taking bis argument Isay
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that to continue it is to continue legalised robbery.
There is no one tax placed upon the people of this
country, the removal of which would be so imme-
diately felt, as that upon the common article of
coal oil. There is no commodity that I can think
of which enters into such general consumption. I
tried to think of some commodity that I might
compare with it, but I could think of nothing
so generally used between the two oceans, and I
had to make a suppositious case. Suppose that
Indian corn was an absolute necessity in every
house in Canada, that rich and poor alike had to
use cornmeal , and that the County of Essex was
the only county in which it could be produced.
Suppose that corn could not be produced in Essex
for less than 40 cents a bushel, while American
corn could be had for 25 cents a bushel. What
could you say; what would even the present
Goveruinent say, if, for the sake of benefiting one con-
stituencyonly, adutyof 25 cents a bushel was placed
on corn under the circumstances ? That is a parallel
case. That is what has been done in the case of
coal oil; and I say the case I have supposed would
be no greater outrage than the continuation of the
tax on this very common conmnodity. I apologise
for detaining the House so long, and I shall refer
to only one other subject, which is the remuoval
from the free list of certain products which, for
the last year or two, have been admitted free. I
refer to the abrogation of the Order in Council of
13th May, 1888, by which green fruits, shrubs,
trees, and so on, were put on the free list. I do
not regard this as a very important change in the
tariff, as far as the farming interests are concerned.
Last year the Minister of Customs answered a
question as to the value of imports and exports
during the free period, and he stated that from
the 4th April, 1888, to the 1st January, 1889, we
had imported, of all these articles to which I have
referred, $831,339 worth, and had exported
$1,486,022 worth. So I cannot see that, if that
year is to be taken as an index, any very great
injury can accrue to our farmers from this change.
But I refer to it now because it may affect a tariff
to which the farmers are looking with some dread
at the present time ; and I think the impression has
obtained throughout the country that this act of the
Government will go a long way to justify our
American neighbors in establishing what is gener-
ally known as the McKinley tariff. For ten years,
a proposition has been held before the people of
Canada and before the people of the United States
as a flag of truce, as a standing offer. We have
never been able to speak of reciprocity without
having that standing offer thrown in our faces.
The Government have said : We are for recipro-
city ; look at the statute, we are ready to meet
the Americans on equal terms. That has been
given, time and again, as a reason why we were
not called upon to enter into negotiations for re-
ciprocity with our neighbors. It might be con-
tended that a simple offer on the Statute-book
would not have any great international effect, that
it was not binding as a treaty would be, though it
was argued differently ; but that contention was
made on the floor of this House. Hon. gentle-
men opposite took the ground that we were
not obliged to fulfil that promise whenever the
United States chose to select certain articles
and place them on the free list. But the
Government departed from that view. They

Mr. PATr.

yielded to the pressure from somewhere-I do
not know whether it was from Washington or from
their friends behind them-but they acknowledged
that they were bound by that, and they met the
Americans half-way, in consequence of that statu-
tory offer, and, when we in this country did that,
and placed these articles on the free list, I say, we
sealed the bargain with the United States, and
gave it all the effect of a treaty ; and now, by a
stroke of the pen on the part of the Government,
without any notice as far as I know, this treaty
has been abrogated. No doubt that will be used,
I have heard that it has been already used, as one
of the reasons why our American neighbors are
justified in no longer extending to us the right
hand of fellowship, in relation to the tariff. If
that is so, I think it is the most unfortunate
movement which the Government have made.
Representing, as I do, an agricultural constituency,
I thought I should say something on this matter,
and, having eliminated all statistics from my
remarks, I hope they will be received in the spirit
in which they have been made.

Mr. SPROULE. This subject has been threshed
out from every direction, and, were it not
,hat such an attempt is made by hon. gentlemen
opposite to show that no benefit is to be derived
from these changes in the tariff by the great agri-
cultural class of this community, I would have
refrained from speaking on the subject. Before
passing to the discussion of the subject proper, I
will direct my attention for a few moments to some
of the remarks of the hon. member for Prince
Edward (Mr. Platt). In his closing remarks he
referred to our conduct towards the United States
as one of a threatening character ; he said that,
instead of doing what we are doing, we shoukl
hold out the olive branch or the flag of truce to
them as an inducement to them to return the saine
thing to us. What would that hon. gentleman
think of his neighbor who had his farm fenced ini
for fie benefit of his family, what would he think
of a corporation which had built walls to protect
the interest of their city, if the neighbor would
say, I am prepared to throw down my fence and
allow your cattle to roam over my premises, and
destroy my crops, although you keep up your fence
against me, because I think this may be an induce-
ment to you at some time in the future to throwV
down your fences to me? Would that be a prudent
farmer? He would be looked upon as being insane.
I think that in this enlightened age of the nine-
teenth century he would be considered little less
than insane and only fit for a lunatic asylum. It
would be natural for him, as it is for all individuals,
as well as for corporations, first to take into col-
sideration the interests of his own situation, thle
importance of looking after those who were ex-
trusted to his care, either by nature or from any
other cause, of providing for them, and of keepingf
his own resources as much as possible under li
own control, so that they might be used for hyi
advantage, and keeping the outside world, as it
ought naturally to be, and as the law of all civilisedl
countries provides it should be, at a distance until it
would reciprocate on equal terms. The hon, gentle-
man has at last come out as one of themembersof the
Opposition, and he tells us what the policy of that
party is. He says: We are twitted with ha8iVi
no policy, but we have not yet abandoned our

3043 3044



[.APi'RIL 8, 1890.J

policy of unrestricted reciprocity. I believe, if I
reinember correctly, that that hon. gentleman was
the first one amongst the Opposition members of
this House to declare that their policy was unre-
stricted reciprocity some years ago, even in advance
of his party. He says our policy is still unre-
stricted reciprocity, we wish to take down that
tariff line. We wish to do away with that wall
around our country, and we wish to allow foreign
manufacturers to flood our country with whatever
they have to sell. I would.like to ask that hon.
gentleman, and I would like to ask the farmers of
Canada, whether they would be willing to allow the
bogus cheese and butter that is made by millions
of pounds over in that country, to be sent into our
own country to the destruction of one of our most im-
portant industries. Why is it that this season we
have sent out over 88,000,000 lbs. of Canada-
made cheese into England, for which ample remu-
ueration has been returned to the farmers of this
country. The manufacture of cheese is one of the
mnost important interests of the country to-day.
\Why, Sir, if we allowed those cheese made in the
United States, composed largerly of rotten lard,
cotton-seed oil, and other injurious ingredients, tobe
t1hrown into our country in tens of millions of

pounds, it would effectually destroy that industry.
There is no farmer in Canada to-day that could
prosecute that industry profitably as lie now does,
if we had unrestricted reciprocity. The hon.
gentlemani spoke about Manitoba and the North-
West as being strong competitors with the Ontario
farmers. That hon. gentleman I must say is eitlher
pessimiistiC in his views, or else he is very illiberal in
his conclusions. Does he iot knowthat that is one of
the important integralparts of the Dominionto-day?
Does he not know that that country is largely ab-
sorbing the surplus products of the manufacturers
of the east, and that the harvesters and agricultural
iplements that are sent into the North-W'est
attord our manufacturers a benefit fromn producing
these implements from our own raw material ? We
find a market for them in our own country, and
oui railways receive a return in the carriage of the
prodlucts of our manufacturers up there, and in the
carriage of the products of those people who live
im that country to the east. It is a mutual ex-
change of products to the benefit of both, and not
b)y any neans to the disadvantage of either. I
think the lion. gentleman was very short-siglited if
he imagines that either Manitoba or the North-
West is going to be a drawback to this great Dom-
lnon of Canada. The hon. gentleman said that the

farmers im every protectionist country in the world
are suffering ; and, although he did not say it in ex-
pressed words, he added, by implication, that it was
lot so with the farmers of free trade countries.
N ow, what is the history of the agriculturists of

ngland, that free trade of free trade countries ? Is
it any better than that of the farmers of
Ontario, or any better than that of the farmers
on the continent of America? Why, it is worse.
MWe find that in that country committee after com-
liittee has been appointed to ascertain, as
far as possible, what means might be devised for
bettering the condition of the agriculturists in that
country. What is it that has caused so much
tr.ouble to ufortunate Ireland in the last decade ?
Is it not because the agriculturists of that country,where there are no manufactures, cannot find a

bome market for their farm products ? They are
96j

confined to that one island, and they are suffering
from competition witli the agricultural products of
other countries. I say there is no argument what-
ever, in the comparison the hon. gentleman has
drawn from the condition of free trade countries.
The hon. gentleman said it was an undeniable fact
that wherever you cast your eyes the young men are
leaving our country in dozens, lie says in hundreds.
He says: "Look around the locality where you
live and see how many have gone abroad." He
says lie bas looked over the school lists of years
ago, and found that some of thems had gone away
and lie asks: " Where are these people to-day? I
find they are in foreign countries." Well, I can
only say that if the young men of his country are
subject to the education of the lion. member for
Prince Edward (Mr. Platt) and to the arguments
lie has given to this House to-night, I do not wonder
that they go to those Elysian fields that are painted
so brightly, and that are held up to themn as the land
of milk and honey. Many of them do go, I regret to
say, and I believe it is largely due, in nmany
instances, to the arguments of hon. gentlemen
opposite, coming from gentlemen whom they are
accustomed to respect as men of intelligence, and
who ought to know something of the situation. I
will not follow the lion. gentleman further than
that. I will say that I think we are entitled to
congratulate the Finance Minister for the very
clear, concise and logical financial statement lie
has been able to make to this House and the coun-
try. The hon. gentleman is in a situation to-day
that lie can say that the coffers of the country
have money enough to carry on the requirements
of this country. The tariff that was devised a few
years ago, and that was said by hon. gentlemen
opposite would not raise a revenue, bas raised a
revenue ample for the requirements of this country,
and we have a magnificent surplus being collected,
year after year, by reason of that very tariff.
I wonder if the hon. gentleman fromn South Ox-
ford ever thinks of the speech lie made in 1879,
when he said : If this iniquitous tariff is imposed I
eau tell 'on. gentlemen, and I speak from some
experience, that the very object they have in
view, of being able to raise a revenue by virtue of
this tariff, will iot be attained, they will have to
disabuse their minds of that idea in a very short
time, because if they should ever put this tariff on
the Statute-book, I can assure themn it will not
raise a revenue. At that time lie told the people
of the country that they were blindfolded, they
were deceived, they were imposed upon, that in
due time they would begin to realise the fact.
But time has passed, 12 years have passed since
then, and we find that the revenue of the country
is expanding, and that it is ample for the needs of
the country. We have a surplus from year to year
with which we are able to carry on the government
of the country, and to accomplish those objects for
the purpose of which that tariff was devised.
Then what are lion. gentlemen saying in regard to
that tariff? The general line of argument taken by
hon. gentlemen opposite during this present debate
has been one of gloom ; there has been general
despair. Almost every lion. gentleman who has
spoken on the subject has followed this line of
argument. The initiation was made by the hon.
member for South Oxfortl, and it was followed up
by one member after another who followed him in
rapid succession, until almost every member on
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that side of the House seemed to catch the infec- tory of that country does not furnish a parallel to
tion, for they could scarcely be up fifteen minutes this record. Here 200 families were ejected from
before they fell into the sanie doleful strain of their homes in one day, and during the pitiless
gloomy forebodings as to the condition of the winter, when they had not sufficient to keep them
country, its prospects, the condition of the protected from the elements and where they had
farmers, the condition of the manufacturers, neither food nor shelter. Such a record is not to
and the hard times that were existing in every be fouud in this country, and we have nothing in
part of the country. Notwithstanding all that, Canada to compare with it. I might read many
when we travel over our country we see in the items from different parts of the country to the
prosperous appearance of the people that at least same effect, although the cases might be greater or
they have ample to supply themselves with in the lesser in their severity.
shape of food ; they are living in a healthy condi- Mr. BARRON. Give us now something about
tion, they show ail the signs of health, they go Vermont.
tolerably well clothed, they are able to keep them- Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for South
selves from the nclemency of the wether theira s t ou t t
housesa are comfortable, their barns are well stored G ef iet atugarh heanxi at maigt b aers to
with provisions and sustenance for their cattle, l oin the arer ty. n anytlîif s
their fields are covered with fBocks and herds for regtrding a tthe ers of bou espey if t
which they get rerunerative returns whenever they any eoth . he nterest of ofers. ane
wish to sel; and we find every indication of, at
heast, fair prosperity in the country, as much 1 are not benefited by it, but, on the contrary, a great
think, as we can find in any other agricultural injury is doe to them. He says that if a duty is
country under the sun. It is not to be wondered placed on pork, it is a duty whic the farmers do
at that we have individual cases of want. It not want. The hon. gentleman lives in an agricul.
is not to be wondered that we have not as great tural part of the country, and should understand
prosperity as we enjoyed in 1882 and 1883 because the case better. According to our Trade and Navi-
the statistics show that in Ontario during the last gation Returus, 15,865,139 pounds of pork were
three years there bas been a falling off of, on an hrought into Canada Iast year, principally into
average, 7,000,000 bushels of grain per year? Is it Ontario, Quebec and New Brunswick, but very
to be wondered at that we do not experience such largely into Ontario, and yet he opposes any effort
great prosperity now as we did formerly when the b keep out American pork although it woul
crops were up to the average of previous years ? It enefit the farmers. Hon, gentlemen opposite con-
is not. But, notwithstanding that falling off in tend that this duty on pork is going to increase
the crops, the people of Canada to-day are as well the price $6 a barrel, and at the saie time they
supplied with the necessaries and comforts of life argue that it is not goîng to do the farmer any
as are farmers not only in the United States and good. It assuredly is not going to benefit the mm-
Great Britain, but in any part of the world. Hon. berman. If, therefore, a farmer selîs pork to a lum-
gentlemen opposite are constantly directing atten- berman at an increase of $6 a barrel, is it not clear
tion to the Elysian fields south of the border, and that he must benefit thereby, and the hon. member
they are drawing comparisons between the United for South Grey possesses enough intelligence to
States and this Dominion. It is said that compa- know that they must be benefited. If the price
risons are odious, but they serve to draw the advances only hal a cent a pound, and it will be
public mind to important that at the very lowest computation, it means on

to be the aim and delight of hon. gentlemen
opposite to prove to this fouse and to the coun- Taking other unes of products, and beef, ou which
try that on the other side of the line there is there will be a duty of 3 cents a pound, it is easily
nty gbtml adhny ndta ohn understood what an important advantage is given
nothing but milk and honey, and that nothing
exists there but prosperity ; but if we look at o our farmers.
items which appear constautly in the public prints Mr. BARRON. That was al mess pork.
we will find there lG nothing in the condition of M . SPROULE. es it was mess and a l other
the farmers there to justify such contention. kinds of pork. 'What do we find to ho the con-

Mr. BARRON. What can the hon. gentleuman dition of affair to-day? When I visited Toronto
say in regard to the statement of the Presidert of the other day, I was told that a car of meat froii
the Council that there la no land iny this country the wholesale butchers of Chicago passed throug.
like the State of Vermout It was opened first at London, and beef and pornd

were taken ont and placed on the local market,
Mr. SPROULE. If the hon, gentleman will and there sold to the detriment of our fariers.

only keep quiet for a little while, I will give him The head and feet were cut off the pig because
my attention subsequently; and if pe wishes to they were not profitable ou which to pay duty, but
talk about inconsistency in statement, argument the other parts were entire. The car was after-
or logic, it will be found amply in his own case wards closed, and taken to other points. Meat is
without appealing to remarks made by the hon. thus brought in to enter into competition with the
member for Stanstead. I have here a clippingfrom products of Canada, and it is retailed every day to
a paper in New Jersey. It goes on to say that in the people in London, Guelph, Hamilton, Toronto
the southern part of New Jersey over 200 fam- and Montreal. This has been going on for sornle
ilies are now homeless; that Sheriff Johnson, of time, and the quatity is increasing. A fariner
Atalanta, has sold, within the past few days, 200 who saw this car arrive and the meat taken ont
farms to satisfy mortgages ii that part of the State, said it was a disgrace to our people that our fariers
and hau ejected 200 familles. Hon. gentlebmen op- should be subjected to such unfair competition, and
posite sometimes talk about the ungenerous in- the Government should raise the duty suffcientlY
fluences that work in freland to-day, but the his. to keep American pork and beef ot of theeountry.

Mr. SPSsouLon
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I say so too. Our agricultural community, consti- peculiar to the members of the Liberal party in this
tuting as it does a very large majority of the country. Hon. gentlemen opposite say, also, that
people, should be protected by measures which this country is in a deplorable condition, notwith-
w ould be beneficial to the whole people. Last standing the fact that our banking institutions show
year over 22,671,000 pounds of meat came into avery large increaseof moneydeposits. I haveyetto
Canada in competition with the products of our learn that a country with lots of money to deposit in
ow-n farmers, and the Government should make some bank is other than a prosperous country, especially
effort to stop the inroads of American farmers to if that money is divided among the people gene-
the detriment of our own farmers, and to their rally as it is in Canada: Our money is not hoarded
supplying our people, not only the lumbermen but by a few millionaires ; it is divided anong the
the people of the towns and cities to the extent I people and benefits the people generally.
have indicated. No less than 8,285,000 pounds of We have in the post office Isavings banks the
lird came into this country last year from the money showing the small savings of the agricul-
United States, this being another product of our tural classes, the wage-earners and the poor people
farners. It is not possible for our farmers to raise generally We have the deposits in the larger
hogs profitably because the corn-fed pork and the banks, sbowing the money which capitalists have
soft rattle-snake pork of the west is brought into nccumulated in their business for the last ten or
competition here. By this ineans great injustice is tweive years. We have also thc iuoney invested
(lne tu our farmers, and it is proper that the in the loaning companies, and in every one of these
(4uvernînient should devise some means by rasing institutions, if we look carefully over the condition
the duty or otherwise to protect the farmers of the of the country, we can only orne to one conclusion,
country t is said by the gon. member for Victoria namely, that the people of the country are not se

Barron), who is living in a part of the country much impoverised as they are represented to ae.
hich I ain told is not a first-class agricultuiral I have here, in thei oeary Tine, a report of the

district, but the farmers taise these things and setl Canadian Permanent Loan and Savings Company, a
thei tu the unbermen without profit, while the company which lenis as inucb mcney as almost
iuinberin is making a good profit on his business. any two comnpanies in Canada put together, and 1

vurely he should net stand up and say it is an in- find that their financial operations last year, both
justice t o the fariner that this doty sfoud be put in taking in and paying ont coney, amounted to
co. The ember for North Welington (Mr. $11,265,000. The an al report of the cntpasy
MelcMullen) said the samne, aud although he toid us contains the followinig
that in his part of the country the farmers were ¡ muc reids the arerersented sure,

which I am tol ist alnot frtlas aicura n I n have h re i the oneary Timers w, a repo rte

dstriit, bu t armger rais ths thir an- be struck by the large amount received on account cf
etition lie is willing te give the American farner m prtgages. The paynents asade hy our custmers lastthe Canadia houme market which the Canadian year were mest satisfactory, neer better, and speak wel

farnie- ugt to have. The memb er fo r South for the general character cf ur ivestmencs."
urey n) Laiderkin) seeme to 6e imbued with Des that indicate tbe extreme pverty cf which

the sane idea, and every one of the ron. gentlemen we have heard se much frei hon. gentlemen
sppusite tok up the saine doleful strain, ad opposite ioces that indicate that te farmers are
en(lea re te cnvince theiselves amin the ceun- mortgaged to spcb an extent that the people are
tiT, if they could net cnvince the members of this leavi the cuntry by hundreds and ging te the
ouse, that it is an injustice te the farmers tbat United States? Il oes that indicate tbat the pee-

w e should have this condition of things in the ple are unable to supply themselves with the ordi-
countr-. Now, I contend that the Governnent has nary necessaries and comforts of life ? I think it
done a good deal for the farmers in these changes does not. I have only given the report of one coin-
of the tariff. They have put a duty of 40 cents a pany, but I might go over the whole list of then,
barrel on apples ; they have put a duty on rasp- and show that the general tenor of their reports is
berries, strawberries, cherries, pluns and cran- to the effect that they are receiving their money
lerries. In my part of the country there is back that they lent out on nortgages in very con-
a great deal of attention given to raising plums ; siderable quantities ; that the companies were well
we ship about 10,000 bushels a year, and if it 'pleased with the amounts they were being repaid,
w not for this duty of 30 cents a bushel, our and that measured by their own experience they

orchard owners would be brought in direct compe- look upon the condition of the country as pros-
tition with the American fruit raisers. The Gov- perous. Hon. gentlemen opposite have spoken
elinent have put a duty of 3 cents a pound on lard about the scarcity of money in the country
to Protect the farmers, and they have put a duty on and the shrinkage of the value of faris. I hold
butterine, and olemargarine, to the extent that that is no great detriment to the country, if the
they have kept all bogus butter out of the country, land only reaches a value where a man's labor will
w hich is a great blessing to the farmers of Canada. be paid a return which will be a fair interest on
They have put a duty on mess pork, meats, dried the muoney invested in his farn, and if a man can-
Pork and flour, and in all these things we are told not rent his farin to pay 5 per cent. for the money

Sheon. gentlemen opposite the duty is going to do invested, the agricultural land is to high. If
tue tarmers injustice, and that it will not do them land comes down to its normal value to-day it is
any good. Hon. gentlemen opposite have endeav- no great injury to the parties who are holding theore-l to prove that the consumer is using some- land, because they do not want to sell it, but wish
thing for which he is obliged to pay more than he to continue carrying on their operations, and they
ougt to pay because of this duty, and they have receive a better return for their labor. The hon.aLse argued that the producer of the article is not member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
benefited by the increased price of the commodity gave us a peculiar illustration of the condition of the
w hicb is consumed. That is a kind of logic which country, in stating that farms were extensivelyis paradoxical, and it is p kind of logic which is mortgaged, and that he took his returns, he said,
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from the registry offices of the Province of On- sent, and on that ground they will daim the sup.
tario. Now, for several years past, I have been port of the manufacturers. It will take them as
sending payments on a mortgage for a fariner in my long to explain away their arguments of to-day as
part of the country, who mortgaged one f armi some it does to explain their untenable position before
nine years ago for $1,000 in order to buy another the agriculturists of Canada; and I ar afraid that
farm. He was to pay $100 a year, and I have sent the resuit will be about as pleasant to them as it
nine annual instalments, leaving only $100 on that was in 1882 and 1887. They will find that the
mortgage now due ; but if you go into the people would rather live in a foel's paradise, as
registry office in South Grey you will find there they are pleased to cail it, and have some coi-
is a mortgage of $1,000 charged against that farm, fort, than enjoy the Company of hon. gentlemen
although $900 have been paid off. The bon. gentle- opposite. who could only drive the ship of state
man must have known that such are the real on the sands ani shoals as they did before. The
facts of the case in very many instances, and, there- producing and mannfacturing classes of this
fore, I can only assume that he was attempting to contry will prefer te support men who have
deceive the people of this country by his statement shown their disposition, their willingness and
in reference to the nortgages on farms in Ontario, their abîlity to assist them as they are doing te-
because if he wished to make a fair argument, he day. But what is the present Goverument doîng
would never have made the statements lie did, for the great agricultural class of this country
without explanation. He ought to have known, to-day? They have put a duty on the products
and probably he did know, that hundreds of thou- of the farners, in whidi competition from the
sands of people in the country, nust see how American side is becoming injurions to them ou
fallacious, how unfair and how misleading his meats, lard, butter, corn and oats; on every e
argument was. It was stated also by the bon. of these unes the duty is a direct benefit
inember for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) to the farmers of this country. Then, the
that the people were leaving the country by thou- Governmeat have kept the markets of the eld
sands, because they had sent back this Govern- country for the Caaadian farier, who is able
ment to power, and he told us that the bon. Min- to sead lis cattle there alive without having them
ister of Finance and his friends are living in a scheduled as American cattie are. Tbey have kept
fool's paradise; therefore, of course, by imple- the home market of this country for the Canadiam.
nient we must assume that the people are fools. wbich has been built up by our manufacturing in-
And why are they fools in the eyes of the member dustries. The manufacturers of this country are
for South Oxford? Because they did not see fit to censeaiigmillionscffeetcfluinerasrawmatera],
place the hon. gentleman and his friends upon the wbicb has been got eut by the farmers. An heo.
Treasury benches, and because they decided to gentleman frei Prince Edward Island said tht
allow them to remain in the cold shades of Op- this tarif benofits the class against the mass tlat
position where they would do less injury and it benefits net the agriculturists, but the aana-
more good for the country. The hon. mem- facturers; but the manufacturers of this couutrv
ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), speak- buy their raw material frein the farmors, and thiis
ing of the farmners who supported the Gov- by boneflting the nanufacturers they benefit the
ernment, gave us an account of his dream or farmers. If ycu go along the hue cf the Canadien
séance, in which he stated that these farmers were Paciflc Railway in my county to-day, yen will see
only fit to be sent to hell, to be hung up to dry, great quantities cf ohm, inaphe, boecb, ash, hireh,
because they were too green to burn. I wonder how cherry, and ail kinds cf hardwood and softweed
the farmers of Ontario will accept the compliment. pihed up in the railway yards waiting te be shipped
I wonder how they will repudiate the insinuation te Toronto te supply the Massey aad other nu-
made by the member for North Norfolk (Mr. facturing companies. This cenpany tumned eut
Charlton) when he asks them to return him again over 20,000 agricultural implements last year for
as a member of this House. I say that this state- the farmers of this and ether countries. TleY
ment of his was an insult to the agricultural classes oxportod te foreign countrios ovor 2,000 agricul-
of this country. It is a shame that an bon. tural implenents last year, and we have ii
gentleman who professes to be of the dignity and travelling ahi through the country during the
standing of the bon. member for North Norfolk winter season buying up tirnber as raw matoriel
(Mr. Charlton) should nake such an illustration, for the manufacturers. Is net that a benefit to
because it was a gratuitous insult to the farmers. the country? I know farmers who if the seasdi is
It was intended te be offensive, it ought to be offen- prepitions will make frein $100 te $400 i gettiig
sive, and when the time comes again that the hon. eut this timber and wood, and it is largely the pro-
member will have to appeal to his constituents I tective tarif adopted in 1878 that bas enabled the
feel they will resent it. We have heard hon. gen- manufacturers te increase their output froni year
tlemen on the other side of the House make some te year. and thereby consume the raw matera.
very peculiar statements in Parliament, but the The hon. member for South Huron (Mr. McMilliiX
time will come when they will have to go back to in dealing witb this question, said that the fanmuer",
their constituents, to ask their people to re-endorse instead cf being beneflted by this tariff, 'er,
their arguments and the position they have taken injuriously afected by it. fe undertook te ceai-
here, ortorejectthem, andsendothersintheir places. paie the condition cf the farmers to-day witb Wlît
But then and not till then we will find a change it was a few years ago, and ho mentioned a nnnîber
come over the spirit of their dream ; we will find cf implements needed te carry on the operaticas
them again making excuses for their position and cf an ordinary farm in Ontario, giving the cest
explaining it away; there will be another Malvern those implements without thé duty, and their
speech from the leader of the Opposition, and the cost with the duty. The hon. gentleman feî't
people will be told that the country is committed that these articles are manufactured at home, ne
to a tariff and that they dare not alter it at pre- duty being paid on them, and that the wood used
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ini their manufacture is produced by Canadian
farmers. But he counted up the cost, and he found
that every farmer in this country would need
s994 worth of implements to carry on lis farming
operations on which according to his calculation,
lie would pay $376 of duty. I think in the case
of ainost any farmer of Ontario $376 would cover
the cost of nearly all the agricultural implements
about his place. Then the hon. gentleman went
on to show how the Mackenzie Government en-
couraged the farmers of this country, and said :

" During that time we could get al] our agricultural
implements into the country free; now we have to pay 35
per cent.; waggons were free, they now pay 50 per cent.;
buggies were free, they now pay 41 per cent. ; a hay-knife
wais free, it now has to pay 79j per cent."
He mentioned various other farming implements
which he said were then free of duty, but on
which we have now to pay a duty. Now, I
have a statement lere of the duties paid on
agricultural implements in 1878, and I say the
inember for South Huron in using the argument
lie did was only deluding the farmers of the
country, and leading them to believe that under
the Mackenzie Government they were getting
those implements free, when such was not the
case. I find that in 1878 agricultural imple-
ioents not otherwise specified were imported to

the value of $20,756, on which a duty was paid of
-3,0;8.22, at 171 per cent ; and yet the hon. mem-

her for South Huron said they were free, Ought
the hon, gentleman not to apologise to the people of
this country and to this House for making such an
erroneous and misleading statement ?

Mr. MeMILLAN (Huron). The statement I
niade was that the farmers could get all their
iplements ln through agricultural societies
free.

Mr. SPROULE. I have read the Ion. gentle-
man's own words ; it was afterwards he spoke of
agricultural societies. I have a statement here
showing that through agricultural societies there
was imported only $1,901 worth. Then, I find
tliat in 1878 there was imported $576 worth of
chaff cutters, on which a duty was paid of
10-82; $1,391 worth of churns, on which a duty

of S243.38 was paid ; $184 worth of corn huskers,
on which a duty of $32.54 was paid ; $379 worth
of cultivators, on whichî a duty of $66.36 was paid ;
S28,909 worth of hoes, rakes and forks, on which
a duty of $5,059.70 was paid ; $45,058 worth of
ýeythes and snaths, on which $7,889.30 of duty
was paid ; $34,437 worth of spades and shovels, on
which $6,043 was paid ; and upon reaping and
threshing machines, of which they brought in overM44,000 worth, there was paid $7,698 duty. In all

(203,808 worth of agricultural implements of these
kids were brought in, on which $35,464 duty was
paid, and yet the hon. member for South Huron
'Ir. MeMillan) endeavored to persuade the farm-
ers that under the Mackenzie régime they got their
agricultural implements in free. I have gone over
the hon, gentleman's statements in varions lines,a nil if time permitted I could show that in every
instance they are as misleading as is the one I have
JOst exposed. The hon. gentleman, who is a prac-
tical farmer and is credited with a good deal of in-
telligence, should be ashamed to mislead the poor
farmers into the belief that they were getting in
agricultural implements free in 1878, and are pay-
ig so much now, when the reverse is the case. The

hon. gentleman should apologise to this House and
to the farmers of this country for having made so
misleading a statement. From the little information
I have had from the farmers since the new duties
have been imposed they are very much pleased.
Instead of the tariff being universally unsatisfac-
tory, in my county, which I visited only two days
ago, I did not find a single farmer, of either party,
who was not prepared to admit that the protection
given him was of the right kind. In fact thé only ob-
jection he had was that it did not go far enough.
They desire a heavier duty on pork and oats, and I
think the farmers are entitled to an increase of
the duties. I think, notwithstanding all the opposi-
tion on the part of the lumbermen, that it is not
doing any great injustice to them that the farmer
should get a little more for his pork. I sec the
hon. member for Russell (Mr. Edwards) applaud-
ing that sentinent. I know he is a lumberman
and wants to get American pork in free of duty.
But I think the farmers will not appreciate bis
good intentions when lie goes back to them, and
tells them that he is prepared to oppose the Govern-
ment because they will not take the duty off pork
and allow the lumbermen to bring it in free. The
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
said that our Government were exasperating the
Ainericans in every particular. He said that last
year they put an export duty on logs, which
worked great injustice to our Canadian exporters
of lumber. How does it exasperate the Americans?
It exasperates the hon. member for North Nor-
folk a good deal more than the Americans.
Why? Because he is carrying on his lumber opera-
tions on the shores of Georgianl Bay, and instead of
buying his pork from the Canadian farmers,
he crosses the lakes and buys it in Michigan. In-
stead of buying oats from the Canadian far-
mer he brings them over from Michigan, and
if the export duty were taken off logs, lie would
tow them over to the American side, transfer his
mill there, and sell his lumber, without paying any
duty, in the American market. He would carry
on the greater part of his operations on the Amer-
ican side, and the only benefit that Canada would
derive from his enterprise would be in the employ-
ment of a few men in the lumber shanties. I know
for a fact that mills have been transferred to the
American side and the logs towed across, and that
the Americans are sending men to cut the logs, and
as soon as the logs are in the water, they take them
across, and leave their Canadian men often without
paying them their winter's wages, so that many of
our Canadians are eompelled to beg their way
home after working the whole season in the woods.
Is that for the benefit of the Canadian farmers ?
We have a right to put a stop to this and
legislate for our own people. These lumber-
men are the wealthy men of the country. Those
men who bought timber limits a few years ago and
hold them to-day are rapidly becoming millionaires,
and why should they not pay a little more for their
pork and for their oats, and thus benefit the Cana-
dian farmers who live among them and endure all
the hardships and trials of life in the country ? I
hope the Government will keep up that export duty
on logs, or even make it higher. Let the logs be
kept in our country, let them be manufactured
here, let the oats and the pork of our farmers go to
feed the horses and men of our lumbermen, and let
our own lumber be manufactured here. Those hon.
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gentlemen, whether they come from North Huron, lished in 1880. Take St. Hyacinthe. The industries
or Grey, or Bruce, or Simcoe, or any other part of there existed before 1879. They have increased
the country, will be condemned by the farmers since, but oniy by natural progress, and they pro.
when it is found that they oppose this duty, which test agaînst the present system by returning my
is specially intended to benefit the farmers. I hope hon. friend the present member (Mr. Bernier). Take
the Goverunent will make the tariff higher than it ail the other places in the Province of Quebec, the
stands, and I am sure the farmers will stand by rural districts, the townships, the parishes, the
the Government, which is doing its best in the villages and even the towns, and you will see
interests of the whole people. that they have onîy suffered from this system.

The hion. gentleman said he would protect the
Mr. LAVERGNE. We have heard many inter- the farmers by causing new markets to be created.

esting speeches on the subject before the House I ask bim where are the new markets in the Pro-
from the other Provinces, but I do not think that vince of Quebec, I do not know of one. The
the protests coming from the Province of Quebec farmers who were to be benefitcd by this syster
have been sufficiently numerous, and for this have suffered instead of profiting by it. Perbaps
reason I deem it my duty to express my views on they may have benefited in Ontario or in the
this matter. When the President of the Council North-West, but in the Province of Quebec we are
rose the other day I expected that he would have bound to buy four and corn and almost ail the
treated this question particularly from a Quebec products of the farm froin the western Provinces.
standpoint, but I must say I was disappointed in It is a disputable question whcther the duty on
that regard, for the hon. gentleman devoted almost four has increased the price or not. There is one
all his time to attempting to refute the arguments thing whicb cannot be disputed, and that is that
of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard we pay the duty on the American four that we
Cartwright), and limited his remarks to very buy. According to the Trade and Navigation
general considerations concerning the whole Domi- Returns, we bought 200,000 barrels of American
nion ; but perhaps the policy of the hon. gent- four last year, upon whicl we paid a duty of
leman, in not speaking about his own Province, $100,000. If you divide this among the 65 consti-
was a wise one under the circumstances, for I tuencies in the Province of Quebec, you will sec
know that the hon. gentleman has regard for the that each constituency paid on an average $1,500.
truth, and I have no doubt that he felt scrupulous We paii last year $47,000 lu that Province i
about going into particulars with regard to the duty on corn, which is an average of $750 for
Province of Quebec, since he could not do sowith any each constituency. On the two items of four
advantage to the position he has taken. Judging and corn, $2,250 were paid in duty on an average
from w-at -we have heard, more especially on this in each constituency in the Province of Quebcc.
side, concerning Ontario and the Maritime Now, there bas been another 25 cents added on
Provinces, judging from the statistics which have each barrel of four, and, supposing we bouglit
been given us and also fron the blue-books, I must only the r same quantity next year, the increascd
say that there is no cause for satisfaction in the duty will mean $730 for every constituency in the
actual condition of our country, more especially Province of Quebec. This year, if we are to judge
the condition of the Province of Quebc. The from the statistics of last year, the people
President of the Council lias expressed the opinion of Quebec will have to pay an average
that he is opposed to reciprocity even in natural duty of $3,000 on four and corn. What do we pay
products, so that ie has personally committed in duties on what we import for consuniption
himself to oppose reciprocity in every respect ;The total duties amount to about 23 million dol-
and considering the stand that the Government lars. Wc have 215 constituencies, and this repre
have taken on this question the prospects of the sents an average duty of over $100,000 in every
Province of Quebec are darker perhaps than those constituency of the Dominion. This duty is more
of any other Province in the Dominion. I intend than the municipal taxes and the schooi taxes and
to say but very little on this point, and will merely the cburch assessments and the tithes and the
express my views in support of the policy local charges ail put together. This is the resuit of
proposed by my hon. friend from South Oxford protection. What wili be the next resuit? The
(Sir Richard Cartwright). What bas been the ncxt resuit is retaliation. With thi tarif wbicb
results of the policy of protection in the now prevails in the Province of Quebec, we Cals
Province of Quebec ? I admit that one single oniy export some articles to the United States,
place in that Province bas been favored by sncb as horses, cattie, hay, potatoes, eggs and
this protective system, and that is the city of Mont- some lumber. TI-e duty now is higb enough anti
real. The rural districts and the towns and villages leaves a very small margin for the producer. Now,
have not derived any benefit whatever from that on both sides of the me, we are raising a wall.
policy, but have suffered many disadvantages. The Arericans are quick enough to retort to us.
Take for instance the city of Quebec. In the divi- We are threatened with a tarif which wiii be do'-
sion of that city represented by my hon. friend bic on some articles asd as high on others as that
from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) there is the inanu- which at present exists. This will arount to total
facture of boots and shoes. That is prospering, prohibition in the Province of Quebec in regard to
but it was established before the principle of pro- ail that we export to the United States, and wbich
tection was adopted. These manufacturers do not wc will now have to keep. It is said that those
want that system of protection. They have often who sdi hay ought not to do so, but ouglit
voted on that question, and last time they returned to look for other pursuits. 1 Say they have no
a free trader with a majority of 2,000. Take the right to say to these producers, you shail cultivate
city of Sherbrooke. I was told to-day, by a well your land in other ways. There are many sec-
informed citizen of Sherbrooke, that the only new tions in the Province of Quebec, particuiarly 01
industry there is a corset factory, which was estab- the north shQrç, iuch as Berthier and Maskinolsgc,
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where hay can be profitably grown and is grown, train that leaves the station of Arthabaska takes
but the river St. Lawrence covers the land at cer- away five or six families to the United *States.
tain periods of the year, and it is impossible to In one of the best township of Arthabaska,
cultivate cereals there. In those counties the hay where there were 21 inhabitants in one range,
business is the most profitable one, and I do not there are now only five-the others have all gone
think that lion. gentlemen opposite have the riglit to the States. No later than last week I met a
to say : You nust give up this pursuit and must man who came back from the States to see Mr.
look after others. The President of the Council Mercier. He was the father of 12 living children,
challenged the member for South Oxford to dis- and he hoped that, as he had not been gone long
cuss the question of reciprocity in natural pro- away, he would be entitled to his 100 acres of land.
ducts, on any platform whatever. I am sure the Surely he was not a young man. Being the father
hon. gentleman will not have time to come of 12 children he must have had some little ex-
to ny county ; but, if he passes through or near perience, and lie had not been led away by a spirit
there, I shall be glad for him to come and discuss of adventure. These examples might be multi-
these questions before the farmers of Arthabaska. plied. It is admitted generally that we are passing
I would not promise him a very great success; I through a period of depression, that there is a
do not think he would succeed in making those crisis over almost the whole Dominion except,
gentlemen believe that it is beneficial to them to perhaps, in Manitoba and the North-West, which
pay a tax on flour, that it is beneficial to them to countries the members coming from thiem very
pay a tax on corn. I must say that this custom, of 1 properly take occasion to advertise in this discus-
buying corn for fattening cattle in the Province of sion. The remedy the Government offers to us is
Quebec although almost new, isincreasing very fast. additional taxation. We already pay a tax on
At Arthabaska Station, in my own constituency, flour, and it is proposed to increase it by 50 per
for the past few inonths, as many as five or six car- cent. The Government propose a very general
loads of corn have been received every week. These increase on alnost every article, yet we have a
pay a duty of $45 a car-load, $300, which the far- surplus of over one million, and it is predicted that
mers of two or three townships pay every month next year we will have a surplus of about two mil-
for corn. I invite the hon. gentleman to make these lions. Then where is the necessity of adding these
farmers believe that it is to their advantage to pay taxes ? Where is the necessity of increasing
a tax on corn, as well as on flour. We are told that our burdens ? The Finance Minister has
this great National Policy has had the result of de- been congratulated on his clear statemnent of the
veloping our North-West. Well, I must say that affairs of the country, he has been congratu-
the way that has been done, and the way the Cana- lated on these surpluses. I believe in the
dian Pacific Railway has been built, has been detri- skill of the hon. gentleman, but I say these sur-
mental rather than beneficial to the old Provinces. pluses are no proof of his skill. Any one can make
I must also say that this development of the North- a surplus. The most incapable man in this House,
\\West and the building of the Canadian Pacific if lie were in the hon. gentleman's place, could
Railway in the way it has been built, have been have a surplus by increasing the taxation. As
acconplished under false pretences. What were long as you have not decimated the population,
the promises of the hon. gentlemen when they and as long as you have consumers enough to buy
cýarried that measure? It was said about 9 or goods, you will have a surplus. Now, the policy
10 years ago that in 1890 the population of we propose is reciprocity with our neighbors.
the N orth-West and Manitoba would be about one We believe that if we had a larger market where
million, whereas it is probable that next year, there are 60,000,000 of consumers, we would have
w hich was the date fixed by themn for the one mil- a chance to improve our condition. But hon.
lion, the population of that country will not have gentlemen opposite tell us that the Americans will
reached more than 200,000. Those hon. gentle- not consent to it, because we cannot offer fair com-
mein, therefore, have made as light mistake of 800, - pensation. They say we are offering to the
00). We are also told that we would sell lands in American producer a market of five millions only,
the North-West to an extent exceeding 60 millions while they would give us a market of sixty millions.
of dollars and that with this sum we would pay the I say this is no argument at all. If it were a good
money which we had expended towards helping the argument, it would equally apply to a proposition
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway. wlich would declare that it was no benefit to the
\Well, the time will shortly be up when we were to other States of the Union to have free trade with
have reeeived this 60 millions, and so far not one the State of New York, because it has a population
cent of this sum have we received. We have not of only five millions. It would be advantageous
yet derived from the sale of those lands enough to to the States to parcel themselves off into groups
pay the expense of administering them. Now, the and refuse to trade with each other. Another
lion. President of the Council told us that there was objection to our proposition is that it would bring
no cause for the complaints which were made as to about annexation. Well, I must say that
the condition of our agriculturists ; he admitted I am not an advocate of annexation to the
there was hard times just now, and that there was United 'States, but it is not because I dread it,soie immigration, more especially of our young I must say I cau see several advantages in it. I
men. le told us that the young man is bold, fond can sée that annexation might be favorable to the
of adventures, fond of seeing new countries and Province of Quebec, and that there might be more
tryîng new enterprises. But, Sir. we know there self-government in it. I do not, however, advocateare other causes for the exodus. 0f course, I do annexation ; but, if we were advocates of it, the
not doubt the sincerity of the hon. gentleman in policy would spread like fire. Who are its advo,speaking of the County of Stanstead but in thesec- oates in this House ? The advos»ées in this IHousetion of the country where I live there are other are to be found on the TreaSury benches. Theycauses to drive away the people. Almost every are virtually preaching anuexation, kd their
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policy is bringing us to annexation very quickly.
We have had hon. gentlemen raise the loyalty
cry. It has been said that we should cultivate
close relations with the old country. Hon. gentle-
men opposite are able to say what they like when
it suits their purpose ; but when they came to
adopt the present protective tariff they had no
more regard for England than they had for the
United States, and the duties on English goods
are the same as on American goods. If you want
to avoid annexation, and if you are as patriotie as
you boast you are, you should not adopt this
policy, and I say the members of the Province of
Quebec-that Province which is the greatest
sufferer from this system-should be unanimous in
opposing this policy which bears so heavily upon
us, and there should not be among us, at any
rate, a dissentient voice.

do we in the North-West, if we be suffering in
regard to these duties, continue to support this
Government? One of the principal reasons is
this : that we in the North-West have more
confidence in, if you will call it so, the jovial
optimism of the policy as indicated by the leader
of the Government, in preference to the morose
pessimism which decidedly characterises the policy
of hon. gentlemen opposite. In the whole of their
speeches there is such sadness in style that each
speech is a threnody in itself. We believe the
people in the North-West, knowing the future of
that country, and knowing the important part it
has played and will play in the future of this
Dominion, have more sympathy with the people
who likewise have faith in the future of that
country. In all the speeches delivered, especially
the speeches of the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) and South Oxford (Sir Richard

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, at this late hour of Cartwright), while the warp was made up of black
the night I do not intend to occupy the House for threads, some of the weft threads had bright color-
a long time; but inasmuch as a number of state- ing, but they seemed to be introduced with the
ments have been made during the debate in regard idea of throwing the dark shades more into pro-
to the North-West, and in regard to the position minence than as suggesting a bright future for the
we occupy there, and the failure in connection North-West and Canada. The hon. member for
with the settlement of the country and in connec- North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton> spoke about a visit
tion with the land policy and other matters, I, he or some oue had paid to Rades, where some inno-
who have been intimately connected with it for a cent and mîsled Conservatives were dried first before
great many years, consider it is my duty as one of being burnt. With respect to that visit, 1 do not
the representatives of that country, to say some- know whether he iudicated the position of affairs
thing before the debate closes. With regard to properly, but my idea is this, that men who vilify
the tariff I inight say that we in the North-West aud misrepresent their country, when they get t0
consider that during the past we have been one of Rades shouid not go through the process of even
the Provinces which has been a principal sufferer being drîed before being properly disposed of,
in that connection, inasmuch as we have nothing These gloomy prophecies have heen going ou for
there that is protected. But under the new ar- years and years. TIe Globe began them in 1884,
rangement of the present session, the principal when the Canadian Pacific Railway Company came
industry, in fact almost the only industry in that down to Parliament aking for further aid. I ma
country of a manufacturing character, and that is say that the Globe is the organ of bon. gentlemen
the flouring industry, has been placed on a proper opposite, and that journal then indicated that it
basis, and the duty on flour under the resoltions was impossible for a railway to pay west of Moose
has been made equal to that on wheat, and that Jaw, unless alkali could be made a merchantable
is a very satisfactory arrangement for us. With commodity. If went on to say:
respect to bacon and pork, the new duty will, I "For the settiers who have gone farwest cannot he left
am satisfied, give satisfaction to the farmers of ithout a railway on which their very lives depend.
the North-West and remove some of the past Trains must manage to «crawl ont to them pretty fre-
grievances. Much has been said during this debate wently. Doubtless the country might save a great dealby paylng out and recompensing for his losses every manas to the duty placed on manufactured articles settîed lu the more distant west.
used on the farms in tilling the soil. While "If so, the railway beyond Manitoha conld ho left un-
duties have been imposed, there can be no doubt used fui overtaken by close settiement."
whatever of this fact, that agricultural imple- That was the prophecy in 1884. What are 11w
ments are cheaper to-day in the North-West than the facts? We have towns springing up west of
they were some years ago, before this duty was Moose Jaw. We have ranches with over 100,000
placed on those implements, whatever the cause cattie on a thousand hilis, we have over 50,000
may be for this state of affairs. Another matter sheep and horses on those ranches; Calgary, one
of interest to the North-West is that of fruit. of the most important towns in Canada, springiug
In 1883 the quantity of fruit in air-tight cans into existence with alI the conveniences of modem
and packages, both from the United States and civilisation; Donald and Revelstoke, where are to be
Great Britain, amounted to 301,795 lbs., of the constructed smelting works to treat the ores faken
value of $23,184, on which a duty was paid of ont of the mountains of British Columbia; Kasu-
$9,053. That was the duty under the tariff in loops, which is growing into importance; New
1883. Fruit in air-tight cans, not sweetened: Westminster, developing rapidly; Vancouver
total imports, 508,786 lbs., of a value of $31,221, which four years ago was a foresf, hurnt down and
on which a duty was imposed of $10,175. What Phoenîx-iike rising out of its ashes with electric
do we find in 1889 ? Fruit in air-tight cans, in railways, gasworks, waterworks and ah the con-
packages weighing not over 1 lb., nothing. Fruit veniences of modem civilisation and a population
in air-tight cans, weighing over 1 lb., both from of about 15,000. We go over to Vancouver Island,
Great Britain and the United States, 58,425 lbs., and we find Victoria growing in like proportion aud
of the value of $3,449, on which a duty was paid taking new life and springing into a new existence,
by the people of the North-West of only $1,752, aIl since the completion of the Canadian Pacific
as against $10,175 in 1883. I would ask, why Railway, notwithstanding the predictions of The
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(lobe of that date. Then, later on, we find that a not think we ought to be ashamed of the compari-
member who represented South Norfolk (Mr. Jack- son. The increase of population of the States of
son), stated in this House that there were 60,000 Maine, New Hampshire and Vermont, froin 1830
Canadians living in the State of Iowa and he was to 1880, vas 41 per cent., while the growth of
endorsed by the member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward
who always poses as a man who is thoroughly in- Island, during the same period, Mas 169 per cent.
formed on what he speaks about. A short time after Take the six New England States, and you find that
that gentleman made that statement the census of in the same period they increased 10O per cent.,
Iowa was taken, and instead of 60,000 Canadians while the old Province of Canada, during the same
being in the State, there were only 19,067, less than period increasec 299 per cent., or nearlythree times
one-third of the amount stated by the then member as much. Lt has been said that the rural population
for South Norfolk, and endorsed by the member for of Canada is decreasing, but it must also be remen-
Bothwell. We find also from the census of that bered that it is decreasing in the eastern part of the
State that there were 2,Oless Canadians in 1885, United States. IntheState ofhewYorkfroin 187
tsan there were in 1880. That gentleman to whom to 1880, the rural population was less the last

M have referred also stated that there were 65,000 na Ned year than in 1870, but the cities in New York
Canadians in Minnesota and 40,000 in Dakota, State had increased their population 600,0w souls.
w vhile the census of these three States I have In the State of Illinois which is cornparatively a very
mentioued show that there are only 97,973, whereas new State, the rural population is not increasing
the statement made ont there were 165,000 Cana- anything like as rapidly as the cities of the State
dians there. ThoseI are samples of some of the are. l Indiana, whieh is a very new State in
statemeuts made to thîs Huse tiine and time again, comparson with the Eastra States, we find the
1 miay mliention that the member for South Oxford rural population is holding it own and very little
(Sir Richard Carthwright) stated at a meeting some more. The last census of the State of Iowa, one of
rime ao tlat0 per cent. of the settiers of a certain the very Iewest States, showed that the rural popu-
district in Dakota w-ere Canadian-ors, w ohereas lation had not increased M-hile the cities and towns
tse fact of the meatter is that by the census of had increased, and the New York Ereiiar Post
1885, whlich 1 have also here, the actual nuinher of stated in an editorial that this was to be expected,
(stuaianls was only 17 per cent. of the population for the tide of cînigration was moving westward
iustead of 50 per cent. Later, the member for an(l these States, considered new a few years ago,
Botheh (Mr. Milîs) stated that there were as were ow becoming old States, and they, i their
thany Canadians in Dakota as there were in the turn, would supply the people for tise most istant
w hole of the North-W est and Manitoba. Now States and Territories, just as the Easter States
wNhat are the facts ? At the census of 1885, in had originally supplîed their population. This is
Cakoa there were 3o,413 Canadians, and in Mani- the fact ahi overthe United States, and it is nothing
toba and the North West, at the census of 1886, more than we can expect in Canada. But there are
there was a population of 90,612, or about three reasons why the rural population are decreasing.
times as many Cah aans in Manitoba and the One great reason is that the style of farming las
North-West ma in Dakota. Let us proceed a litte chaged. In the 1( days when we lîad a good many

fuirthe- aud enquire into these mis-statements of farrn hands, and before there M'as so much labor-sav-
iou, gentlemen opposite. The member for Queen's, ing machinery the rural population -as necessarily

P. Eih. (Mr. avies), stated ast year, at a meeting larger, but now we have machinery on the farms
held in Toronto, that there were 1,500,000 people and the number of hands is redced. Another
ist )akota. Now, at the census of 1885 the popu- reason foi the decrease in the rural population is
lation of Dakota was 415,000, and the wildest that in many parts of Canada and in Ontario espe-boomsters of that territory duri g the last year, cialy, the farmers are going iofto stock-farning.
w-heu they were agitating for being organised into 1 know men in the County of Middlesex lu (whichtwo diffrent States, only claihe ed a population of I have tie honor of being boru) Mho are now raising
Canadi or about onerhalf of what the hlon. em- stock on three or four farms and who bave only
ber for Quenrs (Mr. Davies), in his generosity, one hand guarding the stock on each farm, while

gaethm A niunber of hion, gentlemen opposite in my early days we lsad whole families living onhave made the statement that haîf the people c of these farms and with servants attached to
who weut to Manitoba and the North-West crossed them. Some of these people in the rural sections
over to Dakota and stayed there. I secured from on account of old age and deats in the family are
Dr Nimmo, w-ho was then the officer in Washing- selling out the farms and moving into the towns
toa, who lad charge of the statistics, and from the and cities. Ti, of course, we ave the western
returur hie sent me, I flnd that froîn 1874 to 1884, at movement and that inust follow as a consequence
w-hich tiine the United States Goverument gave up if we are going to have the North-West peopled.the collection of these statistics, only 4,767 Cana- We must expect some of the peophe of Eastern
dians crossed fron Manitoba and the Nort-West Canada to move ou west and sette our fertile
Territories to the United States, and this migration plains, wiere farming can he clone s0 far moreas principaly during t e four years frome 1881 to cheaply and where 8 muci more can be grown to
1884. The greatest number that left Manitoba and ais acre than in the east. You mus expect thethe North-West Territories in any one year was in same movement in Ontario, as they have in the
P.E.I when 1,380 people crossed. Yet in face States, in New York, llinois, Indiana and otherof these satistics, collected by the ,,merican Gov- Eastern and Middle States of the Union. A great
erlient, statements are made in this bouse that deal as been said about the ortgages in Canada,
b Per cent. of the people who have gone to Mani- but there are also mortgages in the United States,
tobaand theNorthWest have crossed the boundary and prove the extent of these mortgages in te
and gone to the United States. When we consider United States, I miglt quote the following from a
Orgrowth with that of the United States, I do leading newspaper i New York
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" The New York Times has recently published some "The mortgaged indebtednesq is 46*8 per cent. of the
startling statistiets showing to what extent American assessed valuation of the farms covered by it, just as
agriculturists are handicapped and crippled by mortgages Senator Yoorhees said. In other words, 47*4per cent. of
on their farms. The amounts represented by the faces of the farms ofthe State are morfgaged te the extent of 468
the farm mortgages in Ohio, Indiana Illinois, Wisconsin, per cent. of their assessed valuation."
Michigan, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas and Wis-
consin, are :-

In Illinois.................. 620.000,00 Ontario are mortgaged to a very large extent, we
Indiana ...................... 398,000,000 must have trade relations with those people acros
Iowa ...................... 351,000,00 the une, who by their own sh.win. are more
Kansas...................... 200,00.000 heaa
Michigan................... W,000,000 y
Minnesota................. 175,000,00 that the United States bas been settled p muc
Missouri ................... 237,000,00 more rapidly than Canada. There are many
Nebraska.. ................ 140,w0000 reasons for that. One is that there was a continuons
Ohio.......................... 701,000,000
Wisconsin ................... 250,000,000 wave of im

one State to the other. There was ne natural lino
Total farni mortgages iu the of demarcation botween one State and another, and
Witen States............. 3,422,000,000 the tdal wave of .m..gration kept pourrng on frein

asesactual vaoe of the farfrs u the ten it, js as
question being It goes on to show that State to State, tse Eastern States settling up t.se
there is ne hope of this enormeus sain ever being paid, as Middle States and the Middle States sottling up thse
the profits frous agriculture in the United States are quite Western States. It was alsnost entirely the native
inadequate te remove se heavy au incumbus. It figures populationofteUidSttshastldte
the tatter eut as followsof the State to t extent4

" ' The interest money aunually drawn fren the ten western parts o f that cuntry. Illinois and Indiana
States listed, if they pYy 7 per cent. only, amounts to were Sttled at the saie tice, Missouri and
239,,. Tre profits cf agriculture de nt warrantt e e n w

the payment f s great a s. The total value cf theos o a
farin products cf the Tjuited States wss, in 1879, 3233-the saine tinse, Minnesota and Kansas at the samne
000,000. 0f this value tise ton States producod $839,000,-, time, Nebraska and D)akota at the saie timo.
00. This was the total value sold, cousumed and On In Ielna only 18 per cent. f the people are forei
hatd. Say that thte ten States uow produch t tah value u
cf $1,000,00,000. If but one-haîf the farni are suerrgage a tha reOt cming frei the Erster and Middle
the produce they yield is worth $500,000,000 . At least, states ; in Kansas nl 10 per cent. cf tise pe2ple

139,000,00 of tiai value goes te poy interT ry are nnatal li
leaving $251,00,000 cf produce te support 88o dem frners f areio bew e on e S ana anther, en
atd their familles, or $294 te .ac . , fariner. the sent te of anskept po opleo
tmal sin they mut ps laor, psy taxes, supp y seed, This il accerding te the State statisties cf
buy foots, and they and iteir familes live. The sun is We5, the latest on record. Tie conditions cf
utterly inadequate. it la net possible for t fese iorguged the
farers, as a clasi, te ever lft their mrgaS.' .

"' Te iterst oneyannall drwn fom he en reastepats of that couérntry. Ihois and Ioniana

This li tie state of affaira rpresented by the New btime cisso ra
Yor Tise. teexit i suseof isemes prspeou Our Eastern Provinces are a long distance frein

$23,00,00 Thme roitinso of giutue ot arprau ntii and ttesatme , Wisroni and Maioa

States ocf tee Union. Thon, tie Fariner7,' 2 tae anme, Mtn Ontarin Ka atea
cf0,000ae sthi veuethe mn Stes poducedit839,00- anther large break intervenes, se that there is

000. hisgwsnth ota vaen oldth conmditan on In Iowa only8ra cet of the perop arporig

the farinera t the fllowing States n Ohie, Indiana, net t -a natvinc wae f immigratie d uid
Illinois, Iowa, Nebraska, Wisconsin, Minuesota, freineuen Povine Uted trat liasi usare taie
Michigan, Kentucky and Dakota ;and the whelesetmetotielned tas.Tetisai
result shows au average of 38t per cent. f t farmse ra that ur people are going te tse United States.

tehbeprthey iel isse Stath. $50,000,00 At lae There is ne doubt that tee p nany of them have
$139, mer e reprt v ith oeseto terse State, c gene, but reasons can be given l explanatien of
New eving .$251,00,000toprodu e to s te 0 are that. Tse firat reason a tat a great may yeoung

aNdw therk fanhs orn $294n to each farmer. Outit of this .c

" We have, o the autho y orf the anual report cf thse [ men aog rding o the Stperi q ate s iscsol
tate assessra, whieh was laid efere the suew York 1 the lae, o cord. The inditito

Leg-isiature on the 24th instant (Ma rcb last), an antisori- cf eur people, bave become prefessienai menu, dec-
tative report as te affair sin that State. Tse report is tors and lawyers, and we have net the foreig lin-
lengtsy, even as summarised for the pres, but its igratiwn peuring jte tie coutry te upply tie
importance warrants its reproduction. Il say:Tsr
cotinues te be a marked depreciati ed y the vale of population on whic these young men ean perate
fark lands in uesrly every county, sud the depression ar depend for subsistence. Tin, othr young men
aing farinera consinues,while tise prospect for improeve- wiso have gene te business celleos aud sciseols
ment is not god. Many assert thea afrer paying expenses ant
toey canot realise froen their faris sufficient te psy tie have learned book-keepiug and business habits
interest on mortgages, sud, censequently, theusauda of do net find scepe ins tbis country, because we have
fars are falling into th e banda of a m Ortgagee." not immigrants enug to provide a field for their
Thon, a few counties ef tie State are mentioned, ef nergias, and they bave gone t the United States,
whicsuh select ee er two shere, no doubt, mauy cf toim are doing wll.

" Cheuaugo-A purely farming cunuty: lu 1887, tise But what we want lu order te keep these young
real property was assessed $19,153,708; sd i 1888, a mon at home as to adopt a vigornus immigration
$ m6,162,513. o th a t T h e on i t h a a g re a m a n y o n

N Yrio-There is a constant sud rapid appreciation fo r tise
values lu Buffalo, but thiere is a depreciation of t ee towns purpose of bringig in immigrants te fill up tie

f tisle cunty, with eue or two exceptions. coutry; toen these yo ng meon will cee home
Genese-The res dets cf thas county show rhat the and will become tse lawaers, doctors end mer-

farng lands have depreciated durng the east twelve chants to uppy tie people coming froi abroad.
years, 33 w per cent." Another reason why we lest sone cf our people in

Mr. LANDERKIN. Ail tat is againt your tdpe raet was that our route lay through the United
aogrecnnewiStates, sud a groeat mauny f our people on their

Mr. ROSS. Well, I want te show that we are way to Manitba and tise North-West Territories,
no were off thseu they are in tse country yo wish having te pass throgh Chicago and St. Paul, were
t drive us t i. With regard to tse State cf Michi- delayed by American immigration agents sod werr
gan, tae Detroit Free PresS tte oter day aid indced te settye in Minnesota and Deta, and

Mr. Ross,
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never even saw Manitoba or the Canadian North-
West. But, Sir, I am sorry to say that the very
moment our own road was built on our own terri-
tory to the North-West, that very moment the
Government, supported by the leaders of the
Opposition, reduced the amount hitherto appropri-
ated for immigration purposes, and to-day it
amounts to practically nil. Instead of cutting
down the amount for immigration, the Government
should, in my opinion, have quadrupled it for the
purpose of bringing people to this country and
placing them on farms in the North-West. Many
of the people who have gone to the United
States have gone there to follow friends who
preceded them from Eastern Canada, and
not because they heard anything about that coun-
try superior in any respect to what it is in Mani-
toba and the North-West, but merely because their
friends had gone there before, and they followed
them. There is another reason, and it is a very
important factor in connection with the settlement
of that country, and that is the speeches of hon.
gentlemen opposite, and the writings in news-
papers supporting hon. gentlemen opposite, which
have so misrepresented Manitoba and the North-
West in this louse and before the country, that
they have induced many persons to go to the
Western States. I can tell lion. gentlemen oppo-
site that you can go, Sir, to points in Dakota
to-day, and find that three-fourths of the Canadians
w ho have settled there were, whîen in Canada, sup-
porters of ion. gentlemen opposite. Two or three
hon. gentlemen specially have continually stated
in this House that the land policy of the North-
West was net at all equal to the land policy of the
United States. But let any American come to our
country and study up our land policy, and com-
pare it with his own, and he will acknowledge that
ours is infinitely superior; and if we have erred in
anly one point, it is in being too liberal to the
settler, sometimes to his own disadvantage.
The land policy of the United States is not to
be compared with ours in point of liberality.
People have gone to the States thinking the laws
there were more liberal, that their land policy was
more liberal, and that it would he infinitely better
for them on that account to settle in the United
States, but in this they have been mistaken. I
wish to refer to what our land policy was in Mani-
toba and the North-West when hon. gentlemen
opposite were at the head of affairs. On the 26th
December, 1874, an Order in Council was passed.
What was it? It was to withdraw from settlement
nid sale every acre of land along the railway belt,
that is 20 miles on each side of the located line,
from the western boundary of the Province of
Ontario to twenty miles west of Fort Pelly. No
settler could go in and settle on one acre of these
lands, either as homestead or pre-emption, or in
any way whatever. Another Order in Council was
passed. What was that? It was to still further
extend that reserve--to send it on to Battle River.
A third Order in Council was passed, to still fur-
ther extend it, from Battle River to Jasper House,ordering that the lands be withdrawn for twenty
Miles on each side of the railway, from a point
twenty miles west of the Battle River to Jasper
House, in the Yellow Head Pass through the Rocky
Mountains. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Dr. Mills), the then Minister of the Interior,came to Manitoba and the North-West, and 1,

in company with some other gentlemen, called
upon him in Winnipeg, and represented to him
that something must be done in the interests of
the country, that it would never do to block out
from settlement twenty iiles on each side of the
railway. We spoke to him so strongly on the sub-
ject, that he assured us that on his return to Ottawa
he would place our representations before his col-
leagues in the Cabinet. He did so, and an Order
in Council was passed on the 9th November, 1877,
an Order in Council the like of which, if thia
Government would dare to pass it, would create
sucli a hue and cry from one end of the country to
the other that the Government itself would not
stand one day. Here is what the Order in Council
said :

" The Minister of the Interior recominends that the
lands in Manitoba, withdrawn as above "
That is the lands along the railway belt-
-" be thrown open to actual settlement, but notfor home-
stead or pre-emption entry, or for entry by military bounty
or police warrants, or for ordinary sale. No pers6n to
be allowed to acquire more than one-half section or 320
acres, and such land shall be paid for by the occupant at
whatever rate and upon such terms as may be fixed there-
for by the Government, when the remainder of the lands
in the Province of this class are disposed of."
No price is stated. It miglit be $20, or $10, or
$5. And no time for fixing the price is stated.
It iight be twenty years, or ten years, or thirty
years hence. It was to be fixed by the Govern-
ment only when the balance of the lands in this
class were disposed of.

"le further recommends that persons desiring to ac-
quire snch lands shall, previous to settlement thereon, be
required to b entered therefor at the nearest Dominion
Lands Office, and in order to prove their good faith, the
applicants shall be obliged in each case to make a pay-
ment in advance at the time of entry of one dollar per
acre in cash on account of the purchase, and further be
required to settle on and commence to cultivate the land
within one year from the date of entry, or, in default
thereof, the payment so made to be forfeited."
A perfect system of landlordism. In addition to
that :

" No scrip of any kind, or military bounty, or police
warrants to be receivable in payment of the lands above
described."
A number of farmers had settled in the county
I have the honor to represent in this House.
They were not able to get an entry, but when
this Order in Council was published they were
able to get an entry, had to pay $1 per acre, and
they never knew how much more they would have
to pay, or when the balanee would be demand-
ed. Nor could they, when they had improved
their land, borrow $1 on it, as they could not
get a title. When there was a change of Gov-
ernment, although I was not then supporting
this Government, but was a member of the local
House, I made representations to the Minister of
the interior and his deputy, and a number of others
did the same thing. We induced this Governnent
to change the policy of their predecessors, and
every farmer in my district not only got his
lands free, but if he had paid any money the money
was refunded to him and his lands were given to
him as a homestead. When we hear hon. gentle-
men opposite talk about the niumber of Canadians
who are leaving this country and going to the
United States, we find there is a certain strain of
sadness mixed with a certain element of pleasure
in their tones. One would almost think that with
the one hand they were playing a lament and with
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the other playing a wedding march. There is a
sort of wail among them at times when they hear
about so many hundreds and thousands o
Canadians going to the other side-the expres
sion is almost heard : " Not lost, but only
gone before." We in' Manitoba are pleased
with our growth. It bas not been so satisfactory
as we expected, or so large as we think the coun-
try is capable of. There have been a number of
circumstances against us, but still our growth bas
been wonderful. Take the crop of oats, wheat
and barley in 1881. The total returns were
2,567,545 bushels, and in 1887, six years after-
wards, the total returns of these three kinds of
grain were 22,022,000 bushels, making nine times
more in 1887 than in 1881. I think that is a very
satisfactory progress. A writer from an Ontario
paper went to Manitoba a short time ago and visit-
ed a settlement near Glenboro', where be came
across some Icelanders, and 1 may state to the bon.
Minister of Agriculture that no settlers have gone
to our country who have shown more satisfactory
results, and adapted themselves better to the grow-
ing wants and requirements of the country, than
those very Icelanders. They cone there poor,
they are willing to assimilate with our people, they
are willing to work for the benefit of the country,
and they have been very successful. I hope the
hon. gentleman will succeed in bringing many more
to the country. I will read you the result of this
gentleman's visit to show the progress these people
have made :

"Skapti Arson, settled in 1881, capital at time of starting
$400; now worth $7,000. Paul Arnason, settled in 1887
without means, now worth $1,400. Thornstein Jousson,
settled in 1881, capital $240; which is now increased to
$8,150. Bioru Walter-on, homesteaded iu 1883, capital
$80; now worth $6,300. I miglt cite a score of other
cases equally favorable, but enough has been said toillus-
trate the wealth of the soil, and what it will give to the
worker. "

These are results from the settlers who have
gone to that country. On the whole they are very
satisfactory, and nothing can be shown in any part
of the United States more satisfactory to the indi-
vidual than these results are. There is one thing for
which I have to find fault with the Government.
They have adopted the National Policy, the idea
of whIch was to build up a great country on the
north of the United States and to keep within
ourselves the products of our own soil as much as
possible and belp to build up our own indus-
tries. Then, with a boldness and nerve which was
wonderful, they took hold of the rapid construc-
tion and development of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway and completed it from ocean to ocean.
In this they have also shown their wonderful fore-
sight, and in this they were opposed by the
Opposition in this House. The Canadian Pacific
Railway is developing the internal commerce of the
country by bringing the products of one Province
to the other Provinces. This internal commerce
is a very important factor in any country. ln the
United States it bas been estinated that the in-
ternal commerce is seven times greater than the
foreign commerce. It is likely that the internal
commerce here would be the same. The construc-j
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway was a great
factor in building up a great nation on this side of
the boindary line, from ocean to ocean. But there
was another thing to be done, and that was to get
people, and we in the North-West complain that

Mr. Ross.

both sides of this House have been recreant to their
trust in not inducing more people to corne here to

f settle up the country. If they had done this there
- would be more credit given to the National Policy,

more work for the Customs Department, and more
work for the Canadian Pacific Railway. The mo-
ment you get the people there, untold results will
accrue. What is it that is keeping up the factories
and the spindles in Connecticut and Massachusetts?
It is the population of Indiana and Illinois, it is
the farmers in Dakota and the west who are filling
up the towns and cities of the east by their
demand for goods. If you were to blot out
the Western States of America, where would
be the New England States? Seeing this develop-
ment of the manufacturing industry in the United
States, it seens strange that our people have not
got the same idea that they should help to build
up our great west and by that means to settle and
increase the prosperity of the east. You in the
east have just as much interest-every town and
village in Eastern Canada is just as much interested
in this question as we are. Individually you are
more interested, because I think we could get on
as well if we had no relations with eastern Canada.
The farmer would get as much from his soil, but the
eastern population would not derive the benefit of
his custom. One thing the Government bas to do
is to adopt a vigorous policy in regard to immigra-
tion, and to bring across the ocean people who are
suitable to settle that country, and secure the
speedy construction and completion of the Hudson
Bay Railway, by which we will get a shorter out-
let for produce, and brimg immigrants by a short
land journey into the heart of the North-West.
By adopting this policy the future of the North-
West and Canada is assurod, for everything de-
pends upon the successful development of thegreater
Canada. They have established coloniesof people
who have come from Iceland, Russia and Sweden,
they have encouraged people to come from the old
country, and these people for the most part went to
the North-West and settled without having the ad-
vantage of an all-through rail carriage as they have
now. The moment you feel that the country can be
made prosperous by encouraging immigration,
that the towns and cities in the east can obtain
markets by establisihing farmers on our great lands
more rapidly than any other way, and in more
prosperous shape than by placing any reliance on
connection with the United States, the sooner this
country's prosperity will be built up. When once
the future of that great country is assured-no
doubt it is new-but when once you get that coun-
try moving in the right road, from that moment
Canada will commence to progress more than she
bas ever done in the past. It bas been said that
the North-West is a land of illimitable possibil-
ities, and it will become a land of glorious realities.
There are many hon. gentlemen here who have
not seen the greatness of that country, who do not
understand the vast extent of country which is
open to our people. They think, when they hear
you telling them of the beauties of that great
west, that you are telling them fairy tales. It is,
however, certain that 75per cent. of the wheatgrow-
ing country of this continent is north of parallel 49,
and that country is ours, and we must take posses-
sion of it. Then we can successfully compete in
the markets of the world with any wheat that
comes fromIndia or any other country. That coun-
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try which we have in our possession is so great and
so vast that it is impossible to find words to de-
scribe its capabilities. I believe in the future of
Canada, but I know that the future of Canada
depends entirely upon the future of the North-
West, and I know that in that North-West there
are possibilities which we can scarcely dream of.
When the farmers take possession of that great
territory, and their produce in wheat and in bacon
is sent to British Columbia, the people of British
Columbia will send in return their fruit, their fish
and their lumber, The farmers of the North-West
will send their products to the miners who are
honeycombing the mountains of that Pacific Pro-
-ince, and are taking out, and will take out, the
untold millions of wealth therein contained, to the
fishiermen and the lumbermen, and by the return
which they will make they will prove that one part
of this great country can help the Qther, and that,
if eastern Canada ceased to exist, the west would
still be a glorious reality an independent and self-
sustaining country. Iu Canada it will be very long
before the words " Go West " will become either
decrepid with age or threadbare with use.

Westward the course of Empire takes its way;
The four first acts already past,

A fifth shall close the drama with the day,
Time's noblest offspring is the last."

Mr. DAVIN. The North-West has been heard
a good (eal of in this debate, but up to this tine
nothing has been heard from a member of Parlia-
ment from the North-West itself. My hon. friend
froms Selkirk (Mr. Daly) made an exhaustive
speech characterised by his usual ability, and now
my lion. friend from Lisgar (Mr. Ross) has made
the speech which we have been anticipating for
some time, and, as a member from the North-West,
I feel grateful to him for the admirable manner in
whici lie lias placed the position of the North-
West before the public. I need hardly say that
very little is left for me to say, but I do not intend
to keep the louse more thans a short time longer
im order to complete the case which lias been
so admirably made for the North-West Territories.
I would, however, point out that we are interested
i the National Policy in a way which bas not yet
been shown to this House. Hon. gentlemen seem
to think that, because we have no manufactures in
the North-West, we are not interested in the
National Policy. lu the North-West we have such
a fine ranîching country that nothing in the United
States can bu compared with it. The great ranch-
ing smen from the United States have come over
there ; they have visited the country south of
Regina, of Maple Creek, of Medicine Hat ; they
have spoken to me ; they have driven over the
country, and have told me themselves that
that was the country for the ranching kings of
this continent. Suppose we had unrestricted re-
ciprocity and they could bring in their horses and
cattie without any embargo being laid upon them
by my hon. friend. the Minister of Customs, they
would bring in their cattle and their horses, and
they would take the grasses of that country for
those animals, and then would take them over the
Northern Pacific to Chicago and leave the country
as the grasshoppers did when they swept every-
thing that was fruitful in Egypt. They would not
do anything for Canada or for the interests of the
North-West, but they would send a few cow-boys
and a few horsemen over the line and would sweep

the grass which should belongto ourown ranchemen.
So that, from that point of view, -we are deeply
interested in the National Policy. But I may say
this, that even if it were not as my hon. friend
from Selkirk (Mr. Daly) proved, if it were not so
that we were able to purchase machinery cheaper,
actually cheaper than before the National Policy
existed, I can assure this House, and i can assure
the hon. memnbers fromu Ontario, Quebec and the
Lower Provinces, that our farmers have again
and again said in my hearing : " Even if we do pay
more for our nachinery, we are well content to do
it. It is true that we are Nor'-westers, but before
we are Nor'-westers we are citizens of the Dominion
of Canada, and we believe in building up a nation
here." Now, I confess that this debate lias dis-
appointed me. It lias disappointed use in this
way : That having boundless faith, being of a
sanguine temperament, and hoping all things, I had
cherished the fond belief that this debate would
bring forth soniething new. I have had the ionor
of a seat in this House now for four years, I have
heard four debates on the Budget and the four
debates are, so far as the mode of attack is con-
cerned, so far as the missiles that have been used, so
far as the tactics which have been adopted by my
hon. friends of the Opposition are concerned, the
four debates are as like as four peas. There has
been nothing new whatever.

Mr. EDWARDS. What about the defence?

Mr. DAVIN. I an coming to the defence by-
and-bye. Now, let me say that so far as I can
ascertain, even in regard to Ontario-and I have
some friends in Ontario whom I constantly meet,
and who tell me what they find-some hon. gentle-
men on this side tell me that I arn misinformed-
but I arn assured by gentlemen who know Ontario
well, that the farmers are laughing at the descrip-
tion of their condition given in this House. Now,
Sir, must it not bu so ? There was one subject
brouglit forward here by the hon. niember for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and the hon. meni-
ber for Brant (Mr. Paterson), to which I must
allude. Both of these hon, gentlemen are men of
great power; they are men that I think would take
a leading place in any assembly of the world.
Nevertheless, for some reason or other, thougli the
hon. member for South Oxford has given great
attention to finance-it is probably presumptuous
on nmy part even to whisper such a thing-but it
seemus to me that he does not understand the science
to which lie lias given so much study. He moves
over the surface of the science of finance, the bubble
of his own presumption. I never find anything in
his long drawmn speeches year after year, that shows
me that he thoroughly understands finance. What
did lie say in this debate ? He actually brought
forward the old bugbear of the balance of trade.
My hon. friend the member for Brant, too,
started before our eyes that phantom. I
believe the lion. member for South Oxford professes
to be a follower of Adam Smith. Well, Sir, if the
ghost of Adam Smith could come up and confront
his phantom, the phantom would be scared away.
Because I can tell him that when he brings forward
here the theory that the balance of trade is a
thing to frighten people, he is lapsing, he is back-
sliding, into the old mercantile system, and, from
the point of view of Adam Smith, is guilty of gross
heresy. Now, will the House bear with me for a
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few minutes .while I talk about this balance of fitable transaction, and as it is mainly employed
trade? I will show them that this thing which in productive works, it does represent a profit,
has been made a rhetorical bugaboo from session to so that you have to add on to the $4,500,000 about
session, has nothing whatever in it. $7,500,000, which gives you about $12,000,000.

Mr. FISHER. Brought forward by your own Mi, 1 do not say the $7,500,000 represents

leaders . directly purchasing power, but indirectly it does,
leadrs.and ia any case it must be takeil as an export

Mr. DAVIN. I am not talking about my own just as the millions sent over the Atlantic by
leaders now, I am talking about this financial enigrants, and to rich Americans in Europe,
bugaboo, and about your leaders. I was fishing in inust be taken to swell the exports of the
my own stream, so taisez-vous, Lisette. Now, United States. But there is another considera-
Sir, the statement is made that our exports for tion that I will ask My hon. friends from the
the last year were some $89,000,000 odd ; our im- Maritime Provinces to look to. There is a very
ports were $115,000,000 odd, and they say there large amount exported every year that my
is a balance of trade against us of $26,000,000. hon. friend the Minister of Customs does
The year, before, I think, there was a balance not, and should not, take note of-that
of trade against us of $20,000,000, and the fact is the amount of our shipping. We have
of there being a balance of trade of $26,000,000 at the present moment some 7,142 slips with
against us this year shows that the aggregate a tonnage of 1,100,000 tons. I do not know
trade, which was a point, I think, dwelt on last exactly what the tonnage on the lakes will be; but
year, is increasing. Now, what must be done if we take it at 100,00 tons, that leaves 1,000,000
in order to take a true view of this question? Has tons. I ar told the cost of building a new ship is
it never occurred to the hon. gentlemen who talk $40 a ton, and the average value per ton of our
about this balance of trade, that it is a very ex- shipping will probabiy be $35 a ton. That wouid
traordinary thing that we are not ruined ? It is give $35,0w,000, and as earnings we should take
not yesterday, or of to-day, that the balance of 29 per cent., or a littie more, and that would
trade is against us. The balance of trade has been give $7,000,000 or $8,000,00. There you have
against us year after year. How is it we are not $20,000,000 to take out of $26,000,000, and the sum
ruined ? How is it that hon. gentlemen on the is at once reduced to about $6,000,000-really,
Government side dare stand up and say that the when counting the odd figures, oniy a littie
farmers are prosperous, and we know they are over $5,000,0W. Is that a thing to scare us?
prosperous? How is it, I say, that we are not You have then to take into account, what las been
ruined ? Is not the balance of trade to the extent rcferred to incidentally in this debate, our immense
of millions of pounds sterling-not dollars-against internai development, the immense amount of
England the whole time ? How is it that England wcalth accumuiated wîthin ourselves; because
is not ruined? Now, I want to call the attention remember that when hon. gentlemen of the Oppo-
especially of the member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), sition make a point about the balance of trade,
who is a well instructed man in these matters, to what they mean is this: wc are living not on our
the fact that the balance of trade is against the income but on our capital. If we are in part
whole world. How is it that the whole world is piling up money, and if this is invested in
not ruined? It is a permanent fact that to thc houses, railways, canais and dfferent works,
extent of $1,080,000,000, the balance is against the if our private citizens are increasing in wealth-
whole world. Here is another fact for hon. gen- because lu the case of a commonwealth
tlemen to digest, a nut for them to crack. How it is not sufficient to take into account the
is it that the balance of trade is against all pro- wealth of the Goverument, but you must also
gressive nations? It is only in the case of unpro- take into account the wealth of evcry citizen in it
gressive nations that the balance of trade is when you are considering how it is increasing in
in their favor. There is something for them weaith so when we see weaith increasing around
to discuss. Now, I will try to solve this us, when we see this vast mailway built, commerce
matter. I will show that there is nothing what- expanding, and Canada pluming herself more aud
ever to fear with respect to this balance of trade. more for stili higher flights, it seers to me the
It surely must have occurred to some hon. gentIe- most absurd thing that people should be scared
men, in.trying to make a point about this balance wîth respect to a few million dollars, as thoughthcy
of trade, that they must have left out some factor were living on their capital, and that it is just as
necessary to the equation. You must first add on ludicrous as it was of the Roman epicure who, with
at least 5 per cent. to the $89,000,000 odd, in order a quarter of a million in his chest, poisoned himself
to meet this fact : that the exports of goods are lest he should die of starvation. When we speak
valued at the port of exit and the imports are of this internal development I want to cal1

valued at the port of entrance, and, of course, in attention to one or two facts whicli are represen
order to equalise matters, you will have to add tative of dozens of similar facts thnt could be
on the carriage, and that, I am told, will be about brouglt before the House on this question. First,
5 per cent. ; that will give you, speaking in round I will take this one fact. In 1883 there were made
numbers, $4,500,000. The hon. member for North 53,513,032 lbs. of cheese la the country. ln 1888,
Wellington(Mr. McMullen)spoke the other night of 61,638,656 Ibe. were made. In 1888 the price was
the largeamountof interestwe paid. We send across higler than la 1883. We exported only 12,945,099
the Atlantic every year$7,500,000, which represents lbs. of dheese in 1888, as compared with 16,415,872
millions borrowed at 3 and 3½ per cent., and Is, la 1883. What does that show? It shows that
brou ght into the country where money is worth we consumed 15,500,000 lbs. of our own cheese
6 and 8 per cent., and when it was borrowed, in 1888 more tia la 1883. What does it
more than that. Why, Sir, that money must be prove? It proves an expansion in wealtl, an
very badly employed if it does notrepresent a pro- expansion in the purclasing power of the people,
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and, of course, notwithstanding all that has been

said by hon. gentlemen opposite, the next census
will prove an expansion in population as well.
Thenl the importation of raw material is going on
along the whole line. I will take one fact. In
1887 we imported 6,000,000 lbs. of raw wool; in
1888, 8,000,000 lbs. We know what that means.
We are manufacturing more within ourselves ; the
National Policy is producing its natural fruit. Take
another fact. In 1878 we inported and consumed
97,104,336 lbs. of refined sugar; in 1888 we im-
ported 224,426,999 lbs. of raw sugar. The cost of the
raw sugar was very little more than the cost of
the 97,000,000 lbs. odd of i efined sugar, and I am
told by refiners that the amount of loss on material
in the making of raw sugar into refined is very
smnall. Look at the amount of sugar consumed
which bas been made here; look at the money
invested in the factories here, and the number of
men eimployed, and you have a light thrown upon
the internal development of our wealth which
should throw the $26,000,000 into insignificance,
even if I had not accounted for it in the way I
have done, naiely, by the fact that-and it bas
not hitherto been brought out in this debate-
that we actually export purchasing material in the
shape of shipping. Let nie call the attention of the
House very rapidly to one or two principles in
iegard to shipping. A non-carrying nation, pro-
vided it did not borrow or lend, ought to show in
its accouiits an approach to equality between im-
ports at the place of arrival and exports at the
point of departure, and a nation that does one-half
of its carrying trade would be entitled to an excess
in imports over exports to the full value of the
cargoes carried one way ; a nation that did its
whole foreign carrying trade would be entitled
to bring in goods to the value of the carriage
both ways ; and if a nation did carrying for other
countries, it would be entitled not merely to what
I have already stated, but entitled also to what it
earned in carrying for other countries. What is
the fact about ourselves? We are the fourth
maritime power in the world. There is not
a sea which our keels do not plough ; there
is not a harbor where our flag is not seen. We
touch at China, at Japan, at the Brazils; we traverse
the Mediterranean, we plough the Baltic ; we sail
in the Arctic and Antarctic seas. And that will
explain why it is that we have a large apparent
balance against us. Let me illustrate it by looking
at the United States. I once stopped for a couple
of hours on Staten Island. I saw the moving pan-
orama of an immense commerce-steamers and
vessels passing out and in. What flag did I see
floating from the mast-heads ? The stars and
stripes? Not at all. The little piece of bunting
to which the hon. member for Hamilton (Mr.
Brown) referred a few nights ago, that little bit of
blunting that no pilgrim from the British Isles can
see without having his heart swell within him and
bis eyes sometimes fill.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIN. An hon. member cheers, but it is
a very feeble cheer compared with the cheer he
would give if he saw that flag flying at the mast-
head. Look at the United States. Immigrants
to the United States send over a vast sum to their
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friends, a vast sum is sent by way of interest on
investments, because there are billions of dollars
invested in the United States, and a vast sum is
sent over to Europe to the scions of millionaires
who are enjoying themselves there. But in addi.
tion you nust take the immense amount they pay
for the carriage of their goods. These few remairks,
will, in my opinion, throw some light, at least I
have the presumption to hope they may do so, on
that phantom of the balance of trade that has been
brought up, and will scare it away. I will say this,
that sometimes I really regret that hon. inembers
of the Opposition pursue this course of constantly
referring to the United States, referring to it as
though the United States was, to use the language
of the hon. member for Grey (Mr. Sproule), an
Elysian country. I am sorry they do it, because I
know this: I took the pains last year to make
myself acquainted with the condition of Dakota. I
know that the farmers in Dakota are not nearly as
well off as are the farmers in the North-West. I
saw they had not as good bouses, that they were not
as good farmers, and I will tell the House that, in
my judgment, there is no coniparison between
Dakota and the North-West as a favorable
land for settlement. The misery of these people
bas become notorious. I regret that mien of
distinction and of great power, such as-the lion.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), the hon. miember for South Brant (Mr.
Paterson), and the lion. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton), that they should come here
and perpetually speak as though they were
speaking in the interests of the United States.
I confess to you, Sir, that an analogy bas sometimes
been forced upon me. As I sat here listening to
those hon. gentlemen my mind has sometimes been
taken away to the time when the very existence
of a great nation, and a great civilisation, was
being struggled for ; when the orators of Philip
were insidiously playing their part at Athens
against a patriotic statesman, until at last they
were successful in overturning that nation and
overturning that civilisation. But, Sir, there is
this great difference. We have resources that
country did not have. We are alarmed and awake,
as that country was not, to the dangers that beset
it, and I believe that those who outside cherish
machinations against us have neither the cen-
tralised power nor the mental resources that be-
longed to the enemy of Athens and of Greece.
But I say this : that the orators of Philip, in trying
to circumvent Demosthenes, who was endeavoring
to save his country, could never have taken a course
more sinister than some of my hon. friends on the
Opposition side of the House take. I hope, Sir,
that we have heard the last of it this Session. I hope
that next Session they will invent some new ma-
chinery, because I can assure them that the people
believe no longer-in fact they never had any faith
in the nostrums advertised by these hon. gentlemen,
and having examined them they know very well
that the diagnosis of the condition of the country
that my hon. friends have made, is defective, and
they believe that if they were to take the remedy
offered them by these gentlemen, the result would
be disastrous to the Dominion.

House divided on amendment of Sir Richard
Cartwright :
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Messieurs

Bain (Wentworth),
Barron,
Béchard,
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Brien,
Campbell.
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Casgrain,
Choquette,
Couture,
Davies,
De St. Georges,
Dessaint,
Doyon,
Edwards,
Eisenhauer,
Ellis,
Fiset,
Fisher,
Flynn,
Gauthier,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Guay,
Holton,
Innes,
Jones (Halifax),
Landerkin,
Lang,

Langelier (Montmorency),
Langelier (Quebee),
Laurier,
Lavergne,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Huron),
McIntyre,
McMillan (Huron),
MeMullen,
Meigs,
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Perry,
Platt,
Préfontaine,
Rinfret,
Robertson,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Scriver,
Semple,
Somerville,
Sutherland,
Trow,
Turcot,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John),
Welsh,
Wilson (Elgin),
Yeo.-60.

NAYs:

Messieurs

Bain (Soulanges),
Barnard,
Bell,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Brown,
Burns,
Cameron,
Cargill,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Colby,
Corby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coulombe,
Curran,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Desaulniers,
Desjardins,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Dupont,
Earle,
Ferguson (Leeds & Gren.),
Ferguson (Welland),
Foster,
Freeman,
Gigault,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Guillet,
Haggart,
Hall,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Ives,
Jamieson,
Joues (Digby),

Kirkpatrick,
Landry,
Langevin (Sir Hector),
LaRivière,
Lépine,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Macdowall,
MeCulla,
MeDougall (Cape Breton),
McGreevy,
McKay,
MeKeen,
McMillan (Vaudreuil),
MeNeill,
Madill,
Mara,
Masson,
Mills (Annapolis),
Montague,
Montplaisir,
Patterson (Essex),
Pope,
Porter,
Prior,
Riopel,
Robillard,
Roome,
Ross,
Rykert,
Shanly,
Small,
Smith (Ontario),
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tyrwhitt,
Vanasse,
Wallace,
Ward,
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland).
Wright.-97.

Amendment negatived, the main motion agreed

Mr. DAviN.

Mr. DESSAINT. Mr. Speaker, the hon. mem-
ber for Beauce (Mr. Godbout) bas not voted.

Mr. GODBOUT. I am paired with the hon.
member for Gaspé (Mr. Joncas). If I had voted
it would have been for the amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR. The member for Albert has not
voted.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I am paired with the
member for King's, N.S. (Mr. Borden). I would
have voted against the amendment.

Mr. WATSON. The member for Guysborough
(Mr. Kirk), bas not voted.

Mr. KIRK. I am paired with the member for
Shelburne (General Laurie). I would have voted
for the amendment.

Mr. BOWELL. I move that the resolution be
not now read a second time, but that it be referred
back to the Committee of Ways and Means, for
consideration.

Motion agreed to; and House again resolved
itself into Comnittee of Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. FOSTER moved that the Committee rise,
report progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Committee rose and reported progress.

THE MODUS VIVENDL

Mr. MITCHELL. I asked a question the other
day when the right hon. the Premier was not in, in
relation to the fact that the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries had returned from Washington, for some
time, that the modus rivendi had expired or was
about expiring, and that it was very desirable the
country should know what was to be the condition
of things during the fishery season. The then
leader of the House promised me that an explana-
tion would be given at an early date. I ask the
Frst Minister now to give the House any informa-
tion he can without detriment to the country. I
do not wish for anything which it would not be
advisable in the interest of Canada to state.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries came from
Washington to confer with the Cabinet, and he bas
returned there to resume his duties. With respect
to the modus vivendi, a motion is on the paper for
its renewal during next season.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at
2 a.rm. (Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 9th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FISHING LICENSE TO W. GAUTHIER.

Mr. SPROULE asked, Whether it is correct, as
alleged in a communication which appears in the
Empire of Ist April, that one W. Gauthier, a fish-
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erman, has obtained a lease or license to fish with
pound nets in the waters surrounding Duck Islands
or in Big Channel, Cape Roberts, Bone Island and
Bay, Grant Islands and North Shore, South Bay
or Manitoulin Gulf, Mississauga Point and River,
John's Island, both sides, and Spanish River, also
Thessalon Point? If so, is it the intention of the
Department to continue the privilege to Mr.
Gauthier while refusing it to the fishermen of the
Georgian Bay?

Mr. COLBY. The statement as alleged in a
communication which appears in a copy of the
Empire of lst April, is not wholly correct. Mr. C.
W. Gauthier does hold licenses to fish in the
vicinity of Duck Island; he owns the island, hav-
ing purchased it from the Indian Department ; he
also holds licenses to fish at Cape Robert, at
Grant's Island, Serpent River Bay and John's
Island; but not at Bone Island Bay, not at South
Bay or Manitoulin Gulf, not at Mississauga Point,
not at Spanish River, nor at Thessalon Point. No
licenses to fish with pound nets have been issued
in Georgian Bay since 1885, except two, one each
to Captain Allan and David Porter, in 1888. These
w ere issued in connection with the operation of
procuring ova for the batcheries. No fishermen
have been refused licenses to fish in waters in
which licenses were subsequently granted to
Gauthier. It is not the intention to grant or con-
tinue licenses to Gauthier, to the exclusion of the
fishermen of Georgian Bay, or any other applicant.

BREAKWATER AT MIMINEGASH, P.E.I.

Mr. PERRY asked, Whether the Minister of
Public Works has given instructions to repair the
breakwater at Miminegash, P.E.J ? If so, is the
work now going on ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No instructions
were given, as stated by the hon. gentleman.
When the survey was made, I think two years ago,
the report was that the repairs would cost $3,500.

LOCKMASTER CALDWELL.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, lst. Whether Lock-
master Caldwell, of Iroquois, on the St. Lawrence
Canal, has made application to be superannuated ?
2nd. If so, what is the age of the said Caldwell,
and upon what grounds does he make application
for superannuation ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In answer to
the first question : Yes. In answer to the second :
Age sixty-five. Incapacity for duty through
bodily infirmities, which he ascribes to an injury
received some sixteen years ago, through
a fall into the hold of a vessel, while on lock duty.
Supported by medical certificates.

MONTREAL HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS.
Mr. CURRAN. Before the Orders of the Day

are called, I desire to ask the Government if any-
thing has been done towards appointing the com-
mission to report upon plans for the Montreal
Harbor improvements? It is desirable that the
commissioners should be able to observe the present
condition of the harbor while the ice is there, and
the ice may move out at any moment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This question is
now engaging the attention of the Government.
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I.C.R.-FREIGHT RATES.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I desire to ask the

riglit hon. the Minister of Railways if he is pre-
pared to lay on the Table the amended Inter-
colonial Railway tariff whicb he promised to lay
on the Table after the recess. There is a great
deal of agitation and complaint about it in Nova
Scotia, and I hope the Government have arrived
at some decision, and will at an early date let us
know what it is.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must admit
that I had forgotten that matter, but the tariff
shall be brought down at once. I may say that
we have had a good many representations from
the Maritime Provinces on the subject, and I have
no doubt those representations will have their due
effect in bringing about some alterations. I can
lay the tariff as it was originally settled on the
Table at once, or within two *or three days I can
bring down the tariff as it will be in force.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Better bring both.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You shall have

both.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am aware of the

diffBculty the Government have been laboring
under in reference to the transfer of different
classes of goods, but, I think, they might have
kept the old classification for the large local
trafic on the Intercolonial Railway in Nova
Scotia.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). I do not think
it would be well to have a special classification,
even for local traffic. It is expedient that the
railways all through the Dominion should have
the same classification. If there is to be any
amelioration of the tariff, I think it will be in the
rates and not in the classification. I should be in-
clined to adhere to the classification, because it is
absurd that what is described as first-class by the
Canadian Pacific Railway and the Grand Trunk
Railway and other railways should have a different
classification on the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There always has been
a different classification on the Intercolonial Rail-
way.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL). Yes, up to the
present.

FREDERICTON CANTEENS.

Mr. GILLMOR. I wish to direct the attention
of the Minister of Militia to an article which
appears in a paper printed in Fredericton, N.B.
It is as follows -

" AN IMMEDIATE CHANGE REQUIRED.
Open rebuke is better than secret love.'

"There is a growing evil in this city which is being
perpetuated by the Dominion Government, whether they
are aware of the fact or not, and as repeated reference
to the matter has no effect on those who are the partici-
pants in the unholy alliance it becomes necessary to be
plain and open in our remarks. Like the Middleton
scandal, this has also reference to the Militia Depart-
ment. We wish again to draw the attention or the
Minister of Militia and the Government to the fact that
for some eleven or more years the Canada Temperance
Act has been the law of this city, repeatedly endorsed by
the citizens and recently in a most emphatie manner.

" That, in violation of this law since it was declared in
operation by the said Dominion Government there
have been three public bars open, with and by the con-
sent of the Dominion Government in this city, namely,
the canteen, the sergeants' mess, the officer' mess.
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"Again, that citizens are enabled through their inti- to go to his rescue. The friends of the young man
macy and friendship with the various officers commis- and the community generally feel very much out-sioned and non-commissioned, to obtain liquor at these
places, a fact which has been repeatedly shown by the raged at the crime that was committed. I have
press of this city, and which is notorious. had a number of applications made to me iii refer-

"That in the canteen, ales and porter are sold to men, to it. Only a short tinre ago I had letters
a boverago prohihited by the C. T. A. That what are once a shriiteaoIha.etr
known as'hard liquors' are sold a the sergeants' and with reference to the matter, and the people feel
officers'mess. that if the captain was aware of the fact that the

" We call upon the Government then, in the name of young lad was overboard and declined to stop the
the representative business men, the temperance men, vessel or to o to his rescue, that he should not bethe christian men of this city, to close up these public e .
bars, and thus assist the citizens in their endeavor to allowed a license to sail any longer. I thought it
carry out existing laws, and protect young and old against my luty to bring this matter to the attention of
the a o d to ake this indictment lu view of the the Government. On two occasions I have asked
sad scene we witnessed on Monday, and which the can- questions about it. It appears sone action bas
teen and messes are directly responsible for. been taken ; a commission has been appointed to

"On Monday afternoon a number of the short term enquire into the matter, and I would like to know
men com pleted their time and left the city by the train .m
for their homes in Nova Scotia and elsewhere. A repre- if the Government propose to place before the
sentative of this paper was on board the train and wit- House the proceedings of that commission.
nessed the beastly state of intoxication in which a number
of the men, particularly a number of young sergeants, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALID. The report is
were in, and ascertained some facts from men returning not made yet. The hon. gentleman is quite right
home, with reference to the School, that caused our hearts in following up this matter, inasmuch as, from the
to burn in shame for an institution in our own fair city
that would turn our loyal-hearted, true sons of Nov statements that have been made and the rumors
Scotia and New Brunswick to their homes and mothers connected with it, there was a great outrage com-
in a condition hardly less debasing than that of the brute, mitted ; and if it he true that no effort was made
making the car resound with blasphemyand reeking with to save the oun man after he had lunged intothe fumes of liquors received at the mess, ere leaving. atroh e

" Young men coming from the rural districts of Nova the sea, there bas been wrongdoing somewhere.
Scotia-the banner temperance Province of Canada-who The Government have isstued a commission to
have never known the taste of liquor, to return home in Capt. Gordon. who, as the bon. gentleman knows,
the fair way to fill drunkards' graves. Is this all ? Ah C .pt
we wish it were. Sunday debauches as the resuit of the is an officer of the Royal Navy. He is a civil
canteen svstem; men by the dozen unfit for parade on servant of standing, he lias commanded our fishery
Sabbath through the effects of the liquor obtained from fleet on the Atlantic coast, and, altogether, is a
the canteen; and oh, so much more to inake our hearts
ache for their friends and mothers at home. gentleman of very good standing. He wil1 inake

" We call upon the Government to order an investiga- a thorough investigation into the matter, and the
tion into the whole matter at once. We would not be lion. gentleman may depend upon it, that if any
true to the principle we have held, or to the Government fault is shown, it will be unished.we profess to support, if we did net point out the fact
that they are being held responsible for these doings, Mr. DAWSON. I would say that, in so far as
and that there will bo a day of awakening, both for them Captain Robertson is concerned, the reports haveand their representatives iu this Province-that will not
be pleasant." been, as I learn, very much exaggerated. There

I have been asked to bring this matter to the can be no doubt that a brutal outrage was coin-

notice of the Minister of Militia. mitted by the crew of the Baltic upon one of

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. My attention has
not been called to the facts referred to in the
article which my bon. friend bas read; but, if he
will kindly send over to me the article in question,
I will immediately take steps to inîvestigate the
matter, and ascertain the correctness of the state-
mentà.

ALLEGED OUTRAGE ON THE STEAMER
BALTIC.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to ask, in refer-
ence to the outrage which was committed on the
Baltic last summer, what course lias been taken by
the Government in reference to it? I was informed
some time ago that an enqriry would be instituted
into the charges whicl were made against the
captain in command of the Baltic at the time the
outrage was committed. Hon. members will re-
collect that a young lad was assaulted in a violent
manner on that steamboat by the crew,that he had
a coat of tar and feathers applied to him, and it is
said that turpentine was put into the tar, and the
result was that he was so tortured that he becanie
mentally disordered and jumped overboard and
was drowned. Several of the crew were tried and
were sentenced to be sent to the Central Prison for
longer or shorter periods. It is said that the cap-
tain was aware of the occurrence ; it is said that
the captain knew that the lad had jumped over-
board, and lie declined to stop the vessel in order

Mr. GILLMOR.

their number, and that an unfortunate young man
was drowned, but I believe that Captain Robert-
son was not, at the time, aware of the circum-
stance. I have here a little slip from the Empire
newspaper,which seemîs to state the matter clearly
and truthfully. It is dated Collingwood,
March 28 :

" Lieutenant Gordon, R.N., has been here two days
conducting the Government investigation into the cir-
cumstances connected with the Baitic outrage. From
the evidence it appears that Captain Tate Robertson did
not obstruet or interfere with Constable Pierce, or any
other constables in the discharge of their official duty,
and Constable Pierce himself states that Captain Robert-
son did not make even a pretence at interference. It
also appears, on the contrary, that he afforded every
facility for enquiry and investigation, going so far as to
forward Crown witnesses at his own expense, they not
having been served with subpænas. It is also clear that
the outrage was committed so quietly that Captain Rob-
ertson knew absolutely nothing about it until all was
over."
Now, Sir, I believe that to be a true statement of
the case. Captain Robertson bas been engaged
from his youth upwards in the navigation of the
great lakes. He stands deservedly high in the
opinion of everybody who knows him, and I would
be very sorry to believe that he was in the least
concerned in any wrongdoing.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to enquire of
the Government if the commission is to be open
to the public ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I really do not
know. I will enquire.
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Mr. LANDERKIN. It would scarcely satisfy
the public if an investigation were made, and the
public were excluded from it. I think the greatest
publicity should be given to the investigation, not
onlv in the interest of the captain, but in the
interest of every person who has a feeling in the
matter. I may say that for myself I have no
interest in the matter and no feeling in the inatter
personally. I never saw the captain, and I do not
think I ever heard of his name until I saw it con-
nected with this matter. I am only endeavoring
to find out whether the captain was guilty of the
charges made against him, and to see', if lie is
guilty, that he shall not be entrusted with a vessel
again.

THE LATE MR. CHISHOLM, M.P.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the
Orders of the Day are called, I deem it my duty to
inforin the House that within a few days after the
decease of Mr. Perley we lost another one of our
colleagues, and I have no doubt that both sides
o>f the House will feel deeply affected by this evi-
dence of the uncertainty of human life. Mr.
(hisholm, who has just left us, was, as hon.
gentlemen know, a gentleman of great ability and
of great respectability, who had earned his position
by acqjuiring the good-will and respect of all those
who kinew him on the shores of the Pacific. He
caine here by the choice, I think by the unanimous
choice, of his constituents in New Westminster
nwboni lie worthily represented in this fHouse.
Uiifortunately, he was not long able to perfori his
duties. Illness overtook him, and at last he suc-
cimbed to it. I have no doubt that this louse
feel-, great sympathy with those whoin he lias left
411111(l, and regret -very much the loss of another
friend. I an quite sure that this mention will be
fully responded to by lion. gentlemen opposite.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Ways and Means.

(In the Coiîmittee.)
3. By repealing sub-section 1 of section 5 of said Act,and substituting tle following in lieu thereof:-
The.importation of any goods enumerated in Schedule

Mr. LAURIER. What are the changes made in
schedule D?

Mr. FOSTER. At present there is simple for-
feiture; but it is proposed to provide a penalty.

Mr. LAURIER. I can understand immoral
books being destroyed, but surely the Minister
does not intend to destroy all reprints of Canadian
copyrights that come iii against the law ?

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman will
turn to page 57 of the tariff he will find the follow-
ing articles are prohibited to be imported under
penalty of $200, togetier witb the forfeiture of the
parcel or package of goods in which the same are
found : Prints, drawings, paintings, photo-
graphs or representations of any kind of any
immoral or indecent character, or prints of
Canadian copyrights, and reprints of British copy-
right works which have been also copyrighted in
Canada. Under the present law a publisher
securing the copyright of an English work has the
sole control of it in the Dominion, an(d any impor-
tation from a foreign country is prohibited. That
is under the Copyright law.

Mr. LAURIER. What will be the law as
amended ?

Mr. BOWELL. The saine.
Mr. LAURIER. No. Respecting all that

class of articles mentioned in section B, it is pro-
vided they shall be forfeited and destroyed.

Mr. FOSTER. The present law provides that
goods enumierated in schedule J) shall not be im-
ported, but if they are inported, they shall be
forfeited and forthwith destroyed. It is proposed
to add a personal penalty.

_Mr. M [JLOCK. Part of tlie penalty is in the
enacting clause and part iii tlhe schedule. It is
now proposed to place all the penalty iii one
clause.

Mr. BOWELL. That is provided for in para-
graph 3 on the first page of the new tariff. It is
provided that any goods enuinerated in scledule
B shall be forfeited to the Crown and forthwith
destroyed, and any person importing such articles
shall in each case incur a penalty of $200. This is
made part of the general law, and these goods
will be absolutely forfeited, with an additional

V iS hereby prohibited, and any suchgoodsif imported 1 penalty.hal1l thereby become forfeited to the Crown, and shall befortiwitl destroyed,-and any person importing any such M
g0ds shall in each case incur a penalty of two hundred beyond a change in language.

fi Il r,,:.Mr. MITCHELL. The Minister of Customls
Mr. FOSTER. The only change is the addition says the only change is twofold : to nake absolute

of all the words after the dash, after the word forfeiture of the gonds, and to impose a penalty.
"destroyed." iere we have the penalty and fli forfeiture

Mr. LANDERKIN. It is very desirable that sfated, and there is n change so far as I can
thie Custom. ý , 1 - understand.

beyondea hangeiinlanguage

c s OU e made as simpeapossible in order that it may be easily understood
'y the people. There are only five or six articles

m1ientioned in schedule B, and they should be set out
m this clause. It iust be remembered that in the
country districts copies of the statutes are not
Pleitiful, and unless a merchant could obtain a
copy of schedule D he might be unable to ascer-
tai what it covered.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). When the Bill has passed
thirough committee, perhaps the Minister will havethe whole Act reprinted ?

Mr. BOW ELL. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. On section 5 you bave the des-
truction stated.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). As I understand, the
only difference is that the penalty is put in the
schedule and not in the statute, otherwise it is the
same ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Finance has

not referred to the suggestion of the hon. member
for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), that the prohibit-
ed articles should be set forth on the face of the
Act. The consequences of the violation of this
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section are so serious that persons should be able articles are sold at in the United States, less the
to see plainly what they cannot import. cost of labor in Canada. I think that would be

Mr. FOSTER. It does not seen necessary to very difficuit to get at.
repeat the prohibition. When this Act is passed it Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is quite
will be bound together by the Custons Department correct and I will give 1dm a practical illustration
and everyone can see the prohibition. of this, in reference to what are termed Carter's

Mr. BOWELL. The object of placing these Pilîs. They are sold in New York at $18 per
clauses in the general provision is to make it cover gross. There is only one manufacturer and one
everything of that character, so that if you change wholesale house which has the sole control of them
the tariff in the future this clause will cover it in the United States, and which fixes the price.
without repeating the whole thing. They bring them in here in bulk and they have no

Mr. LAURIER. Do you contemplate any new value in the market until Carters label is put on.
changes? This is what was represented to me, and I did not

Mr. BOWELL. When you cross to this side of dispute the point, as I think it is not altogether
theincorrect. They bring the pils here in bulk, import

the useperhps.the bottles, labels and corks, on which they puy a
Mr. PLATT. Regarding the prohibition of duty as well as on the fictitious value of the pilîs.

oleomargarine and other similar substitutes for Then they employ some hands to put thern up and
butter, would it not be well to include that in label then. In order to arrive at the value, I
s4hedule D, so as to bring it prominently to the ascertained the cost of the label, the hottle, the
notice of persons. I think you should have all the mucilage, the labor of putting thens up, and allow
prohihited articles under that schedule. for insurance and interest on the investment ;

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think that is neces- add these together, aud deduct the total from the
sary ; they are all provided for in the general price at which they are sold in the United States,
schedule. and the balance is the value for duty. The bouse

4. By enacting that all medicinal or toilet preparations will readily understand that unless we adopt a prin-
imported for completing the manufacture thereof, or for ciple of this kind, particularly with regard to pa-
the manufacture of any other article by the addition of teut medîcînes, nearly ah the articles would le
any ingredient or ingredients or by mixing such prepara-
tions, or by putting up or Iabelling the same alone Or co pleted in the United States and brought into
with other articles or compounds, under any proprietary this country in bulk and then bottled. This is the
or trade name, shall be, irrespective of cost, valued for principle on which my deputies tell me the Act has
duty and duty paid thereon at the ordinary market value,
in the country from whence imported, of the completed to been administered.
preparation, when put up and labelled under such pro- Mr WELDON (St. ohn). I understand thatprietary or trade name, less the actual cost of labor aud
material used or expended in Canada in completing the i most cases the compound is not a secret, su that
manufacture thereof, or of putting up or labelling the anybody could bring in the ingredients and make
same. up from the formula.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like Mr. BOWELL. Some preparations are secret,
to know exactly how this differs from the present and their ingredients can only be ascertained hy
law, in the first place, and what object the hon. analysis. There was a time when locomotives
gentleman proposes to attain by any alterations he were imported in pieces, on which the lower duty
is making? The clause is very curiously worded was paid, and in that way the duty on the whole
and looks alnaost prohibitory on the face of it. locomotive was evaded.

Mr. BOWELL. The object of this clause is to Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is not easy
provide against a repetition of the Ayer case. he to understand the full ineaing of this clause. I
interpretation iu the past of the Customs Act, as should like to enquire of the hon. Minister of
it stanls on the Statute-book, loas been to charge Customs whether, if any single ingredient wer'
duty on the relative value of any parts of an article brought in, the duty would not be leved, irrespec-
imported and to lie cnpletedg in this country. The tive of cost, on the whole value of the preparation.
objecw of the clause is, that if an article is brought So far as I can see, that expression, "irrespective
into the country in different parts, simply to lie of cost," migt admit of that interpretation.
put together when they are brougit here, they Mr BOWELL. That was certanly never
shail pay the saine duty as they would pay in the intended. I felt the sarte difflulty as the hon.
United States, when completed, less the expese gentea
of conîpleting the article in thîs country. This is ma 7issgetd n hscas a uimitted to the Minîster of Justice, nd it is really

a ne clusealtoethr, mi i alse rom he iac cohereut.o This fraing hols er I bul, imprt

that on our former decisions upon questions of this bhstte lo s t an c ow h they py ra
kind, dwhich ta been the practice since Confedera-thef
tion, the court decîded that we had no power to Mr. W'ELI)ON (St. John). I know a caseil
exact the duties in the manner in which they had which certain pilos were put up in barrels in Detroit
been exacted. lorder toprovideagaistalrepeti- and brouglht into this country, and then put up in
tion of that, this clause was framed. boxes and labelled. There was no mixture of the

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Wmiul it not te very compound in this country.
difficuttocarrythatout AsfarasIfunderstan o Mr. BOWELL. That case would corne within
the Ayer case, certain articles were imported and the meaning of the law.
then nixed here, whale in reality the value of the Mr. JONES (Halifax). uow would the Hon.
article arose from its being labelled and described Minister folow these articles? A druggist imporitS
as a certain article. It was, 1 think, similar to the a quantity of a certain article, enters it at the
Johnston Aniline Pili case, which we had in New Custorn house, pays the duty on it, and does the
Brunswick. As I understand, the Minister pro- saoe with another article. After le passes these
pses top charge duty on the basis of the price these articles through the Custom hoe, can he not do

Mr. MULOCK.
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what he likes with them ? If he puts them together, Mr. LAURIER. As I understand the Ayer
can the Government then step in and say to him, case, two different mixtures were introduced which
you must pay additional duty on these articles? were mixed together in Montreal, constituting the

Mr. BOWELL. TheGovernment never attempt mixture known as Cherry Pectoral. When mixed
to reach anything of that kind. If a druggist in together they acquired a special value, and were
this country desirestomanufactureAyer's Pectoral, known as Cherry Pectoral. If one of these articles
for instance, lie can import all the ingredients of is introduced with the intention of having it mixed
which it is composed separately, and pay the duty with another to be introduced later, how much will
on each, and do what he likes with them. But if be charged upon the one and the other, so as to
the article is imported in a completed state, and uollect the whole duty? This clause will lead, not
only requires to be mixed here, this clause is only to the objection to which my hon. friend
intended to cover it. refers, but to nany of these harsh measures of

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What addi- the Department of which the public bas com-

tional revenue does the hon. gentleman expect froin plained.

the operation of this provision? Mr. BOWELL. In the Ayer case they brought
M,. BOWELL. We do not expect to collect the mixture in in puncheons ready for bottling,

and they bottled it at a nominal rate. W e analysedanything a uditional. We propose to carry ont the it, and found it to contain a large proportion oflaw is the future as it has been administered in the spirits, and insisted on the spirit duty. Theypast. There will be no advantage taken, so far as might possibly, when they brought the articleo ans a are, of the importation of the ingredients over, have put mn a little more alcohol to preserveof these different compounds. it, or a little more sugar to sweeten it, but these,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see that of course, they purchased in this country. The

apparently you now derive from proprietary hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) is in error
nedicines about $68,O0. I should be inclined to as to the practical operation of this clause, because
think that under this clause a considerably larger i the principle has been enforced since Confedera-
suin would be likely to be collected, so that it tion, and it was supposed to be the law which pro-
practically means a pretty large addition to the vides for imposing a proportional duty upon the
taxation. Whether that be or be not for the parts of the article which is imposed on the comple-
advantage of Her Majesty's lieges, is a question. te article when it comes in, and it was only when

Mr. BOWELL. It will not affect them in the the courts decided that interpretation was not
slightest degree. correct, that we made the change.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I could understand
Mi. LAURIER. I should like to know how this that in the case of a mixture like Cherry Pectoral

)rovision willworkinpractice. Take, forinstance, the ingredients could be ascertained, but in the
the case of Ayer's Cherry Pectoral. It is composed case of pills it would be different.
of sigar, spirits, and certain drugs. If the ingre- Mr BOWELL. Tiat is a case it is impossible<dients are imported separately, and thon mixed su to follow. If a druggist imports pills, he may put(anada, how is the duty to be arrived at ? One day them up into every conceivable shape and givethe spirits iiay be entered, the following day the them any name he pleases, but in cases such assugar, and so on ; how are you to arrive at the duty the one I have referred to, the article is given ato he charged for the whole article when fiished ? special label which gives it a special value.I arn afraid that this will lead to mariy complica-
tionis. Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Do I understand

that the three different substances which might
Mir. BOWELL. If a man imports spirits, lie enter into one of these articles would comle in at

pays the spirit duty. If he imports sugar, he the ordinary rates of duty charged upon them
pays the sugar duty. If he imports Iark or some- separately, whether used in a preparation of this
thing to give the mixture a taste, that muay be kind or not, or will the duty be the full duty as
free. If the druggist imports thein separately, we prescribed for the finished product ?
nlever interfere ; but if these mixtures are made up Mr IOWELL. Certaiidy not. For instance,in the United States, we will take the wholesale
value in the United States, and then deduct the Peruvian bark is used very largely in all these
expense of putting the mixture together, charging medicines, and you might import a ton without
the duty less the expense of putting up. payiug any duty. It is not for us to know what

you do with it. If you import a plum pudding,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the effeet the raisins, the citron, the sugar, the flour andof the clause will be to kill the manufacture of everything that goes to make it up is charged, as athese articles in Canada and have them made up whole, at a plum pudding rate. We do not pro-
.il the L mted States. Perhaps this is what the pose to analyse the pudding once it is made, inimster desires to accomplish, for that, it seems order to charge a separate duty on each article.woe
me, will be the effect.

Mr. BOWELL. It has quite the contrary effect.
A Dueter of establishments have been moved from
t1)troit to Windsor for the purpose of putting up
tîsese medicines, on account of the high duty now
iiPosed upon them. In cases where they bringovor ail the original ingredients, they pay the duty
upon them and manufacture the article in this
country, and what we desire is to stop the manu-
facture in the United States.

5. By enacting that regulations respecting the man-
ner in which mol asses and syrups shall be sampled and
tested for the purpose of determining the classes to which
they shall belong, with reference to the duty chargeable
thereon, shall be made by the Minister of Customs, and
the instruments and appliances necessary for such deter-
mination shall be designed by him and supplied to such
officers as shall be by him charged with the duty of
sampling and testing such molasseg and syrups ; and the
decision of any officer (to whom is so assigned the testing
of snch articles), as to the duties to which they are subject
under the tariff, shall be final and conclusive, uriless uvon
appeal to the Commissioner of Customs within thirty days
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from the rendering of such decision, sncb decision is, Mr. BOWELL. Will the hon. gentleman state
with the approval of the Minister, changed, and the what cases lie refers to?decision of the Commissioner with such approval shall be
final. 1 Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is chiefly

Mr. BOWELL. That simply applies the law in regard to fruits. For instance, strawberries are
as it stands on the Statute-book regarding the usually put up in boxes of small weight, and there
the polariscopic test of sugars to molasses, as it are forty or fifty or sixty of these in a crate which
is proposed to introduce the saine principle in the is generally locked. I understand that the
testing of molasses. crate has been charged duty more than once, and

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Why not say at once, that is unusual, and, I think, is contrary to the in-
that molasses are to be tested by the polariscopic tention of the Act, as I understand it. I also
test, and thus avoid ambiguity ? understand that, when those crates have been

Mr. BOWELL. The resolution providing for a returned empty and have been sent back, they
change in the mode of collecting duties upon have been re-charged with the duty. Do I under-

molasses declares what the rate of duty shall be stand the Minister to say that is not doue?
upon a test of strength to be ascertained by the Mr. BOWELL. No, I do not say that. If a
polariscope, as is now the case in regard to sugar. package containing fifty or sixty small packages of
I may say that, as to some molasses, it is imposs- strawberries was exclusively for exportation, it
ible to find out what it is by the polariscope. We would not be dutiable.
had samples a short time ago which actually Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am speaking
indicated what is called the inverse proof ; that is, of importation.
the test did not indicate that there was a single Mr. BOWELL. If that is the umanner in which
degree of saccharine strength in the molasses, and they are sold in the market from which they come,the only way in which we could arrive at that was they would be dutiable, and every article of-
by analysis. American manufacture would be dutiable. That

6. By enacting that any goods or packages being the is the sane as the American law on the subject.
growth, produce or manutacture of Canada, and having Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That may bibeen exported therefrom and intended to be returned
may Ie admitted free of duty on being re-imported to true, but at practically doubles the amount of duty
Canada, provided such goods or packages were entered which Parliament intended to levy on these goods.
for exportation, and branded or marked by a Collector or Bad as the duty is in itself, I think it is made ton
proper officer of Customs, and fully identified by the
Collector or proper officer at the port or place where they times w by charging the duty on the outside
are so re-imported; and further, provided that the pro- paekage.
perty in such goods or packages has continued in the same
person or persons by w hom they were exported, and that
such re-importation takes place within one year of the will weigh as mucl as the baskets sud the fruits
exportation thereof. and ail which they contain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I dosiro to Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So I ab
enquire of thB Miaiistdr of Catstoms, wsuettir it is snformid.
the case, as I have been inforcnd, that packages -Mr. GUILLET. Thus the duty on these large
which have been brought into Canada enclosing woiglty trunks would double the price.
smaller packages of goods, and have once paid the
auy, are compecced to pay the duty again, and ir. FOSTER. No; that is not the case.
again, if they are used a second, a third, ors Mr. GUILLET. But, according to item 52, the
fourth time. I am informed, that that is specially Mo
the case in regard to the importation of certain weight of the package is to be meluded m the
fruits. 'It appears to me, that if a package has weight for duty.
once been used, and has paid the duty, it ought to Mr. FOSTER. That is the small package.
ho free, at all events during the year, if it were Mr. GUILLET. Then I think that should besent hack sud used again. specified.

Mr. BOWELL. In the case referred to by the 
hon. gentleman, there would be no duty. No Mr. BOWELL. It has never been the practice
package which is used exclusively for importation to charge on the weight of the outside package. It
is dutiable. If, however, an American barrel of is only the weight of the snall box or basket or
oil, or of pork, comes into Canada, and duty is case which contains the fruit, and the reason for
paid upon the contents and upon the barrel, that that is that when the weight was not included i
cannot be taken back and refilled and brought in the value for duty, it was almost impossible to get
again without paying the duty. But any article at the ad 'alorem duty of these little baskets. The
of Canadian manufacture can be brought for- case referred to by the lion. member for South Ox-
wards and backwards. This provision is not new. ford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has never occurred.
I am only transferring the provisions of an Order in The crates are never included in the weight for
Council which has been in force for years into the duty. I understood that the point to which he
Tariff Act. specially called attention was that articles of this

kind of foreign manufacture, having once come into
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not the country, should be permitted to be taken back-

speaking of packages which are the product of wards and forwards in the same way as articles
Canada, but of other packages which enclose manufactured in Canada. That would be opening
smaller packages, and I understand that, con- the door to the use of those foreigun articles in the
trary to the statement made by the Minister, in sane way as those manufactured in this country.
certain cases duty has been charged upon those If an importer or trader desires to carry on a
packages over again, they being of foreign maiiu- business of this kind with the United States or any
facture. other country, lie can obtain these articles in this

Mr. BowFuL.
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country, and then can carry them backwards and
forwards as long as lie likes, or as long as the article

i* h- t th a m nt of an dut For

Mr. BOWELL. I move to strike out the word
"or," in the sixth line, and the words " or both,"

wvill last, w t ou yji he ln 1totewr
instance, we allow them to take staves from the and" to the word or" in the sixth lime, so that
Maritime Provinces to be made into barrels in the it shah read
West Indies and returned to Canada filled with "And hable to a penalty of $500 and to imprisoument to
sugar or fruit, and returned without payment of a term.-"
diuty. They are taken out in what is called the Mr. lAVIN. Shonld it iîot be "for a tern,
knock-down state, and put together in the foreign "to a tern?" You cannot say imprisonnient
country, without paying any duty upon being not
returied to Canada.

3Ir. WALDIE. I wish to call the attention of Mr. BOWELL. You could say it, but it would
the Mlinister of Customs to the practice of the fruit- not be correct. I will make the correction. This is
growers in our section. They ship their early a new provision, and the reason we ask the House
strawberries and early fruits to our own markets, to adopt a clause of this kind is, because, in a
because when early fruits become ready for market, number of cases in the past, it has been dis-
they are in comipetition with the American fruits ;covered that the agents who were acting for
but at a later season they send them to the Ameri- parties in a foreig country, were sending goods
cani markets, when the American markets are bare into Canada and sending with them blank invoices
of their own fruit ; and they use the saine package certified to be correct, leaving the agent in this
to send the fruits to Buffalo that they use in send- country to f111 them up. There was, on one case
iing thei to Toronto. I want to know from the ii Montreal, which came under our notice the
linister if the package, when returned, will duty other day-and by which the offender§ paid a

lbe uharged on that strawberry case when it returns penalty of some $6,OO-where the parties had
fromt Buffalo ? Fruits are going to Buffalo until been iu the habit of împorting their article, and
late in the season ; there is quite an extensive trade having these blank invoices in their possession,
of that kinl in the return of these packages. I thcy would reduce the price paid for the article in
know the Anierican Customs are, as the Minister the United States in order to bring it under a sec-
states, very arbitrary and unfair. tion of the Act which imposed a smaller duty, and

Mr. MITCHELL. They are no worse than our bythatrneansdefraudthe revenue. Notonlyisthat
(M-1n. the case in reference to the particular article to

r. WALDIE. Yes, they are worse than ourbeen dscovered

oM : but that is no reason why the intelligence of also in reference to goods of varios other kinds.

this House should not construct for the people of Te House will see at once that this is one of the
tlî-. useshuldîîo custuctforth pepleofworst kinds of fraud that can be committed. The

this country a better law than they have in the parties who make the change not only reduce the
Stattes, ai that is what I want to assist in doing. v
I hope the Minister of Customs will take that into of the article for duty, but they actually

ri)lsiQItion no Cutom wil tke hat swvear to it as correct. Perhaps w-e have beeîî toouonlsideration, and not shut these growers of fruit10 (uad (lt an sht tesegrowrs f fuitlenient in dealing, with cases of this kiwi, where'Il Caniada out of the American market by charg-bof he mercanmaret y carI we have not prosecuted parties for perjury, instead
an excessive duty on the return packages. of imposing a penalty.The fruits are perishable, and cannot wait for

three or four days. They want the packages Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In fact the
1ack iluiniediately to till thei aid send them back uni.orality eîcouraged by a high tarif is quite

nalu aw fui.

Mr. BOWELL. They are not chargeable. The Mr. MITCHELL. The tendency of the hon-
clause is clear enough. They must be so rarked gentlnau's tarif to proiote immoralty, is
by the collector, or by the party exporting, as will maîvellous. Here it lias takeîî hii ten mintes to
enable the collector to identify thein when they point ont what heiîous criies are committed
coinle back again, to see that they are Canadian under the auspices of a high tarif. They are

Ths. Those who are carrying on that export oing soinething like what they are doing ii rda-
trale enn easily make somne mark, or their own tion to annexation. They say they do not think
iutial We have never had any difficulty in the they are pnornoting annexation, yet by the course

i>aot.they are pursuing in putting up a Chiniese wall

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. aronnd this country, they are clearly driving us
-Cîlua c is .nto annexation. Now they are driv-ing theent lem anhlas,1 perhaps, noticed that certain dealers l
iii fruit were under the impression that theseaoers country into imnorality by the enormously high
"ie packages would pay duty. That tse ot tarif they are puttiiig on, encou-agig people to
1 1111l1t2etarci oldpyduydha.sanerr resort to all sorts of falsehoods and subterfuges.

Mi. BWELL Yes.The lion. gentlemuan should look after the morals
.of the country, and endeavor to protect the by

B>lY enacting that any person who sends or brings reducing the tarif as well as the revenue.
nLto Canada, or who, being in Canada, bas in his posses- Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This is a very goodany bill-heading or other paper appearing to be a

h og or blank capable of being filled up and used as an clause, but the difficulty -ill be im enforcing it.
, and bearing any certificate purporting to show, How are they going to get the mai who send in

(r which may be used to show that the invoice which these blank invoices? 1 (I0 not suppose this crime
be made from such bill-heading or blank is correct
t mnîheutie, shail be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor w d in the Extradition Treaty, and
'l le to a penalty of five hundred dollars or to im- we will not be able to reacli the man who sends
îluient to a tern not exceeding twelve months, or the invoice. We may reach the man who brings, in the discretion of the court, and the goods whichelîter_ 4 uneintnoc ad rn n u iato the country, but ini that case 1 arn afraid
Le entered under any invoice made froma any such

eading or blanksha" and "ofid th t the word "e or "Cinthemsit inecs th at
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lie will lose the services of a colleague, because that there is a law on the Statute-book which
the man who will bring it into the country will be will render all his goods liable to forfeiture
the Postmaster General ; it will be brought in by using blank certified invoices, which are filled
through the mails. He is the man who will bring in by his agent, who cannot by any possibility
it in, and are you going to enforce the law against know when lie received those invoices how they
him ? should be filled up. This provision is made in

Mr. BOWELL. My hon. friend is a little face- order to prevent this kind of fraud.
tious. It is quite evident that he has not read the Mr. LAURIER. The Customs Act is already
clause. My hon. colleague at my left (Mr. very severe. If the law at present allows the
Foster) intimates that my hon. friend is anxious Minister to secure the infliction of a penalty of
for the vacancy. $6,000, he has ample power to protect the revenue,

Mr. MITCHELL. We all know that lie is fish- and this is the only object which a provision of
ing for that. this kind can have in view. It is now proposed

Mr. BOWELL. Therefore, lie lias suggested ato take new powers, although the Minister has
mode by which the Minister of Customs might get already ample powers.
rid of the Postmaster General. However, to speak Mr. DAVIN. Robbery is a criminal act, and we
seriously, these invoices are not usually sent in by have an analogous provision to this in the criminal
mail. The difficulty in administering the Act law. For instance, if a " jimmy " or other burgla-
suggested itself not only to the officers of the rious instrument is found in possession of any muan,
Customs, but also to the Minister of Justice. If lie is liable to be prosecuted for being in possession
the lion. gentleman reads the clause he will find of burglarious tools, unless lie cana give a satisfac-
that it provides for the punishnent of " any person tory account. ln the case covered by this clause,
who sends, or brings into Canada, or who, being in the agent is found lu possession of a blank instru-
Canada, has in his possession any bill-heading," &c. ment, which is intended to rob, just as much as is
All we expect to reach in this case will be the a .immy, hammer or pry found lu the pocket of a
agents who receive and falsify these blank invoices burglar. The lion. and learned leader of the
after having been brouglit into the country, and it Opposition did not, lm my opinion, put the case
will be a warning to the exporter who sends these fairly. As the law at present stands you can only
blank invoices to his agent here to know that his punish after the crime has been committed. This
agent eau be fined $500 and imprisoned for twelve is a provision to prevent the crime being committed.
months at the discretion of the court. andtopreventlargefinesbeingnecessary. Asregards

Mr. MITCHELL. This appears to me to le a the speech of the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
rat eITaH r Ts f aears An en or aKirkpatrick), I do not know whether lie meant itrather extraordinary state of affairs. An agent for as a joke, whether it was one of those elaborate

an exporter in a foreign country of a particular humorisns that require a week to appreciate. orclass of goods may be a perfectly honest and whether it was a carefully drawn argument. If it
respectable man. He visits the post offee, and was a joke, I have no doubt after two or threereceives some nvoices im blank fro the exporter. weeks I shall find mnyself laughing heartily. If itOn his way homte e may be arrested by a poece was an argument, then I may say that the persol
officer, and, as these blank mvoices have been who brings anything through the post il not the
found lu his possession, lie may be fined $500 and Postmaster General ; he la not the person whom the
uînprisoned. It is a liard case that a man should law recognises, but the person to whom the letter
be liable to be arrested for such an offence, of -s addressed.which he has not knowingly been guilty, for lie
may not have known that the articles lie received Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman will see
at the post office would render hin liable to a the danger which exists in giving more power to
charge which might send him to the penitentiary. the Minister of Custons and his agents, for it is

Mr. BOWELL. Tlie saine principle would givng power for persecution. The clause uses the
Mr. BOWntELL.it Thioney. s e ip wu words "lhaving in his possession any bill-heads

apply to counterfeit money. appearing to be blank headings or blank invoices
Mr. MITCHELL. But this is a case of busi- capable of being filled up." This gives to the

ness, where an agent who is probably a fair and agents of the Minister of Customs power to go into
straightforward man, occupying a good position. a store and search for these invoices. They may be
acts as foreign correspondent to an exporter, and perfectly innocent in themselves, but they ay
receives fron such exporter a letter, the contents have a bad appearance, and on that ground alole
of whichli he does not know, but the fact that blank a man may be dragged into court and subjectel to
invoices are found in this letter renders him liable the annoyance of a lawsuit. The Minister is
to be sent to the penitentiary. The proposal is an aware that already complaints are made, and with
outrage. great reason, that the Customs Act has often been

Mr. LAURIER. If I understood the Minister made an instrument of persecution. Yet 1 ndIer'
correctly, a party in Montreal who comnitted a this provision you are giving more power to the
fraud by false invoices had been fined $6,000. agents of the Customs, who have already too great

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, in connection with power.
others. Mr. BOWELL. It ls most extraordinary that

Mr. LAURIER. If a person proved -guilty of lion. gentlemen on that side of the House wvill iise

fraud against the revenue by means of false and not, perhaps, defend the most flagrant acts that
invoices can be fined $6,000, the law is ample to can possibly be committed under the law, but they
protect the revenue. will at least excuse them and say that you S1ois1

not punish the parties who committed thiem. This
Mr. BOWELL. So it ils, provided they are clause provides only for the punishment of a ma

discovered. Why should not the exporter know who has blank invoices in his possession which are
Mr. KIRKPATRIcK.
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certified to be correct. What right, let me ask,
has any person to have in his possession a docu-
ment certified as being correct when it is in blank,
andi when the person sending it cannot by any
possiblity know how his agent is going to fill it up ?
The law provides that an invoice shall contain a
description of the goods sent into the country. It
also provides that, before proper entry can be
made, it shall be certified by the exporter to be a
correct account both as to the value and quantity
of the goods sent. When that is presented to the
collector, it is passed if there is no evidence of
fraud or undervaluation. But in order to commit
fraud andinvade if possible the punishment that
would be inflicted, this method of certified blank
invoice has been adopted. How can this invoice
be truthfully certified to as correct, when it is not
filled in ; and how can the exporter certify to the
correctness of a blank invoice, which is to be filled
hi by his agent in this country ? Why should not
these parties be punished ? The hon. gentleman
said there are complaints in regard to the adminis-
tration of the Customs Act. There are complaints,
and there always will be complaints so long as there
is a Customs Act to administer, and an Opposition
to find fault and assist dishonest importers, and
nake political capital ; more particularly will these
comnplaints be inforced when they are endorsed
with the talent and suavity of manner which the
leader of the Opposition lias shown to-day. My
sole object in presenting this clause is to show ex-
porters that if they send in false blank invoices in
orler to evade duties, they will be punished.

Mr. LAURIER. If the bon, gentleman by this
clause could reach the parties who send the false
invoices, I would have nothing to say. But an
exporter in a foreign country with a guilty motive
sends blank invoices to his agent, and the moment
they reach their destination, the agent, never hav-
ing had any intention to use them, is liable to the
penalty because they are found in his possession,
and if they are found in his possession, though he
nIay have had them for only one single moment, and
thîough be never had intended to use them, still be
becomes liable to the penalty. Under such cir-
Ctlistances the argument of the hon. gentleman
has been directed, not to the case of a man' who
sends the invoices, but to the case of the man who
receives them, for be cannot reach the sender. If
the receiver profits by this, if he commits a fraud
IY such invoices, we can punish, and the hon.
gentleiman has told us that an offender in that
nlanner has just been punished to the ex-
tent of $6,000. It seems to me that under
such circumstances the powers already vested in
thte Minister to detect and punish fraud are ample,anid the objection I make to the whole of this Act
it that too great powers are already placed in the
hauds of the Minister. Of course, I do not pre-tend to defend offenders, but the bon. gentleman

nows as well as I do, that his agents, with the
object of discovering offenders, have committed per-
scuotions untold upon certain business men. Such
p<nrers, therefore, are always dangerous, and should
not be extended where there are already adequate
Powers to protect the revenue.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not surprised at any-
t ung that the hon. Minister of Customs may door say when he is endeavoring to get an arbi-
trary Customs Act through this House. It is not

the first occasion on which I have felt it to be my
duty to criticise, and to criticise severely, the
formation, the framing, and the arbitrary manner
in which these Acts are forced through this House.
But, Sir, it was reserved until to-day to have a
charge thrown across the floor of this House by
the Minister of Customs in his official capacity,
that gentlemen who nay choose to criticise the
arbitrary enactments of a Bill which he proposes,
shall be charged with aiding and abetting men
who are trying to commit fraud on the revenue.
Who is there on this side of the House who is
open to this charge ? Yet it is the inference to be
drawn from the infamous remarks of the hon.
gentleman on the other side. What do we hold
our position in Parliament for ? Are we here to
pass any arbitrary law which may be submitted
to this House, or are we here to see that the
interests and rights of the people shall be pro-
tected ? While the revenue of the country shall be
properly guarded and its collection protected ;
while the officers of the Crown shall be secured in
the execution of their legitimate duty, we are here
to see also that an arbitrary Minister of the Crown
shall not pass through this House, a measure which
may place an honest man within the trammels of the
law. Sir, what was said about the action of the
Customs detective officers, three years ago, in the
city of Montreal? Was there not an outcry from
the whole commercial community against the arbi-
trary exercise of the powers which the existing
law gave to these officers ?-or, at all events,
whether they possessed that power or not, against
the construction which they put upon the law.
The outcry was such as to demand a repeal or
modification of these laws. The hon. gentleman
ever since he bas been in power, and from the first
day he took the position of Minister of Customs,
bas upon every occasion on which an amendment
or a consolidation of the Customs Act was proposed,
endeavored to make its provisions bear more
harshly upon the importers and upon the trade of
the country. As I say, it is not the first time I
have had occasion to remnark upon this. To-day,
he proposes a most outrageous provision. He tries
to make it law, that one of the first merchants in
the city of Montreal, nayhap, who receives a con-
signment from a foreign house, nay be punished,
although he bas no intention whatever of com-
mitting fraud. It may be that that foreign house
wishes to take advantage of the law, and if they
choose to send this blank invoice to be filled up by
an honest merchant, he can be punished if it
is found in his possession. Is it possible that ,it
can be proposed that the mere receipt on the
part of that merchant of the highest respectability
in the land, of a fraudulent invoice, shall lay him
open to the penalty of being fined and sent to the
penitentiary ? The Minister of Customs had better
alter that section of the law, and confine it to the
actual criminal knowledge of the individual who
receives the invoice, or his cognisance or the
exercise of a criminal act on bis part. The law
should not be such that a person who may be
obnoxious to an official may be laid open to the
charge of criminally outraging the Customs Act,
although he may never have intended to do so. It
is quite possible that the enemies of a man may
put up a plant upon him, and send him one of these
blank invoices, wait for him at the post office when
he receives his letters, and then arrest him and
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charge him with an offence for which lie is liable
to go to the penitentiary. I say, Sir, that this is
a condition of things which ought not to exist in a
free country.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This section is a
very strong one and entails very serions penalties,
und as it reads at present, a person having this in-
voice in his possession, innocently, may be punish-
ed. The hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin)
contended that while the law was sulficient to
punish when crime was committed, the object of
this law was to punish a man before the crime was
committed, and this seems to be the intention of
the provision. The hon. menber also said that it
was analogous to the criminal law in the case of a
burglarious instrument being found in the posses-
sior of a person, but, Sir, the mere possession of a
burglarious instrument is not sufficient to convict,
for the possession niust be with the intent of com-
mitting crime, and it seems to me that a convic-
tion should not be obtained under the law we are
now discussing, unless intent to defraud is proven.
The criminal law says:

" Everyone who is found by night armed with any
dangerous instrument, with intent to break into a house,
or to commit any felony thereby, without lawful excuse,
the proof of which excuse shall fall upon him-"
and so on, shall be subject to the penalty. I
would suggest to the hon. Minister of Customs
that there should be inserted in this provision, the
words :

" Having in his possession with intent to defraud the
revenue."
I think that provision would meet the objection.
There is no doubt that there are attempts made to
defraud the revenue, and, of course, the more in-
genuity the Govermnent displays in their attempt
to enforce the high tariff, the more ingenuity they
are met with to evade it onthe otherside. Itseems
to me that if these words I have suggested were in-
serted, it would protect an innocent party, and
enable the Customns authorities to reach any per-
son who attempts to defraud the revenue.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) The suggestion of
the lhon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) is a
good one, but I think that the objection taken
by the bon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), to the Minister of Customs. in some of
his dealings, would hardly apply to this clause, if
I read it aright. Exception has been taken to the
Minister of Customns taking extra powers, but I do
not understand that, in this clause, the Minister
is taking any extra powers to himself, as the mat-
tels is not to be within his cognisance at all, but
within the cognisance of the courts to decide.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is not that taking extra
power?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). As I understand it,
lie cannot himself order a seizure and have it ad-
judicated on without an appeal to the court.

Mr. MITCHELL. Havenotthese officerspower
'under the Customs Act to enter and search for
papers, &c. ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. Has lie not the right to
-search a man for papers, and if they are found upon
hlm, although an infanous job may be perpetrated
on the man, to punish him ?

Mr. MITCHELL.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). As I understand it,
the Minister cannot himself impose the penalty.

Mr. MITCHELL. No.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I see your point

clearly enough, but, as I understand it, the Minister
would not be taking extraordinary powers on him-
self, as it would be wholly a matter for the court
to adjudicate upon.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). As this law stands,
the officers of Customns are authorised to search, and
if the invoice is found in the possession of an
individual, no matter how innocently it may have
come into his hands, the mere fact that it is found
in his possession is all that is required to convict,
which I think is contrary to the rule in matters of
this kind. Therefore, considering the great power
Customs officers have, to make searches, I think the
ordinary principle of the criminal law should be
applied in this case, and that it should be necessary
to a conviction that the party should have the
invoice in his possession for an unlawful purpose,
nanely, for the purpose of defrauding the revenue.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I started out witih
the proposition that it would be necessary to adopt
the amendment proposed by the hon. member for
St. John (Mr. Weldon); but I am simply pointing
out that in this clause, the Minister is not asking
as great individual powers as lie has done in otier
cases, for the matter is not adjudicated by him,
but by the court. I think the Minister was not
fair in charging a desire on the part of any mermber
of the Opposition to do anything to assist frauds
on the revenue. Perhaps most of us are engaged
in trade, and anything designed to prevent frauds
on the revenue, ought to receive the support of
both sides of the House ; but it is different with
arrangements likely only to cause annoyance to
men who have no intention of fraud. If you can
imagine that there is a business man in Canada
who is anxious to defraud the revenue by means of
a duplicate invoice, he ought to be punished in the
interest of the honest trader.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The clause as dsrawi
is, of course, a very severe one ; so is every law for
the administration of the revenue. The present
instance has been paralleled in a dozen cases, not
only in the Customs Act, but in the Excise Law.
For example, it is a highly penal offence for any-
one to have in his possession an enpty cigar boS
that has been used, which, I fancy, is no greater
moral offence than for a man to have a fraudulent
invoice in his desk, which no one can suppose to be
for any other purpose than to defraud the revenue.
I think the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr.
Davin) was perfectly correct in drawing the
analogy lie did, between this provision and the 0e
read by the hon. menber for St. John. A persoil
offence does not consist in having the burglar's toolS
in his possession, for the purpose of comnmittilg a
felony, but simply in having them in his possessiOn
without lawful excuse, and the proof of its lauwfui
ness shall be upon him. The lion. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has cited the case
of a man receiving something of this kind from tise
post office. Just as in the case of the cigar box,
public policy requires, under a severe penalty, that
an invoice of that kind should be destroyed iumne-
diately by any person receiving it. If PeoPIe
should be allowed to have these invoices i their
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possession and to keep them, all chance of check-
inig fraud would be destroyed, and, therefore, the
amiendmnent proposed by the bon. member for St.

John would render the clause worthless, as we

shiould have to prove the intent to use tIe paper
for a fraudulent purpose, which would be impossi-
ble unless the man himself confessed that his inten-
tion was to use it for a fraudulent purpose, or
nless he actually uses it, when it would be too

late to prove that it had been certified in blank.

The hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick)
called attention to the difficulty of punishing the
sen(er of the invoice as well as the receiver. There
is a great difficulty in that ; but if the sender
should be in Canada, it would certainly be an
analons thing if the receiver should be liable
to a penalty while the sender would not be. But
I wiould suggest, with the view of making the cases
noie parallel-and I hope the suggestion will meet
the views of the hon. member for St. John-that
we should adopt the saine words as the Act he
read contains, by enacting that the person in whose
possession the invoice is found shall be liable unless
le proves that he has it for a lawf ul purpose.

lr. MITCHELL. This is a very important
point-this cigar box business, and I have sent up
to hav e the stamp erased on an empty cigar box in
iny possession, so that I night be free froin prose-
cution. It is outrageons that because a gentleman
may have an empty cigar box in his possession, on
wliicli le has not erased the stamp, be is liable to
tine and imprisonment, but the Minister of Justice
quotes that as a precedent for enacting a still more
iniquitous law. The very illustration given by
the lion. geutleman, is an additional reason for our
nlot adopting any such law.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. All laws for the
a<ninistration of revenue are severe and arbitrary,
but the best evidence that this law with reference
to cigar boxes is not oppressive is the fact, that
a tltIongh it lias been for years on the Statute-book,
te lion, gentleman was not aware of it. It has been

applied solcly for the protection of the revenue,
and has not been used oppressively.

31r. MITCHELL. I do not suppose there is
one man out of five thousand who has ever read
tlat paragraph relating to the destruction of
stamps on cigar boxes, but that does not render
the law less liable to be abused, and it is no excuse
for passing an iniquitous law, which will render a
person liable to imprisonment, simply for having
il Lis possession one of these bills, about which he
may kiow nothing, and which may be sent to him
tlhrough the post office without his having any will
or Mintention in the matter.

lr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. the Minister
of Justice has shown a great deal of skill in the
suggestion he has made and in the defence of theMinister of Customs. The provision of the law
wlich the Minister of Customs proposes is, that
certain facts shall be deemed a conclusive pre-
slption of wrongdoing, subjecting the party, on
these facts being proved, to punishment for mis-
leimeanor. The Minister of Justice proposes
ertain words which will convert the conclusive

Presumption into a prima facie presumption, in-
Volving the necessity of proving actual wrong-
(0ing before a person can be convicted. That is aradical change, and I think the suggestions made
ly my hon. friend from St. John (Mr. Weldon) and

the Minister of Justice are in effect exactly the
saine.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the Minister of
Customs needed any defence it was my fault, for
the clause was drawn up under my instructions. I
see, fron the objections of hon. gentlemen opposite,
that it is capable of improvement, and an prepared
to improve it.

Mr. BOWELL. I think the Minister of Justice
might have put a stronger case in reference to
stills. A man may have had a still in his pos-
session for a number of years, though not in use,
but the fact of his having it in his possession subjects
him to a penalty, and there is no discretion on the
part of the courts in regard to it. I have no
objection to the amendment suggested by the
Minister of Justice, if it suits tbe views of the
House. If my hon. friend fron Brant (Mr.
Paterson) will compare the Customs Act now with
what it was before I assumed charge of the
Customs Departnent, be will find that powers
which were then vested in the head of the Depart-
ment have been taken from him, that, in fact, every
amendment which bas been proposed, though the
penalties have been made more severe for infrac-
tions of the law, has not conferred additional
power upon the head of the Department or any of its
officers. When I introduced the first consolidation
of this Act, I took away fron the Minister certain
powers which were absolutely given to him. The
question was then put to me, I think, by the hon.
inember for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), whether I had no confidence in myself,
and my answer was that I thought no Minister
should have such powers as those, but that the
matter should be relegated for final decision to the
courts. It is true that the Minister or the Com
missioner must give a ruling in most of these cases,
but there is no case in which the person affected
cannot appeal to the courts.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The penalty is made
$500 ornot more than twelve months' imprisonent.
I think it would be better to say that the fine
should not exceed $500.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Act respecting
punishments declares that, when any penalty of
that kind is provided, it may be made less accord-
ing.to the judgnent of the court.

Acetic and pyroligneous acid and vinegar, 15 cents per
gallon and one cent additional.

Mr. FOSTER. This carries out the principle of
charging on the strength of the acetic acid for
every degree over proof. Heretofore, acetic acid
of any strength was allowed to be imported.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is the same change
which you have applied to spirits.

Mr. FOSTER. It is the same principle, and
seems to be a fair one.

Acetic and pyroligneous aoid of any strength, when
imported by dyers calico printers or manufacturers of
acetates or colors for exclusive use in dyeing or printing,
&c., 25 cents per gallon and 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. This is the old duty on acetic
acid, and it is thought well to allow these manu-
facturers to have these acids at the saie rate of
duty as before at any strength.
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Acid phosphate, 3 cents perpound.
Mr. FOSTER. This is a new item. Acid phos-

phate is largely used in the manufacture of cream
of tartar and of baking powders, where it is used
as a substitute for crean of tartar, It is made to
bear the same rate as starch, which is another in-
gredient used in baking powders.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
supposed commercial value of that, per pound ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have not the information here.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We should
have that information, because it may be a small
duty or a very heavy duty, and we cannot tell un-
less we have the information.

Mr. FOSTER. I imagine the duty is pretty
heavy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is it
supposed to represent, ad valorem?

Mr. FOSTER. It came in before unenumerated.
An hon. MEMBER. 75 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That looks

like an absolute prohibitory duty. 75 per cent. is
an outrageous rate of duty.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it is 75 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it manu-

factured here ?
Mr. BOW ELL. Yes.

Precious stones, polished but not set or otherwise
manufactured, and imitations thereof, 10 per cent. ad
valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. This isinstead of several clauses,
and simply groups all of them together, and adds
also another item, which is found here, of imita-
tions of precious stones, in the same category, and
at the same rate.

Animals, living, viz.:-Cattle, sheep and hogs, 30 per
cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. The old duty was 20 per cent.,
which we increased to 30 per cent., as being about
a proportional addition with reference to the duty
to- be placed upon dead meats.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What is the antici-
pated increase of revenue ?

Mr. FOSTER. On the importation of last year,
it would be about $12,000.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the Minister
look for the sanie importation?

Mr. FOSTER. That is a matter which can
hardly be forecast. Probably there will not be so
much importation.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I would like to enquire
whether, upon hogs imported, slaughtered and
packed in Canada, the actual product of the hogs
imported must be exported to obtain a rebate of
the duty, or whether an equivalent would be
sufficient to entitle the packer to obtain a rebate?

Mr. BOWELL. It must be the actual product.
You will find that the Customs Act provides for
that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to
me that this is a very objectionable proposition.
In the first place, I have not the slightest doubt
that the hon. gentleman, by imposing this ad-
ditional duty, is putting a very strong argument

Mr. FOSTER.

into the mouths of the advocates of additional
protection in the United States. He knows verywell that at the present moment there are pro-
positions in Congress largely to increase the duty
on animals exported from Canada to the United
States. Such a clause as this is a direct invitation,
a direct aid and inducement, offered by the
Canadian Government to those parties in the
United States who are desirons of imposing
additional duties on Canadian animals imported
into the United States. I can hardly conceive a
more unwise thing than to do that, at the present
stage of affairs in the United States. If the hon,
gentleman and his friends desire to add to the
duties on every animal exported from Canada to
the United States, this is the way to do it.

Mr. CHARLTON. I hope the Finance Min-
ister will give that consideration to the remarks
just made by my hon. friend that they deserve.
There can be no question about the soundness of
the view which that hon. gentleman has taken of
this question. Just now, beyond all doubt, is a
most inopportune time for any advance in the
duty upon live stock, or any movement in this
direction, while Congress have their Tariff Bill
under consideration, and the features of that Bill
will not be fully settled until after Parliament is
prorogued. We are simply inviting, by action of
this kind, retaliation on their part. This it is un-
wise to do, aside from any question as to the rate of
duty, which, I believe, is an excessive one in it-
self.

Mr. MULOCK. I just this moment looked in-
to the Trade and Navigation Returns, to see what
our trade in sheep was for the year 1889. I fina,
that we imported from the United States last
year sheep to the value of $3,489, and we exported
in the same year to the United States sheep to the
value of $918,334. I may have made a mistake,
since I have only glanced at it hastily, but I think
these figures are correct. You will find the ex-
ports on page 661 of the Trade and Navigation
Returns. The number of sheep is put down as
307,775, and the value I have given. The hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
hands me just now figures, showing the total
amount, as set forth on page 4; to be somewhat
more than I stated. It appears, that the total
value of the imports was $81,863, less than oe-
tenth of what we exported. Now, is it proposed
to imperil that trade ? ln order to exclude
$80,000 worth of sheep, it is asked that we should
imperil a trade involving nearly $1,000,000. Now,
does trade up to the present moment justify this
action? Why should we increase our import duties
50 per cent. greater than the Americans have in-
posed against us ? We are challenging them, be-
cause the Administration have declared that they
have adopted a policy to impose just such duties
as the Americans impose, and, of course, we have
to expect to have the same treatment awarded tO
us.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think the implication lies,
in the first place, that the object of imposing this
duty upon cattle, sheè'p and hogs, has been to
retaliate against the United States. I do not
think that the objection eau lie, either, that it is
done with any purpose, on the part of the Adurn-
istration, of inviting retaliation. My hon. friends
on the other side, two of them at least, who have
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spoken, may have peculiar sources of information,
and may know more intimately of what they speak
than other members of this House. It seems to
me that there are two things that we may safely
aflirm : the first is that we must always look upon
ourselves as related to the countries with whom we
trade and who lie near to us, and the second that
w e unst more especially look to our own interest and
form our own policy; we must do what we con-
sider best for the country in which we live, always,
of course, having reference to the relations that this
country occupies to the countries with which it
trades. It is simply and solely in pursuance of that
object that this, as a part of the policy of the Govern-
ment, bas been adopted. The Government bas
coue to the conclusion that farmers' products can
be better protected than they have been, and it
has determined to protect them. It bas, there-
fore, placed duties on those articles that it is be-
lieved the Dominion of Canada, is able amply to
produce and supply in sufficient quantity, not
only for the consumption of the Canadian people,
but as well for foreign export ; and it would, of
course, be altogether absurd to place a duty -upon
dead meats with the idea of protecting those
products and not place a corresponding duty
upon the live animals out of which those dead
meats are produced, and this addition is simply
put as a proportional increase. Will hon. gentle-
inen opposite say that we are to go on from year
to vear and from century to century doing nothing
iii what we consider to be the best line for a coun-
try like this great in extent and in resources and
w ith a population, which is respectable in num-
bers, and undoubted in its energy, its enter-
prise and its power ? Are we to go on fron year
to year and from century to century doing noth-
img because, forsooth, a threat may be held out

gainst us, that, if we adopt measures for our own
interests and do what we honestly consider best for
our own success, another country near us or far
aw av may retaliate and annoy us ? I do not
consider this is a principle which Canada at
the present time is disposed to adopt. We come
back here year after year with hope deferred, so
far as reciprocity in natural products with the
United States is concerned.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. FOSTER. Hon. gentlemen may greet the

words " hope deferred " with such cheers as they
please ; but the facts are against them, and facts
are more powerful than cheers or sneers. Since
the very first year of the enactment of the old
Reciprocity Treaty we have found no approach to a
spirit of larger and broader international trade
with this country on the part of the United States.That treaty had no more than commenced its
Operations when dissatisfaction began to be
expresse(d with it across the boundary along
the whole line of the 45th degree of latitude,and it culminated at last in the abrogation of the
R eciprocity Treaty, against the wishes and thedesires and the repeated efforts of the Provinces of
Canada at that time. And from that time to this,although efforts have been constantly made,although no Government bas ever existed which
dil lot iake patent to the world its desire and its
readmlness to come down and frame a fair treaty ofIleciprocity with the United States whenever theUm nted States were disposed to do so, although

that bas been the case, and the offer bas been
repeated not only by statutory provision, but also
by diplomatic effort, nothing bas appeared to give
us the least hope that to-day the Government of the
United States is one whit nearer to us in a desire
for a reciprocity treaty which would be fair and
equal on both sides. 1 say that the facts are
against the contention of hon. gentlemen opposite.
Now, what about this present proposal ? It is said
that this is retaliation.

Mr. MULOCK. A challenge.
Mr. FOSTER. I disclaim that this tariff bas

been framed with the idea of retaliation ; I dis-
claii that it bas been thrown out as a challenge,
and the absurdity of a charge of that kind is shown
by the trend of events in the United States, both
for the period of which I have been speaking, and
also for the last two or three years. When the
contest took place which resulted in the election of
the present President, and the present Congress,
the elections were run upon the simple question
of a degree of protection which we would consider
high and a degree of protection which was still
higher. It was not a question of free trade and
protection; there was no party which went to the
polls under a flag upon which was shown the legend
of free trade for the United States of America. It
was a question between a high tariff and a still
higher tariff. And after all that took place in the
discussions in the United States, the party which
came out triumphant at the polls was the party
that promised, and which now shows determination
to implement its promise, to add to the protection
of the various industries in the United States, and
to do nothing which would take away from the
industrial protection of that country, whatever it
might do with respect to the raw materials which
enter as a basis of its industries. That President
came into power, that Congress came into power,
the party which was triumphant holds the power,
it may be by a small vote in one branch, and it is
able to do what the former Administration was
not able to accomplish, viz.-to control both
branches of the Congress of the United States.
What are the tariff indications? That they are
going back on their promises, and on their
platform, on which the election was run ? Not
at all. But days and months before this tariff
saw the light, all the indications in the United
States were that protection was to be pushed
further, especially in the line of the agricultural
interests ; and the report of the Ways and
Means Committee, of that section of the committee
which represents the dominant party, amply
fulfile that prediction, and amply proves what is to
be policy of the dominant party in that country.
This is not retaliation. We have been looking for
the last 25 years in vain for an offer of a reciprocity
treaty between us and the country to the south of
us, and when at last the trend of events irresistibly
shows that we shall not obtain such a treaty, we
may as well tread our independent path ; we may
as well be a country now, and do what we honestly
consider to be best for our country through and
through, and if we meet difficulties we will
meet them like men, we will not act the part of
cravens, and simply sit down and do nothing.
I will say one thing more. I hold it to be
criminal almost-I may say without that restric-
tion " almost," that I hold it to be criminal for
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any party to endeavor to create the idea in this will not be taken as a challenge on the part of the
country, and in the country to the south of us, people of the United States, they show an ignor.
that we are animated with a malicious motive of ance of the temper and feeling of the United States,
retaliating against them, and to use that idea and almost as gross as that which they exhibitef
opinion as a means by which passions may be couple of years ago, when the High Commissioner
aroused, and political action may be taken, which described us as on the verge of war.
will have the result whiclh hon. gentlemen opposite, Sone hon. MEMBERS. No.
fr.m their advocacy of this view, sometimes appear
to me to desire, viz. :-of creating an impression Sir RICHARD CARIWRIGHT. If the Mml.
among the people of the United States that we are ster of Finance does not know what he is doimg.
actuated by a malicious desire to retaliate, and let lim cousult the laVe Minister of Finance, sir
that, therefore, we should be punished in kind. I
wish to state hure, and to state it with all the to Washington, and we know that he toid us ve
emphasis that I can command, that the overnentwere on the verge of actual war-at any rate, of
have had no intention to retaliate or tofling out commercial war. aneyknowm-hatthathon.gonfle.
challenge against the United States, but that itm bi
has simply looked at the state of the country andr
endeavored to do what it considers, upon the them attemptiug Vo embark, in one or two ii.
whole, to be the best for the interests of this Dom- stances, on the foolish path they are marching nov,

amon.lie took theni by, the neck and compelled theonunion. within Vhree days'to do what they had declaretl
Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHT. If the Govern- was traitorous and treasonable. That is wiat tho

ment of Canada are not cravens they are writing latc Minister of Finance did. I an sorry Vo Sav.
themselves down precisely what one of their sup- that the present Minister of Finance does not
porters, the hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. appear Vo possess anything like the same grip, o
Davin), described them the other evening. I wiil vigor, in deaiug with his colleagues that the lie
say this, that looking at the Trade and Navigation hou. Minister did, or I ar sure, his better sealO
Returnas, I never yet in all my life saw an instance would lead hum Vo imitate bis predecessor, ai a
of more utter imbecility, a more utter want of do precisely as le dif eliminate those moe
statesmanship, a more utter want of comprehension objectiomable provisions.
of the general interests of this country than has
been displayed by hon. gentlemen opposite. What Som Hn. CARTE R I Carriefi.
is this hon. gentleman doing ? Here is a trade of Si RCA C R T N cr
four or five millions in sheep, horses and cattle, and,
if I add eggs, a trade of seven millions. REPORTS.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leehs). YouUfixenthattdows er fo an .
caioup of eersro aowent i ssione r fod Kiiî

SWahingonlet hi contsul the aet initer ofte FinneSir

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would do
it infinitely better than the whole lot of th@m on
the other side put together, because I understand
more of what the real working wants of the people
of this country are-not of their paymiasters, the
combines-but of the real working people of this
country, than the hon. gentlemen occupying the
Treasury benches have attained to. Now, Sir,
what are those hon. gentlemen doing ? A trade of
many million dollars per annum is put in jeopardy
for a miserable tax on an importation of perhaps
one hundred thousand or two hundred thousand
dollars. I turn to our statement of exports to the
United States, and, first of all, I find we sent them
last year, $2,169,000 worth of horses, we sent them
$494,000 worth of horned cattle, we sent thein
$900,000 worth of sheep, and millions upon millions
dollars worth of eggs and other articles of that
kind; and I find that this trade is going to be put
in peril, and in many cases utterly destroyed, for
the sake of a trade of $80,000 or $90,000 all told,
or may be, a couple hundred thousand dollars. I
say that every agriculturist in Ontario, every
agriculturist in the Maritime Provinces, and every
agriculturist in Quebec sees one of the most valuable
portions of his whole business put in jeopardy, and
likely to be exposed to an almost prohibitory tax,
for the purpose of these entlemen airing a little
clap-trap here to catch a few votes.

Mr. FOSTER. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is what

these hon. gentlemen are doing. I say, that if these
hon. gentlemen suppose that such actions as theirs

Mr. FOSTER.

for the year 1889-(Mr. Carling).
Report of the Director and officers of the E\

perimental Farms, for the year 1889-(Mr. Cai.
ling).

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the ('hair.

After Recess.

House resumed consideration of item 5:
Animals living, viz.:-Cattle, sheep and hogs, 30 ier

cent. ad valoren.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before this item passestv
wish to say a few words with regard to the uitY
itself, which it is proposed to impose by this îesO

lution, and also in reply to some remarks made ha'
the hon. Minister of Finance, whom I am glad tO
see is in his place. The object of this increase f
10 per cent. in the duty upon cattle, sheep and hoPi
I can quite readily understand. The Governitit
find it necessary to placate the agriculturist i tits
country ; and the Government of the United States
find it necessary to move i the same direction,
and the agriculturist of both countries has the idea
dawning on his mind that the operation of a prO'
tective system is not in his interests. The fariner
is beginning to suspect that the taxes imposed by
the protective system are bleedin him at every
pore, and the Governments of bott countries ar
realising the fact that they must throw a tub W
this agricultural whale. or there will be trouble
with the agricultural vote, and, consequently, 0e
have this proposal to increase this duty, whichî 1
think I will be able to show is absurd and nneces-
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sary, taking into consideration the trade between
the two countries in the animals mentioned in this
resolution. Now, Sir, I have said the agriculturist
is uneasy. He is beginning to understand that the
great volume of Customs duties collected in this
country, amounting to about $23,000,(00 last year,
did not measure to him and to the other producers
the burden of taxation. He is beginning to realise
that that amount of Customs duty forms part of
the cost of the article furnished to the consumer,
and that upon the duty as a part of the cost is
assessed wholesale and retail dealers' profit, making
the actual cost to the consumer 50 per cent. more
than the Government receive, and making the tax
to the producers of this country $34,000,000, in
round numbers, for the $*23,000,000 secured by the
Governnent. He is beginning to realise that the
increased cost, due to the tariff, on all the goods
produced in this country, is a still more serions bur-
den upon him and upon other producers, than the
(luty itself, and that the added cost of the Customs
duties is a part of the cost of the article. He is be-
ginning to understand that this system takes from
the producer $3 in order to give the Government
SI, and that it is building up monopolies. He sees
the briglit, intelligent farm lad working fromn sun-
rise to sunset, for perhaps 50 cents a day, and the
artisan who works ten hours a day, receiving from
812 to $18 a week. The idea suggests itself that
there is something about this system that is not
advantageous to him or to the class to which he
belongs, and the consequence is the Government
find themselves in the position that they must
endeavor to induce the farmer to believe they are
(oing sonething for him ; and that, under the
general systemn of spoliation called protection,
some one has to be spoiled for the benefit of the
farimer, to compensate him for being obliged to
suffer for the benefit of somebody else.

Now, Sir, if we look at the statistics of the live
stock trade, I think the House will be convinced
that this duty is unnecessary-that it is, in fact,
absurd. Our imports of animals from all countries
in the last fiscal year were as follows:-

Number. Value.
lorned cattle .......... 748 $ 21,750

Horses ................ 4,105 149,836
Sheep .................... 43,255 81,863
Swine ................... 3,809 37,002

Total.......................... $290,451

I)uring the same year we exported, not to all
countries, but to the United States alone :

Number. Value.
lorses .... ......... .... 17,277 $2,113,782

R orned cattie....... .. 37,360 488,266
Swine .................... 1,033 4,448
Sheep-....................307,775 918,334

Total ......................... $3,524,830

Thus we find that our export trade in these four
classes of animais to the United States was con-
siderably more than twelve times as great as our
unport trade in these animals from all countries;
and yet the Government proposes to increase the
dluty 10 per cent. on that trade. I think the far-
mer will understand, that this threatens a very
iportant interest of his. He will see that the
Iport trade amounts to very little, while the

object of prime importance to him is to put theexport trade on a proper basis.
98

Now, Sir, the system of protection is calculated
to build up, and will continue to build up in this
country and in every country that adopts it, a ring
of monopolies and monopolists, who will naturally
be the most liberal contributors to the election
funds of the party that adopts their policy, and the
party that adopts the protective system wili, in all
cases, derive its financial support chiefly from the
interests which it protects. That is the case with
the Conservative Government of Canada, as it is
with the Republican Government of the United
States, both of which act according to the behests
of the great interests which they protect, and in
return they depend on then for liberal contribu-
tions to carry the elections ; and lu any pro-
fessions they may make of a desire to benefit
the farmers by protection, they are merely trying to
hoodwink and deceive that class of the community,
because it is impossible for them to contribute to
the benefit of the farmers one cent's worth where
they take one dollar from them. The protective
system builds up such establishments as that of
Andrew Carnegie in Pittsburg, whose profits are
$12,000 a day, who has amassed a fortune of
$40,000,000, who was not worth $100 fifteen years
ago. That man would have been abundantly
successful if by industry and thrift during that
time he had accumulated a fortune of $500,000
instead of $40,000,000 ; it would have been better
for himself and for the country ; and any system
that enables individuals to amass such fortunes,
is in the interest of monopolies, and not of the
masses.

The hon Finance Minister, I see, does not pro-
pose a duty on horses ; and I will give the statis-
tics regarding cattle, hogs and sheep, the animals
on which the duty is increased. Last year we im-
ported of cattle, horses and sheep from all countries
$140,615 worth, and exported to the United
States alone $1,411,000 worth. In other words,
our exports of these articles to the United States
alone, was ten times greater than our imports
from all countries, and the hon. Minister of Fin-
ance proposes to imperil that export trade by the
imposition of the added duties. The hon. gentle-
man may, perhaps, imagine that the farmers think
this is a good thing for them, but the hon. gentle-
man must know that it is not. He is inviting
a policy on the part of our neighbors, the Ameri-
cans, which will injure the farmers in a trade of
$10, for the possibility of benefiting them in a trade
of $1.

The hon. Minister of Finance, in his remarks
before dinner, . spoke of the repeal of the Re-
ciprocity Treaty by the United States in 1866,
and led the House to infer that it was an entirely
unjustifiable act on the part of the United States
-an act of wantonness. That the operation
of that treaty was, in the highest degree, bene-
ficial to Canada, there can be no doubt ; under it
our exports to the United States increased from
$10,000,000 to $40,000,000 perannum in round num-
bers, during eleven years, and the country was pros-
perous ; but the abrogation of that treaty was
owing to the United States believing that a fair
reciprocity treaty would be one that would enable
them to sell to Canada the products of their labor
which we desired to buy in return for the products
of our labor which they desired to buy. They be-
lieved that a reciprocity treaty which enabled us
to sell to them all our natural productions, of
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which they were purchasers to a large extent, but
which would not allow them to send us, in return,
those articles of which they were sellers to a large
extent, was not a fair treaty. But there was
another circumstance that had much to do with
the repeal of that treaty-that was, the sym-
pathy evinced by Canada for the Confederate
cause, especially by the manifestation of applause
in the Canadian Parliament at the defeat of the
Federal Army at Chancellorsville. It was the
spirit manifested by that demonstration of sym-
pathy with the enemies of the Union that did,
perhaps, more than anything else to bring about
the abrogation of the treaty in 1866.

An bon. MEMBER. How do you know?
Mr. CHARLTON. Who asks this question?

If there is any man in this House so ignorant of
the fact that the American Cousul General at
Quebec transmitted this intelligence to the Ameri-
can Government, he had better rise and say so.

Mr. BOWELL. And that a certain gentleman
belonging to the party of hon. gentlemen opposite
telegraphed to the Detroit Convention that if they

United States of any desire for the negotiation
of a treaty for reciprocal trade between the two
countries. In making that statement, he has
made a statement which is calculated to convey
a false impression to the country as to the desires
or wishes of the people of the United States, as a
body, with regard to this matter, and a statement,
moreover, which is not warranted by the facts of
the case. Have we not the fact that last Session
of Congress a resolution was passed by the popular
branch of the United States Legislature, laying
down a proposition with regard to reciprocity?
Have we not the fact that this year the Committee
on Foreign Relations of the House of Representa-
tives lias unanimously reported to the House a
resolution empowering the President of the United
States to appoint commissioners, whenever Canada
shows its readiness to enter upon negotiations with
a view to arranging the details of a reciprocity
treaty ? That resolution, of course, has not passed
Congress. It has not reached that stage ; it lias
not been acted on by Congress

Mr. BOWELL. Is it to be ?
intended to ask for a renewal of the treaty, not by Mr. CHARLTON-but it bas been unanimously
any means to do it, because they would thereby reported by the -Committee on Foreign Relations,drive Canada into annexation. consisting, in almost even proportions, of DIemo-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who sent crats and Republicans; and the sentiment of that
this telegram? committee is one, in my opinion, indicative of the

Mr. BOWELL. You know who sent it. action the buse of Representatives will take
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Name the when tbat question comes before that House. I

person.ask the on. gentleman by wat autority lie
person.tells tbis House and tbe country that tbe United

Mr. BOWELL. Does the bon. gentleman not States have shown no desire or disposition to make
know who the gentleman was, in Montreal, who any arrangement with regard to reciprocity, wlsen
sent that telegram? the House of Representatives of the United States

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, I do formally passed the resolution I have referred to,
not; give the namne. and wen it is well known that the Seate, if it

Mr. BOWELL. It was the gentleman wto was bad not been so late in the Session, would have
the at the tead of one of the telegraph companies also passed that resolution, inviting this counitry
of tiais country, from which lie was dismissed after- to enter into reciprocal trade relations, and when,
wards. this very Session, a step in the same direction lias

Sir RICHARD CARTWNRIGHTf Give the been taken by the Committee on Foreign Relations,
naine. indicating, e far as that movement lias gone, tifat

the United States Goverument are ready to enter
M r. MITCHELL. That gentleman was an into negotiations with us for the arrangement of a

Amercao. recsprocity treaty o a fair basis. I hold that tlie
Mr. BOWELL. Suppose hie was, ie was acting Government, in not responding to that resolutiO n

w Canada and was a Canadian subjevt, so far as I of last Session, in treating it wit contemptions
know, and acting on behamf of gentlemen with silence, took the very course calculated to destroy
whon t e on. gentleman was intimately con- that feeling whic is necessary to lead to tle
nected. negotiation and consuxunation of a reciprocity

Mr. MITCHELL. That eas that to do wit treaty. Then the ron, gentleman told US

the Liberal party ? More than that, that gentle- that tbis Government lias continually lseid
man was pro ptly dismissed by the Canadian ort an offer of reciprocity to the United States,
company at wbose head lie was. that we bave a standing offer of reciprocity on our

in Canada Certainly. statutes. So we have; and a standing offer
Mr.cted. fof reciprocity whicb we know will neyer le
Mr. CHARLTON. Whatever orders any one accepted ; whic we know is not an offer uf

individual in Canada may bave given to the Gov- reciprocity at ar, but a jug-andled, onesided
ernmenst of the United States, or to a convention at kind of offer, the advantages of whiec would lie
Detroit, I do not think tbey ad very muc influ- entirely on sar own side rjust that kind of offer
ence on the Governnsent or on the sentiments of whicli points to a treaty similar to that whicli thie
the American people. But the fact that the Cana- Americans abrogated in 1866, and wliics certainy
dian Parliamnent lad, in an open manner, sloown they would not grant now, since twiey told us,
their sympatly for the Confederate cause, and the effect, that if we are ever to have a reciprocitY
realistion of the fact that the Reciprocity Treaty treaty, we must bave a true reciprocity treaty-
was one whic, in any event, required revision as to one whicl wi l give them te privilege of ering
its provisions, were the two causes that led to the something to f, as weil as giving us the prvitege
abrogation of that treaty. The Finance Minister, of sending something to them. When the honi-
tells us that no evidence has been given by the 1 gentleman talks of our readiness to enter into

Mr. CHARLTON.
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reciprocal trade relations with the United States, United States. We impose on them differential tous
lie is talking of a mere deception. Every intelli- on one canais; a vessel passing through the Welland
gent man knows that there is no hope of recipro- Canal has to pay 20 cents a ton, 18 cents of which is
city on the basis of the standing offer which hon. refundedif she goes to theCanadian portof Montreal
gentlemen opposite profess to make to the United but the full amount of which is exacted if she goes to
States. We have shown no desire to get a fair an American port; while, in the face of that, the
treaty ; we have made no attempt to get one ; we St. Mary's Canal, which belongs to the Americans,
have, in fact, declared that we would not have a is open to our vessels free. It cannot be asserted
fair treaty, even if we could get one. The Presi- that this course is a friendly one, and 1 can assure
dent of the Council, the other night, informed us the hon. gentleman that it has produced a great
that lie considered reciprocity, even in natural deal of irritation on the part of ont neighbors.
products, would be a disaster, and the rest of the There is a little matter with which the Minister of
G;overnment say they might possibly take that, Customs is connected, to which I May refer
but they would not go further ; and the whole When we took the (uty off their fruit trees and
w-orld knows that unless we do go further, we peaches, our (overnment had to show its animus by
cannot get the thing at all. The country is not to be imposing a littie tax on the peach baskets; and
deceived by the position taken by the Government, while we wete exporting to the United States
-by the pretended desire of the Government to $2,000,000 worth of eggs annually, which were ad-
get reciprocity, and their determined action not to mitted to that country fiee of duty, we had the mean-
take it. ness to inpose a duty on the boxes which contained

Then the Minister of Finance told us that the tiose eggs, when thcy wetc brought back. In al
action of the Ways and Means Committee at these littie inatters we have shown a spirit which
Washington with regard to the Bill which has bas produced irritation and invited retaliation, and
lately been reported, or is to be reported, tIe the consequences of ont exhibition of that spirit
substance of which is pretty generally known, we are now beginning to sec; and when the hon.
indicates merely the fixed policy on the part of the gentleman tells us that the attitude of the Cana-
United States Government with regard to this dian Government has not bad anything to do with
matter, and that nothing like bitterness of feeling tie course taken by the American Goverument, I
or a desire to retaliate for fancied wrongs which mnst say to him that, in my opinion, he is mistaken.
they may have, in their estimation, suffered at the Now, it is proposed to increase this duty on cattle.
bands of this Government, has to do with it-that, We propose to put an increased duty of 10 per cent.
in fact, they never took into consideration at ail upon an iport trade amouting to $140,0d0 a
the attitude of the Canadian Government and peo- ycar, in ordcr to invite thc American Govcrnment
ple with reference to the fiscal relations between the to increase their duty on an export trade ten times
two countries. I think the hon. gentleman is mis- greater, a trade amonnting to $1,400,000. The
taken. I believe that the acts of the Conservative whole thing is absurd. It is sheer fatuity on the
(overnment of this country in varions mnatters of part of the Finance Minister. I do fot think the
policy towards the United States, has irritated Finance Minister is acting in the interest of Can-
an produced a state of feeling in the United States ada or in the interest of the farmer. 1 desire, as
'which is not conducive to liberal trade relations mnch as any one, to sec the farmer protected. If
between the two countries, and is not inthe interests anything can be donc to givc the farmer somcthing
of the people of this country at all. We took, in out of this general plunder, it sbould be donc, but
msy opinion, in the past, with regard to the fishery it is of no use to attempt to do anything which will
question, action which was not judicious or wise in not help the farnier, and, therefore, I believe that
attenpting to enforce, in an arbitrary and offen- this is not a wisc policy, and I believe that the
sive manner, the provisions of an antiquated treaty, general policy of this Goverument in its dealings
which I do not think is defensible on the ground of with the United States bas not been in the interest
international conity. The idea of telling the cap- of this country. For these reasons, I think the
tain of a schooner coming into a Canadian port Goverament shonld drop this proposed duty. It is
that she could get wood and water under the not very material one way or the other to the
provisions of the treaty but could not buy a cask farmers, 50 far as protection is conccrned, but it is
to hiold the water ; that she could buy naterial to material if it invites the United States to put a
"'end a sail that was blown away, but could not heavier duty on thc articles which we cxport to
buy any supplies of any description, and that she that country.
could not even land a sick man. What is the use
of muaking regulations of that sort, which are Mr. FREEMAN. I think, when the friends of
only calculated to produce, and which did pro- the American Rcpnblic in this fouse are contend-
duce, the most irritating effects ? We did enforce ing for the interest of the United States, they had
these regulations in a spirit which the Americans better give np the old story they have so long re-
conceived to be a barbarous spirit, and we did peated to this fouse in reference to the American
Produce irritation and ill-feeling, and acted in a fishernen bcing ill-nsed on ont southern shores. I
w ay just the reverse of the course we should have believe that the charge they bring against the
taken if we had in view the pronoting of our own Dominion Government, that they instrncted their
interests. We have the right of sending and cruisers to treat the Arican fshermen in a man-receiving any goods in bond through the United net different from that in which they should be
States by rail and of making connections with ont treated by civilised, christian people, 18 utterly
OWn1 railways ; we have never been denied unfonnded. I have some knowledge of the fact.acces to their ports in sending goods through The treatmeat of those fishernien came under myin transit, and yet we deny them the privilege own observation when these gentlemen were look-of shipping from our country the fish they catch ing after the Ontario farmers, and I think they
In ou waters, and sending them in bond to the know nothing at all about it. They have taken
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up the story of some American fishermen here and millions of men who owe the Lnited States no allegiance
there who have not been successful in poaching on who have no part or lot with us, but choose to be foreigfromn us,-it is an absolute wvrong for a. Democratic Cou-
our fishing grounds, and they are endorsing those gress to say that they shah have the sane share in our
statements and retailing then without any justifi- narkets and the same privileges of trade under our flai
cation. Maiy of these stories have been proved to that we have. So far asI eau preventit, I do not mean

that they shall be Canadian and Amerîcan at the salne
be false, and those hon. gentlemen know it, and ture. They can choose their side of the question and
yet they persist in accusing us, as Nova Scotians remain there."
or as Canadians, of improper conduct, and they
have gone so far as to say that the treatment of the President of the United States holds the saie
the American fishermen was brutal. That state- views. While this is the case, talking about reci-
ment is unbecoming of them, it is disrespectful to procity with the United States, talking about
their fellow-countrymen and to the flag under conciliating the Senate of the United States ani
which we live. If those gentlemen desire to be con- the American people, talking about regulating our
sidered as truthful in any respect, they should legisiation to suit their views, talking about with-
give up that style of debate. They accuse us of not holdin duties here and there to suit the American
treating the United States according to national
comity. I say that we have treated them far people why, Sir, we are not acting like free men,
better than we were required to do under the con- we are not acting like independent men, we are

of te teaty an, whn hn. gntlmennot acting lîke those statesmen who have legis.ditions of the treaty, and, when on. gentlemenn years ot long gone by;
present the American side of that treaty to this I say, we are not looking to our own independence,
House, and tell us that we are to be governed by we are not looking to our own character and to our
the American view of it, I say they are not speak- own position, and to the building up of our own
ing in the interests of the people of Canada or of country, if we pay such attention to the people on
the fishermen of Canada, or in a way that will tend the other aide of the border. I contend, thon,
to increase that respect it is our desire we should that it ie to our interest, it is to our dignity, we
command as a young nation. Then they talk about owc it to ourselves, that we should legisiate on the
reciprocity. The sooner they give up wasting the pr
time of the House in discussing reciprocity, the nie ahater ennced a bour or to
better. They repeat the old stories which 1I have hob 3 the Mînateof Fae I as pe e
heard ever since I have had the honor of a seat in a that derat mae by ofmh an etîîf
this House. The hon. member for North Norfolk say, Hat tereat aj r of the cubery
(Mr. Charlton) has repeated the same tbing four or
five times to ny knowledge, and I think he had that te eleae o hi D nIon il sold
better devise some new story. It will sound better hthelcoreofhiDmnonwlupod

and will better show that heis honest in this matter. those principles when they next have anopportunit

We have heard a great deal about Mr. Hitt's resolu- so e giey the p cp encatd b
tion. What is it worth? It is worth just as much as the Minister of Finance, and, we have everi
the resolution of the hon. member for South Oxford reason to believe, that those principles are held 1y
(Sir Richard Cartwright) was worth in this House the right hon. the First Miniater and by the
yesterday ; it is worth about as nuch as the paper other nem)ers of the Cabinet. Those are tie
upon which it is written. Who is Mr. Hitt, that
we should regulate our legislation here according House consulta py n pr,
to his views l Is he the President of the United of this young tion dignity, adhe dignity
States, or do his resolutions carry more weight strn ,e a r o
than the views and resolutions of any member of
the, United States Congress? I can give views Mr. McMILLAN(Huron). I was ratherastonisei
which are of some consequence to us, views which to hear the lon. gentleman who has juat takeis his
are of some consequence in the United States seat, mention the friende of the American Republic.
Senate, and, I believe, also with the President of I hold, Sir, tiat the strongeet friende the Anicl,
the United States, and those are the views of Mr. Republic bas got in this Houae, are the (ovcro
Blaine, the Secretary of State. He is a man of in- ment and their supporters, and they are doiiit
fluence, and, if we take his views into considera- more to create an Amerîcan sentiment and to kili
tion on these commercial matters and on the trade a national sentiment in Canada, than aIl other il'
relations between the two countries, we are taking i fluencea combined. We were told that some of ls
hold of something of weight, something to which had been up amonget the farmers in the Province
we might with some propriety pay attention. Let of Ontario, talkîng to them and hearing their
us see what Mr. Blaine's views are in regard to reporte. I am one Of those farmers who live l,
closer commercial relations with this country. I the Province of Ontario, and have farmed for
have here his views as he expressed them at a pub- forty-seven years. I have been up amongat tue
lic meeting, either shortly before or just after farmers of that Province, and I know their feelin
the election of President Harrison. Mr. Blaine and sentiments to-day, and I think I will be ale
says to show that the tarif about to be irposed, h net

"I am opposed, I am teetotally opposed, to giving the in favor of the Ontario farmera, even in respect to
Canadians the sentimental satisfaction of waving the cattle and eheep. I find that Ist year there M-ete
British flag and paying British taxes, and at the saine
time the actual cash satisfaction ofentrance to the Amer- umported of sheep into the Dominion 43,21a
ican markets." Now, let us examine into what parte of Ca'a'a
There can be no doubt that Mr. Blaine holds these sheep are irported. There wae one inptet
those views up to this moment. He says into the Province of Ontaro into Manitoba there

"They cannot have both at the same time. If they w i tn t6u
come to us, they can have what we have, but it is an ah- .,816;into the North-West TerritorÎes, 2- ,
solute wrong against the righti of American citizens that Now, I would ask, what prkdection the farinera cf
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the older Provinces are getting from the increased if we cannot get them entirely removed from
duty of 10 per cent. upon sheep, when only one between these two great countries. The interest
conies into the Province of Ontario, not one into of the Canadian farners is to get free trade with
the Province of Quebec, and not one into the United States, or reciprocity lu naturai pro.
anv of the Lower Provinces. I would ask ducts, at ieast, but if possible, in ail products,
ths representatives fron Manitoba, fron British both agriculturai and nanfactured. I can assure
(olumbia, and from the North-West, whether this the Government that if this present tarif goes into
increased duty upon sheep is not an injury to the effect it will cause a feeling in the Province of On-
farmners of those Provinces ? I would ask if the tario, at least, that wili not be very easily allayed.
sheep brouglit into those Provinces are not for the They feel that the present Government is imposin
purpose of stocking their farns, in order that the burden alter burden upon the agriculturists
people may carry on farming ? I hold that in npon the laboring men of this country, whose bur-
this way the Government have retarded the pro- dens are already too grievous to be borne, without
gress of those new countries, by placing enormous benefiting to any extent any class of the commu-
luties upon what the farmers really require to stock nity. The item we are tiscussing wiIl sot benefit

their farms. Now, we will take cattle. I think I the farmers in any part of Canada, and in the
w-ill be able to show, also, that no cattle come into newer Provinces it will injure them to a great
aniy of the Provinces by which the farmers will be extent.
benefited by protection upon them. The total num-
1,er of cattle imported into the Dominion of Can- Mr. LANDERKIN. I sympathise, to some
alla frons tihe United States was 748. 0f these, extent, wigh the Minister of Finance. oe had a
172 caime inito Mvanitoba, 551 into British Comum- splendid opportnty of doing sonething for his
i, a, ( b25 into the North-West Territories. country this time. gre came before Parliansent

Fronsi (I'reat Britain, 19 head of cattie came into and boasted hie had a surplus ; hoe regretted that
tise Province of Quebe. According te, tie Trade the condition of the country was not al that might
iiudl Navigation Returns, unless for broeding pur- be desired, and apparently iis surplus was not as
poses. iont a single heai of hsrned catdle was muct as le desired; an, ahouh from one nt
brotgist issto the older Provinces. Cattie, also, of the country to tho other tisere was a feeling of
are takes into the new Provinces, were they f eard timnes sorely felit among almost every class of
esefit tise farmers and tihe settiers, ani it is the community, the Minister, wth what some of

iinposissg an uisbecessary tax upon them without bis friends would cal a stroke of statesmanship,
leisefitiisg auy other class of the comsunity u to endeavore to improve the hart times by adding
place tisis sltty upon cattie, when we take into to tise taxes of tihe people soinetbing iike haîf a
coîssîderationd the great interests that are at stake million dollars. This is one way of making the
is Canada, aud that the duty that is being im- people better off, an i it is the idea of the Minister

p-seci spos sheep and cattne is not going to benefit of Finance that when e has a surplus from the
tise farisers iu aty part of Canada, but that revenue taken ont of the pockets of the people, au
tsere ins every prospect that they will be grievously wien the people are coplaining of hard times,
iiireM. Tise exports of sheep to Great Britain that, in order to do soINethig for the country aum
wee 4,477 te exports to the United States show that ho is alive to its wants ant necessities,
bi-e 307,775 and if the United States rriovern- ie should corme down with a tarifa mm-

oiert impose 30 per cent. upo sheep in the sam e posing another hal million of taxes. The
issassuier tisat the Canadian Governrinent now pro- peuple are more heavily -taxed msow, I
ose to do, that wil destroy our trade in sheep, regret to say, thas the people of ansost any other

pecause want tise Government to understand that civilised country in the world indeed, I know of
tbirs nuinberof stheep going to tieStates, is coeposed no country with a population of five millions
are08t4Y of la bs, which we cannot export into the which bas to bear such enormo ss burdens as those
british market until they are one or two years of Canada. We have a land of whih we feel

oi agd that has been one of tse most profitable proud, we have a land of grent possibilities, and of
b)aM'enles of sheep husbasdry within these iast two great resonrces ; but we are oppressed by taxation,
pl thisree e, wen the farmers cold seli their and by a syste of goverment which is restric-
losiderati or $5 a head, as they could do in tive i its character, tending to delay, retard and
m Ctarnan this last fatl. If that market is destroye , interfere with the development of the great
tpseY oust keep their animalis, under the present resources we pse. he have latterly fad con-
striisgout circumstances, and the farmers will labor siderable trade with our eighbors to the south

ui'l a great hardship is that respect. Now, for of us, and it bas been a valuabie trade to our pe-
wer 37,360 head of cattie that go into the United pi se. The Ainericans are our best custoners in

Stetes, we have no other market where we conld farm products, l everything we produc in the
mt em, un3der the present circumstances. They mines. and they are alost our onlf ustoners Th
ose tte that it will not pay ou fatten and take to everything we produce in the forests. But the

tbcse Eglish narket ; they are the scrubs of al the Minister of Finance is cheered by bis friends
"tu)k fatteised lu the Province of Ontario, to a behiud Iilm, when he tells this flouse and the
-tist extent. Tshe United States is the only country that those articles that go free iito the
ishket re ave got, and if that duty is imposed United States and ofhwhh were mate free by the

ol' :anatia ln ail likelihood the United States Finance Minister who preceded hl, a gentleman
rasse oheir tarif to as high a figure, if not who had had large parliamentary experience,

rthsree yIaead oncattewouldentirely prevent and wo was imbued wt the idea that greater
ntok of that description from being exported fron freedom of trade shouid preval , sou d no longer

the Provhce of Onthrio to the United States. be free. Th e late Minister of Finance, after
I tiat it is ln the true interests of the Canadia members on that eide of the House had risen in
tarîsser to-day to relax the duties as far as we can, their places and deciared that those articles mon-



tioned in that list should not go free, the then it is possible in keeping with the revenue for the
Finance Minister came down the next day and issued government of this country. We shouid pessess
a proclamation to place them on the free list. He ail those privileges that are desirable in the
had the courage to do that which was in the best interests of trade and commerce. Any other
interests of the country at that time. To-day we polîcy is calculated to be detrimental to the
have the statement of the Finance Minister. le best interests of the country and should fot
says Canada is going on regardless of what is pro- be tolerated by this House. This policy of
ceeding in the world around us; and the hon. gentle- tying the hands of the people, cf lîmiting trade,
man appears to fold his arms and close his eyes, and, cf going back to old exploded theeries te
and not take cognisance of the great events trans- govern this country, is something in this enlightened
piring, and he says, that is the manner in which age which should net receive the support cf the
the country should be governed. We desire en- majerity cf menbers cf this liuse. It is a
lightened statesmanship, action which will keep standing menace te the pregress cf this age te
us abreast of the times and in harmony with the think tbat we keep ou the Statute-beok a tarif in
trade of the world. The hon. gentleman says that itself oppressive, cruel and disastrous to the
what they do in the United States or any other trade aud commerce cf the country, and il
country is a matter of no consequence to us ; we is high time that tbis Geverument should
are going to govern Canada for the Canadians. awaken te the necessity cf remcving a tarif
And it appears we are going to limit the tradè cf se bjectionable in nearly ail its features.
Canada if we can, for that would be almost the We waut in this ceuntry-we on this side cf the
only result of the tariff, and the further fact that liuse at least want-to see this country freed
it would impose more taxes on the people. If the from the shackles imposed upon it by this Govere-
hon. gentleman had been in Parliament some years ment. We believe that with cur great resources
ago, he would have known that the policy at that this country is destined te take its place among
time was a different one. In 1879 there was placed the nations cf the eartb, if we cnly have freedom
a statutory offer on the Statute-book, and in that aud liberty te work eut our ewn destiny. The
offer the Government pledged themselves that, se other day when I was travelling up te Teronto, 1
soon as the United States should remove the duty M'as studyîng a îuap of this country, and I was as
from certain articles mentioned, the Dominion conviuced, as I am convinced I am standing here,
Government would do the same. The Finance that if we had a more enlightened system of
Minister came down and redeened the honor of government, if we had a tarif framed ln the
Canada and maintained its statutory offer ; for, interest cf this Dominion, we would have before
although the change was long delayed, and it was long tIe greatest country on this continent. There
said the Americans had taken the duty off three is ne gentleman who studies the map cf Canada
years before our action was taken, yet by the but who will see at once, that if we had freedom
strentous efforts cf the hon. member for North- cf trade, Montreal and Toronto are bund te
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) auJ hon. gentlemen on! become tbe most important cities on this continent.
this side cf the euse, the Finance Minister rose It is oly this system cf restriction of trade which
in his place, issued a proclamîation and bd the 'will prevent trese cities attaiing the growt a
duties removed. ln view cf the policy enunciated dimensions we would like t see them attain. the
by the Minister cf Finance te-day he should take policy cf this Cover ment Has had the effect of
this statutory offer frein the Statte-book, for the damning the grain trade back toe Chicago, and de
standing offer is a standing falsehood, and for the distribution of grain wbich we used te have at
honor cf Canada it should be blotted ont this Montreal and Toronto has gene from thei
Session. The hon. gentleman may, perlsaps, net now. The Minister cf Finance knows that the
take as deep an interest in Canada as some other Board of Trade cf Montreal des not new publisa
hon. menbers, for perhaps it is net his birthplace the report cf the business done in the grain
and honme, and perhaps he des net feel that we business there, as they did for years forierli
regard the statutory offer as a bond cf houer and I stndied these reports from year te year, as ts
ged faith ; but, at aIl events, if it is not taken off, interested in the trade done by that city, but, re-
it sbould be adhered te in se, far as the Ainericans cetly, when I sent te the library, I feund there
have adhered te it. was ne report published after the year 1884. i

An hion. MEMBER. Yen did net accept it. asked wby this was the case? and I was atswres.
that the secretary had died, and they appareftY

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yen nccept whatever the have net had a secretary since, se there is ne freeot
Geverument tell yen te accept. That is eue cf the cf the distribution cf grain and supplies freoin uO-
difficulties that surround this matter ; it is eue treal ucw. Mtntreal used te be a great distri
cf the difficulties cf partyisni. The heu. gentle- tig point, but the tarif wall has danflled
men on the ack benches will accept anything, back that distribution te Chicago, and ChicatT o il
whether it is against this country or net, se long now grwing at the epense cof bth Montreil] asa
as it tends te keep the party in power. Is there Toronto. New, Sir, about retaliation. Tbe Minis-
auy hon, gentleman inthis euse, or anyman lu this ter cf Finance, and some oihers may consider it
cuntrywho believesthatif itwasonlyintheinterest statesmanship te quarrel with car best custifers,
f trade that sucha tarif shouldseethe light cf day, ite whom we se l more natural products a d other

it would have been suhmitted, if it was net that it 1produce cf our country than we do te any otmer-
would tend te perpetuate the reigu cf the present The reinister cf Finance may have discovereil
party in power? The country was neler considered but I do net know that the country has yet diseo
when this tariff was couceived. This is net a policy vered it-tbat if we have a good customer 'e
which should be adopted lu this stage cf the world. should strike him i the fac or offend h m lu oie
We should have freedom pelitically a n freedom such way. If the hon. Minister of Finance, with
in commerce; we should be free in trade, se far as that intuition with which he seems to be emiaetY

Mr. LANDERKIN.
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endowed, has discovered that this is a way to States and ate humble pie-when the late Finance
"foster " trade, and to develop the resources of the Minister, Sir Charles Tupper, brougbt in this en-
country, he has made a very extraordinary discov- actment. With regard to this tarif, I am under
ery indeed. The United States are our best cus- the impression that the best interests of Canada
tomers generally and it should be the policy of the demand that we shah have no tarif except for rev-
(Governnent to keep them as such. Let us con- enue purposes. believe the people of tbis coun-
sider our imports and exports in cattle, try at present are convinced that tiis igh protec-
horses, sheep and swine to the United States tive tarif is against the best interests of this
and to England. We imported from Eng- country. 1 believe the most matured minds of
laid these animals to the value of $21,698, and this country-always excepting the hon. Minister
from the United States we imported to the value of Finance and the hon. Minister of Custoins-be-
of $286,861. We exported to England to the value lieve that it is detrimental to the best interests of
of $5,226,508, and to the United States $3,531,230. this country to keep up this protective sy8tein any
Does the hon. Minister of Finance imagine that lie longer, and I believe it is the duty of tie meinbers
is goinîg to increase that trade by increasing the of tiis buse to reniove the tarif which is press-
duties; or does he imagine, as he says he does, ing so heavily on the people. The bon. meinber
that this increase of duty will not invite retalia- for North Grey (Mr. Masson), last nigbt spoke of
tion? He seems to think that, if he raises the the Reciprocity Treaty under which this country
tariff against the United States, the Government of had such good times, and he then uttered sorte-
that country will not meet him on his own ground. tbing whicb ahnost ail the people of this country
It niay be possible that they will not, but if they kuow. The late Minister of Finance was oue of
do, it would be just what would be expected by those who believed tsat reciprocity tas the best
any nian who holds a correct idea of the existing tbing for this country se was the hon. Fîrst
relations between the two countries. If this Minister. My hon. friend the President of the
Gov-ermnent raised the duty, it is but natural to Council, was, at one tine, in fator of it also. My
suppose that the United States will follow the lon. friend at one time said that protection
samne course, and after the warning the hon. Minis- tas legalised robbery, and uttered soife oth-r
ter of Finance bas received, it will be useless truths in reference to tlis system-tbal tbe coun-
for himu to say : " When I raised this tariff, no- try sbould understand that the days of protection
body in this country conceived that it was done in this country were doomed, and the inenbera of
through a spirit of retaliation." The bon. Minis- this bouse should unite in opposing a syst' os
ter of Finance is not so young in polities whicb bas doue nothing but injure tbis country
as not to know that retaliation from us will ever since it was initiated. 0f course, it is a little
provoke retaliation by the United States. He dithlcuit to eonvince ail our friends of the sound-
could not delude the youngest child of intelligence ness of our views. One hon, gentleman got up tie
i this country with such sophistry as that, for he other nigbt, and if 1 tell yon w-at lo said, it will,

knows very well that if we raise the tariff, the perhaps, show you the difficulty we labor under in
United States, in all human probability, will re- trying to couvert some of ther. It was the hon.
taliate. We are not depending on the United menber for Muskoka (Mr. OBrien). If 1 remeni-
States ; we have grand resources of our own; but ber arigbt, that hon. gentleman was on of those
froîn a business standpoint, or from a national wbo last year, to a certain extent, relinquisbed
standpoint either. we do not wish that any policy party. He was led to believe that uniler the guise
should be adopted which will provoke a feeling of of party a great deal of e-il was perperrated ii
irritation i0 the United States. If the Minister thîs country, and ie thought the time had coise
of Finance or the Minister of Customs beside hims wbcn lie should witlîdraw bis allegiance fin tie

w ho, since he got into power, bas been rather party with which he had forserly acted. Well, lie
inil(l in his temper, rather courteous in his de- was a very respectable nan, aud I (1( not wonder
mIeanor, and rather statesmanlike to soine extent- at that I gave im credit for higb motives. But,
if they have the idea that the people of this coun- the otier day, wbes lie was speaking, the oh
try, or that the business men of this country, be- Adam appeared pretty strongly in huas again. He
lieve that it is to the best interest of Canada to was speakisg about sometiig my hon. frienî
have qiuarrels and irritation existing between us from North Norfolk had said in regard to tiose
and, the United States, I say to both bon. gentle- grangers who had believed the National Policy
Men that they are very nuch mistaken, and that would give tbem better prices, and wbo were se
I for one, have no sympathy with any such policy. green down below that tbey had to be husg up
I behieve it is best for us, as Canadians, that we awhile to dry. The hon. meuser for Mus-
shiould muaintain our rights and stand firm for our koka, speaking of them, told us a story of a
country, but, at the same time, that we should Norseman who was ill, and wbo sent for bis nis-
gisne no unneeessary offence. I believe it is a mis- sionary asd asked bina wbere bis ancesters were;
1-ske for the Government to pursue this policy the missîonary tois hua that tbev must be in iell
whaich they are pursuing, and pursuing it, as I am burning, when the Norsenian answered, "Well,
told, because they are forced to do so by hon. 1 prefer to remain and hum with My ancestors, to
gentlemen who sit behind them, from a monetary accepting your doctrine." So the lion. uniber for
consideration. I do not wish that the Min- Muskoka said, I prefer to remaîn wits Pluto in
ister of Finance, or the Minister of Customs his dark doninions with the Tories and protection,
should become craven to the United States. rather than enjoy the glory of heaven with the Grits
I do not want that, and no gentleman on this side andreciprocity." Weli, wheîwe have suds mate-
of the House wants it ; but we have seen the time rial as that te work upon, you eau understand what
when sone of the hon. gentlemen who sit behind a formidable task we have iu tryîng to Colvert hon.
the hon. Minister of Finance and the hon. Minister of gentlemen opposite. When they prefer te raie inCnstOms becaie craven enougis te the United heu, to serving heaven on this side, the task
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may well appear hopeless. But we have done it of the duties, that they consented to take the
before ; we have converted some hard shells before, latter course. Every step these hon. gentlemen
and we are not going to relinquish the task until have taken has been in the direction of propping
we do it again. We believe there is hope for this up as much as possible their so-called National
country, and its brightest hope is in reducing the Policy. Why, Sir, two years ago the Minister of
tariff to a revenue tariff, when these antiques who Finance moved an amendment to a motion of the
govern this country will have to give place to en- hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
lightened, liheral and progressive statesmen. wright), which ameudment clearly îndicated that

this Government were not willing to have an
Mr. MeMULLEN. l think it is quite clear, interchange of trade with the Americans, shouge it

from the remarks that fel froni the hhon. Minister a in any wise interfere with the operation of the
of Finance this afternoon, that the Government are National Policy. The following is the amenad-
disposed to act in a stand-off manner towards the mentt
Goveramient of the United States. 'With regard 1 " That Canada, in the future as in the past, is desirous
ti the statement he made that there is n inica- ofeltivating extendedtrade relationswith the anited
tion on tise part of the United Stades Goverument States, in so far as they may not conflit with the policy ef

M fostering the varions industries of this Dominion, whi h
of a desire to enter into dloser trade relations with 1was adopted in 1879. and whieh has sînco received in so
Canada, 1 tbinik the history of this country, and marked a manner the approval of the Canadian peuple."
the facts whie have come before this house, abun- I is clear, therefore, that the existence of the
dantly show that that statement is not correct. I National Policy is, in their view, a consideration
think it is quite clear that the Government feel supreme over ail others. If they could by any
that they are so ciosely and absolutely committed ipossibilidy maintaîn that policy, and secure at the
to the maintenance of the National Policy in this sae time some litte concessions from the Aen-
country, that tbey are ready to sink or swim as a cans which wonld benefit our f arming community,
Government on that policy. If they fancy that they would be willing to accept these concessions,
they are going to catch the farnmer's vote by impos- but the National Policy must ho maintaiaed ut all
ing a restrictive tuty on the catte coming into hazards and at all cost, whether tie farners suifer
ths country, I think the farmers of this country by it or not, and it as been clearly proved that
will fac through the hollowness and the mockery they do sufer, and are conbiuualny becoming
of any such proposition. The statement presened poorer under its baneful influence. Every change
to the House by the hion. member for South Huron made in the tarif hias been iu the direction of as-
(Mr. MeMillan) shows clearly that the importation sisting the manufacturer and of making worse the
of catthe at the present time is very slight, and the condition of the farner. But the Governent
importation of sheep into the older Provinces is became alive this Session to their danger ; they,
virtually nothing. In the face of that fact, began to scent defeat, and to realise that ues
the statement of the bon. Miister of Finance tha they did something to please the farming co-
the Government do not wish do e understood as cyunity, if possible, they might, when they next
making this change in the tarif in any spirit of sought the suffrages of the people, ot
retaliation, but simp y for the purpose of protect- meet wit those successes which they have met
ing the interesth of this Dominion, is mere mock- with in the past, and on which tey so often pride
ery. I shows nothing less than a disposition on tbemselves. In order, therefore, to persuade the
the part of this country to retaliate, and our Go - farmers that tey are at last going to make them
ernment take this course beca"use they do not rih, they have taken the sase course whicb bas
desire that a friendly spirit should grow up oe- been adopted by the protectionists in the United
tween this country and the United States, lest States. The Republican party in the United
they-might be placed in the awkward dilensna of States gained office, and have been maintained in
having to refuse a proposition froan the Goverm- office, by the American manufacturers and come-
ment of that country for unrestricted reciprocity. bines ; and though. in the last elections, the vote
They are exceedingly auxios not to encourage the of thon people, taken as a whole, went against
mak-ing any overtures by that country. Ia every tsem, the majooty against them was set at
littie incident which bas transpired in connection naught by manipulations of one kind or another.
with their readjustments of the tariff as regards Warned by this vote, however, and feeling certain
articles coming from the United States, they have that, unless they can make some pretence of showe-
sbown thc most contemptible desire to act meanly ing sympathy with the farming community, te
and do ail in their power do prevent the United probabilty is they will not he s ccessful, even bY
States froni being disposed do hold ont do us any their manipulations, in being returned do office for
reasonable offer of trade. The sdatbtory offer another terni, they are endeavoring to make their
whicb bas been referred do by the hion. men- tarif in some degree appear do benefit the farmers.
ber for (4rey (Mr. Landerkin), remained on I believe the course they have taken is not dictat
our Statude-books for over two years after the ted by any opposition to freer trade relations mith
United Stades had removed fromp their dutiable Canada, but simply by the fact, that they hnd
list certain articles whicb we produce. Yot, unril themselves in the sabe position as hon. gentlils-
the attention of this Government was drawn tdo the opposite, and feel that, although they owe teit
fact by Lord Sackville, the Bridish Minister at office do the combines, they dus make soley
vashington, that tfey had not compsied wich strenucus endeavor do a conciliae the faril

their statutory offer, dhey nover made a single comnunity. so this viow they have adopted a
move do meet the United Stades in the direction of policy which is calculated o have injurions efect
freer interchange of trade; amin i was only wen on this country, and in the same'view hon. gentie
they wIre placed in sncb a tight position that they mon opposite have imposed a duty on caddie comith
had, either by thir own act do rescind that satu- udo Canada, but the farmers of this country khl 1

tory offer or meet the Americans by the removal see through the hollowness of their efforts. They
Mr. LANDERKIN.
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have been too long deluded and deceived to be any of the country depended principally upon the
longer led astray. They are intelligent enough to prosperity of a certain class of manufacturers;
see for themselves that such a policy cannot be of but we might infer fror the imposition of duties
the slightest benefit so far as their interests are upon cattle and sheep imported in this country,
concerned, for if they take up the returns, they that the Finance Minister pretends to give to the
will find that there are virtually no cattle imported farmers a compensation for the heavy duties which
into this country at all. If the Government are have been irposed upon theu in favor of the manu-
really disposed to assist the farmer, let them admit facturers. I regret to say, for the success of the
corn free. and thus give our farmers a chance to scheme of the hon. gentleman, that the duties lie
feed cattle for export to the British market. But proposes to impose on the importation of cattle and
they do not want to do that. They pretend to sheep, will do nothing to foster the interests of the
want to keep out American cattle, when in farmer. It has already been shown, that we import
reality none come in. They have put a duty on a very small nuinber of sheep and horned cattle.
American sheep, when only one sheep was imported British Columbia, Manitoba and the North-West
fro the United States into Ontario last year. Territories are the only parts of the Dominion that
1 hold that the Governruent are acting purposely import sheep and cattle, and they do on account

Sith the object of hoodwinking the farmer, but of the great distance which lies between them
they wl realise wheni the time coules for the people and the Province of Ontario. venture to say
toinaketheir voice heard, thatthefarmers have been that, notwithstandingp the increase in the duty,
iood-inked too long and are now alive to the situa- they will prefer still to iport from the States
tio: I menst express my regret that the Govern- lying alofg their frontier, than to obtain their
upent show this determination to act in no reason- cattle and sheep fron Otario. But the other
ale spirit towards the United States. I do not Provinces do not ingport these animans, and, while
say for a moment that the United States have fthese new Provinces l port a comparatively imall
acd isa that generous, high-spirited, honorable number of them, the other Provinces export a large
ianner towards us which would be consistent with quantity to the United States. In fact the United

the position they occupy, but I Old that a people rtates are our only foreigp market for horses, sheep,
like ourselves, composed of only 5,000,000, and lwool, potatoes, poultry, eggs and hay. For tse
woing a large business with the Agericans, who Province of Quebec especially, the exportation of
ftarnish us with our principal markets for our com- hay is very important. In fact it is the duai
inodeities, cannot afford to do anything which will article of farin produce for the largest portion of
retrict oui trade in these harkets. W e are that Province. e uring, the Easter recess, like
arven through necessity to trade with the United other eniebers, I was at home. I met wme
States, and in place of taking a course whic tends farmers, and I find they are very anxious in regard
to pre-ent doser trade relations being had with to this matter. In that part of the country, as in
tlat country, and which is calculated to strain the most parts of the country, the farmers are ie an
kindly feeling that ougft to exist between the two impecunios condition, because of the snall crop
peoples, we ougt to adopt the opposite course, whch they have raised and the low prices offnred for
furn is this way help the straitened agriculturists what they have to sel . The only large crop they
of this country by seuring to then free access to ihad was hay. In the southern part of the Pro-
the Arictan markets. vince of Quebec, the farmers for aany years have

adopted the habit of producing as muce hay as
tr. BCHARD. I cannot see tse reason for they can, and the only foreign rarket in which

the proposed increase in the duties. We have a they can sell it is the New England States. This
large surplus, and I cannot see the reason why the last year we had an abundance of hay and very low
Finance Minister thinks proper to increase the prices are offered for it, and if this duty of r4 a ton
taxation which is already weigheng upon the coun- which is proposed in the Anierican Congress is
try. The other day the Finance Minister rejoiced carried, I tell the ouse, in all sincerity, that it
at the large surplus, and offered it to us as a subject will be very disastrous to our farmers for several
of concratulation, almost as a blessing for which years. have said that the A perican market is
te Should tiank Divine Providence, as if that the only Q earket for a large quantity of our far
iiey hiad fallen fromn Heaven like the maina produce. By the Retîrns of Trade and Naviga-
thepir fed the Israelites in the desert. But we tion, I see tiat our whole importation hast year,
klow the surplus is only the result of the moneys uner the head of animas and their products, and
m-hiuh have been extracted uselessly from the of farmn produce was for the sumn of 837,308,818,
Poekets of tise people. With that surplus ln haud, jof wFýhich there was paid by the Unitd States
mv is this increase fa taxation demandeda? er- $ r6,262,713, or nearly 50 per cent. of tie value of

taila the necessities of the public service do not the whole export. I tlink that, with these facts
try.Te tr Does the Minister fear that the receipts before us, we cannot ignore the truth that
o the Customs during the next year will not be ta the American market is tie best market we
wtîieut to fl the public exchequer as they have have for the sale of a large quantity of our farm
intmeypast? Doese fearadeficit? Thatwould produce. If the Finance Minister persists in impos-
h) evidence that lie is not so confident of the pros- i ng these duties I ar afraid it will be taken
kit of the country as lhe professed to be; but the advantage of by those in the American Congress'hih. gentlemn has told the fouse this afternoon who are la favor of an increased duty on the
thst the peason for this new increase of dnty was to produce of the farm; a afraid it Unay be used
tlInl the diffrent classes of this country. I can to jtify the policy which they advocate, involvng
equieistand thatalarge rtion of this increased duty a duty of $4 a ton on hay, 30 per cent. on horses,

:S intended to foster the interests of the nanufac- i cattne and sheep, 5 cents a dozen upon eggs, 25
tbrers wh d eern to have ben, for a series of years, cents a bushel upon potatoes, 30 cents a bushel on
the pets of the Government, as if the prosperity barley. This would ie disastrous to the whole
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of this country. I believe that the policy of this
Gc vernment should be conciliatory, and not such
as could be quoted by the advocates of increased
duties in the States as justifiable ground for retali-
ation. The duty proposed to be placed on sheep
and cattle will produce no revenue. It will
afford no protection to the farmers of this country.
If we imported sheep and cattle largely from
the United States for home consumption, the
duty might afford some protection, but these
animals are imported in so small a quantity, coin-
paratively, that the duty can have no effect in
affording protection to the farmers of this country.
Sir, I repeat that I fear that the policy adopted by
this Government will provoke retaliatory ineasures
on the other side of the line. I think our policy,
on the contrary, should be one of conciliation, and
that this Government should already have taken
means to prevent the hostile legislation which has
been initiated in the American Congress against
this country.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I must express my
regret at the course the Governnent seems to think
it necessary to pursue in reference to the tariff now
before the House, and more especially do I regret
the very harshi manner in which the Finance Min-
ister closed his remarks previous to recess. We
know full well that the Government of the day
have entirely changed the views they entertained
at the time they were in Opposition, when it was
their avowed policy to obtain wlat was termed
reciprocity of trade, or reciprocity of tariffs, and
when they avowed their policy to be that, fail-
ing in obtaining from the American people a reci-
procity of trade, that would be fair and just to the
people of Canada, they would raise our tariff in
such a manner as to put pressure or coercion upon
the American people, and compel them to concede
reciprocal trade between the two nations. When
the Finance Minister charged upon this side of the
House, that ie held the members almost criminal
who would refer to this matter, I say lie made a
charge that was not justified. by anything said on
this side of the House. A remark of that kind,
falling from a Minister holding the'prominent posi-
tion n the Cabinet, next to that of the First Min-
ister in the Government of this country, and in
respect to the tariff before the House, was unjusti-
fiable, and cannot fail to have a bad effect. And
if there be no other reason, if the tariff would not
have the effect that, perhaps, lie desires it to have,
the remark that lie made, going broadcast to
the American people, will have the effect of indue-
ing that hostility towards the people of Canada
which, no doubt, his remark was intended to pro-
voke. When the hon. gentlemen were in Opposi-
tion they held very different views from those
which they entertain now, but still we have heard
from theni no repudiation of theviews theyformnerly
entertained when they moved their famous resolu-
tion upon which the tariff has been founded. That
resolution was couched in the following terns:-

" That the Speaker do notnowleave the Chair, but that
this House is of opinion that the welfare of Canada requi-
res the adoption of a National Policy. which, by a judicious
readjustment of the tariff, will benefit and foster the
agricultural, the mining, the manufacturing and other
interests of the Dominion, that such a policy will retain
in Canada thousands of our fellow countrymen now
obliged to expatriate themsclves in search of the employ-
ment denied them at home, will restore prosperity to our
struggling industries, now so sadly depressed, will pre-
vent Canada from being made a sacrifice market, will

Mr. BÉCHARD.

encourage and develop an active interprovincial trade,
and moving (as it ought to do) in the direction of a reci-
procity of tariffs with our neighbors, so far as the varied
interests of Canada may demand, would greatly tend to
procure for this country, eventually, a reciprocity of
trade."
That was the resolution upon which the First
Minister went to the country at the time that lie
succeeded in misleading the majority of the electors
of Canada, and there is no doubt they will sin-
cerely regret to the latest day that they were misled.
This was the principle adopted at that time, these
were the views entertained, not only by the First
Minister, but by all his followers, and no doubt
the Minister of Finance at that time entertained
very similar views to the First Minister, when we
found the First Minister stating that the object of
the tariff was, so far as possible, to induce the
American people to grant us reciprocity in trade.
Well, the First Minister made other speeches, and
let us see how far they were consistent with the
views entertained by the Finance Minister to-night.
We find him stating, in a famcus speech made at

1 Park Hill, where lie developed a great deal of the
future policy that he was going to carry out when
lie came into power :

" The feeling in 1865, however, was very strong in favor
of doing everything in our power in order to induce the
Americans to renew the treaty. The Government did
everything it could, and while its members were exerting
themselves in that direction it would have been a suicidal
course-it would have been thwartingtthe very purpose in
view-if they had increased the taxes at that time, even
to inaugurate a national policy. Because the Americans
could have said: 'How can we give you a reciproeity
treaty when you are increasing the duties on our goods?'
Therefore, from year to year, so long as there was any
hope of a renewal of the treaty. Canada declined to raise
a larger revenue than was absolutely necessary to carry
on the government."
Is that a correct principle now ? Is it necessary
to raise a larger amount of revenue at the present
time than is required for expenditure? During
that time the Opposition contended, and contended,
I suppose, correctly, that it was the duty of the
Government to raise no more revenue from the
people than was absolutely required to defray the
expenses of the Government. Yet we find to-day
the Finance Minister stating that if we advocate
anything like the principle that they advocated at
that time, or if we criticise the course that the
Government are pursuing, and contend that
it is not in the best interest of Canada, we
find him saying that we are criminally to blame, that
we are inducing a feeling antagonistic to the best
interest of Canada, and creating ill-feeling on the
part of the people of the United States. I say, if the
principle theyadvocated then was correct, that prin-
ciple must be correct to-day. I blame the Goverl-
ment that theyboast inglowing terms that they have
a surplus of nearly two million dollars. With a sur-
plus in the treasury, I would ask: Is there any neces-
sity of placing upon the Statute-book legislation
that may possibly have a very injurious effect upol
the relations between Canada and the United States,
and that at the very time when there is before the
American Congress a Bill threatening to increase
the duties against the people of Canada? As it has
been stated to-night, let there be 5 cents a dozen
placed, for instance, upon eggs ; let there be 30
cents a bushel put upon barley ; let there he an
increased duty placed upon every hog that goeS
from Canada into the United States, upon cattle
and upon everything going into that part of the
country-I say it will have one of the most in-
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jurions effects upon the people of Canada that any
action on the part of this Government has ever had.
We will be placed in a position that our best
custoner will be unable to further trade with us.
J, therefore, feel that the course that is being
pursued, and the remarks that have been made.
w ill all tend to injuriously affect the position of
Canada, so far as regards our relations with the
people of the United States, and I believe that
even nov it would be in the interests of this
country that the Government should recede from
the course they have taken, and allow these reso-
lutions to be so amended as to make the tariff a
fair one in the interests of both nations. We do
not need the revenue. And why should we place
legisiation on the Statute-book to irritate the
people on the other side? There can be no other
object; hon. gentlemen opposite must desire to
create hostile feelings with the United States.
There can be no other motive on the part of the
(overnnent than to seek to prevent that reci-
procal trade which we desire to see brought
about; no better course can be pursued than the
one they are now following. They, no doubt, have
been stimulated in this course by the resolution of
MVr. Hitt, showing that the American people are
holding out to us the olive branch and are ready to
give us fair terms in any reciprocal arrangement.
In to-night's Globe there is a statement of the
means by which Mr. Blaine is arranging that any
nation on the American continent can have reci-
procal trade with the people of the United States
without going to Congress for it ; and with that
ofter leld out to us, it is in our interest to so
legislate as to maintain friendly feelings between
these two nations, and I am, therefore, strongly
opposed to the resolutions submitted to this Com-
muittee.

Mr. MULOCK. Just before six o'clock I ven-
tured to ask the Finance Minister why heproposed
to place an increased duty on sheep, and I was
more than surprised at the spirit he manifested in
lis reply, and I was infinitely disappointed also at
the tenor of his remarks. I asked a question that
w as entirely pertinent to his proposal, and the
rep]y we received was a torrent of words, a torrent
of abuse upon the party on this side of the House,because I proposed a question, and I did not expect
that in endeavoring to discharge what I conceived
to oe muy duty to my constituents, I would be class-
cd among criminals by the Minister of Finance.
Howe ever, I do not wonder at his having brought
forward that argument on that occasion, because it
's probably the only reply he was capable of fur-ishmg. He had 'no meritorious answer, and hefell back on the only remaining one. I ask thehon. gentleman again, as the Finance Minister of
Canada, if it is possible for him to turn from the
old reply and tell us why he is imposing that duty?There can be but one or two possible reasons.
It mnust be either for protective or for revenue
purposes or for both. He has told us beforethat it is not necessary for revenue purposes. He
bas told us he has a large surplus this year
and anticipates a large one next year, andtherefore it is not for revenue purposes. We havesbiown him that, according to the Trade and Navi-
gation Returns, the increased duty is not required
for Protective purposes. Perhaps he bas notstudied his own Trade and Navigation Returna.

I have gone through them since six o'clock in
regard to this question, and I will give him the
figures both of the imports and exports of sheep,
and he will see that an increased duty is not at all
necessary for protective purposes or for what is
called the maintenance of the National Policy.
During the fiscal year closing in June, 1888, the
total importations of sheep into Canada were
43,255, of the value of $81,863. The total exports
of sheep for the saine period from Canada to the
United States were 307,775, of the value of
$918,334 ; and dividing the trade into Provinces it
was as follows :-Ontario imported one sheep;
Manitoba, 6,742; British Columbia 33,816 ; North-
West Territories, 2,696. The hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) asks, what in
regard to New Brunswick ? Neither New Bruns-
wick, Quebec, Nova Scotia nor Prince Edward
Island imported any sheep last year. So that the
Provinces of Canada from Port Arthur to the
Atlantic did not import any sheep, with the
exception of one into Ontario. The exports
during the same period by Provinces was as
follows :-Ontario, 218,136, of the value of
$686,865.

An hon. MEMBER. Black sheep.
Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman for East

Durham (Mr. Ward) says " black sheep." If so,
there would have been a very great nany vacant
seats in this House on the Government side.

Mr. BOWELL. On that side.
Mr MULOCK. Manitoba, 9, of the value of $40;

Quebec, 56,965, of the value of $164,354; Nova
Scotia, 249, of the value of $425; New Brunswick,
12,886, of the value of $36,239; Prince Edward
Island, 16,527, of the value of $33,413. Take mutton,
for the Minister of Finance suggests that there
must be a tax on live sheep, otherwise the prin-
ciple of protection will be evaded by the importa-
tion of the carcasses. The figures respecting mutton
are as follows: Total importations from the United
States during that year to the value of $13,555,
exports to the value of $6,064. If we add the value
of the mutton imported to the value of the sheep
imported, we get $95,418, and by adding the value
of the mutton exported to the United States to the
value of the sheep exported we get $924,398, or a,
sum ten times the anount of the imports. So the
Minister of Finance cannot defend this measure as
one necessary in the interests of protection. Then
for what purpose is it intended? It is not intended
for protection, and it is not justified and required
for purposes of revenue. There is only one other
alternative, and it is the alternative that has been
suggested ; it is for the purpose apparently of pre-
venting the United States doing what they
did do a year ago, knock down one bar of
the tariff wall and invite us to do the same.
A couple of years ago the United States placed a
certain number of articles, such as green fruits and
trees, upon the free list and we followed suit in con-
sequence of the good example set by the United
States. This year, however, we find that that
policy of taking down one bar when the United
States took down another bar has been repudiated
by our Governnent, and that instead of taking
down they have erected a bar, of course expecting
the United States to do the same. It is now pro-
posed to increase the Canadian tariff on live
stock 10 per cent. over the present tariff of 20
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per cent., and of course you must expect the
United States to follow suit, which, if they do,
$10 will be placed on our exports for every one we
place on theirs. This policy of the Government is
inviting the States to retaliation, as plainly as if
you said it in so many words on the Statute-book.
It is well that the supporters of the Government,
and the country generally should know, that this
policy is bound to plunge our country into financial
disaster. I have listened here for some days to
hon. gentlemen professing to speak about the trade
of the country, and I suppose the Minister of
Finance is bound to consider the views of the
House in every tariff change he proposes.
There can be no doubt whatever that no more
inopportune time has occurred for many a year
than the present time, for making this change,
disturbing our trade and entailing the country in
great risks. The Minister of Finance in his
Budget speech asserted that this country was
reasonably prosperous. Where does lie get that
information ? Is it from the comfortable office lie
occupies that he bases bis opinion, or is it from an
accurate knowledge of the trade of the country ?
It may be from an accurate knowledge of a portion
of the trade of this country ; but has he thought
of the great consuming classes and of the agricul-
turists of this Dominion ? Did he consider their
position, when he made before this House a state-
ment which I have ventured to think nine-tenths
of the people of this country will say is incorrect.
That statement of the Finance Minister has con-
vinced me that he bas failed to appreciate the true
state of affairs existing in Canada and that lie is
unable to grasp the situation. Several hon.
iembers who backed him up asserted the same
thing. We had the bon. member for Hamilton
(Mr. Brown) telling us that happiness and prospe-
rity reigned in every family in Canada; and he
would not omit a single family. I wish it were so.
I took up a paper to-day, The Canadian Manu-
facturer, and I found the following:-

" Canada is on the boom. Those who don't love Canada
ought to emigrate. The gl orious brightness of the sunshine
or protection radiates Canada, and her future looks as
brigi and hopeful as ber recent past has been under our
glorious National Policy."
Such utterances as these are given forth by the
Government as a reason for increasing the burdens
of the people. I venture to say that the hon.
Minister of Finance is entirely in error in basing-
if he does base-his justification for increasing the
burdens of the people on any assumption that the
condition of the country is such as he and bis
friends think. I would infinitely prefer to think
with them that the country is prosperous if I could
conscientiously do so; but, knowing the contrary
and deploring the condition of the country, I feel I
have a painful and unpleasant duty to perform in
order to prevent greater disaster to us. The Gov-
ernment have now full warning of the consequences
of the policy they are adopting. They know that
their course will, in all probability, provoke re-
taliation, and that the products of our farmers will
be excluded from the United States' markets. The
Administration, it is true, may be turned out of
power on account of their foolish policy, but that
will be slight compensation to the country as a
whole for the loss it will sustain. The Govern-
ment have been told time and again that their
policy will isolate the Canadian people from their

Mr. MULOCK.
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customers in the United States, but the hon. Min.
ister of Finance says: " I have discovered a new
principle of political economy ; instead of trading
with the nearest and most profitable markets
I will revolutionise the whole principle upon
which trade bas heretofore been carried on; I
propose that we shall not trade with any of our
neighbors within three thousand miles of us, but
that we shall pay tribute to the common carriers
on land and sea before our produce reaches the
consumer." That may be a heaven-born policy,
and it may be a wise one, but nobody except the
Finance Minister has yet discovered that the best
trade is that by which a large portion of the
wealth of the people should be expended in trans-
ferring their products to remote markets. I would
infinitely prefer myself to see the Administration
remain in office, if their doing so would only secure
the welfare of this country. As I saidbefore, their
policy does not tend to this happy result, and
although they may be turned out of power, it will
be but little consolation, if, before that time arrives,
they have sacrificed the best interest of the country.
Before it is too late, then, the Government should
cry halt, and take a broader view of the situation.
The issue is : whether we should have retalia-
tion and trade isolation or friendly feeling and
profitable trade with the rest of North America. I
do not intend to go into the other items, and I
have merely made these remnarks in consequence
of the manner in which the Finance Minister bas
answered bis question. His whole answer was,
that it is criminal for us to point out the dangers
lie is incurring, instead of what we might have
expected, a promise that be would consider the
matter in its proper light, and endeavor to show
the necessity or the expediency of the measure.
Neither of these things bas lie shown, except iii
these wide, vague words, which really contain no
argument.

Mr. WALDIE. If the hon. Finance Minister is
sincere in the statenient lie has made to the House,
that lie is only proposing to increase the duty on
live stock in the interest of Canada, I cannot see
how lie can bring that statement into line with
the facts as demonstrated by the statistics which
have been read by several members of this House.
It is not necessary to protect us against an over-
importation of meat and cattle in Ontario ; and if
it is a fact that sheep and cattle are imported into
Manitoba and the North-West Territories aid
British Columbia, it is to the advantage of those
outlying Provinces to obtain that live stock froin
the near parts of the United States ; and as w-e
are spending large sums of money to bring settlers
into those Provinces, I think it would be a prol)er
policy for this country to favor them in the impor-
tation of such articles as will go to develop their
resources. I do not think an increase in the tarifi
on live stock will promote the interest of tlhis
country at all ; on the contrary, I think it will be
a misfortune. If at some future date more friendly
relations should exist between this country iid
the United States, I would like Canadians to .he
able to say that we were not the first to raise
the tariff wall higher between the two countries:
and as it has been shown that we beiiefit
largely from this trade, surely, in increa-
ing the tariff against it, we are only, to 1 se
a humble simile, cutting off our nose to spite our
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face. I think it is very undesirable legislation.
I think the National Policy will not be injured in
the least by leaving the duty on sheep and cattle
at 20 per cent. I remember that a few years ago
I feit called upon to make some remarks in refer-
ence to a proposed increase in the duty on printed
cloths to 321 per cent., in order to build up an
industry in that line. I pointed out that if the
print works would use the cotton cloths manu-
factured in other manufactories from looms which
were then standing idle, it would be much better
for the country; and if due weight had been given
to ny words, it would have been very much better
for the print works and for those who put their
money in them. This is not to the point, how-
ever, except as an illustration that sometimes we
may run the National Policy into the ground, and
entail a large sacrifice on the people of this coun-
trv. I think, by raising the duty on live stock,
you are doing an injury to the very class you pro-
pose to protect, and benefiting no one. I think
it is a mistaken policy, and I trust that the Gov-
ernment will yet withdraw the resolution, and
permit the duty to remain at 20 per cent.

\Ir. BOWELL. I do not desire to prolong the
discussion ; I only wish to call attention to the
statenent which has been repeatedly made by hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House, to the
effect that we are adopting a policy which is likely
to bring about retaliation on the part of the
United States. The hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock) spoke of that more directly
than almost any other bon. gentleman; and the
ion. gentleman who has just taken his seat, says

thlat it would be much better if Canadians in the
future, could say that they were not the first to
increase the duty. Now, it seems to me that the
whole object of the hon. gentlemen opposite in
this discussion, has been to show that we have ad-
opted a policy which is likely to induce the
American people to impose heavier duties on
goods sent from this country to the United States.
That would be well enough if it were not patent to
tie whole world through published telegrams, and
More particularly within the knowledge of the
hon. gentlemen who have just spoken, that the
Cosmittee on Ways and Means have already laid
before Congress and published to the wtrld a pro-
position to increase the duties on all the articles
wlich have been under discussion in this House
to-night. The hon. member for North York dis-
sents from that by shaking his head. I hold in my
hand the New York Tribune of 21st March
Just seven days before the Finance Minister
mssade his statement. which contains the whole of
thse amended tariff as proposed in the United
States Congress; and we all know that days
and weeks before the particulars were published,announcements were made of the intention of the
American people to increase the tariff particularly
on agricultural products, and in every way to
protect the fariner. I find by this schedule which
I bold in my hand that they propose to put a duty
'f '30 per head on all horses valued at $150, $10
per head on cattle, $1.50 per head on hogs andi. l50 Per hoad on sheep, whicb on a sbeep worth
4 per cent. or 37 per cent., on a sheepworth $5, the value given by the hon. member for

South Huron. So that we had before us the factthat long before 'ny proposition was made to this

House, a proposition was laid before Congress to
increase the duties much beyond what we have
proposed.

Mr. MITCHELL. That was merely a proposi-
tion.

Mr. BOWELL. I know it is a proposition; I
know it is not law; but what I desire to point out
is that the Americans had made a proposition to
do that which hon. gentlemen are alleging our act
will induce them to do.

Mr. MITCHELL. A portion of them wish that
done-that is the whole extent of it yet.

Mr. BOWELL. If I have any knowledge of
the working of American institutions, I think the
American people, whether Democratic or Republi-
can, judging from the results of their late elections,
have no more idea of reducing their tariff than we
have of reducing ours ; and I assure you, so far as
the Government of this country is concerned, we
have no such intention. If hon. gentlemen oppo-
site speak as free traders, one must pay them
every respect, if they entertain their opinions
honestly, as I hold my opinions on protection hon-
estly; we have a right to differ. It is not only un-
patriotic, but it is not likely to accomplish the ob-
jects these gentlemen have in view, if they are
honest in their intentions, of having these duties
not imposed by Congress. The politicians in the
United States, the Congress and the House of
Representatives, have been induced by the speeches
of these hon. gentlemen, made not only in this
House, but throughout the country, to take the
course they have adopted. We never heard any-
thing about the imposition of a duty of 5 cents a
dozen on eggs until we had Mr. Wiman and the
commercial unionists and the unrestricted re-
ciprocityists howling-I use that word advisedly
-from every stump aind platforn in the Dominion
about what a ruinous thing it would be to us Can-
adians if a duty were imposed upon eggs. The
American people are just as keen and alive to their
own interests as are the gentlenen who are con-
stantly announcing this policy and uttering these
sentiments. The policy of the Americans has been,
from Jefferson's time down to the present, to absorb
the whole of this continent, and I firmly believe
that the course pursued by the gentlemen who have
just spoken and the speeches, such as those we have
heard to-night, have, even if not uttered with that
object, had the effect of inducing the Americans to
do precisely what they indicate by their proposed
tariff they will do. The hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), in the speech he made to-
night, made three or four statements which are not
strictly accurate. He stated that the tonnage
dues and the tolls imposed upon vessels going
through the Welland Canal were refunded if the
vessel landed ber cargo at a Canadian port, but
that if she went to an American port they were
not. I do think that the hon. gentleman, when he
made that statement, must have known that a
vessel passing through the Welland Canal and dis-
charging ber cargo in the city of Kingston, pays
just as much tonnage dues and tolls as a vessel
that goes to Oswego.

Mr. CHARLTON. Not if she goes to Mont-
reai.

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman had stated
that, his statement might not have been misleading
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to the public. What he stated was that if she went
to a Canadian port she was refunded the tolls, and
I wish to point out that that statement is not cor-
rect. If she went to Montreal, that is a different
thing.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is not Montreal a
Canadian port ?

Mr. BOWELL. Are not Toronto, Hamilton,
Kingston, Prescott and Brockville Canadian ports,
just as much as Montreal ? It is these half truths
that mislead the people on the other side of the line
and incite them to do that which they never other-
wise would think of doing. The hon. gentleman
never fails to read us a lesson upon our duty with
regard to reciprocity. Well, I suppose if recipro-
city is good in one thing, it ought to be in another.
Yet almost every session, for the last two or three
sessions, the hon. gentleman has thrown the
weight of his influence and his ability against reci-
procity in wrecking. I approve of the course lie
took in that respect, but it is not strictly consist-
ent with the principles and the doctrine he bas
laid down to-night. Some people have been
uncharitable enough to say-I would not say so-
that lie took this course because he is interested in
wrecking tugs. That is unfair, and it would be
unparliamentary to say so, but I have heard it
said. The hon. gentleman spoke of the hardships
suffered by the Americans from our regulations
under the fishery treaty, which lie termed an anti-
quated treaty, and his statements in this respect
were equally inaccurate. He knows that one of
the provisions of that treaty permits any vessel to
come in and get a puncheon of water if required ;
and even if the Canadian Government were so un-
feeling as to refuse this, there would be good cause,
not only for the Anierican Government, but for the
world, to set its face against any such action. But,
we never did refuse this privilege, and we had no
right to refuse it ; and even if we had the right, we
never did. When has there been any case in which
a vessel has been reported to the Government as being
in distress through lack of food or water, or for the
want of repairs, or anything else of the kind, to
enable her to sail from port in which all the
privileges desired have not been conceded ? There
have been violations of the law, it is true, and it
was necessary for the Government to see that the
provisions of the law were respected and obeyed ;
but there is scarcely a week, even at present, in
which concessions are not made to American
vessels, to which they have no right under the
treaty, when it is considered advisable and in the
interests of humanity that these concessions should
be made. I repeat again that speeches and
statements of that kind, emanating from members
of this House, have done more to mislead the
people of the United States, and to induce them
to adopt a policy which may, in some instances,
militate against the interests of Canada, than any-
thing else.

Mr. MILLS(Bothwell). I confess I am rather
astonished at the speech which bas been addres-
sed to this House by the Minister of Customs. The
hon. Minister declares that the hostile feeling

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I deny that altogether.
I maintain that it is the action of the Government
which has created that feeling. I maintain that
the action of the sub-committee of Congress is
entirely due to the course taken by bon. gentle-
men upon the Treasury benches. It is not very
long since the Finance Minister informed this
House that this country would not suffer even if
the United States were to legislate with the view
of putting an end to the traffic between Canada
and that country, and that the effect of such a mea-
sure would be simply to build up our own Atlan-
tic cities ; and bon, gentlemen opposite, over and
over again, have declared themselves in favor
of a policy which would keep, as they said,
Canadffor the Canadians. These bon. gentlemen
have themselves declared that it is in the inter-
ests of tbis country to adopt a policy of retalia-
tion. The Finance Minister has told us that it
would be little short of criminal to say that the
action of the Government has for its object the
carrying out of a retaliatory policy. But, what lias
the Minister of Customsjust now informed us? What
justification does lie give this House for the pro-
posed legislation of the Government ? He tells us
that the American people, assuming that the sub-
committee of the House of Representatives repre-
sents the American people, have taken a certain
line, and that the line they have taken is a justi-
fication of the course adopted by this Government.
Why, the hon. gentleman intimated that the Gov-
ernment are adopting, by way of anticipation, a
retaliatory policy, and in making this statement
he has committed what the Finance Minister says
is little short of a crime. It is not the doing of
the act, according to the Finance Minister, which
is criminal, but it is the confessing that you are
doing the act. That is what is criminal.
It is the warning spoken from this side,
after the consummation of that act, that is offen-
sive. The Government are at liberty to pursue a
policy detrimental to the best interests of the
country, a policy little short of ruinous to the
agricultural population of the country. In carry-

I ing out that principle, the hon. gentlemen ouglit
to be allowed to do so without any protest or aly
criticism from this side of the House. We would
suppose that we had no longer parliamentary
government in this country, that hon. gentlemen
were to be allowed to carry out any policy they
pleased, supported, as they are, by the majority
at their back, and that it would be almost criminial
to criticise their action or the policy they pursue.
Does the bon, gentleman forget the resolutioln
which was proposed by the present First Minîister
in 1878, and supported by the present Minister
of Customs ? What was the object of proposing
that policy of retaliation ? Was it because they
said protection was a policy which should be adop-
ted ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No; it was simply that
retaliation should be adopted as a means to an eld
Any one who reads the resolution will see that it
was stated in that that a reciprocity of tariffs
should be adonted in order to bringj about a reciprO

exhibited by the Congress of the United States in of tr----------------------------------ef
their proposed legislation is due to speeches and to cio re Is noy Vo etas a sytaiw
observations made by hon. gentlemen on this side.

free trade with the United States, and in order te
Mr. BOWELL. I believe Vliey have incited. obtain that, the hon. gentleman was prepared to

Mr. BowELL.
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adopt a system of retaliation, in order to bring the when Minister of Fisheries, denied. le would
American people to terms. At all events, that is not permit an American fishing vessel to purchase
what those hon. gentlemen told the people they a dollar's worth of sugar or a bag of potatoes;
proposed to accomplish, and it was on that ground and, when we were in a condition of dependency
that they deluded the country into supporting on the United States for communication between
them. They were going to convert towns into the west and the east, he would fot allow them
cities, villages into towns, and they were going to to tranship fresh flsh to be sent to their own
furnish a home market for all the products of this markets Yet he would try to make out that the
country. It is true they have not said much about ill-feeling or irritation which existed was not
reciprocity. They have said that the American produced by hîm or his colleagues, but hy the
people would not agree to that ; but the true senti- speeches of members on this side of the buse.
ient came out the other night, when the President The Minister of Customs dismissed a man for doing

of the Council told us that it would be ruinous to a simple net of humanity in the port of Halifax.
the agriculturists of this country if they were to The hon, gentleman says we have produced this
secure reciprocity of trade with the people of the condition of things. He knows that the fabric
United States. That proves that these gentlemen which las been erected with so nuch care and at
w ere not candid, that they were not dealing frankly such an enormous cost to the people of this country,
with the people of Canada, or with the agricul- which has done yeoman service to hon. gentlemen
tural population in particular, when they said they opposite, is ahout to fali about their ears. He
desired a reciprocity of trade with the United hopes now to delude the farmers a littie longer.
States, but could not get it. It is now obvious He hopes to make the great agricuitural Province
that they can get it, that reciprocity between the of Ontario believe that, by keepimg out one sheep,
two countries can be secured, but these hon. enormous advantages will accrue to the farmers of
gentlemen are seeking to prevent the consummation that Province. It if truc that he may keep out
of this reciprocity by the adoption of a tariff thousands of sheep from British Columbia, but is
which will effectually prevent any intercourse or that going to assiat Ontario, or is he going to
communication between the two countries. Two impose upon the peopie of British Columbi the
years ago, the hon. gentlemen came down to this payment of a large amount for the transportation

u1se and undertook to give effeat to their stand- of these animais from Ontario? goes the abon.
iîr offer under a threat which had been made by gentleman suppose that h is going to do anytling
the United States. They passed an Order in at ail by this tax on do estic animais? The hon.
(ouncil and teiegrtphed in haste that the Order in gentleman, after his leader lias eciared that the
Council was passed, in order to prevent retaliation policy of the pnrty is to obtain reiprocity of trade
on the part of the Uuited States. pas that by means of what hie cails a reeiprocity of tarifs,
because they did not approve of the poiey they says it was litt e short of crimina to accuse
had Iheen following, or that they did not desire to hîs party of having nny sucb inîtention. I have
impose a tax on certain products? Not atail. l neyer before heard any one say that it was litte
w as simply because tbey knew that the public short of a crime to accuse any one of endeavoring
sentiment of this country was against them ou that <to fulfil the promises made Vo the people of this
question, and so they were obliged to, yieid, not- country. The bon. gentleman had better read
wýýithstaniding the protest made by many of the what is not ancient history, bnt what bis friends and
ho. gentlemen behind them. The hon. gentleman The himself have proised to the people, before hi
saYs it was not their action which has produced accuses those who assume that he intenda to fuil
this irritaion in the United States, but it was the his obligations of omething littie short of a crime.
speeches made où this aide, that we were inviting Wel, Sir, the Minister of Finance has done another
tlie United States to make war on this country. Is thing, he has informed the bouse that h e expects
that tru? No ; it was the Minister of Finance, under the existiug tarif to have a very large sur-
when lie was Minister of Marine and Fisheries, plus, and, not content wit that, ie proposes to

ho produoed this feeling of irritation. When the increase that surplus. Now, I suppose thateep
late Minister of Finance went to Washington be one wou d seriously maintain that the Government
fould, as bie stated, that a few yenrs before hie h a right to one dollar more from the people of
could not find any one supporting the aims of the this country than i required for the purpose of
y Engand fishermnen, but then h e found that state. The money, the capital, the income of the

their daims were supported by sixty millions of people of this country, are the products of their
people. What was the cause of that ? own industry. That money belongs to them, it

ther. UOWELL. It was your pse does not belo g to the state, anil the state is only
speehes justified, through the representatives of the people,

Mr MJLLS (Bothwell). No; it was the arbi- in taking just so much as is required for state pur-
tuary action of the Minister of Customs, who con- poses. The on. gentleman has told us that the

ucted the business of his office in relation to the has a very much larger sum than is required, and
United Statea in a manner as impotent as it w ba S mliae proposes to take more. I say e has no
ibsolent; dnd the impotence of his action was right to take more; 1 Say more than that-the hon.
sho0wn by the course hie pursued in several cases. gentleman, nccordiug to the doctrine laid down by
The hon, gentleman did not dare to give effeet to his predecessor in office, and by every Minister of
tie poliey wicb e h d adopted. lie said that, Finance, believe, in every other country in the
under the trecaty, the American fishermen could word where a financial system recognised, ias
one into the ports of the Maritime Provinces for no right whatever to a surplus. The hon. gentie-

wood and Water and necessry repairs. There man tar no justification then, as a matter of
sas no dou t about that; but, in addition t revenue, for the increased taxation. What did

what the treaty allows, the comity of nations the Minister of Customes Say on a former occasion?
allows other thing whi h the Minister of Finance, If I recollect rightly, the Minister of Customa bas
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maintained that it is not to the advantage of a
Government to have a very large surplus-that il
tends to extravagance.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think you can find
that statement.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the hon. gentle.
man repudiate the doctrine ?

Mr. BOWELL. I am not in the witness box.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). My impression is that

that doctrine was proclaimed on one very import-
ant occasion by a very large number, and it was
certainly supported by the vote of the hon. gentle-
man, if it was not supported by his speech.

Mr. BOWELL. I never had an opportunity,
while you were in power, to talk of having a
surplus.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman is
mistaken.

Mr. BOWELL. No.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman is
thinking of the deficits that existed from 1884 to
1887. I think the bon. gentleman has got the
wrong decade in his mind, or he would not have
made the observation he has just made. It is
perfectly clear that the Finance Minister has
given to this House no justification whatever for
the proposed increase in the tariff, and the hon.
gentlemen who sit behind him and support hin
would be derelict in their duty if they permitted
him to add to the burdens of the people of this
country witlout first clearly establishing the
necessity for those bourdens. But thc bon. gentle-
man lias not done that ; he lias simply declared
that lie is going to give certain classes of people
protection, ani he proposes to do that without any
attempt to reduce the taxation of this country,
with the view of keeping the amount of revenue
within the requirements of the state.

Mr. CHARLTON. I should not have taken the
floor again but for one remark made by my hon.
friend the Minister of Customs. While on my feet,
before referring to that matter, I may say that the
hon.,gentleman bas evidently mistaken the purport
and significance of the action of the Coinmittee of
Ways and Means at Washington. He evidently
supposes that in the United States, as here, when
a tariff is introduced into the House, it becomes
law. That is the case with our tariff, but, in the
United States, the practice and mode of doing the
thing is entirely different. The Tariff Bill, if I am
correctly informed, has not yet been reported by
the Comnittee of Ways and Means. The report
the hon. gentleman read, and which appeared in the
New York Tribune, was merely information furn-
ished by a correspondent as to what he supposed
the features of the tariff were, from the best
information he could obtain, but I think the Bill
itself is not yet circulated, certainly at the
time that report was published in the Tribune
the details of the tariff were not fixed upon. But
when that Bill is reported from the Committee to
the House of Representatives, it is then acted
upon by the House of Representatives, and it
may be, and in all probability will lie, very
materially changed by that House. The next
step in the matter is to send that Bill to the
Senate, when it goes to the Finance Com-
mittee of the Senate, and there the features

Mr. Mis (Bothwell).

t of the Bill may be greatly changed. After the
action of the Senate upon the Bill, if material
changes have been made in it, there is a conference
between the two Houses in order that an agreement
may be come to, and a settlement arrived at of the
differences of opinion that exist between the two
with regard to the Bill. This Bill is, in point of
fact, in course of formation, and the course of this
Government, whatever it may be, has just as much
effect upon the character of that Bill and the forim
it will assume, as if nothing had yet been done
with regard to it. So that the action the Govern-
ment is taking now is a direct invitation to the re-
taliation, that the American Congress can, and in
all probability will, inflict ; and this action is more
dangerous at this time than it would be if the tariff
measure was not under consideration there, and for
that reason the action taken by this Government is
in the highest degree injudicious. That Tariff Bill
has got to pass through three or four phases; it has
got to pass the House of Representatives; it has got
to go to the Senate and pass the Senate Finance
Committee; then, if there are differences of opinion,
they have got to be adjusted by a conference of
the two Houses. In the meantime this legis-
lation is producing its natural effect upon the
features of that Bill.

But, Sir, what I rose particularly to refer to,
was an insinuation made by the Minister of
Customs with regard to myself ; and I wish
to say that if it is to be the policy of that
gentleman-and I desire the attention of the
Minister of Custonis to this matter-and if it is to
lie the policy of the otlier members of the Goveru-
ment and of their supporters, that wlen a member
on tliis side of the flouse is so unfortunate as to
agrec witli him uponi any hune of polîcy, lie is to lie

rnsulted with insinuations of hase motives for
having donc so, I tlink, for one, that I wilh refrain
frons agreeîng with the hon. gentleman on any
matter whatever. With regard to my action upon
the Bill for reciprocity in wrecking, the hon.
gentleman insinuated that I was actuated by per-
sonal motives, and that I was opposed to recipro-
city in a matter where my own personal interests
were opposed to it, while I was in favor of reci-
procity on broad general grounds. Now, I think
the hon. gentleman, if he .reflects for a moment,
will be convinced that the position I took upoi
that matter was a position in favor of a wider re-
ciprocity than the American Government offered
to us. They desired reciprDcity purely in wrecking.
I represented that mere reciprocity in wreckig
without an addition to the offer, was useless to
us, that we could not even engage in the business
of wrecking upon the American coasts of the great
lakes without we had reciprocity in towing as well,
because we could not tow a wreck from any point
upon the American coast to any dry dock upon the
great lakes, without engaging in the business of
coasting, as all the dry docks nearly are on the
American side, and for that reason my Bill simfly
provided for reciprocity in wrecking and reciprocitY
in towing; it simply enlarged the scope and pro-
visions of reciprocity as contained in the American
Bill. Yet the hon. gentleman, who agreed with
me perfectly, makes insinuations to-night, a1nd
says : The hon. gentleman is reputed to own tIgs,
and he would not say, but it had been insinuated,
that he had a personal motive in this natter. Now
I think that was unworthy of the Minister of
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Customs. I may say to the hon. gentleman that the
only regular wrecking job I ever engaged in was to
take one of my own vessels off. I am not engaged
in wrecking as a business. It was merely with refer-
ence to ny desire to see an important Canadian in-
terestonthe lakes preserved, and not sacrificed, that
I took the position I did. I make this statement
because I do not wish to allow the insinuation
made by the Minister of Customs to go to the
country without an answer that I deem it proper
to make at this time. I think if the Minister of
Customs had reflected for a moment upon the
matter, he would not have made the statement that
he did make in order to throw discredit upon the
position that I had taken with regard to recipro-
city.

Mr. SPROULE. You have been wrecking
vessels, and now you are trying to wreck the
country.

3Mr. CHARLTON. I am trying to wreck a very
unworthy Government at the present moment.

The Minister of Customs tells us that retaliation
has been induced by the speeches on this side of
the House. I tell him that he differs widely from
bis friend the Finance Minister, who told us at an
earlier period this evening that the action of this
country had nothing whatever to do with the
iatter, that it was the fixed policy of the

American Government to give protection, and
tbat the action of this Government, whatever it
migbt be, would have nothing to do with the
action of the American Government. I think the
two Ministers had better reconcile their views upon
tbis iatter.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not propose to enter into
the personal matters to which the ho.î. gentleman
has referred. If I did, perhaps I could show him
tbat he is still further interested in wrecking than
lie desires to lead this House to believe he is.

Ir. CHARLTON. What if I were?
Mr. BOWELL. I do not find any fault. If

sucb be the case, you should not deny it ; that is
the only point I desire to make. I now desire to
sav a few words in reply to the hon. member for
Botbwell (Mr. Mills). He is accustomed to use
very strong language, not only when in Opposition
)ut on all other occasions. I challenge that hon.

gentleman to find in any correspondence, in anyact of the Customs Departnient, in any other nego-
tiations that have taken place, in which I had
anyý-tbing whatever to do, in connection with reci-
procity or with the violation of what is termed
" The Fishery Treaty," either directly or indi-
rectly, any language ever used by me or in any
document issued, which can be characterised as
inpudent or insolent. If I hurled back that
lanlguage as applicable to the hon. gentleman's
speech, perhaps it might not be parliamentary,
but it would be strictly correct.. In all the nego-
tiations, in all the despatches tliat have been
laid before Parliament, there is nothing to
justify the statement made by the hon. gentleman;
and more than that, there is not a single case in
which the detention of a fishin vessel has taken
place, and charges had been made of inhumanity
on the part of the Canadian Government, but the
parties failed to prove it when an investigation
took place. The documents, correspondence and
tbe despatches with the United States, togetherwith
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evidence which are of official record, are now before
Parliament, and that record sustains the position I
take ; and yet with these facts, read by the hon.
gentleman himself, I have no doubt-for he is a
careful student, and there are very few niatters
of this kind that pass his scrutiny-he makes
such a statement. I repeat there is not a single
case in the record in which he can show, that after
thorough investigation had taken place, the
Canadian Government, while acting strictly within
the law, at the same time acted in a manner that
was humane to those who desired help, and that
the charges which had been made against them
were utterly false and fallacious.

Mr. BARNARD. I desire, before a vote is
taken upon this item, to say a few words in reference
to the remarks that have fallen from the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and the hon. member
for South Huron (Mr. McMillan) to-night, in re-
gard to British Columbia. Both those hon. gentle-
men appeared to extend their sympathy to that
Province; in fact, sympathy seems to be the order
of the day for our poor neglected Province. Sym-
pathy was extended to Victoria last Session by the
hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies). That
hon. gentleman seemed very much exercised over
the fact that the China steamers did nQt call at the
port of Victoria. Again this Session we had
further sympathy extended to the miners of
British Columbia who were handicapped, as it was
contended by the hon. gentleman who introduced
a resolution on that occasion, I refer to the hon.
member for Prince Edward (Mr. Platt), owing to
the serious effects resulting from the fact that
mining machinery is not admitted free of duty. I
am glad to see that hon. gentlemen opposite are
beginning to realise that there is such a Province as
British Columbia. During their terni of office,
from 1874 to 1877, those hon. gentlemen did not
seem to sympathise with British Columbia, and in
fact they were hardly aware that such a Province
existed, and they did everything to prevent its de-
velopmentand nothing to further the interests of that
Province. After the elections of 1874 the people
of British Columbia returned a solid contingent to
support hon. gentlemen opposite, but the people of
that Province, during the time hon. gentlemen op-
posite were in office, discovered that their ideas
were so contracted and their opinion of the coun-
try was so small, and they were so ignorant of our
resources, that they were unable to do anything
for us. They did nothing for us beyond mislead-
ing us, and they showed no disposition whatever,
to carry out the terms of union and build the
Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. LANDERKIN. They did not give gold
mines to a Yankee speculator.

Mr. BARNARD. I shall be glad to talk with
the hon. gentleman about gold mines at any time
lie wishes to discuss the matter. The result of the
attitude of the Government of that day was that
after the elections of 1878 no member was returned
to support that party.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). They support which-
ever party is in.

Mr. BARNARD. Now the sympathy of hon.
gentlemen opposite is extended to British Columbia
in the hope that they may thereby catch a few
votes at the next election, but the people of that
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Province are not going to be misled by them. I
was surprised at the ignorance shown by those
hon. gentlemen. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) and the hon. menber for Huron (Mr.
McMillan) referred to the fact that British Colum-
bia did not desire an increase of duty on fresh
meats. A portion of British Columbia will, per-
haps, be seriously affected by this increase, but
there are the ranching and farming interests, and
those interests are as great as those of Ontario.
We can raise all the sheep and cattle required to
feed the people of British Columbia, and of Ontario
as well.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). How many do you
import ?

Mr. BARNARD. The farmers and ranchemen
want protection and some encouragement. They
desire an assurance that when they raise sheep and
cattle they will not be brought into competition
with stock from Oregon and Washington Territory,
from which large quantities of cattle and sheep
are being shipped into Victoria and Vancouver.
British Columbia has enjoyed exceeding pros-
perity, I am glad to say, since 1878, since the re-
turn of the Conservative party, and it will con-
tinue to be prosperous ; and I do not think that
the sympathy extended by bon. gentlemen oppo-
site, who are so thoroughly inconsistent and who
showed no disposition to assist the Province when
they had an opportunity of doing so, will be ac-
cepted with good grace.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House protest against the excessive
rate of taxation levied on all parts of the country
and of the increase proposed. If, however, the
bon. gentleman (Mr. Barnard) finds it to be highly
desirous to have excessive taxation heaped on the
people of British Columbia, why, of course, the
Government will endeavor to satisfy the hon. gen-
tleman. They have been able in that respect to
satisfy most of the Provinces, and I suppose, if the
hon. gentleman makes a strong appeal for a little
additional taxation that may bear more particu-
larly on his Province, the Government will be able
to accommodate him, for they can accomplish a
good deal in the way of levying taxation. With
respect to the statement of the Minister of Fin-
ance, that we had an indication of the feeling
of the United States in the introduction of the
McKinley Bill prior to the resolutions he submit-
ted, I would ask him if there is not equally as
strong reason to say that the feeling in the United
States is in favor of reciprocal trade relations?
Has there not been a resolution proposed in favor
of the appointment of commissioners to confer
with commissioners appointed by this Govern-
ment? Hon. gentlemen opposite say that that is
simply a resolution reported by the Committee on
Foreign Relations, and one which has not passed the
House. Granting this, is it not also proved that
the McKinley Bill is the report of a sub-committee
not adopted by the whole committee, and not
submitted to the House. It must also be remem-
bered that a tariff measure in the United States
is not put through Congress as a tariff measure is
put through here. When this Government intro-
duces a set of tariff resolutions, the action is taken
by a responsible Government, which takes its
stand on those resolutions, and is supported by its
friends in the House. With respect to the item

Mr. BAERRNAD.

under consideration, I desire to repeat the ques-
tion asked by the hon. member for North York
(Mr. Mulock), what is the object of increasing the
duty on horned cattle, sheep and swine? The
object cannot be to secure revenue. If it were to
secure revenue the action would be blamable, be-
cause he bas told us that he expects a surplus of
between two and three million dollars. That,
we claim, is taking taxation from the people
which is not required, and, therefore, unjusti-
fiable. If it is not on that ground, on
what ground is it then? Is it on the ground of
protection to the farmers? I am inclined to think
that a great many gentlemen opposite intend to
plume themselves under that head, and to set this
forth as an evidence that this Government is look-
ing after the interests of the farmers and is pro-
tecting them. Let us look into that question a
little and see if it will bear investigation. Let
us see what amount of horned cattle was imported
into Canada, and the Provinces into which they
were imported, and then we will know whether this
duty will have any effect in benefiting the fariner.
The total imports of horned cattle for home con-
sumption, last year, were to the value of $21,750.
Why were these wanted? Simply because we had
not enough horned cattle to supply our own wants?
No. We find that our export of horned cattle last
year was $5,708,126. If we have that surplus to ex-
port and only required to import $21,750, gentlemen
opposite will see at once that the imposition of 30
per cent. on horned cattle will fail in any protec-
tion to the farmer. Now, where does that little
import of $21,750 come in, and how? I find that
$3,323 worth came into the Province of Manitoba,
and why ? Because Manitoba wanted it ; $17,907
worth went into the Province of British Columbia,
because the people of British Columbia wanted it
for food; $520 went into the North-West Terri-
tories, and these two Provinces and the Territories
monopolise the whole import of foreign cattle into
Canada. Now, the bon. gentleman who last spoke
(Mr. Barnard), told us that British Columbia was
a great ranching country.

Mr. COLBY. I would call the hon. gentleman's
attention to the fact that horned cattle could not
very well be imported largely into the other Pro-
vinces, because the quarantine regulations are such
that they are not permitted to come into these
Provinces without going into quarantine.

Mr. HESSON. He did not know that.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If I did not know
it, I have no doubt that the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson) did, and if he did not know it,
I believe it is possible that measures might be
taken by members on his own side of the House to
try and force it into his head. Does the bon. the
President of the Council seriously mean to argue that
that was the reason why cattle were not imported
into the other Provinces r

Mr. COLBY. I was reminding the hon. gentle
man of the fact.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have not forgotte1
the fact, but what bearing bas it on this question?
When you have $5,000,000 more than you want to
export, why do you import horned cattle at all?
Now the hon. member for British Columbia (Mr.
Barnard) has told us that this duty will be a great
protection to the farmers and to the ranching men
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of British Columbia, because they not only grow
enough cattle for their own use, but they can
export larger quantities. Well, I have given you
the imports to British Columbia, and there are
some exports from British Columbia as well.

Mr. BARNARD. Will the hon. gentleman
allow me to explain?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I will first tell you
what was the export of horned cattle from British
Columbia. You exported two horned cattle to the
value of $30. Now, these facts teach us simply
that the cattle that came into British Columbia
must of necessity have been imported for the food
of the people.

Mr. BARNARD. No.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the hon. Minis-
ter of Finance mean to tell me that he is going to
benefit the farmers of Ontario and Quebec, of Nova
Scotia or of New Brunswick, to the extent of that
$21,750 worth of imports, by the imposition of an
extra duty of 10 per cent. ? Why are these cattle
imported into these Provinces from the United
States? Simply because they can import them,
and pay the duty, at a cheaper price than they can
transport them from this part of the country to
those distant Provinces. Therefore, I say the
proposition of the hon. Minister, as far as horned
cattle is concerned, is but a means to tickle the
fancy of the farmers, and to give an opportunity to
hon. gentlemen opposite to say to them, on the
platform, that they are giving them protection.
That statenient only needs to be investigated for
the farmers to realise that this is but another
attempt by hon. gentlemen opposite to pretend to
give them a benefit, while in reality they are giving
them nothing at all. Now, Sir, let us enquire into
the imports and exports of sheep. I find that last
year there was a total import of sheep to the extent
of S81,863, and there was a total export amounting
to 81,263,125. How do the hon. gentlemen pro-
pose to protect sheep to the farmer ? How will
they say that they have benefited the farmer by
this extra duty of 10 per cent., when there is a
surplus of sheep to export to the amount of

1,263,125, as compared with an import of
$81,863. Again let us look at the Provinces into
which these sheep were iinported, and let us
ascertam the reason why they were imported.
Ontario imported one sheep, Manitoba imported
sheep to the value of $13,355, British Columbia im-
ported to the value of $63,037, and the North-
West Territories to the value of $5,456. Why did
these Provinces import sheep ? Simply because
they wanted them ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Oh, British Columbia
could not have wanted sheep.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). British Columbia
did not want thein ; but I find that not one single
sheep was exported from British Columbia, while
the hon. gentleman has told us that it is a

eat ranchingcountry, growng a surplus of all
knds of cattle, and that the Province will derive

benefits from this tariff. Sir, this proposed policy
cf the Government is on a line with their generaldealing with the farmers, and it is as we lthat
the farmers should understand how the matter
stands. The farmers have not forgotten that when,and before, the National Policy was introduced,
how hon. gentlemen opposite pitied the farmers;
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how they pointed to the low price of wool in those
days, and how they pointed out that it was because
the Mackenzie Government would not impose a
duty that the price of wool had fallen. These hon.
gentlemen then said : Put us in power, we will put
a duty on wool and we will raise the price of that
article. The country took them on the promises
they made and returned them to power. They
came back to power and they introduced the Na-
tional Policy. They put a duty on the articles
that the farmer had to buy, but, on the articles be
had to sell, and of which he produced a surplus, it
was impossible for them to protect him. But,
there was the article of wool which they did
produce enough of--this article about which
there was such a cry that the Mackenzie Gov-
ernment did not put a duty on. Did the pre-
sent Government protect wool when they came
into power ? No ; wool was left on the free list just
as it had been before. The next year, pressure was
put on the Government, because a number of their
supporters waited upon them, and they found that
their constituents at home had told them that
the Government had deceived them on this matter
of wool. Their supporters said to the Govern-
ment that something must be done, and then they
hit on this device, which declared in fact, if not in
words, that, in the opinion of hon. gentlemen
opposite, the farmers of this country are so
blindly ignorant that they could not see through so
transparent a device. What did they do then, and
what is their law to-day ? It puts a duty of 3 cents a
pound on all these kinds of wool that we do not
import, while all the kinds that we do import
come in free. While we export only $217,600
worth, we import $1,605,385 worth of free wool
and only $607 worth of dutiable wool. If bon.
gentlemen opposite want to protect the farmers,
this is an article on which they can protect
them. I think these things only need the ventila-
tion they have had to-night in order to
show the farmer that whatever has been
the object of this increase of 10 per cent.
it will fail in any way to benefit him, and if it is
for revenue it is unjustifiable, because the hon.
Minister of Finance says that he will have a surplus
of $2,000,000. As protection to the farmer it is
worthless, because the imports are only for Mani-
toba, British Columbia and the North-West Terri-
tories, and the increase of the duty does not afford
a particle of encouragement to the farmers of the
older Provinces, because they cannot ship to those
Provinces even with the increase of duty. But, as
has been remarked by.gentlemen on this side of the
House, what is objectionable in these resolutions,
introduced at this time and in the spirit in which
they are introduced, is this: It is idle, and worse
than idle, for hon. gentlemen opposite to attempt
to lay any blame upon hon. gentlemen on this side
of the House for speaking of measures as introduced
in a retaliatory spirit, because it has been the boast
of the party opposite that Canada could hold her
own without the United States ; their boasthasbeen
that they would bring the United States to terms,
and that it was for that very reason that they in-
troduced their National Policy. Sir Charles Tupper,
in the Maritime Provinces, called the people to
the Conservative banner by the statement that the
object of protection was to force the Americans to
givethemthereciprocityintradewhich they desired.
Actions speak louder than words. Hon. gentle-
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men have spoken of the introduction of the Mc- higher prices for cattle than they have been paying
Kinley tariff as an indication of the firm inten- in past years. This is the meaning of the speech
tion of the United States Government. It has of the hon. gentleman who has just sat down. He
been pointed out that that may not indicate the tells us that the ranchers in British Columbia have
real state of feeling on the part of the American now reached the point when they can supply their
people, for it may not pass through Congress as it own market, and they want to have the duty
is. But if hon. gentlemen assume that actions raised, so that they can enjoy the benefits of pro-
speak the feeling of the American Government, tection. This is a very fair specimen of the way
then their actions speak their feelings-that they in which certain interests in the country are asking
intend to go on with their policy as a means of the Government to protect them and their parti-
forcing the United States to give us reciprocity ; cular industry, at the expense of the rest of the
and if the United States do not do that, they will community. But I did not rise to say anything
give them tit for tat, as they say, and do it at this about this British Columbia matter.
time when it is not for the interest of the country Mr. BOWELL. You have succeeded admir-that the estrangenient which unhappily exists to a abl
limited degree between the two countries, should al
be strengthened. Sir, the objection to all such Mr. FISHER. I think I have succeeded admir-
legislation as this is, that it gives aid and comfort ably in showing the condition of affairs in British
to that element in the United States whose views Columbia. The hon. the Minister of Customs laid
find expression in the McKinley tariff. We do not great stress on the McKinley tariff, and throughout
desire that that action on the part of this Govern- his remarks on that question spoke of the position
ment or this Parliament should be taken. Nor do which the American people had taken. But the
we desire a cringing attitude towards the United American people have not spoken on the question
States. We do not desire to waive one particle of at all ; not even the representatives of the Ameri-
our rights ; but we do desire, when there is to be can people have spoken. It is only a committee
found in that country a class of men of nobler and of the Congress which has passed the resolution,
broader views, as expressed in the resolution in- and even that committee bas not actually reported
troduced by Mr. Hitt, that the legislation of this the measure in its final form. But while the
louse should be actuated by the same broad and Minister of Customs dwelt so long upon this

liberal spirit. McKinley tariff measure, he entirely ignored
Mr. BARNARD. The last speaker, I am another measure, which has advanced a step fur-

afraid, displays as much ignorance of British ther before the American Congress than the McKin-
Columbia as those who have preceded him. The ley Bill. I refer to the Hitt resolution, which has
hon. gentleman is not aware that British Columbia been unanimously reported by the Committee on
has increased in population from 25,000 to more Foreign Relations, one of the most, if not the most,
than 100,000 in the last five years, and that the important committees of the American Congress,
sheep and cattle have not increased in proportion. and in this resolution the American Congress
Many of the people have come from the States, declares itself decidedly and distinctly in favor
where the hon. gentleman is afraid people are of reciprocity.
going to, and the population is increasing so fast Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). Coin-
that the stock-raisers are not able to keep up with mercial union.
the demand, and they want protection, in order to Mr. FISHER. Hon. gentlemen on that side
prevent cattle and sheep from coming in from the have a very vague idea apparently of the differ-
other side, where there is a surplus. ence between commercial union and unrestricted

Mr. FISHER. The hon. gentleman who has reciprocity.
just sat down has not, I am afraid, looked after Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
the interests of his constituents as well as be
should have done. From what the hon. gentleman Mr. FISHER. We have explained it over ami
says, the Province from which he comes still does over again, and if we cannot make it clear to lion.
need a supply of cattle to meet the demands of the gentlemen, it is not our fault. There are none so
ever-increasing population. .blind as those who will not see. Hon, gentlemen

Mr. BARNARD. What about the North-West? opposite have n deep interest in endevoring to
Have they not cattle there ?lead the people of this country astray from a

proper consideration of this question, for they ai e
Mr. FISHER. Not by any means enough for awnre that, if it was fairly and squarely put before

their own needs. They are asking for them al thein, they would endorse the proposition hich
the time, and they have even applied to the bon. my hon. friend for South Oxford (Sir ichat(l
Minister of* Agriculture for a relaxation of the Cartwright) bas laid before this fouse and the
quarantine arrangements for the people of British people. 1 was not present when the Finaice
Columbia and the North-West, so that they may Minîster spoke this afternoon, but 1 am led W
be able to bring in cattle from the United States. understand that he put his foot down squaîdY
While the bon. gentleman is no doubt looking against any action with regard to reciprocity
after the interests of his own constituents, who The President of the Council gave voice to tlis
are cattle dealers and drovers, we have not heard *cy on the part of the Cabinet the other day,
from the other members froni British Columbia. I polI
suppose the hon. member for Victoria, and hon. endorsed by the Finance Minister this aternoo'î
gentlemen representing constituencies where they
have not enough cattle to supply their wants, are Mr. FOSTER. You wil have to revise Yonr
quite willing to throw a little more money into the information.
hands of the ranchemen who wish the rest of the Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whicl of
people of British Columbia to be forced to pay them you speak for the Cabinet?

MS. PATERSON (Brant).
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Mr. FISHER. So I understand that the Min-
ister of Finance is not opposed to reciprocity?

Mr. FOSTER. I simply remarked that your
information is defective.

Mr. FISHER. I will take occasion to read
the bon. gentleman's remarks in Hansard, but
mv information in regard to the President of
the Council is not defective, because I read bis
speech. I am a little surprised at the ground the
hon. gentlemen have taken. Formerly they were
wont to discourse learnedly about the balance of
trade, but the Finance Minister did not refer to it
at all this year, because, according to the views of
his party and bis predecessors, the balance of
trade is in a very unfortunate condition as regards
this country, it being very mucli against us. In
fact we import more than we export, which,
according to the doctrine they formerly enun-
ciated, must be very disastrous to the country,
and I fail to understand how it is that the Finance
Minister, knowing the balance of trade to be so
imucih against us, should have, in opposition to all
the former theories of bis party, declared this
conntry to be in the fairly prosperous condition in
which he pictured it to be. The hon. mnember for
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) the other night gave us a
long lecture on this question of the balance of
trade, but evidently labored under a strange
misconception, since he directed bis remarks,
not against the leaders on the Governnent benches,
as they should have been from their tenor,
but against hon. gentlemen on this side.
But really what he said, if not levelled
against the Ministers, was applicable solely to them,
and not at all to us. With regard to the importa-
tion of cattle and sheep and swine, we find a most
extraordinary condition of affairs exists, and
possibly the Finance Minister thinks that condi-
tion is so bad that he must put a stop to it at any
risk. I take the trade of the United States,
because I believe it is almost entirely that trade
which will be affected by this duty, and I find that
last year we imported into this country $140,000
wortb of horned cattle, sheep and swine from the
United States, and exported to the United States
exactly ten times that amount. I suppose, under
the ordinary definition of the balance of trade
theory as propounded by hon. gentlemen opposite,
tbat is a very bad state of affairs, and that to be
profitable we ought to have imported more than
we exported. I venture, however, to assert that
that is a very satisfactory condition of affairs, our

eing ahle to sell our products to such an extent,and G think it would be most unfortunate that our
G,'overnent should put a stop te it. This cornes
home more to the Province of Quebec than to any
other section of the country, for we export from
that Province a very large number of cattle to the
United States, for which we have no other market,as they are young and store cattle, which it would
not be profitable at all to export to England.
I believe myself that our farmers would find more
profit, if the Government would only allow them
to do it, in fattening those cattle in this country
and sending them to England in a finished con-
dition, but as long as hon. gentlemen opposite will
not allow our farmers of the Province of Quebec toenter into this industry, it is adding insult to
Injury that they should now take away from us theonly market we have for the class of cattle we can

ship. Enough has been said here to-night from
this side of the House with regard to the effects
which will follow the imposition of this duty, and
I will not discuss that question, but confine myself
to endorsing fully the views of the hon. member for
South Huron (Mr. MeMillan) and others, with re-
gard to the imposition of this duty upon cattle
coming in from the United States, a step which is
sure to be followed by the imposition of an increased
duty of our cattle going into the United States.
I am alnost tempted sometimes to think that hon.
gentlemen opposite do not know anything of poli-
tical economy, judging from the speeches they
make in this House. It seems alnost ineredible
that gentlemen occupying the positions which the
members of the Government do, should give vent to
the views they have expressed in this House.
I remember the well known expression used by the
leader of the Government when he talked about
jug-handle reciprocity. Well, if he expected the
Americans to take our products, we must be pre-
pared to take up theirs, and must not expect to
have jug-handled trade. This is a fact which
I think is patent to everybody, and which I io not
think hon. gentlemen opposite would attempt to
deny. Yet, by their actions, they indicate that
they are going to try it or to stop the trade alto-
gether. It is folly to attempt to stop the trade ;
it is worse than folly, because it will entail a great
deal of difficulty in this country and especially in
the eastern part of the country from which I come,
and which will suffer the most. I represent a
constituency on the border which sends a large
amount of farm produce to the United States, and,
if this tariff is carried through, the result will
probably be thatthe McKinley tariff will be adopted
iir the United States Congress, and that will be
disastrous to our interests. Like other hon.
gentlemen, I have been home during Easter recess,
and I have met many people in Montreal as well
as in my constituency, and the universal opinion
is, as far as I could gather, that this proposed
tariff will be disastrous in regard to our trade with
the United States.

Mr. LANDERKIN. As the trade of British
Columbia was referred to by an hon. member, I
looked into the matter. The hon. gentleman
referred to the fact that the Government which
was in power ten years ago had done nothing for
British Columbia. I find that British Columbia, in
1878, imported of animals from the United States,
498 cattle, at a value of $8,532.92; horses, 147, of
the value of $7,518 ; sheep, 8,489, of the value of
$15,316 ; swine, 1,676, of the value of $11,124. I
find that by the Trade and Navigation Returns of
this year that the following were inported during
the last year : Horses, 240, of the value of $37,839 ;
sheep, 33,816, of the value of $63,000; swine, 2,819,
at a value of $21,000. The exports from British
Columbia of animals and their produce in 1878'
amounted to a value of $271,796. Last year that
Province exported to the United States, 9 horses,
at a value of $930. British Columbia has been
famed for its ranches and its pastures, and yet last
year of horned cattle it exported two of the value
of $30.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). The
ncreased population eat them all up.

Mr. LANDERKIN. They might eat you up,
and that would be no loss. I find that they
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exported no swine and no sheep last year. You
can easily see that under the former policy the
trade of British Columbia was larger than it is
now, and it is a matter of great pain to me to see
that, in a Province so favored by nature and by its
political connection with the Dominion of Canada,
its trade should be hampered by our tariff and
should be falling off as it has been doing in the last
ten years.

Mr. POPE. I am very sorry that more mate-
rial has not been furnished for such a new beginner
and apprentice as I am to make a short address
upon in regard to this question. The hon. member
for Brome (Mr. Fisher) states that in British
Columbia they must have required these cattle or
they would not have imported them. They can
get their beef cattle from the North-West into

ritish Columbia, and the cattle that were brought
into the North-West have been breeding cattle.
It is well known that trainloads of cattle have
been shipped from the North-West to the East, a
great proportion going to England. Perhaps they
do not realise as good prices as they desire for
those cattle, and perhaps they could get better
prices in British Columbia, and we feel that we
have a right to our own markets in preference to any
foreign nation. The fact that they do not export
the same number of horses and cattle fron British
Columbia as they did in the past proves the rapid
increase of the consuming population of that
Province. I believe that it is true that in 1887-88
we did send a large number of small cattle to the
United States, and I agree with the member for
Brome that these yearlings would be better
finished off or made more perfect in our own
country than if they were shipped off. But
that day has gone by. The Yankee farmer
in 1889 cannot afford to buy our cattle.
I do not believe an animal went to the
United States from the county I represent in 1889.
A great many cattle went to the States in 1887,
and I have seen those cattle re-sold in 1889 just
across the line, and they did not pay for their feed.
That was the result of that exportation, and I do
not think we will be troubled in the future by any
anxiety on their part to get our young cattle. The
hou. gentleman speaks about political economy.
The knowledge of political economy seems to be
confined to the other side of the House. As a far-
ming community, and as representatives of farmers,
as we all are on this side of the House, we feel that
political economy is a very bad implement to hill
up potatoes with, it would be a very poor fork to
pitch hay with. As farmers we may be blind to
some things, but we believe we do see in the fact
that 31 million pounds of meat were imported into
this country from the United States last year, that
if we can have the privilege of making that our-
selves and selling it to our own people, whether
that be political economy or any other kind of
economy, we fancy we can see flowing from that
sale certain practical results which will be appre-
ciated by the farming community. Now, it has
often been said by hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House during this debate, that the Pres-
ident of the Council had changed his views; that a
few years ag o he gave expression to opinions that
perhaps he did not entertain to-day. It is another
evidence of the progress of this country if such be
the fact ; it is an evidence that ten years ago we

Mr. LANDERKIN.

were not in the same independent position that
we are in to-day. I do not think, after the election
that has just taken place in Stanstead county that
any man will stand up in this House and say that
the President of the Council does not represent that
constituency. He represented that constituency ten
years ago, le expressed opinions then that he
knew were in accord with those of his constitu-
ents, and he has, during this debate, given expres-
sions of opinion which he knows are in accord with
the views of his constituents and of the people of the
neighboring counties. I quite agree with him. So
far as I can see, when our beef when our pork,
when our mutton-not lambs, remember, but mut-
ton-when our cheese and butter, when ali these
articles are worth more money in Canada than they
are in the United States, when there is a large ex-
port trade of all these products, amounting to thon-
sands and thousands of dollars made from the
United States, were we to open the gates
and allow the United States to come into this
country where there is a better market than
she has got, I cannot see by what means the farm-
ing community of this country are going to be
benefited by allowing them to come in. Not believ-
ing in retaliation myself, I do not believe the
statesmen of the United States, men who are
elected to Congress to represent a great country,
will lower themselves down to these considerations
of retaliation. I do not believe it. We do not
believe it on this side of the House, and I hardly
think hon. gentlemen opposite believe it either. I
give them credit for a higher and a more elevated
view of public questions than to suppose they
would consider, for instance, that a certain
resolution that was introduced the other day
with regard to the Canadian Pacific Railway and
its bonding privileges across the State of Maine,
was introduced for the purpose of retaliation,
because we have, as they say, prohibited
the importation of one sheep into Canada.
Well, Sir, I began to say that perhaps the
President of the Council may, to some extent, have
changed his opinions, and I think the circumstances,
the tines in which we live, warrant a change of
those opinions, if there is a change. We have
known a certain administration which existed for
four or five years in this country, which had for its
Finance Minister a man no doubt of remarkable
ability, so considered by the party which le to-day,
in part, leads. He was Finance Minister for this
country for four or five years, and during that time
he was interviewed by hundreds of delegations of all
kinds, from all sections of this country, asking him
to change his views. , Well, he did not change his
views, but le changed his side of the House. He
went over with his party, and he is there to-day, and
judging from the arguments they have advanced in
this debate, le is likely to stay there for some
years to come. They say that we intended in in-
troducing this resolution to flatter the farming con-
munity of this country. Gentlemen, that is just
exactly what we intended to do. We intend to
give them protection, we believe they are worthy
of consideration at the hands of this Government,
and if there is any means in our power by which
we can benefit the farming community of Canada,
from one end of the country to the other, we are
prepared to do it, we are going to do it on this
occasion, and we shall do it on future occasions.
If the farming community to-day enjoy any advan-
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tages, if they have any future in this country, they
owe it to the Conservative party. They have
received from that party every particle of protec-
tion they ever received from any party. They have
received from us the expansion of their home mar-
kets by the introduction of the National Policy, and
the establishment of manufactures i various parts
of the country, a home market which did not exist
before that party came into power. If they have
the means of transport of their merchandise and
the products of their farms to market at reasonable
prices, if they have railroads and canais all over
this Canada of ours, they owe it to the Conserva-
tive party. The farmers now acknowledge, and
the people all acknowledge, that the Conservative
party have a mortgage upon their hearts, and
every four years they pay us the compliment by
returning us to power with as substantial majorities
as we have received from time to time in the past.
An hon. gentleman opposite, i dealing with agri-
cultural products of the Province of Quebec, has
referred to the duties that the United States pro-
pose to put upon hay. He says that the great
market for hay produced in the valley of the St.
Lawrence, is on the other side of line 45. Well,
if that is the case, it must be a very poor
market, because all the barns in that Province
are full of hay, that whole valley is stuffed with
hay, and the farmers cannot get a sufficient price
to warrant them in shipping it to the United
States. If the Americans do put on that duty it
will be the best thing that ever happened to the
valley of the St. Lawrence, for this reason, that
from one end of that valley to the other, for many
years back, they have been exporting hay to the
United States, along with other products of their
farms, In exporting these productions every year
they have been exporting the fertility of their soil.*
It is like a man having a bank account and conti-
nually drawing out money and never making a
deposit. It is only a certain length of time before
that soil becomes exhausted, and that time is fast
approaching. So, if the United States mn their
wisdom see fit to impose such a duty as will
prohibit the importation of hay from Canada, it
will force the people who live in the St. Lawrence
valley to direct their attention to the raising of
cattle, to the production of butter, cheese and
pork, on ail of which we are going to give them
protection, and I believe that ten years from to-day
the people who live in that valley will see that they
have been benefited by the hay duty, the same as
the manufacturers and other industries of this
country were benefited by the abrogation of the
Reciprocity Treaty, which forced us to be more
independent and to rely upon our own resources.

Mr. GILLMOR. I do not intend to make a
speech, but I was reading, to-day, something that
Bill Nye, an American humorist, said to the
farmera in the West, and I was reminded of it by

mering what our young friend has said about what
protection has done for the farmers. Bill Nye'sdescription of a western farmer may possibly be a.ittle exaggerated, but I think it will be interest-
mng to the House. Hie says:

" What are the prospects for farmers in your State?
Weli, they are pore. Neyer was so pore, in fact, sence
My been here. Folks wonder why boys leaves the farm.
wnOys left so as to get protectedthey said, and se they

aed ut, a lothing store en of 'em, and one went ietouardwaret atd one is takin protection in the f'egis-lature this winter. They aaid that farmin' waa gettin'

like fishin' and huntin'; well enough for a man that bas
means and leisure, but they couldn't make a livin' at it,
they said. Another boy is in a dru store, and the man
that hires him says he is a royal fel er. Kind of a castor
royal feller, I said, with a shriek of laughter. He waited
until I had laughed all I wanted to, and then he said:
I have always holered fer high tarif te erder te hyst the
publie debt, but uow that we've got the national debt
coopered, I wish they'd take a little hack at mine. I've
ut in fifty years farmin'. I never drank licker in any

form. I've worked from ten te eighteen hours a day:
been economical ie cloze, and never went to ashow mor'n
a dozen times in my life. Raised a family, and learned
upwards of two hundred calves te drink out of a tin pail
without blowing the milk up my sleeve. My wife wor ed
alongside o'me sewin new seats on the boys pants,
skimmin' milk, and even helpin' me load hay. For forty
years we toiled along together, and hardly got time te
look eto each.other's faces, or dared te stop and get
acquaiuted with each other. Then ber bealth failed.
Ketched cold in the spring bouse, prob'ly skimmin'
milk and washin' pans and scidin' pails and
spankin' butter. Anyhow she took in a long breth
one day while the doctor and me was watchin' ber.
And she says te me, Henry, says she. I've got a chance te
rest, and she put one tired, wornout band on top of the
other tired, wornout hand, and I lknew she'd gone where
they don't work all day and do chores all night. I took
time to kiss her then, I'd been too busy for a good while
previous te that, and then I called in the boys. After
the funeral, it was tooc much for them te stay round and
eat the kind of cookin' we had te put up with, and nobody
spoke up round the bouse as we used to, the boys quit
whistlin' round the barn, and talked kind of low by
themselves about goin' te town and gettin' a job.
They're all gone now, and the snow is four feet
de n citber's grave up there in the old berryae'

groed Then botb cf us leoked eut cf the car
window quite a long time without saying anything.
I don't blame the boys for goin' into something else,
long's other things pays better; but I say-and I say what
I know-that the man who holds the prosperity of this
country in his hands, the man that actually makes money
for other people to spend, the man that eats three good,
simple, square meals a day, and goes to bed at nine
o'clock, se that future generations with good blood and
cool brains cac go from his farm to the Senate and Con-
gress and the White House. He is the man that
gets left at last to run his farm. with nobody te
belp him but a hired man and a high protective tarif.
The farms in our state are nortgaged for over $700,000,-
000. Ten of our Western States I see by the papers,
have got about three billion and ahalf mortgages on their
farms, and they don't count the chattle mortgages filed
with town clerks on farm maehinery, stock, waggon and
even crops by gosh 1 that aint two inehes high under the
snow. Thats what the prospects is for farms now. The
Government is rich but the men that made it, the men
that fought perarie fires and perarie wolves, and Ingins
and Potato bugs and blizzards, and bas paid the war
debt and pensions and everything else and bollered for the
Union and Republican party and high tarif, and anytbing
else they was told te is left high and dry this cold winter
with a mortgage of $7,500,000,000 on the farms they
have earned and saved a thousand times over. Yes,
but look at the glory of sending froi the farm the
future President, the future Senator and the future
member of Congress. That looks well on paper, but
what does it really amount te? Soon as a farmer boy
gets in a place like that, he forgets the soil that produced

im, and holds his head as hi h as a hollyhock. He
beelirs for protection te everybody but the farmer, and
while he sails round in a hity-tity room with a fire in it
night and day, his father on the farm has te kindle his
own fire in the morning with elm slivers, and bas te wear
his son's lawn tennis suit next te him, or freeze te death,
and bas te milk in an old gray shawl that bas held that
member of Congress when he was a baby, by gorry 1
And the old lady has te sojourn through t e winter in
the fiannels that Silas wore at the regatta before he went
te Congress. Se I say, and I think Congress agrees with
me: Damn a farmer, anyhow 1"

Mr. FOSTER. After the very vivid description
of the state of the American farmers, and the feel-
ings of commiseration which they naturally arouse,
I think in consideration of the late hour of adjourn-
ment last night, the Committee might rise, report
progress and ask leave te sit again. I move accord-
ingly.
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Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 12.10
a.m. (Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THuIsiAY, 10th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Mr. DEWDNEY moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 132) to amend the Indian Advancement
Act. He said : The first clause of this Bill gives
power to the Indian Council to pass regulations as
to the size and style of sleighs, similar to the
power given to the adjoining municipalities. The
next clause.provides for the disqualification of any
councillor who does not attend the meetings, and
of any one who refrains f rom voting when assisting
at the same. The third clause is to make provi-
sion for the day on which the nomination of candi-
dates to the council shall take place. All these
have been asked for by the Indians.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INLAND REVENUE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 133) further to amend the Act respecting
the Inland Revenue. He said : The first change
proposed in the law is, that we take power to
ascertain the quantity of spirits by weight as well
as by gauge. We have found that there may be
abuses under the provision, that spirits may be
bottled in presence of an Excise officer. Spirits
are often put up by parties not under the super-
vision of an officer of the Department, and they
are labelled in such a way as to mislead the public.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand, that the
Minister intends that any person who wishes to
bottle spirits, has to do so under the supervision
of an officer of the Inland Revenue ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. This has been the law for
several years. The intention is to prevent people
from putting spirits into bottles and obtaining the
apparent assent of the Inland Revenue Depart-
ment as to the age and purity of the spirits, unless
the bottling is done in the presence of an officer of
the Department. Another provision has been
found necessary in regard to methylated spirits.
Under the former system,. abuses arose, and it
was found necessary to bring the manufacture of
methylated spirits under the control of the
Department, and to distribute theni from this
point. We find, however, that some amend-
ment is necessary in reference to this. The
aext change is a repeal of that section of the
excise law which empowers the Department to
make a refund of the duty paid on corn which goes
into the production of spirits to be exported. There
is also a repeal of the clause which gives the De-

Mr. FOSTER.

partment power to refund the duty on malt used
in the production of beer for export. Next, there
is a change in the duty on tobacco put up in pack-
ages. After consultation with the trade in the dif-
ferent parts of the country, it was thought that
packages might be put up as snall as to contain
five pounds each, and that they would better
meet the requirements of the retail trade. But
some manufacturers objected to putting it up
in these small packages, on account of the in-
creased cost. Others-for instance, Mr. Mc-
Donald, of Montreal-believed that it was in-
convenient and injurious tó the tobacco to put it
up in small packages. Hence that gave rise to
seizures of tobacco in many parts of the country,
where small packages were illegally opened. Under
this change, on all packages of four pounds and less,
there will be one cent less duty collected. That
will be a sort of indemnity for putting up these
small-sized packages. There is another provision
to remedy abuses that are complained of in every
part of the country with reference to cigars; and it
provides for the destruction of empty cigar boxes.
This is in the interest of the honest trader and the
honest consumer. The law does not allow a manu-
facturer to use empty boxes, because generally
empty boxes are filled with cigars of a grade
inferior to that of the cigars which it at first con-
tained, and this is to provide for the destruction
of empty boxes.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is there anything in that
Bill about stamping leather ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No, that does not come under
this Act.

Mr. MITCHELL. But I understand you mix
up tobacco and cigars with liquor.

Mr. COSTIGAN. That is not the General In-
spection Act.

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the hon. gentleman
withdrawn that Bill which was under discussion
the other day, for the stamping of leather?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman will see
that Bill on the Order paper.

Mr. MITCHELL. You still intend to prosecute
that Bill?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is on the Order paper.

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the question: Do you
intend following up that Bill?-because I have
understood that it was to be dropped. Parties
interested have asked me to ascertain whether it
was really dropped or not.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Representations have been
made by gentlemen interested in the Bill; both
sides have been heard, and we have promised that
their recommendations shall be considered before
any further action is taken on the Bill.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then it is not settled yet?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No further action has been
taken on the Bill.

Mr. MITCHELL. It seems to me that, Sessiol
after Session, the Department of Inland Revenue
changes and tinkers with the law, when there is no
reason for it. We ought to have some settled
policy with reference to the legislation of that
Department.
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Mr. JONES (Halifax). What is the object of
the Minister in taking power under this Act to
weigh liquor?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is to provide for greater
accuracy in cases like this: For instance, there
are tanks in large distilleries with a capacity
of froim 15,000 to 18,000 gallons. They are con-
structed of copper and set up on foundations made
of brick or stone, and, after these tanks are filled, it
is possible that through the great weight in them,
they mnay settle on one side or the other, or in the
ceitre, and thus affect the gauging, as we are ac-
cistoined to take the measurement by gauge. We
hav e found by experience that the gauging has
been affected in some cases by the settling of the
tanks. We all know that weight is an exact way
of ascertaining quantity, and so we take power to
weigli also.

Mr. JONES (Holifax). How could you weigh
a tank of liquor that was on a solid foundation ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The weighing machine is set
up near the tank and connected, so that a whole
tanîk can bu weighed in three or four drafts.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

UNITED STATES FISHING VESSELS.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON (for Mr. TUPPER)

noved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 134)
respecting fishing vessels of the United States
of America. He said : It simply continues the
modes rivendi in relation to United States fishing
vessels for another year, on the same terms.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it simply a repetition of
the nodus rivlendi of two years ago ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long is it to continue?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. One year.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do the Government expect

in the meantime that something definite will be
arrived at ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They have hopes and
expectations that some arrangement will be ar-
rived at.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SEAMEN'S ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. COLBY moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.13 5) to amend the Seamen's Act, chapter 47 of the

Rievised Statutes. He said: At present there is noappeai whatever, and no opportunity is afforded to
remoove by certiorari or questionin anyway a commit-
ment made for offences under the Seamen's Act.This Bill is to make the law less stringent in this
respect, and afford an opportunity to remove thecase by certiorari to the Superior Court.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE OFFICIAL DEBATES.
Mr. DESJARDINS moved :

That the first report of the Select Committee ap-
poînesd to supervise the Official Debates of the presentSsion, be referred back for further consideration.
Mr.. MITCHELL. Will the hon. gentlemanexplain the object of this resolution ?
\r. DESJARDINS. When I moved the otherday the adoption of the report, a discussion arose

on the motion and the committee did not appear to
agree on the signification of the report, an so it
has been deemed advisable to withdraw it for fur-
ther consideration.

Motion agreed to.

VOTERS' LISTS.

Mr. WALDIE asked, Whether the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery and the Queen's Printer
have complied with the provisions of sub-
section 6 of section 6 of the Act 52 Victoria,
chapter 9, amending the Electoral Franchise
Act, in respect to those electoral districts
where the lists were completed and returned
before the 31st December, 1889 ? Have the pro-
visions of sub-section 7 of section 6 of above-nained
Act been complied with, and is it the duty of the
revising officer to furnish members of this House
with the copy of the voters'lists therein mentioned ?
Or, if not ; what officer ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. So far as it is possible to
provide, under the provisions of the law, that a
copy of the voters' lists shall be sent to each mem-
ber and defeated candidate at the previous election,
I said, the other day, that the Government thouglit
the revising officer was the proper officer to give
or send a copy of the list to such person, as he is
the first official to complete a list and to receive the
list after being finally printed. The copy goes to
the Queen's Printer and to the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery for the use of the public, according to
law. The revising officer should supply members
and defeated candidates with copies of the list.

GREEN COVE BREAKWATER, YARMOUTH
COUNTY.

Mr. LOVITT asked, Whether the Government
have accepted any tender or made any contract for
repairing and rebuilding the destroyed portion of
Green Cove Breakwater, County of Yarmouth? If
so, what is the naine of the contractor, and when
is the work to be finished? If not, what is the
reason ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. To the first part
of the question, I reply, no. The lowest tenderer
was A. McKinnon, of Cow Bay, N. S. The reason
why the contract was not given was that the
amount of money voted for the work was not
sufficient, and as we are asking for an additional
amount in the Supplementary Estimates, I had to
wait for that vote. It is our intention to proceed
with the work so soon as that vote is obtained. I
may take this opportunity of stating that, when I
answered the hon. gentleman in regard to this
work, I made a mistake. There are two works of
a similar name in our books, and I mistook the
work in regard to which explanation was asked,
and, therefore, I gave an erroneous statement to
the hon. gentleman. But as he knew all about it,
I do not think I have misled him. At all events,
the work will be proceeded with as soon as the
small amount of money required for the con-
pletion of the work shall be voted.

LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER AT GREENLY
ISLAND.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, Why was Louis
Couillard de Beaumont deprived of his'situation as
lighthouse keeper at Greenly Island?
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Mr. COLBY. He was removed on the report

of the Acting Inspector of Lighthouses for Quebec,
as being almost useless, and could not be depended
on to attend to the duties required at that import-
ant station.

THE BANKING BILL.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like
to ask the Minister of Public Works, in the absence
of the Finance Minister, when the Government
are likely to take up the second reading of the
Banking Bill ? I make this request because several
communications have been addressed to me, by
parties deeply interested, to know when the Gov-
ernment intend to take up this Bill. I think it
desirable that reasonable intimation be given.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not likely
that it will come up before Wednesday.

INTERPRETATION ACT AMENDMENT.

does not mean, and had in view something which it
had not in view. In consequence of the supposi.
tion that everyone knows the law, and that mem-
bers of Parliament know the construction which has
been put on the language of Parliament, the courts
have adopted the theory that members of Parlia-
ment know every decision in the country establish.
ing the meaning of every phrase in every statute
which has come under review in the courts. That
is not a safe rule to act upon, because it would be
necessary that we should know, not only the de-
cision of the highest court in the country, but also
the decisions of the Superior Courts in each one of
the Provinces, and all members of Parliament
should be familiar with these, in order to justify a
fiction of that kind.

Mr. LAURIER. The Minister of Justice, I arn
sure, will agree with me that it is not advisable to
disturb the existing laws, especially in general
principles, unless some grievance, or some injustice,
has been alleged becauise of the decisions of the

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved the second bench. 1 wald like to enquire from the Minister
reading of Bill (No. 130) to amend the Interpreta- of Justice if any case has recently arisen, ou
tion Act. account of which he thinks it advisable to bring in

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the such legislation; and if he can tell us any particu-
object of this Bill ? lar case in which the law has been found insufficient

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is a very short as it already exists ?
Bill to prevent inferences arising from the repeal Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The other day, when
or amendment of statutes. We have had cases introducing the Bill, I cited a recent case in regard
in which the contention has been made, that, to one of these matters. I do not want it to be
because an amendment to a statate has been passed supposed, however, that this was the reason for
to remove a doubt or make the meaning of the introduction of the Bill. The decision to
Parliament clear, the inference has been set up, which I refer is doubtless sound, but it introduces
both im the claims against the Departments, and in a reasoning in regard to the construction of our
litigation otherwise, that the law must have been law, which, I think, it is not safe to be allowed to
otherwise, or the statute would not have been so be followed. I admit that the decision does not
adopted. The last sub-section is likewise a common proceed upon new lines at all, and, therefore, the
section in the Interpretation Acts, namely, that we fault rests with those who from time to time have
do not, by the adoption of a statute, or the re-en- had an opportunity of making the Interpretation
actment of a statute, adopt the construction which Act more clear than it is upon these points. A
may have been put upon the same language in a short time ago there came before the Exchequer
former Act. It has been held that when Parlia- Court in the first instance, and the Supreme Court
ment adopts legislation on the same subject as on appeal, litigation with respect to the Custois
existing legislation, and adopts the same phrases, tariff, on the question of certain tea imported from
it adopts likewise the construction which these the United States. The particulars I can hardly re-
phrases have received. late in detail, as I only speak from memory, but the

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It seems to me contention was set up by the claimant against the
that the last clause is rather objectionable, and Customs Department, that the tea which in point of
that it is likely to create considerable confusion. fact, and as regards commercial usage, was clearly
When we have rules of construction, which have imported from the United States and admitted to
been adopted for a long time, it appears to me that be so imported, was not to be considered as i-f
to change them without some pressing reason, ported from the United States, because, in order
rather creates confusion, and that where judicial to guard against the abuse and the attempt to de-
constructions have been put on statutory language, fraud, the Customs tariff had been altered so as to
it is but reasonable to infer that Parliament, in make it perfectly clear that an importation of that
using that language, should be considered to have kind could not be made. Under the provisions of the
adopted the judicial interpretation. Otherwise, Customs Act, which says that tea imported
different courts would be at liberty to construe the from the United States shall be subject to a higher
statute in different directions, whereas, if the duty than tea imported from the country of growth,
rule stands as it is now, the courts would all certain persons intending to evade the provisions
adopt pretty much the same construction. It of that section, as their counsel admitted, imported
strikes me, from an examination of the Bill, that tea into the United States from the country of
it introduces some novel principles. growth with a view of importing it into Canada

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Of course, if adecision and for no other purpose. Having got it into the
which establishes the meaning of certain phrases United States, it was put into the bonding ware-
in an enactment is a sound decision, its soundness house and there abandoned to the authorities in
will not be in the least degree affected. But what consequence of non-payment of duty. It was then
I object to, and what I seek to remove by this sold, and bought at a nominal price by the persons
section, is the fiction-and it is a pure fiction- who were engaged in the importation, and then
that Parliament means something which it really sent into Canada as being tea from the country of

Mr. CHOQUETTE.
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growth. Surely one would suppose that those
engaged in framing the tariffshould consider this
an importation of tea from the United States and
not from the country of growth. When the con-
tention was made, that this could be done,.and that
the Customs tariff could be so evaded, the Minister
of Customs, to remove the doubt and to make the
ieaning of Parliament clear, brought in an amend-

ment of the Customs tariff, and, in consequence of
his having obtained this enactment, the inference
was established that the law must have been other-
wise before the amendment was passed. Of course,
I (o not think that the merits of this Bill should
be considered on the merits of this case, or by the
mere fact of that being a grievance or not being a
grievance. It seems to me a clear principle, which
bas been adopted in other countries, and also, I
think, by all the Provinces in their Interpretation
Acts; and it is proper, I think, to meet the con-
venience of Parliament and to avoid fictitious
inferences being drawn, that we should pass this
Bill.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
\Ir. BLAKE. I would very much like to know,

in fuller detail from the hon. Minister of Justice,
how far these proposed alterations are in accord
with what he understands to be the present practice
of interpreting statutes in the same regard in
England, and to what extent they are in accord
with what has been adopted in the Provinces ;
because I cannot conceive anything of greater con-
sequence than that we should not without reason
create diversities in the principles of interpretation.
Our great difficulty, I might almost say our great
scand al, at present, is the uncertainty of the law,and if we change the principle of interpretation,
we deprive ourselves of the light given by the
great body of judicial construction to statutes.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As to the rule of in-
terpretation in England, my impression is that no
such rule of construction as that which is declared
there not to prevail has prevailed by force of any
subsequent decisions, although it has been much
called in question.

Mfr. WELDON (St. John). It seems to me that
the repeal of an Act necessarily involves the idea
that that Act is in force. I cannot understand
how an Act of this Parliament can effect anythingunless it alters or does away with something that
was previously in force. If an Act is ultra vires,of course it does not require any repeal.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have had instan-
ces im our legislation of enactments which existed
before Confederation, and which have been prac-
tically superseded by legislation on the same sub-
Ject by this Parliament; and after the lapse ofyears, when the early legislation has been consid-
ered to be entirely obsolete, that legislation hasI>een distinctly repealed. It bas been in somecases contended that the repeal implied that the'
legislation had been in force.

Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me reasonable thatife shoulfd not repeal any Act which is not in force.if We perform the unnecessary operation of doing
that, we expose ourselves to the judicial view that

we are doing something that we think necessary,
and that we did suppose that it was in force or we
should not have repealed it. Of course, we am
just now passing a law for all time-not to meet
contingencies which we have already got rid of,
or the case of obsolete laws; but we are adopt-
ing a canon of construction and interpretation
which is to apply to Acts of Parliament which
have been passed since Confederation, and which
will be passed in the future. Taking it as a general
proposition, that as law makers we do not under-
take to repeal a law that is not in force, it is a fair
inference, from the fact of our repealing it, that
we assumed that it was then in force. What
I dread, from the whole plan of the Bill, is that
some of those landinarks of decision, those judicial
inferences which have been drawn fron time to
time, may be got rid of-that everything may be
left at large and loose to create fresh uncertainty
as to the construction and interpretation of the
law.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not dispute the
correctness of the reasoning, that Parliament should
not repeal a statute that is not in force ; but we
sometimes find that doubts exist as to the continu-
ance of early statutes. Cases have actually arisen,
in which we have found it necessary, in order to
effectually remove all doubts as to the repeal of a
statute, that it should be repealed both by the
Provincial Legislature and by this Parliament.
One of the Provincial Legislatures, at its last
Session, passed a statute repealing an Act which
had been repealed by this Parliament many years
before. The contention will necessarily arise
under the present rule of construction, that in that
Province, that Act was in force down to the time
the Provincial Legislature repealed it. The ques-
tion is, whether that inference should attach to
our legislation, and whether the fair meaning of a
statute should not be left for the court to decide.

Mr. BLAKE. That is just the question, whether
it is not a fair inference, from the solemn legislative
Act of this Parliament repealing a law, that this
Parliament conceived there was a la w to repeal.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me the illustration
given by the Minister of Justice does not apply.
He said that a Local Legislature last year repealed
a law which had long ago been repealed by this
Parliament. I suppose -it had been repealed by
this Parliament without authority ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No, with authority.
Mr. LAURIER. Then the Act of the Local

Legislature repealing it was lex non scripta, and
the inference sought to be drawn from that does
not apply.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not aware of the particular
case to which the Minister of Justice has alluded,
but I presume it was one which the Provincial
Legislature thought came within cheir jurisdiction,
and that the repeal by this Parliament was ultra
vires. I cannot see any other ground on which the
Provincial Legislature could interfere at all in the
matter. We well know there was a certain class
of legislation before Confederation-perhaps more
than one class-in respect of which there was a,
somewhat divided authority after Confederation,
which rendered it necessary, in order to effect a
complete repeal, that there should be legislation
both provincial and federal. But no inference can
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be drawn from such cases to apply to cases which
arise after Confederation.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am well aware of
the class of statutes the hon. gentleman refers to,
but it is not with that class this section proposes
to deal. I will, however, allow the section to
stand.

On section 59,
Mr. LAURIER. This section seems to me to

be liable to the same objection. It is contrary to
all the views hitherto held, that to amend a law is
to change it.

Mr. BLAKE. The action of Parliament with
reference to a pre-existing law may be said to
consist of two divisions-amendment and declara-
tion. There may be cases in which Parliament
nay think the courts have not fairly interpreted
the meaning which Parliament intended to give to
an Act, and Parliament may exercise the some-
what delicate power of declaring what it meant by
its former Act, and may thus interpret its own
legislation. That would be an Act declaring, not
that the legislation in itself was ever different
from what Parliament declared it to be, but that
such was the meaning of the law ab initio. That is
declaration. The other form is that of amendment,
and it is with that this sub-section deals. If you
amend, you do change. You may change for the
better or worse, but an amendment is, or is in-
tended to be, a change, and when we proceed to
say, that in performing an act, the very essence
of which is change, the presumption is not to be one
of an intent to change, we are performing again
what is a very extraordinary operation, and once
again getting rid of what, upon the whole, has
seemed to me to be not an inconvenient view on
the part of the judiciary. It is quite true that the
construction may be sometimes, as to this and the
other instances, a fiction. But with reference to
this sub-section, I think it must be plain that
when a body of legislators engage in the process of
amending a law, they indicate, by that very act,
their view that they are changing the law, or, at
any rate, it must be presumed that those in that
body who are mainly responsible for the legal and
formal portions of the legislation, are engaged in
such a process. On the w ole, it seems to me that
the sanie objection which applies to the first section
applies to this one.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the House were
engaged in establishing a parliamentary system of
government, the hon. gentleman's reasoning would
be very difficult to assail. But I do not find it at
all difficult to assail in this case, because in our ex-
perience, both of Provincial and Dominion Parlia-
inents, we can point to illustrations in every Session
of laws being said to be amended without any change
being made or intended to be made in them. We
have passed such amendments this Session by the
score, and by the score in every Session this Par-
liament has sat. We have passed such amend-
ments oftentimes to make a law clear, oftentimes
to remove doubts which the decision of an inferior
and oftentimes incompetent tribunal has attached
to a statute. In such cases, we have the remedy
which the hon. gentleman has suggested, of declar-
ing that the meaning of the original Act was other-
wise. That is a pretty bold step for Parliament
to take, and a step it very rarely takes, of declar-

Mr. BIAKE.

ing the meaning of a law, the meaning of which
has come into controversy, because in doing this
Parliament assumes, to a certain extent, judiial
functions, and declares that which is usually left
to the courts to declare. For that reason declara.
tory language is generally avoided, and we prefer
to pass an Act, some of the sections of which amend
the statute and others of which are intended not to
anend the statute and do not amend it; but they ail
pass under the head of an Act to amend a certain
statute, and the inference to be drawn, according
to the contention just made, and sometimes made
in the courts, is that a section which has not changed1
the law does change it. I do not find fault with
the argument of the hon, gentleman, that when
Parliament amends a law it designs to make a
change, or with his proposition that Parliament
ought not to pass an Act amending another Act
unless the amending Act really accomplishes that
object ; but I object to the inference being drawn
by a court, not that Parliament thought the law
was different from what it was, but that the law
was different because Parliament thought so. I
am quite willing to a}low the clause to stand.

Committee rose and reported progress.

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURTS.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading

of Bill (No. 129) further to amend the Act to
amend the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second tinie, and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. I would ask the hon. Minister of
Justice whether this clause, apart from the en-
largement which lie now makes clear as to the
right of appeal in all classes of cases, makes any
other difference in the previous law?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No. The change is
simply contained in the first line and the eleventh
line, in regard to the jurisdiction of the court.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose under this the Crown,
as well as the other party, has the right of appeal

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. There have been some cases in

the hon. gentleman's Department-one with refer-
ence, I think, to the construction of some bridge
over a canal, in which it was possible that by a
limitation of the appeal to a certain point, an,
objection might be raised by the Crown to the
whole case. Suppose a party were suing the
Crown, and the Crown were to make an objectionl
to the whole claim, will the same thing be opento
the other side?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The present practice
is to do that by a cross appeal. In the case re-
ferred to the claimant appeals on the ground that
the award was too small, and the Crown appealed
on the ground that it was too large, and was mîade
under mistake.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the Minister of Justice
might give some consideration to another feature
in connection with the Exchequer Court. As a
rule, the claims brought before that court are o
great magnitude. I think it is right that such a
court, having to deal with such large da
should have its judgments liable to be revieled
upon the facts as well as upon the law. At present,
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if there is an appeal to the Supreme Court, it is a penalty for acts of gross immorality committed in
only on the question of law, and we know how reference to a male person. We have upon that
appellate judges are circumscribed by rules, and subject very little law, and we have no remedy
how they refuse to review the findings of the for offences which are now notorious in another
court below in reference to facts. I have heard of country, and which have made their appearance
somse awards made already by the Court of Ex- in this country. It will, therefore, be necessary,
chequer, of vast sums, which have somewhat sur- I think, that a clause of that kind, which is in the
prised the public, and I think there ought to be a English Act, shall be adopted here. I propose,
provision made in the law so that the Supreme however, in committee, to enlarge the maximum
Court may have original jurisdiction as nearly as teri of imprisonment from two years. In this class
may be, considering that the witnesses are not of offences which, as I have said, have obtained
actually examined before the Supreme Court. some notoriety in the mother country, and which
There is no other court where such large claims have made their appearance here in one or two
corne before it for adjudication, as the Exchequer places,the maximum penalty of two years'imprison-
Court. It is unique in that regard, and I think meut, I think, is entirely inadequate. Section 4 is
nothing short of the full and unlimited right of intended to remove doubts as to whether there is
appeal, in that way, will meet the interests of the an offence when only one person is present where
public. there is an improper exposure. Section 5 is to

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No doubt, what the remove doubt as to the effect of consent of young
lion. gentleman says is worthy of consideration. 1 persons. I will explain that more fully in com-
I would remind him, and perhaps he is aware of it, mittee, and give the authority which makes that
tiat the claimant is not precluded from asking a seem necessary. The sixth section is materially
rcview of the decision of the judge on questions of changed in the reprint of the Bill, and is intended
fact. There is now an appeal on questions of fact, to establish a penalty for the crime of incest, as to
ai the practice is for the judges above to hear an which there has been no legislation, although
argument on questions of fact as well as of law, some attempted legislation, in the Parliament of
and sonetimes to revise the decision of the judge Canada. As a matter of fact, most of the small
below on questions of fact. All that can be said Provinces had, before the Union, penal legislation
1hout it is, that there is an inference in favor of for that offence, and very severe legislation. That
the eurrectness of the finding of the judge of legislation is still in force, and offenders are occa-
firist instance on the question of fact. lit is true, sionally being tried before the courts having crim-
tlihat there is now an appeal of questions of fact as inal jurisdiction in the Provinces of Nova Scotia,
well as of law, but I admit, that it is not as full as New Brunswick, British Columbia, and, I think,
if in allowing the appeal we gave the court above Prince Edward Island, for the crime of incest.
the complete revision of the decision of the court We have, in the prisons of those Provinces, now,
below, as is done in some countries. convicts who are serving long terms for that

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed. offence. The anomaly exists that in the two Pro-
vinces which formerly constituted the Province of

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT. Canada, that which is a highly punishable offence
la the other Provinces, is not an offence at all,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second read- not involving, even, one hour's imprisonment.
ing of Bill (No. 65) further to anend the Crim- The facts go almost without saying that the
inal Law. He said : I will ask the House, when it necessity exists for it in these two Provinces, and
goes into committee, to take up the latest reprint that the offence is not an uncommon one. As a
of this Bill, which has been distributed. It is matter of fact, some of the prisoners now in the
reprmilt.ed as proposed to be amended in Committee penitentiaries of those two Provinces, who are con-
of the Whole. The Bill contains a number of victs for the crime of rape, have committed the
aumendmhents to the law, with regard both to the grosser offence of committing that assault on their
criinual law and the law of procedure. There is own children. In one of those Provinces a case was
a provision in the first section which is slightly brought to my notice a few weeks ago, of a person
moure stringent than the existing law, with regard who has cohabited with his own child and had
to seduction, in which a criminal assault on a twelve offspring by her, and he continues in that
femsaIe is punishable. Section 10, which is to state of cohabitation in spite of any remonstrance
le read iii connection with section 1, contains either from Church or State. We therefore see the
a prorision and penalties for unlawful and carnal two facts I have represented : First, that this crime
knowleidge and abuse of a girl under the age is highly punishable in several Provinces of the
of 13. Sections 1 and 10 together will give us a Dominion and not in others ; and second, that inmore stringent rule than is found in our present those other Provinces the necessity exists, even to
statutes, and will adopt the English rule on both a greater degree. I have restricted the operation
those subjects. The second section of the Bill is a of the section very nuch since the Bill was intro-
provision for the punishment of persons who duced, in order to remove any possible trouble on
sedu[lce those who are under their protection, or the score of interference with the mnarriage rela-
W ho are in their ensployment. It punishes tion, and it is now, therefore, confined to parent and
a guardian for seducing his ward, and punishes child, brother and sister, grandparent and grand-ermpiilOyers and workmen in factories, and child. Section 7 is for the punishment of
forsemen in factories, who seduce females who a parent or guardian who procures the de-
rec im their service and in their employment. filement of his child or ward. Section 8

I have added a sub-section which will enable the is intended to extend the prohibition of bigamy.
defendant to testify in his own behalf, and will It is to make a second marriage punishable duringrequire the evidence of the prosecutrix to be the life of wife or husban, whether the marriage
corroborated. The third section of the Bill contains took place in Canada or elsewhere, or whether
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the marriages takes place simultaneously, or on the
same day. In case of marrying more than one per-
son on the same day, or both at the same time, the
parties were not punishable under the present
law. Section 9 deals with the practice of poly-
gamy, which I am not aware yet exists in Canada,
but which we are threatened with ; and I think it
will be much more prudent that legislation should
be adopted at once in anticipation of the offence,
if there is any probability of its introduction,
rather than we should wait until it has become
established in Canada. Section 10 I have already
explained. Section 11 contains a provision which
seems to be very necessary with respect to the
hearing of a charge in regard to which it may be
important to consider the statement made by a
person too young to know the nature of an oath.
We have seen very gross offenders escape, on the
simple plea of not guilty, in clear cases of assault
on children, for the simple reason that there was
no possibility of taking the child's statement with-
out the sanction of an oath, and the simple taking
of that statement would have been sufficient to
have put the prisoner on his defence and procure
conviction. Section 12 is to remove doubts as to
cases in which there is personation.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is such a section absolutely
necessary ? I do not understand how such an
offence can occur. I never heard of such a thing
occurring in Canada.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It has occurred in
England, and it called for a statute of the United
Kingdom. Cases of that kind are reported.

Mr. MITCHELL. Such a section seems to me
to be unnecessary. If a woman does not know
whether ber husband or someone else is in bed
with lier, it is a strange thing.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I now come to section
13. This is one which will require very serious
consideration, because it proposes to carry the
law with respect to false pretences as to future
events. Section 18 is a section which has been
asked by persons connected with the labor organ-
isations, for the purpose of removing doubt as to
their liability to prosecution for conspiracy where
they simply desire to refrain from entering the
employment of any person, in consequence of the
violation of the rules which have been laid down
for their guidance as members of the organisation.
In one case there was a conviction in consequence
of the determination of members of one of the labor
organisations, according to their rules, to refrain
from working at a certain place; and they desire
to have it enacted that it shall not be a criminal
conspiracy to do anything that is not contrary to
law. I understand that now to be the law, and the
only hesitation I have in asking the Committee to
adopt this section, is that I so understand the law
at present. The requests of the labor organisa-
tions have gone somewhat further, as I must
explain in order to state the whole case to the
Committee. They desire that persons shall not
be punishable unless they enter into a combi-
nation to do something punishable by statute. That
would leave out of consideration entirely conspi-
racies to do that which is prohibited by common
law. It is true that the criminal code is so extensive
that there are but few offences punishable by law,
which are not punishable by statute, but there are
some, and boycotting in its most malignant phase,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

is one of these offences. I am not able to acquiesce
in the request of the labor organisation, because it
would relieve from punishment persons who
conspire against the law in some cases, which are
not within the purview or knowledge of those who
have requested the more extensive changes to be
made. There is a provision in section 19 to
relax the somewhat ancient law with regard to
jurors deliberating on their verdict, and to permit
that they may, in the discretion of the judge,
be allowed to use a fire while deliberating out of
court, and to have reasonable refreshment. The
law which makes it necessary that a jury, in order
to hasten its deliberations, shall both shiver and
starve at the same time, is too obsolete for the
modern administration of justice, and we propose
to have it amended. A request in this respect came
from the Government of Ontario, and since then
a Bill has been introduced into the British House of
Commons to accomplish the same change there.
There are various provisions likewise in the Act -with
reference to the law of suminary convictions. These
are somewhat complicated, and refer to matters of
practice, and I hope the House will allow me to
explain them more fully in committee, when I can
present authorities and details. There is likewise
a provision, adopted in accordance with legislation
in Manitoba, in relation to reformatories for boys.
Notwithstanding that this Bill is a somewhat long
one, I shall have to ask the House to consider,
in addition to the provisions I am offering here,
some others which have been requested by the
Governments of several Provinces, to amend
certain other provisions, notably with reference
to juvenile offenders. It is desired by the
Governments of three Provinces that provision
should be made enlarging the present enactmsents
with reference to industrial schools, and javenile
reformatories, so as to increase the number of these
institutions to which offenders may be sentenced
I w as unable to draft all these provisions in the Bill,
even down to this day, because the preparation of
these clauses required, not only conference with
the provincial authorities as to the nature of the
provisions which would be acceptable to them, but
likewise concurrent legislation in these Provinces,
and that legislation has only just been consuln-
mated. The provisions on that subject, I Will
be able to show the House, have in every case
the concurrent action of the Provincial Legisla-
trures, and will be introduced at the request
of the Provincial Governments. The concurrent
legislation was necessary in order to establish
these industrial schools and reformatories as
places of detention where prisoners can lawfullY
be detained after they are sentenced under our
criminal law, and likewise it was necessary that
provision should be made by the municipalities, at
the instance of the Provincial Legislatures, for the
support of persons who, from time to time, may be
sentenced to detention in these institutions.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Coimittee.)

On section 2,
Mr. BLAKE. I would ask the Minister of

Justice if there is any sufficient reason for the
limitationof theage to twenty-one years, becauseif1
have not been miainformed, very painful cases have
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occurred where the age was over twenty-one, and
where the impoverished condition of the unfortu-
nate woman, and her state of subordination, was
the cause of the seduction ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not know that
there is any reason why the age should be limited,
and I would be willing to extend it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that at the age of
twenty-one, a girl is quite able to take care of her-
self, and I do not see any reason for extending the
time. It appears to me that the whole Bill has a
very great tendency to giving facilities for black-
mailing, and that is a thing which should be care-
fully guarded against by this House.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That may be said
with reference to every enactment. Cases have
occurred, as the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) has mentioned, calling for this remedy,
and they have been brought formally to the notice
of this Government by the Labor Commission, in
their report, which gives details of the evidence
with reference to these cases in factories. In ac-
cordance with that report, the labor organisations
have very properly asked that we shall nake it an
offence for a person who has a female employed in
his factory, to seduce ber, or to use the power
-which his position as employer gives him, to
destroy lier character. Under this Bill, the de-
fendant has a right to be a witness on his own
behalf, and the plaintiff's evidence requires cor-
roboration, so that the provisions of the Act will
be surrounded by all necessary safeguards. The
defendant can have the benefit of his own testimony,
and the incriminating evidence must be corrobo-
rated, which is rarely required in the criminal law.
I inove that the age be thirty years instead of
twenty-one years.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not object to the prin-
ciple of the section, but I object to extending the
age to thirty years, because I think that a girl at
the age of twenty-one is quite able to take care
of herself. I think the whole tenor of this Bill is
to give facilities for blackmailing individuals, and
we should be extremely careful not to extend those
facilities. I think the section was all right as it
was before, and I object to the suggestion made
by the hon. member for West Durham.

Mr. LAURIER. My bon. friend seems to for-
get that this legislation has been recommended by
a commission which was empowered to investigate
the relations between masters and servants in
factories. In our civilisation those relations are
different from what they are in families, and cir-
cumstances have occurred in which the employers
of labor have taken advantage of women, who were
over twenty-one it is true, but who, in consequence
of destitution were, to a great extent, in the power
of those men. If a man is base enough to take
aclvantage of any woman who is dependent upon
hi" in his factory, I would not object at all to fix-
ing the age to thirty years.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have never heard of an in-
stance of advantage being taken of a woman who
was not pretty willing to accede, and I do not
think we should place men in charge of factories
at the mercy of the female sex, because that iswhat this Bill is doing.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not see why a criminal
act, cominitted on a female under twenty-one

years, should not be a criminal act if committed on
a woman of thirty.

Mr. MITCHELL. Better make it fifty.

Mr. CHARLTON. I see no necessity for a
limit at all; but I think the age of thirty is a fair
compromise between that and the clause of the
Bill.

Mr. DAVIN. I have a great deal of sympathy
with the view taken by the hon. member for West
Durham. I think, from what I have read, that
the relationship existing between owners or fore-
men of factories, and their female employees, is
liable to great abuse, and I certainly think that
any man who abuses that relationship, should be
punished. But the question is, after all, not thor-
oughly grasped when we look at it from that point
of view alone. You have to take into account the
possibility of the owner or foreman of a factory
having in his employ others besides such destitute,
poor women as the bon. member for West Durham
referred to. There have been heartrending cases
of authority having been used to drag down, prob-
ably virtuous women, into degradation. I grant
all that ; but suppose, on the other hand, that
there is a designing woman in the employ of a
master or a foreman. A limit of thirty years of
age is suggested, but we read that Ninon de
l'Enclos, at the age of eighty, was one of the most
fascinating women in Paris.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is she alive yet?
Mr. DAVIN. I do not think so. If she were,

I would not give ber address to my hon. friend
from Northumberland. I entirely sympathise with
the attitude of the Bill, and with the remarks made
by the hon. member for West Durham; but you
ought not merely to punish the scoundrel who in
the position of employer or foreman takes advan-
tage of his authority over the women under him,
but you have also to protect the employer, who
might possibly be an innocent man. Amongst the
women in his employ there might be a designing
woman who would throw herself very much in his
way, and who would do what has been done again
and again in the history of the world, namely,
seduce him. Hon. gentlemen sometimes speak as
though seduction was only an offence against
women ; but any man who knows anything of the
history of mankind, or who is acquainted with the
world, knows that seduction is just as often effected
by the woman as by the man. With the senti-
mental view of pity for a poor girl who means to
be virtuous, but who is exposed to the danger of
being dragged down by ber employer, I have the
fullest sympathy ; but we know that there are bad
women as well as bad men. The right bon. leader
of the Government refers meto the case of Potiphar's
wife. Of course, we know that such caseshave occur-
red. We could refer to cases where women have been
sent to act as diplomats even, and sent to men who
were known to be of a certain temperament and
easily led to lapse from the direct and straight
course, in order to influence the minds of such men,
even with regard to political affairs. I say, then,
that the twenty-one year limit is a proper limit,
because I hold that, after twenty-one years of
age, women are very well able to take care
of themselves, and before twenty-one a woman
is not likely to become possessed of those
arts which are developed by experience. We

3166



3167 [COMMONS] 3168

know very well that many a girl has the repu-
tation of a previously chaste character, and that
hçr chastity is, like the phases of the moon, very
changeable. If you do not put the limit at
twenty-one, where are you going to stop?
There have been women, at thirty-five, more
fascinating than many at twenty or twenty-
one. I think the clause, as it stands, is a good one.
We should protect women, but should not pass a
clause implying that all the fault was on the one
side and none whatever on the other. One of the
dangers we have to guard against is the danger of
being swayed too much by mere sentimentality.
That sort of legislation, with which the hon. mem-
ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) has identified
himself, looks so good ; but you may by it really
open the door to blackmailing, and, in fact, almost
put a premium on women falling. Women might
even find it profitable to fall, who would otherwise
have kept themselves straight.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am obliged to my
hon. friends from Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) and
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) for giving such a
generous support to the Bill, notwithstanding it
has such a good appearance, for that is what the
remarks of the hon. member for Assiniboia
amounted to. He said that when a Bill is intro-
duced which has the appearance of aiding morality,
we ought to be exceedingly cautious. Perhaps
that may be so, but I am glad the hon. gentleman
has overcome that sense of prudence by giving my
Bill a fair amount of support after all, and I am very
grateful indeed. I grant that some of the opposite
sex may have the fascinating ways which the hon.
gentleman and the hon. member for Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell) attribute to them. I yield to
the superior knowledge and experience, in that
regard, of my hon. friends; but the woman with
the fascinating ways, the distinguished courtesan
to whom the hon. member for Assiniboia referred,
and Potiphar's wife, were not working in factories.

Mr. MITCHELL. You cannot tell that.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Nor was Joseph a

foreman in a factory. Believing all my hon. friend
say's, as to the necessity of guarding carefully against
abuses under this legislation, I submit to the good
judgment of my hon. friends and the House,
whether we have not taken exceptional care to
protect the person who may be prosecuted? Con-
trary to the provisions of the criminal law. which
have existed from the earliest times in the history
of English jurisprudence, we have thrown open the
witness-box to the person accused. More than
that, we have provided that the judge shall not
believe the prosecutrix unless she produces other
evidence in support of her story. And in addition
to that, before she will be allowed to give evidence
at all, she must bring proof to establish her pre-
vious good character. We have left no door open,
which we have the power to close against black-
mailing, and having done that, we have simply to
deal with a class of offenders who are not only
criminals but oppressors.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has re-
ferred to the opinions of the hon. member for
Assiniboia and myself, and he has said that he has
guarded in every way against improper use being
made of the protections he has thrown around the
fair sex in connection with factories and workshops.
I have taken exception to some of the features of

Mr. DAvIN.

this Bill, and I will tell you why. I believe there
is too much sentimentality in legislation of this
character. I fear that hon. gentlemen who feel as
I do have not always the courage to express their
opinions, as I have about this and every other
matter, and I may call attention to this fact, that
when the moral legislation, of which my worthy
friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) is the
promoter, has to be introduced, to whom is he
compelled to appeal to second his motion but my-
self, for there is scarcely any one else in the House
to do it. And have I not done it?

Mr. CHARLTON. Always.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think there are two classes
to be protected in this world. There is not only
the female class. I will go as far to protect then
and make life happy to them as any man, but we
have the right to protect ourselves ; and it is our
duty to see, not for ourselves alone, but as repre.
sentative men, that legislation is not placed upon
our statutes which is unfair or unjust, and likely
to lead young men into trouble improperly. It is
the duty of every man to discuss this question as
freely, openly and squarely as any other question.
I know that men are not generally inclinel to
stand up and discuss questions of this kind. I am
in favor of legislation, but I am determined that
not the female alone shall be protected, and agree
with the opinion of the member for Assiniboia, that
the men should also be protected in the clauses of
this Bill.

Mr. DAVIN. The Minister of Justice, I think,
misrepresented a little my position. I was not
criticising his Bill adversely. I was discussing the
proposals to amend this clause, and I say that
twenty-one years is a reasonable age. I expressed
my sympathy with the object which this Bill lias
in view, because I have lived in England, anîd have
heard something of the abuses that occur in fac-
tories. But I certainly do not want to see legisla-
tion of this kind carried so very far as some hon.
gentlemen would wish to carry it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Why does the
Minister limit his Bill to factories, mills and work-
shops ? There are a great many women emiployed
in the public offices of various kinds now.

Mr. DICKEY. I would like to draw the at-
tention of the Committee to the peculiar wordingi
of this clause. It reads:

" Everyone who, being a guardian, seduces or has illicit
connection with his ward."
Nobody would object to that in a case of a
guardian, but I would like to ask the ComnIittee
if it is right to punish not only every employer whe
seduces, but one who has illicit connection with any
wonan in his employ ? I quite admit that anY
man who takes advantage of his position to seiuce
a woman in his employment should be punieil
but it seems to me to be a very questionaiible
provision which will put a man in the peniteitiary
for four years for having illicit connection with a
woman in his employment. I suppose any co1
nection with a woman, with her free consent,
would be an illicit connection. No doubt, that
may be very objectionable, but it is not suftjiciel
to make the man liable to four years' impriso0

ment. In this case, all that would be necessary to
prove would be the fact of employment, and thea
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the illicit connection would be sufficient to send
the man to the penitentiary.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is objection-
ale on the same ground, as the connection be-
tween guardians and wards, and precisely the
same argument could be used, that the ward had
consented, and that the illicit connection took
place withiout involving any of the elements of
seduction. These persons who are employed in
factories are under the control, and, as the leader of
the Opposition said, to.a great extent under the
power of their employers, who are able to influence
them in various ways, by fear of dismissal, by fear
of disgrace, and in other ways. I think that any-
one who has women under his control to that
extent, and who abuses his power, should be
imade liable to this penalty. It does not follow
that the term of imprisonment should be four
years, as the bon. gentleman has stated. The
maximum is two years, and it may be made less in
the discretion of the judge.

Mr. DAVIN. It appears to me that this Bill
does not go far enough. Take the case of theatres.
We know that the young women who are employed
i subordinate parts in theatres are frequently
seduced by the managers, and we know that they
are constantly liable to be affected by the tempta-
tioi placed in their way, that they will get good
parts so that they will be able to show their skill
as actresses, if they submit to the advances of the
manager. I think that is a very serious matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman that, if this Bill is to be extended, it
should go still further. There is nothing here to
prevent your seducing your servant maid, or your
cook, or, as an hon. gentleman near me suggests,
your typewriter. The typewriter has the most
mtimate connection with the person who employs
lier, and the typewriters are generally very
fascinating. I desire to know what the Minister
of Julstice means when he refers to the elements of
seduction.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In answering the
hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Dickey), I said
that the illicit connection between employers and
the employed should be punished, although it was
lot accomnpanied by actual seduction.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I should like to know
what the hon, gentleman means by the term

seduction ? " If it means illicit connection with-
Out tihe consent of the woman, then it means rape;
but, if it umeans connection with the assent of the
Womiian, it may be seduction or it may not, but in
that case will the man be punished ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In either case.
Mr. MITCHELL. I was unable to understand

tIhe imleaning of the hon. gentleman when he spoke
of the " elements of seduction."

MIr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not object to
this Bill. On the contrary, I approve of the Bill;
but I cannot see why the line is drawn at factories
and workshops. The Ministers know very well
that there are many people employed in different
Positions where they might possibly come undertise eoinpelling power of their employers or othersassociated with them as much as in the case pro-Vied for in this Bill. Does the Minister ofJustice believe that the female operatives in fac-
tories and workshops are subjected to this sort of100

influence in a way in which others are not ? He
might take many of those who are employed in
offices and departments of trade and commerce, as
they now are, and might find it advisable to
extend this provision to them.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is true that the
Bill might be extended, and it was originally
drafted to meet the views expressed by the hon.
gentleman, but, hearing the opinions expressed
here and outside, I thought it better for the present
to confine the Bill to what is known to be a press-
ing necessity, which calls for an immediate remedy.
W e have not had any information that it is necessary
to extend it further.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have never heard of the
abuses to which the hon. gentleman refers, and I
would like him to state on what lie bases his
measure in that respect. We have all heard of
the abuses which exist iii the Civil Service, and
this Bill will not apply to them. If we are
extending a severe criminal law to one portion of
Her Majesty's subjects, I do not see why it should
not be extended to the rest.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have never Ieard
of such abuses as those to which the hon. gentle-
man refers.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have, and many others too.

Amendnent to substitute the word " thirty "
for the word " twenty-one " agreed to-Yeas, 48,
nays, 29.

On section 3,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I move that the word

"two " in the last line, be made " five."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I entirely
approve of the purport of this Act as regards the
offence which, I presume, the Minister has in view,
but is it not possible that the words he has used,
" gross indecency," are not sufficiently precise, and
might lead to consequences that lie does not intend ?
Of course, I am quite. aware that the particular
crime which he has in mind is one which, I very
much fear, has been on the increase in certain
sections of society, and can hardly be punished too
severely. In my opinion the words are not legal
words, and it strikes me that consequences might
flow from this phraseology which the hon, gentle-
man does not contemplate.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think it is impossible
to define the offences any better. The provision is
the same as the English provision of chapter 69,
48 and 49 Victoria. It is impossible to define
them any better, for the reason that the offences
which are aimed at are so various. The notorious
cases I mentioned a few moments ago are not the
same in their -characteristics, and the description
which would cover them would not apply to these
cases which have been brought to my attention, as
occurring in Canada withi-n the last few months.
I think it is better to leave it in this form. It is
not more vague than the English Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do I under-
stand the Minister to say that the words he has
used are the same as are used in the English Act?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would ask the Minister, if

the offence that is referred to in section 3 is the
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same offence that is referred to in section 4, for I
see exactly the saine words-gross indecency-are
used in both sections.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They are not the
same. Section 3 refers to improprieties between
two male persons ; section 4 refers to indecent ex-
posure.

Mr. BLAKE. I doubt very much whether
there is any other class of cases in which there is
more danger of brutalising people than in the class
of cases dealt with in this clause 3, and I would
suggest that the penalty of whipping be added.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would remind the Minis-
ter of Justice that the offence referred to in clause
3, in many American States, is specifically named.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose to add the
words " and to be whipped " to clause 3.

Mr. MITCHELL. I still think that in so seri-
ous a matter as one involving an imprisonment for
five years the specific act characterised as " gross
indecency " should be put in the statute. I do
not think there ought to be any uncertainty about
it. If there is a term to apply to it, the Minister
ought to put that term in the Act. Suppose a
person is charged with an offence of this kind in
one of the country districts before a justice of the
peace. There are fifty kinds of gross indecency.
The term may mean one thing in one case and a
much more serious thing in another. I hold, the
Minister ought to put the exact name of the
crime in the statute, so that there may be no mis-
take about it. No false modesty should restrain
us from protecting the liberty of the subject in a
case like this.

Mr. IVES. I would ask the Minister to what
extent he applies these words : " or is a party to."

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Any person who is
an accessory before the fact, I should say, would
come under these words. As to the compulsion to
whip, that is left in the discretion of the court.

On section 4,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will amend the

section by inserting the words: " every one who
commits an indecent exposure of the person in any
public place."

On section 6,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If I under-

stand this clause aright, women as well as men will
be subjected to whipping under it. I have no
objection to a man being whipped as soundly as
the hon. Minister desires, but I very strongly
object to that punishment being inflicted on women,
and I hope the section will be amended in this
direction.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is no intention
to do so. If the section is open to that construction
we can amend it. In all the provisions with respect
to whipping, there is no distinction made to sex;
but there is a distinct provision in the statute re-
lating to punishments, that no woman shall be
whipped. I will alter the section to read : " any
male person shall also be liable to be whipped."

Mr. CASEY. Quite apart from the whipping,
it is unfair that helpless parties connected with
such indecency should be liable to the same pun-
ishment as the principal offenders. We have had
recently reported several cases of incest, I am

Mr. MITcHELL.

ashaned to say, between father and daughter. These
outrages are generally upon very young girls, who
are absolutely under the power and control of their
parents. I think the clause as it stands would
amply apply even to cases where incest is com-
mitted forcibly. I hope the Minister will explain
the clause.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Of course whipping of a
woman is out of the question. I think, however, we
had better leave the provision for punishment in the
section. Hon. gentlemen will remember that we
are merely providing a maximum of punishment to
be awarded, and every circumstance will be taken
into consideration by the judge-age, degree of sub.
jection and so forth, and the punishment inflicted
on a young girl may be almost nominal. I think
discretion should be left with the court.

Mr. CASEY. That provides, however, that
there shall be some punishment. Cases nay occur
in a family where the more powerful members can
compel the others to subject themselves to in-
decency, and in such cases it is clear that no pun-
ishment should be inflicted on the girl.

Mr. BLAKE. I regret to say that we sonetimes
read of cases of such assaults on daughters of very
tender years. What opportunity have we to
secure the conviction of the guilty party, under
these circumstances, and to procure the necessary
evidence? The main thing we have to grapple
with is the crime of greatest enormity which can
be committed : that of a father taking advantage of
his almost absolute power over his young child, and
will not the liability of the child to a long im-
prisonment be an additional obstacle to secur-
ing the necessary evidence ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The experience in the
Provinces where a similar provision is in force is,
that the charge is made and the facts are testified
to by the child, not always by a young child, but
by a daughter in after years. There is one prisoner
in the Dorchester Penitentiary who was convicted of
this crime on very clear evidence, the daughster
being a child at the time. The discovery did not
take place till years afterwards, but conviction was
obtained mainly on the evidence of the daughter,
corroborated by other persons. We have not found
the law to fail in cases of that kind. I think there
is no proof of the law having failed for want of
testimony given on the part of children.

Committee rose, and it being six ô'clock, the
Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.
On section 8,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The only change this

makes in the present law is by the insertion of the
words:

" And every male person who in Canada simultane-
ously, or on the same day, marries more than one wo-
man."

Mr. MITCHELL. He cannot marry more thanS
one at the same time very conveniently.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is the Mormon
practice.

Mr. LAURIER. Is that following the Anmeri-
can statute ?
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not. The Ameri-
can statutes on the subject are very numerous, and
there is one writer, whose essay I have here,
who says that the subject has been dealt with by
the various States and by the Federal Government
Iv a great series of enactments for the last twenty-
five years. The wording adopted in this Bill was
iii the Bill introduced, in the earlier part of this
Session, by Senator Macdonald, of British Colum-
hia. I have looked through the various statutes
on this point, and it seems to nie that the Bill
drafted Iy Senator Macdonald was better than any
other I could get.

Mr. BLAKE. The question with which we are
now lealing is one of considerable importance to-
day, and it may be of still more importance in the
future. i think it is not unfit that we should
have what the attitude of the Government is,
with reference to the persons whose existence in
our midst has given rise to this legislation. We
hae noticed from time to time in the public prints,
reference, to visits of persons of high consideration
and authority in the Dominion, to the settlement
of these persons called Mormons, or Latter-Day
Saints, in the North-West, and occasionally
encouraging words have been used towards then
with the suggestion, I believe, that they have got
to obey our laws-but still encouraging words
which it would seem to me were, perhaps, rather
out of place. There are in the Province of Ontario,
in varions sections, certain small scattered com-
msunities of Mormons of the earlier period under the
Joseph Smith dipensation, who remain monoga-
inists, who, I believe, separated from the Church of
tie Latter-Day Saints on the occasion of the change
w hici was effected at the time of Brigham Young,
and which change mainly consisted in the matter
which we are now engaged in attempting to meet.
\ ith reference to such persons, we, of course, have
nothing tosay, butitisrightto observe that the diffi-
culties which the United States has had to contend
wit h in respect to the Mormons of Utah sincethe Brig-
hanm Young dispensation are serious and growing ;
and that from time to time earnest efforts have
been isade to overcome what seems to be an almost
imisiperable difficulty, owing to the extraordinary
solidarity of these people and their determination
to persist in and to conceal all legal evidence, at any
rate, of their practices. As far as one can judge,
there is nsow a disposition on the part of a consid-
erable nmber of these people-if not on the part
'f their autîsorities themselves--to seek some more

ngenial place, wherein they hope to be able to
carry on these practices, for the sake of which theyarICiseiaredl Vo give up their position ia Utah. T

s to ie, as far as I can judge, that it is in the
course of an effort to find a resting-place elsewhere
tihais in Utah that the settlement has been made inthe - orti-West Territories ; and being made under
such circumstances, and as far as I can see, withsuih intention, I can only highly approve of theetfort which the hon. Minister of Justice is making

to provide stringent laws against the practicesw IIl are condemned by these clauses of the Bill.
isut 1 tsink it well, also, to say that the questionis, 1in isore respects than this, a serious one, and

pa ls upon us for some very strong expres-
f sentiment in discouragement of the settle-nient of Mormons with these peculiar views andnotions in our midst. I happen Vo have before me

a C1 s)Y of the will of Brigham Young, in which lie100i-

made careful provision-I do not know how ample,
because I do not know what his estate was-for his
rather numerous family. They are divided into some
twenty-three or twenty-four classes, the earlier of
which consists each of a wife and the child or children
by that wife, and the latter of a batch of wives
who seem to have been childless. In the course of
this will lie uses language which it may be useful
for the hon. gentleman to know. After having
made provision for these numerous persons, lie says
in the 34th clause:

" To avoid any question, the words married or marriage,
in this will, shall be taken to have become consummsate
between man and woman, either by ceremony before a
lawful magistrate or according to the order of the Church
ofJesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, or by their cohabita-
tion in conformity to our custom."
Simple cohabitation, therefore, in conformity to
the Mormon custoni is one of the rules by which
Mormon marriage shall be recognised. I find, in
the compilation which contains this will, this
statement with reference to Mormon marriages :

" Sometimes they have witnesses, sometimes not; if
they think any trouble may arise from a marriage, or
that a woman is incined to be a littie perverse, they
have no witnesses, neithe r do they give marriage certifi-
cates, and if occasion requires it, and it is to shield any
of.their polygamous brethren from being found out, they
will positively swear that they did not perform any
marriage at all, so that the women in this church have
but a very poor outlook for being considered honorable
wives."
The sane difficulties with reference to the regula-
tion of the Utah Mormons, as distinguished from
those to whom I referred, the old Mormons of the
former dispensation, have crept up in another
way. In 1889 a judgiîent of an associate justice
of the Supreme Court, Mr. Justice Anderson, was
delivered, upon an application made by some of
these Mormons to be admitted as citizens, upon
which application the evidence of a number of
persons was taken as to their views and princi-
ples. Evidence was given by no less thah eleven
persons who had been Mormons, some of whom
had occupied very high positions in the church or
organisation, and a number of details were given,
which I will not weary the Connittee by reading;
L will refer simply to the conclusions of the learned
judge, which are sustained by extracts from the
evidence and from writings of the people. He
says :

"During the ten days this inves(igation lasted not a
word of evidence was introduced or offered showing that
any preacher or teacher of the church ever, in a single
instance, advised obedience to the laws against polygamf.
On the contrary, the evidence in this case, and the who e
history of the Mormon church in Utah, shows that it has
Persistently refused obedience to at least a portion ot the
laws of the Governient, has insulted and driven United
States officers from the territory, bas denied the author-
ity of the United States to pass laws prohibiting polygamy,
as an unwarranted interference with their religion, and,
generally, has antagonised and denounced the Govern-
ment in almost every possible way."
Then the learned judge sums up the evidence
brought before him as to the teachimgs of the
church :-

" First: That it is the actual and veritable Kingdom
of God on earth, not in its fullness, because Christ has not
yet come to rule in person, but for the present he rules
through the priesthood of the church, wbo are His vice-
gerents on earth.

Second: That this kingdom is both a temporal and
spiritual kingdom, and should rightfully control and is
entitled to the highest allegiance of men in all their
affairs.

" Third : That this kingdom will overthrow the United
States and all other Governments, after which Christ will
reign in person.
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" Fourth: That the doctrine of ' blood atonement ' is
of God, and that under it certain sins which the blood of
Christ cannot atone for may be remitted by shedding the
blood et the transgressor.

" Fifth: That polygamy is a command of God, which if
a member obeys he will be exalted in the future life
above those who do flot.

Sixth: That the Congress of the United States has no
right under the constitution to pass any law in any
matter interfering with the practices of the Mormon reli-
gion, and that the Apts of Congress against polygamy,
and disfranchising those who practice it, are unwarranta-
ble interferences with their religion.

" Can men be made true and loyal citizens by such
teachings, or are they likely to remain so surrounded by
such influences? Will men become attached to the prin-
ciples of the constitution of the United States when they
bear the Government constantly denounced as tyrannical
and oppressive? It would bc as unreasonable tu expect
such a resuit as it would tie t expect to gather grapes
from thorus or figs from thistles.

" It lias always been and still is the policy of this Gov-
ernment to encourage aliens, who in good faith come to
reside lu this country, to become citizens; but when a
man of foreign birth comes here and joins an organisa-
tion, although professedly religions, which requires of
him an allegiance paramount to his allegiance to the
Government, an organisation that im piously and blasphe-
mously dlaims to lie the kingden of God, to control its
members under Rs immediate direction, and yet eches
and practices a system of morals shocking to christian
people everywhere, under which the marriage of a man
to two or more sisters, or to a mother and daughter, is as
a sanction, an organisation that sanctions blood atone-
ment as a means of grace, and murder as a penalty for
revealing the secrets of its ceremonies, and which for
nearly half a century lias refused to acknowledge the.
supremacy of the United States, or render obedience to
its laws, it is time for the courts to pause and enquire
whether such an applicant should be admitted to citizen-
ship.

" The evidence in this case establishes unquestionably
that the teachings, practices and aims of the Mormon
church are antagonistic to the Government of the United
States, utterly subversive to good morals and the well-
being of society, and that its members are animated by a
feeling of hostilhty towards the Government and its laws,
and, therefore, an alien who is a member of said church
is not a fit person to be made a citizen of the United
States."

And the applications were refused. I observe that
it is stated that the Mormons who have settled in
Canada are not now practising polygamy, though
soine authorities, who appear to have investigated
the matter, say there is a suspicious disproportion
of the sexes among them. I have a letter from a
friend who happens to be temporarily a resident of
Utah, and who is cognisant of the course of events
there transpiring, with regard to some of those who
have corne to Canada, and lie tells me that in some
instances the Mormons who have gone into the
North-West Territories have for a time left their
old wives behind them, but he learns that they have
each taken a fresh young one. How long that will
last I do not know, but that is their solace at
present for their residence in Canada. Notwith-
standing the anxiety the hon. members from the
North-West have shown during the last few days
to promote immigration, I fancy they will not be
very anxious to promote immigration of this char-
acter, and I do not suppose that any of us feel,
under the circumstances, that such immigration is
of a useful. or wholesome or profitable character.
I am not suggesting at this moment that we cannot
do more than, by the most careful and comprehen-
sive legislation, provide machinery for the dis-
continuance or the prevention of these
abominable practices which we know these
people engage in under pretence of religion
No one who peruses the evidence taken in recent
years in the effort to establish the fact of that
cohabitation which theli hon. gentleman is endea-

Mr. BLAKE.

voring to render criminal here can doubt that this
is a matter of extreme difficulty, and that longer
experience on the part of those who commit these
practices, and the greater precautions they will
vake to escape detection will render it a matter of
still greater difficulty to prevent the continuance
of those practices. Therefore it seems to me that
we are bound, not merely to support the hon. geri.
tleman in any reasonable effort to stamp as a crime
and to render as effective as the circumstances of
the case will allow the provisions of any law
against the crime, but that also it should be indi-
cated at the earliest hour that it is not words of
encouragement but words of discouragement whiel
this Parliament, as the representatives of the
people, have for the Mormons and their abuses, ad
practices, and the views they entertain of civil
government and allegiance and on this marriage
question, with the intention of carrying out whiclh,
I fear, they are coming amongst us.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I may say that a year ago, or
a tittle more, two or three of the principal leaders
of the Mormons, now settled in the southern part
of Alberta, visited Ottawa for the purpose of ask-
ing concessions of different kinds from the Goveri-
nment, and at that time I had one or two interviews
with then. The applications they made were not
granted, but at the time they stated most distinct-
ly that those coming into the Territories did not pro-
pose to practice polygamy. Since they have been
in this country, however, rumors have .been
circulated that they have not been abiding by thec
promise they gave the Government, and endeavors
have been made by the Goverument to find oit
whether that is the case or not. But I thought it
was proper, lu view of these reports, that I should,
through iiuy deputy, communicate with the leadersof
those people, asking for an explanation. Mr. Card,
the leader of the party, was not in the Territories
at the time the letter reached them, but another
gentleman, whose name 1 forget, answered tite
letter, and stated most positively that they were not
practising polygamy, but that they were keeping to
the solemn promise they had made the Govert-
ment. On the return of Mr. Card to the colony lie
wrote a second letter. These letters have enhY
been lately received, and I have not yet placed thei
before my colleagues, but they are now in tIte
Privy Council Office. Mr. Card stated still more
tLrongly than the gentleman who had writtenl
previously, that these people came here for tle
purpose of obeying our laws, and were not practi
ng polygamy, andi he invited the strictest ail

closest investigation. I only trust the Bill of îlte
hon. the Minister of Justice will be so strict as Il
prevent these people practising polygamy, if tey
have any idea of doiug so.

Mr. BLAKE. What was the nature of the
concessions they asked ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. They wished to be allowed to
settle in communities, or the hamlet system tIat
is, that they could build in villages and cultivate
their lands at a distance. They also wantel soe
concessions with regard to water rights. BIt "0
concessions were granted, although we State
there was no reason why we should not bring Il'
soine legislation with regard to water riglhts,
which they require for the purpose of irrigation
and erecting mille.
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Mr. BLAKE. It is vey well understood that
the reason the Mormons left the United States is
the difficulty they have with the American Gov-
erniient arising out of this question of polygamy.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No doubt.

Mr. BLAKE. That is a most serious question ;
and when they object to remaining in another
country where the laws are practically the sanie
as here, only, perhaps, less strict, it is difficult to
understand why they should come here to obey
our laws.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think the bulk of those
leaving are fleeing from justice.

Mr. BLAKE. From this sort of justice?

Mr. MULOCK. I would call the attention of
the Minister of Justice to a few words in sub-
section b, of section 9, which are as follows

" Any kind of conjugal union witb more than one
person of the opposite sex at the same time."
I do not see the force of the words " opposite sex."
If they are necessary in that connection in section
t they are also necessary in section d, where we have
the same words, " conjugal union," but not fol-
lowed by the words " opposite sex." I think these
latter words are a surplusage, and might well be
left out. I would just call attention to the penal
cause, and ask the Government whether they con-
sider the proposed penalty is sufficient to meet tle
cvil? This is not a case of dealing with the evil of
bigamy. If it were, the penalty in that case is
much more severe than is provided here. But we
are here trying to prevent what may become a
serious moral and national ulcer, and, I think, we
might very well increase the penalty, and instead
of rendering the offender liable to punishment by
iprisonment to the extent of two years or by fine,
extend it further. The present provision, which
leaves it in the option of the judge to merely
impose a nominal fine, is an illusory punishment,
and wili develop the hope in the breasts of the
Mormons or others who would seek to evade the
law that they may escape with a fine; and we will
)robably find, when too late, that we have not met

the case. Under this law, I presume, if a man is
once convicted of having married, say a dozen
Wives, and has paid the penalty, he will be exempt
fromt further liability as regards the marriage,
though lie may be reached under the subsequent
clause, sub-section b, which deals with the crime of
cOitinuing to cohabit with two or more women at
the saine time.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is no objection
to striking out the words the hon. gentleman thinks
a surplusage, and I am willing to increase the
penatv.

-Mr. BLAKE. I think imprisonment ought tole made imperative.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We will make it
read : "and to a fine."

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to ask the MinisterOf Interior whether he has received any report
from the Lieutenant Governor of the North-WestTeritories, who, I understand, paid a visit, not
vCrY long ago, of two days and two nights to theh1mmlet in which these people live, and who, I amt>l, expresses the opinion that they are not quiteSomonogamous nlow as is represented ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. We have received no report
yet. I have only seen some accounts of interviews
published in the newspapers.

Mr. CHARLTON. I doubt very much whether
the Government would be justified, in view of the
experience of the United States in reference to the
Mormons, in offering any encouragement to the
immigration of those people. It has been found in
the United States, that they form an element
which is opposed to all the existing forms of
society, it bas been found there to be thoroughly
disloyal to the institutions of the country, and it
has been necessary to refuse to admit the territory
of Utah as a State of the Union, or to allow these
people to form their own institutions in any way
whatever. If that element of the population in
the United States was large enough to resist the
constituted authorities, no doubt it would do so,
and if we were to permit the introduction into
the North-West of a large number of Mormons-
and there are many in Idaho and in Utah who
would be anxious to come here-we would probably
find that we had a great deal of trouble on our
hands. I do not believe that this is a desirable
class of immigration. I must admit that Utah,
which I have visited twice, has been converted by
them from a wilderness into a cultivated land, but,
notwithstanding this, I think it is not the class of
population which we desire, and the history of the
United States proves that it forms an element
which the American people would be glad to be
rid of. The American people would, no doubt, be
glad to have these Mormons go either to Mexico or
to the Canadian North-West.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think it is to be regretted
that any inducement should have been held out to
these people to settle in the North-West, and I am
glad to see this law so framed that it will reach
the pernicious habits practised by these people. I
am afraid, however, that if they get a settlement
in the North-West, they will continue secretly to
practice those abominations which they are guilty
of in other parts of the world, and I think it was
exceedingly unwise that the slightest inducement
should have been held out to theni to come into
that country. Il would have been better, if pos-
sible, to prevent any of them f rom coming in there,
but, if they do come in there, they should be made
to understand that the law will be strictly applied,
and that it will crush out the improprieties which
they have been guilty of.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man to state what inducements were offered to
these people to come into this country.

Mr. McMULLEN. I understand that there
were some communications between the Depart-
ment of the Interior and these people.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Of course there was some
correspondence. Whenever we receive letters we
answer them.

Mr. IVES. I should like to know how it is pos-
sible to keep these people out ?

Mr. LAURIER. I understand that this Mormon
settlement has been visited by high officials, who
have received addresses from them. If they are
allowed to present addresses to these officials with-
out a word of reprobation being uttered in regard
to their practices, that is a tacit encouragement of
those practices.
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Mr. BLAKE. I have understood that the from the representatives of the people in this
Lieutenant Governor of the North-West Terri- country against their coming here with any such
tories received an address from these people, and, notion or idea as that, and that they should learn
I think, specially from Mr. Card, whose wife, I in a very marked manner that we' would not permit
understand, is one of the numerous daughters of the scheme to grow and assume proportions more
Brigham Young. difficult and more dangerous to grapple with than

Mr. DEWDNEY. That is not offering induce- it is now ; and that if they do come here they
ments to come in there. must come here not merely under a pretence of

Mr. BLAKE. No; but it is inducing them to obeying the law, but that they must do so iii

stay there. reality.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened to the re- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gen.
marks of my hon. friend from West Durham (Mr. tleman is quite correct, that they ought not to get
Blake), my hon. friend from North Wellington any encouragement as regards the continuance of

(Mr. McMullen), and my hon. friend here (Mr. that peculiar institution of their religion, whicl is

Charlton), who is always an authority on moral so objectionable. They certainly have received no

questions, and, while I commend the Government acquiescence or encouragement vith regard to that;
for taking care to preserve the morals of this they have received no encouragement even to come

country, I must differ with those hon. gentlemen to this country at all. They came, as I understand

who say that we should not allow the Mormons to it, from Utah because they were, as they alleged,
come into this country. We have a free Govern- hardly used, not only with respect to an attempt
ment, we are a free people, and any man can to enforce nonogamy, but that they were
come here and can demand permission to occupy harshly used generally, and they thought tait

any unoccupied lands which are set apart in that wild West there was a prejudice against

for those people who come into this country them which they could not overcome. They were
to settle here. An hon. member says, we oppressed, they were not allowed to sit on juries,
must draw the line somewhere. I draw the and all that kind of thing, and, therefore, they
line at their obeying the laws of the country, removed to Canada, where they could have the

and, if these people give their pledge to obey protection of our law. They came in of their owi

the laws, if they state that they will give up accord. I amn personally aware of these circumn

their polygamous practices and will live in the stances, because I have seen them. Mc. Card an<

saine way as other people do, I think they deserve some others came to Ottawa. Some of them ame

consideration when they are coming here in British subjects by birth, one or two are Canadians

consequence of the severe laws which have been by birth, and others were born in the Unitet

passed by our neighbors to the south of us. It is States. Tbey said they wished to settle in Canada

admitted that they are first-rate settlers, that they They were nformed what our law was, and
are industrious and frugal ; and all -we should do is they were told explicitly and distinctly that
to see that they obey the laws which compel themn we were aware that the great cause of the antipatihy
to live as other people do in a Christian commun- towards them in the United States was the practice

ity, to let them know that they will have to carry of polygany, and they nust understand that tlie

out what they have professed, and to conform to people of Canada would be as firmly oppose< to

the laws of the land in which they are living. If that practice as the people of the United States were

they do that, I do not think any person should They said they were aware of that, but they wanted

take the ground that they should not be allowed shelter from what they conlsidered oppressioi.

to come into this country because they may have They were told--told by myself-that in any case
beei Mormons formerly, and may have Mormon where the practice w-as proved they would be iro-

inclinations now, so long as they do not practise secuted and punished with the utmost rigor of tir

them. I quite approve of the provisions of the law. They said they were quite willing to subini

Bill to prevent the difficulties that have existed to the law. They attempted, of course, to aigne

among our neighbors, and I would let these per- their case, and they discussed the doctrines of
arnougMormoniism generally with me. I said to theiii:

sons understand that if they want the privilege of Yormos unerall th mee st 1e-
settling in our country, they will have to obey You must understand that there must be no mii

such laws as this Legislature may enact, and as take about it ; there will be no leniency, there m ir
long as they do that, I think we ought not to dis- be no looking over this practice, but as regards

courage them from coming in. gemeral belief, that is a matter between yourseles
and your conscience. We are glad to have you iii

Mr. BLAKE The hon. member has nisunder- this country so long as you obey the laws, we are
stood me a little. My position was not that we glad to have respectable people. Her Majesty lias
should pass a law to prevent them froin coming in. a good many British subjects who are Mohaiimne-

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not referring to the dans, and if they came here we would be obliged to
hon. member for West Durham in respect to that receive them ; but whether they are Mohamiedns
branch of the subject. or Mormons, whîen they come here they must obey

Mr. BLAKE. I wish, at any rate, to have it the laws of Canada. I told them this, and they

understood that what I said was, that, looking at brofesse a sincer desireu ni n e e e t th
the whole circumstances, I could not relieve my ou their sincerity-to subnit themselves sa o the
mind from the impression that these people were aws of Canada for the sake of the rest and e bem
coming here in the hope that they would be able that they thought they would get, instead of besi
to re-establish in our country a condition of things surrounded by a turbulent crowd who were oppres-
which they had found it difficult to continue in ing them in every way.
the United States, and that I thought it was im- Mr. MULOCK. It seems clear from what the
portant that words of discouragement should fall First Minister states that these people have n0

Mr. LAURIER.
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abandoned the hope of being able to perpetuate
their institutions on Canadian soil.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; that is not
the case. I said the reverse.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister said they began
to argue the merits of their institutions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No ; I said their
religion generally.

Mr. MULOCK. Well, I think this is one of
their cardinal principles. However, if I have mis-
ulerstool the hon. gentleman, I do not press that
point. But I rather suspect, fron what fell from
the Minister of the Interior as well, that they had
that in their minds. They desire to adopt the ham-
let systen. I can well understand that they prefer
that systein to the isolated life, which they find on
the prairies. But, at the same time, coupling that

ircumnstance with their own peculiar institutions,
we cannot be too astute in trying to frane a la-w
thit will prevent their carrying out such a plan.
Now, we are going to declare what the law is, but
whbat steps are we going to take to see that that
law is obeyed ? If a few years are allowed to
elapse and this class of settlers become numerous,
they will enjoy the fullrights of British citizenship
aul will be entitled to sit as jurymen on trials of
people of their own pursuasion, they will be enti-
tled to sit on trials of Mormons, and in this way
they may be able to defeat the very law we are
elacting. In order, therefore, that this measure
should be effectual, if would be necessary for the
Govern-ment to be alert on every occasion to check
this evil at its very inception ; otherwise it may
becomne large and impossible to cope with, and may
cause us as inuch difficulty as it has caused our
neighlors in the neighboring States.

On section 10,
Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the

Minister the meaning of the words "indecent
assault." We have had a good deal of anbiguity
already in regard to this Bill, and we have passed
some sectious the meaning of which I have asked
membhers, but have not received a satisfactory
explanation. This is a very serions matter. I
waut to know if kissing a lady is an indecent
assault, because it is very often done. If a young
fellow is liable to two years' imprisonment and to
be wvhipped for kissing a girl, it is very serions
indeed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is easy to
refraim.

.Mr. M1;ITCHELL. I hope the Minister will
give me this explanation privately, if he does notwish to give it publicly.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the hon. gentleman
Will refer to the sections of the Act which are
amuended, he will find we are not adopting any new
phrase, and the phrase which is in use is not only
a Very old one, but it is one very well defined- it isan assault made in pursuance of an attempt to
cominit a graver offence.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then kissing is not au in-
decent assault.

On section 11,
Mr. LAURIER. Under this clause, whichcovers perjury, it is proposed to admit the evidence

of a wiitness who does not understand the nature

of an oath. I quite admit the propriety of taking
the evidence of a child under the circuinstances,
even although she may not be fully aware of the
nature of an oath ; but after the evidence is given,
the witness is liable to indictment and punishment
for per.jury in all respects as if she had been sworn.
It may be necessary to have the evidence of a
child, but the judge and jury must weigh the
evidence and consider how far they can trust it.
Although it is proper to receive the statement of a
child, yet, if the child is subjected to punishment for
perjury subsequently, that is carrying the mnatter
very far.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We must remember
we are not inflicting punishmient in this clause,
but we are entrusting power to those. who are
capable of exercising a wise discretion in regard to
it. We are leaving the power of punishment
in the hands of those who will have full re-
gard for the tender years, for the want
of knowledge, for the fear of coercion and
other circumstances of that kind tending to
feebleness of will; but the persons w hose
testimony is to be received are quite capable of
being made to understand the material penalties
wihich the law imposes. A child may not be
capable of understanding in a fe- moments in-
structions in the court, all that may be meant by
the taking of an oath as being an appeal to the
Supreme Being, and all that the consequences of a
false oath may involve in this respect, but a child
can be easily made understand that the penalty for
telling a falsehood will be imprisonment or any
other punishment connected with perjury. We
have, in drawing this section, adopted the words of
the English statute.

Mr. MULOCK. Does the English Act provide
for the evidence of a child of tender years, just as
in the saine way you are providing in section Il ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.

Mr. MULOCK. And the clause in the English
statute about corroboration of evidence applies to
the support of the testimony of a child ?

Sir JOHN THOMIPSON. Yes.

On section 12,
Mr. MITCHELL. I took exception to this

clause when it was before explained by the
Minister, as I could not quite understand the
possibility of such a thing taking place. I have
since learned that there is at least one case in the
English crimuinal law in which this occurred. I
withdraw the objection I made to it.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). There are several
cases.

On section 14,
Mr. McMULLEN. I think a penalty of 85 is

too small, and that it should be at least $20.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no objection
to make the penalty $20.

On section 16,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This section is desir-

able, because in sone of the superior courts doubts
have been raised as to whether the provision ap-
plies to corporeal rights, such as rights of pasture,
fisheries, or rights of way.
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Mr. MITCHELL. The penalty of five years'
imprisonment seems very high. There may be a
very trifling offence covered by this section.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is the present
penalty. It is true, it covers a very small offence,
but it likewise covers serious offences, such as the
destruction of houses or other property left vacant.

Mr. MITCHELL. It does not give the court
any discretion; it is absolute.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. ln another chapter it
is provided that when any penalty is named, the
penalty imposed may be less than the penalty
named.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not see why there should
not be in this case discretion given to the judge of
punishing either by fine or by imprisonmuent, for, if
the offence may be most serious, it may also be
most trifling.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not know why a
fine might not be substituted. I will let the
clause stand in order to consider that.

On section 22,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). That is taking away

the right of trial by jury and putting the power into
the hands of a judge. In sone of the Provinces
that is following the course adopted with regard
to civil cases, but in New Brunswick that course is
not followed.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would ask to have
that stand also. I would call attention to the
words at the close, providing that the testimony
of witnesses, whose evidence was reduced to
writing in the court below, shall be read on ap-
peal, and have the like force and effect as if the
witnesses were there examined. In some of the
Provinces, where the distances are great, notably
in British Columbia, conviction is obtained before
a magistrate, sometimes for an offence against the
Indian Act, and before the appeal can be heard
the witnesses are scattered all over the country.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think there is great
objection to that. I am glad that, in the case of
summary convictions, the hon. gentleman lias dis-
pensed with trial by jury and allowed the appeal
to be decided by the court, because, under the
system of trial by jury, in muany cases of summary
convictions, notably under the Scott Act, proceed-
ings became a farce, as the accused could generally
manage to have someone among the jury who
would stand out against a unanimous verdict.
With regard to using the written evidence of the
witnesses taken before a justice of the peace, I
think that would give rise to great abuse, as we
all know that the evidence is generally taken by
these unpaid magistrates, in a most scanty manner,
often consisting of a mere memorandum.

Mr.WELDON (St. John). I am inclined to agree
with the Minister of Justice, but I would suggest that
a provison should be added, that the written evi-
dence should only be used when the witnesses can-
not be obtained. I am not so clear, however, that
we will do right in taking away the trial by jury.
The objection to that system stated by the hon.
member for Prince Edward Island does not apply
in our Province, for there five jurymen out of the
seven can find a verdict.

Sir JOHN THoMPsoN.

Mr. TISDALE. With regard to the written
evidence being taken, I do not think we shiould
adopt that amendment as regards the older Pro-
vinces, at any rate, for in the older Provinces we
have seldom difficulty in getting the witnesses. in
other Provinces, a provision of that sort might be
made to apply. I cannot agree with the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) that we should
not abolish the trial by jury in these summary
cases. The original jurisdiction in summary cases
is with a justice of the peace, and I do not think it
is logical that we should give a magistrate summary
jurisdiction and yet refuse it to the higher court
to which the appeal is made.

On sub-section 2, section 24,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am afraid this will

hardly work in the case of unpaid magistrates; it
may work, so far as stipendiary magistrates are
concerned, in cities. Take an ordinary country
magistrate, and ask him to state a case; he won't
know what you mean. I think the other mode of
appeal enables justice to be obtained in a simple andi
easy way. I am afraid this will be more expensive,
even if it works at all, which I very much doubt.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Among the rural
magistrates it may be of very little use, as many of
them are probably unfit to state a case accurately.
But there are many magistrates in the country to
whom it would be a very useful provision. It has
been speciallv asked for in the Province of Ontario,
for the purpose of enabling the higher class of
magistrates to state cases.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I would suggest that we
might meet the desires of these people in Ontario by
limiting the clause to the stipendiary inagistrates.

Mr. TISDALE. The hon. gentleman is raising
a difficulty that is not likely to occur. Wheneveir
you want a case stated, there will always be
solicitors employed, and there will be no difficuilty
in getting a case stated. In my county, one or two
magistrates largely do all the business, and they
get fairly well qualified. As a rule, the other
magistrates, unless in cases of necessity, will not
undertake it.

Mr.DAVIES(P.E.I.) Ithink myhon.friendswho
come from the Maritime Provinces will agree with
me that this section will never work. I wouild like
to hear their opinions.

Mr. DICKEY. I think this provision only gives
us another remedy. We are not obliged to have
the cases stated. I have seen magistrates whoml I
would not like to ask to state cases. But we still
have the recourse to certiorari.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) You may apply to a magis-
trate to state a case, and although lie nay have tie
best intentions in the world, lie will be unable to do
so. Then you apply to the court of appeal, whiclh
involves a large amount of cost, and the magistrate
will have to pay them. Magistrates will silmPly
refuse to act at all rather than run this risk. If
you impose another large contingent liability upon
them, that is, to pay costs if they do not state a
case properly, I am inclined to think they will 'lot
act at ail. I see no real object in this clause. Can
the hon. gentleman state any case where juùstice
has been f rustrated by the ordinary mode of appeal .

Mr. TISDALE. The advantage of this is that
you can go to a superior court. Now the County
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Court is the highest court to which we can go;
under this provision we go direct to the Supreme
Court. In my experience in my own Province,
there is not one case in a hundred where the case
will not be properly stated by a magistrate. In
all the cases the magistrates get fees ; and as to
costs, there is a further clause in the Act where
the umagistrate is protected against paying costs if
he does not state the case properly.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not like the idea
that it should be continued for one Province. In
regard to magisterial duties, there are improve-
ments going on in all the Provinces. I know in
my own Province that magisterial duties are very
largely in the hands of professional men who receive
salaries, and are men of very considerable qualifi-
cations.

Ir. DALY. In the North-West we find in
practice, and, no doubt, it is the saine in Ontario,
that the greater number of important cases are
tried before police magistrates, who have greater
knowledge than ordinary justices possess ; but
there is no trouble in regard to stating cases,
because it is well known that if a man has to make
an appeal he will have counsel, and his counsel will
prepare the case. If the justice is satisfied with
the case as stated, lie will cite it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) These provisions will
have this effect: Under the Scott Act as it now
exists no appeal lies from the decision of a stipen-
diary police magistrate. [lis judgment, when the
case is within his jurisdiction, is final. This seems
to be a specious mode of obtaining an appeal in
Scott Act cases tried by a stipendiary magistrate.
You can require a case to be stated whenever you
think there has been an error in point of law. The
policy of Parliament lias been to prevent appeals
im Scott Act cases when tried by a stipendiary
magistrate. Now you will have every case -under
the Scott Act appealed, and all manner of objec-
tions will be made and points of law raised, and
the Scott Act contest, which has been fouglit out
during ten years, will be re-opened.

Sic JOHN THOMPSON. I presume it will be
decided rightly, though.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.l.) I hope the temperance
people will be satisfied.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose to have
this clause passed, but I shall invite the attention
Of the Connnittee again to it, as it may be neces-
sary to add somnething, if the House adopts the
new of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies).
ly reason for asking it to be passed is, that Ithink, as far as it goes, it is unobjectionable.
On section 27,
Mr. BLAKE. With reference to this, I am not

famuilar with the practical operation of the law ;but a representation lias been made to me by a
gentleman of very considerable experience in oneof the largest centres of population in the Province
of Ontario, that the operation of the process ofelection, when it takes place before a magistrate,without the presence of some responsible function-ary representing public justice, is sometimesvery unsatisfactory, and that the prisoner does
not obtain that information and opportunity forconsideration which lie ought to have, beforeceling on the course lie shal take, the result of

which is not infrequently, as stated to me, that
election takes place, and a hurried trial proceedsand
conviction isobtained under circumstances on which
conviction should not take place. The suggestion
made to sme was that there should be fewer facilities
for procuring the election, unless in cases where
the Crown was represented by some functionary
who should see that justice is done towards the
prisoner. I an not myself practically acquainted
with this matter, but the gentleman who made the
suggestion has a great amount of experience ; and I
would ask the lion. Minister of Justice whether
any suggestions have been made to himi in that
respect ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have not received
any, but I should be glad to consider tiem.

Mr. BLAKE. If the hon. Minister will allow
me, I will transmit to him the communication I
have received.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I shall be glad to
have it.

On section 29,
Mr. BLAKE. Has any provision been matde for

regulating the method by which intermediate
sentences shall be terminated, or by what author-
ity they shall end ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They are now ter-
minsated onsly by the Executive of the Dominion.
I have some additional clauses which I shall ask
the Committee to allow me to add to the Bill.
One is an enlargement of the provision with regard
to industrial schools.

Mr. BLAKE. Would it not be more convenient
if the hon. gentleman would put these additional
clauses on the paper, with the notice that lie
would ask our assent to them at the next sitting
of the Committee ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no objection.
Committee rose and reported progress.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION.

Mr. COLBY snoved second reading of Bill (No.
il8)further to amend the Steamuboat Inspection Act.
He said : The first clause relates to the inspection
of safety valves, steam gauges, &c. The provision
contained in sections 21 and 22 of the Steamboat In-
spection Act are rather cumbrous. Great improve-
ments are being made in boilers and machinery, and
it is found inconvenient to have the regulations so
rigidly fixed as they are in the Act, and it is
thought advisable to give power to the Governor
in Cotuncil to make regulations in place of those
specific and rigid regulations. The second clause
adds to the qualifications for the appointment of
engineers, that the applicant shall have been
a resident in Canada for three years, which is
similar to the provision in the law regarding
masters and mates. The third clause provides
that when the board is not sitting, upon the report
of the chairman to the Minister, the Minister
may grant a permanent certificate. At present he
can only grant a tenmporary certificate until the
next meeting of the board. The fourth section
gives the power of suspending a certificate. At
present the law gives the power of revoking a
certificate for reason of negligence and certain other
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offences, but this gives the power to suspend as
well as to revoke. The fifth sub-section does away
with the requirement with regard to the exact
size of steamboats, of which engineers of a certain
class may take charge. The reason for the sixth
clause is similar to that given for the first. There
was too much rigidity in the operation of the law,
and power is given to the Governor in Council to
make such regulations as may be necessary. %

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman has given
us the changes but not the reasons for them. The
first alteration is of a somewhat objectionable
nature. The hon. gentleman proposes to repeal
two sections of the present law, and provides that
the Governor in Council shall have the arbitrary
power to make such regulations as lie deens
necessary to replace these sections, and the only
reason the hon. gentleman has given for the change
is that new inventions are being made which may
require alterations in the law. Why not, then,
bring the law up to the standard of modern require-
ments instead of putting the legislative power in
the hands of the Government? Then the hon.
gentleman provides that engineers who are
foreigners shall not be entitled to receive licenses
until they have resided for a certain period in the
country. What reason has the hon. gentleman to
give for that provision ?

Mr. COLBY. The reason is this : It is said
that an inferior class of engineers come over from
the United States. Our citizens have no right to
be qualified as engineers in the United States
unless they becoie citizens of that country. It is
said that men we know nothing about and of whom
we have no opportunity of knowing anything, as
they are not residents in our country, are, though
unfit for many reasons, entrusted with the custody
of the property and the lives of our citizens. We
know nothing of their moral character and have
no means of knowing anything, and for that rea-
son it may be proper that a certain period of
residence in the country should be required of
them before they can obtain licenses.

Mr. CHARLTON. Upon what terns do engi-
neers obtain licenses now ? Have Americans been
allowed to come over here and assume the respon-
sible position of engineers without having any
qualifications for the position, or without our hav-
ing any knowledge of their qualifications ?

Mr. COLBY. They have to submit to certain
examinations, of course.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is short-sighted policy
on the part of the Government to debar from em-
ployment here skilful men whose services may be
desired, and the adoption of this rule, at this
time, may be very inconvenient, as our steam
vessels have been fitted out and the engineers
engaged. To place, therefore, in the hands of the
Governor in Council this power, may cause serious
derangement to the marine of this country, and I
doubt whether the Governor in Council is entitled
to assume the power this Bill grants him.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this is very ex-
traordinary legislation. We are anxious to secure
immigration to this country, and yet we are asked
to insist on our right of requiring that a person
shall reside several years here before he can engage
in the only business he understands. Suppose the
hon. gentleman were to apply that policy to every

Mr. CoLBY.

other calling ? Would he object to a young
man being employed as a bank clerk or book-
keeper, or in any other position, where property
might be endangered and fraud committed who
had not lived a certain time in the country? How
far is this rule to be carried ? One would suppose
that the proprietors of property would be the best
fitted to decide whom they should employ, but the
hon. gentleman proposes to exercise a sort of
parental oversight, and say to the proprietors of
steamboats and other property, which require an
engineer, that they are not competent to judge in
the matter. You may reside in Toronto, and em.
ploy a man from British Columbia or from Halifax,
or from Australia, or South Africa, but you cannot
employ a man from the United States. You can
put your property in charge of a man from any of
these districts, and it will not be in jeopardy, but
you cannot put it in charge of a man coming from
Michigan or New York without running great dan-
ger. The hon. gentleman says that not the proprie-
tor but the Government is entitled to have some
security that the person is competent to whom lives
and property may be entrusted, and that if he isa Bri-
tish subject that is conclusive evidence of his noial
qualifications, but if he is a German or a Belgian
or an American, you are to put him down as a
rascal until he bas resided some time in the
country without employment, and bas in that wav
establisbed his fitness and shown lie is a person of
good character. That is a very extraordinary pro-
position. The fact is, the hon. gentleman proposes
a policy of retaliation, and is prepared to say to
the Americans : You can come to Canada if youî
choose and follow the plough or dig with the
spade, but if you choose to engage in any skilled
labor you are not to come, and the Governmeiit
will not permit private parties to employ whoi
they please. Parliament is called on to exercise a
certain control, not only over property but over
civil rights, and to say that a party who is not a
British subject shall not engage in the industrial
employnents in this country for which alone lie is
fitted, this is a monstrous kind of legislation,
which the House should not allow.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think the policy of
delegating to the Departments the powers of legis-
lation is very objectionable. We have already a
Steamboat Inspection Act, and the regulatiois
which Parliament has seen fit to lay down are con-
tained in that Act. Any person can refer to the
Act and can see what the law requires, but now it
is proposed to delegate the power to the Governor
in Council to make rules and regulations which
shall have the effect of an Act of Parliaient.
These are to be published in the Canada Gaz efl,
and the result is that anyone who desires to ascer-
tain what the law is on the subject will have to
refer to the files of the Gazette. If any alteration
is required in the Steamboat Inspection Act it
should have been introduced in the fornm of legis-
lation, so that Parliament might pass upon it. i
think the other section of this Act is equally
objectionable. It provides that a man may colle
here perfectly qualified, by knowledge, by experi-
ence, and with good habits of life, but stijl, be-
cause he may have been born a Norwegian, or a
Swede, or in the United States of America, lie will
not be permitted to exercise his profession. It ap-
pears to me to be preposterous that a man of that
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kind should be refused a certificate simply because
lie happens to be born, say, in the State of New
York. I do not think that kind of legislation
should be endorsed by this House.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I agree with my hon.
friend from Queen's, P.E.L (Mr. Davies), in the
first place, that we should not delegate our powers
to the Government, and allow them at any time to
make regulations and change them in a few months.
The way in which this Bill is framed is very pecu-
liar. The sections do not agree in principle or in
detail. If we are going to prevent anyone who is
not a British subject froi acting upon a steamboat,
I do not seewhat isthe use of expending hundreds of
tlousands of dollars on immigration. By the third
section of this Bill the report will have to be made
to the inspectors and then to the chairman, and
then it requires the approval of the Minister, and
it might occur that this would involve a serious
loss of time to any man who was seeking employ-
nient. The Act is very carelessly worded. I con-
sider the Bill is objectionable in principle and in
form. If the provision for inspection in the pre-
sent law is insufficient, let the Government bring
dow-n a measure to renedy any defect in the work-
ing of the Act. This Bill provides that the
Goverunient may make regulations froin time to
time. so that what is right to-day may be wrong
to-morrow, and a man may try to qualify himself
uinder the regulations in existence, and inay find
out that lie cannot go on when he is ready to pass
his exanination. If the provisions of the present
law are insufficient in regard to the inspection of
boilers and safety-valves, or if they are insufficient
nm regard to the qualifications of engineers, the
aieniments should be put on the Statute-book, but
I consider that, by adopting this Bill, we are
delegating powers to the Government to pass
Orders in, Council which we should retain in this
Parliameit, and that we are abrogating our rights
iii that direction.

MIr. ELLIS. I think it is wrong for this country
to shunt out skilled labor in any case. Suppose a
law of this kind were applied to a person who
purchased a steamboat or a tug-boat which he has
>een running for a number of years. He may know

better than any one else how to run that boat, but
the provisions of this Act will prevent his running
that boat, and that seems an absurdity.

Mr. MITCHELL. This matter is one that
affects the whole commerce and trade, not only of

our inland waters, but of our foreign going steam-
siîups, and I think this legislation ouglit not to be
adlopted. I think, moreover, that the proposition
giving power to the Governor in Council to make

lIes and regulations abolishing the statutes, and
taking powers into their own hands, is not what it
ought to be. I referred, to-day, to the Inland
Revenue legislation. They make laws one year,thenî repeal them the next year, and re-enact
solletiing else the following year, and bring in
iree or four Bills the year after, so that nobody

cil11 tell what the law realy is. They are doigtIe same thing with the laws affecting steamboats.
If the laws are inefficient, let the lion. gentleman
wiho presides over that Department consolidate the
"whi0e statutes relating te steamboats, se that
People may understand what the law is upon the
subject. I have listened to the remarks of thelion. member from the City of St. John (Mr. Ellis),

and also of the hon. member from the County of
St. John (Mr. Weldon), and I entirely agree with
them that it is improper to put in a clause prevent-
ing us from employing skilled labor, no matter
what the nationality of the individual is. The
hon. member for the City of St. John (Mr. Ellis)
has correctly stated that if a person buys a tug-
boat, or a fishery steamer, or a passenger steamer,
or a freight steamer, persons who have been in the
habit of running that steamer for two or three
years, if they are qualified as engineers, ought not
to be debarred from being employed by the pur-
chaser of the boat.

Mr. LOVITT. If we buy a steamboat in the
United Kingdom, the builder is obliged to furnish
a guaranteed engineer for twelve months. This
will do away with the trade of buying boats.

Mr. COLBY. I may say that I have not had
the advantage of being put into possession of the
views of the Minister of Marine on this subject, and
have not before me just now the reasons which in-
duced him to propose the Bill. After hearing the
expression of views of hon. gentlemen, I am dis-
posed, under the circunstances, to let the Bill
stand over and not ask for the second reading to-
night.

Mr. CHARLTON. I think if the Government.
would consent to withdraw the Bill they will do
the sensible thing.

Mr. COLBY. We will not w-ithdraw it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

AGRICULTURAL FERTILISERS.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved second reading of Bill
(No. 95) respecting Agricultural Fertilisers. He
said : The third section reads the sanie as the old
section, and these words are added :

" With a statement setting forth the nature of the ma-
terials which enter into its composition, and the certifi-
cate of analysis of such fertiliser, together with an affida-
vit setting forth that such jar contains a fair average
sample of such fertiliser so manufactured or imported by
him."
Sub-section 2 is new, and is put in in order to
meet the expenses of the administration of that
branch of the service. In the third sub-section,
the words in the last line are new. They provide
that when the manufacture of a fertiliser is carried
on in a foreign country they inay forward a sample
from that country, and make aftidavit before a
British Consul. Section 4 is the sane, except
that we add the words "Adulteration Act."
That clause gives authority to officers in the dif-
ferent branches of the Department to act under this
Act. The old Act did not so empower officers
employed under the Adulteration Act. In section
5, this is new :

" With a statement showing the relative value of each
fertiliser calculated from its contents in fertilising in-
gredients at their current market value."
Section 6 is re-enacted, except that we omit the
word " tags." We provide that the mark shall be
branded on the bag or barrel, instead of attaching
a tag to them.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). For what are the tags
to be used ?
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Mr. COSTIGAN. They are placed on packages
by the inspector, and are proof of inspection,
which, however, is not compulsory. If a manu-
facturer or vendor calls for an inspection of
fertilisers, and wishes to sell under inspection, he
must have the tag attached, because it is the tag
>f the inspecting officer, and gives a value to the

goods. But it is not compulsory. A sample of
the fertilisers inspected must be placed in the
Department, and the dealer must sell according to
that samuple for twelve months. An inspection
may also be asked by the purchaser, who may say
that the fertiliser is not up to the standard which
it professes to reach. An inspection would then
take place of samples as compared with the sample
in the Departnent, and if the samples were found
below the standard they would be condemned.
We have no reason te believe that the manufac-
turer will fail te sell according to sample, but if a
farmer or dealer doubts it, and desires an inspec-
tion, his wishes are complied with. Besides, a
manufacturer or vendor has the opportunity, if he
wishes it, of calling in an inspector and having a
tag placed on every package lie sends out. The
18th, of course, is a new clause, and it provides
fees and penalties.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Are the fees provided
under this Act new, or were they in the old Act?

Mr. COSTIGAN. They are new. The $3 fee
was imposed for the reason I have already given,
that, as we expend a considerable sum of money,
it was only right that we should get some revenue
if that could be reasonably done. At the first
glance it was considered that this $3 fee would be
a heavy tax, but when it is considered that the
manufacturer bas only to put in the sample, at the
beginning of each year, and pay only $3 upon it,
and that he sells all the material he can manufac-
ture during the year according to "the sample, the
fee is not very unreasonable.

Mr. FISHER. Has ie to pay the fee on each
brand of the article lie manufactures ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I do not pretend to be

very familiar with this question, but I will read,
for the information of the bon. Minister, a letter
which I received from parties in the business, who
take exception to the provisions of the Act, and
who say:

" The copy of the proposed 'Fertilisers Act,' came
duly to hand this morning, for which please accept our
thanks. There are two provisions in the Act which we
consider do not in any way protect consumers and are
very objectionable to the manufacturers. Sections three
and six stipulate, among other conditions, that the state-
ment to be forwarded to the Minister of Inland Revenue.
and the certificate to be attached to the packages, shal
contain a statement of the nature of the materials enter-
ing into the composition of the fertilisers. This condition
is not necessary for the protection of the purchaser,
because the analysis which is required to accompany all
packages covers the same ground, and ample provi-
sion is made in the Act for the reliability of such
analysis. It is very objectionable to the manufacturer,
because it compels him to furnish information which it
may have cost him much to obtain, and which is thus
made available to rival manufacturera. For instance,
we may be obtaining ourphosphoric acid orammonia from
some source to which we have access at a much cheaper
price than a competing firm are obtaining theirs. Now,
why should the law step in and compel us to furnish such
-competitor with such information as shall enable him to
procure his ingredients at an equally low price with our-
selves. The other condition to which we object is, that
in section thirteen, which stipulates that every person

Mr. MILLS.
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who sells fertilisers shall register his name and address
each year, with an officer to be named 'by the Minister,
and shall at the same time pay a registration fee of one
dollar. We object to this condition, because under it
every agent appointed by a manufacturer, even suppos-
ing that he sells but two or three barrels in a season, has
to so register and pay the fee. Fertilisers are largely
sold through agents, who, having to pay this fee, will
look to the manufacturers to reimburse them, and thus
this provision will be a very costly one to the manufac-
turer. One having a hundred agents will have to pay
one hundred dollars, and thus this condition, apparently
insignificant, proves to be quite a serious one. We can-
not see for what reason the business in fertilisers should
be hampered with useless and arbitrary qonditions,
though we are heartily in sympathy with the main pnn-
ciple of this Act, which we take to be the protection of
the farmers against worthless articles, by a system of
Government analysis and inspection."

There seems to be considerable force in these
objections, and I hope the Minister will consider
the points to which my correspondents refer. I
think he will see that a manufacturer, who bas,
perhaps, a hundred agents or more, all over the
country, will have a heavy tax imposed upon himu
if he has to pay $1 for each. There seems to be
force also in the objection that the manufacturer
who bas spent his time, energy and knowledge in
the business, will be obliged to expose his details
to the public. I think the fee on the sample each
year is one that might well be dispensed with.
The Governnent might at least do that in the
interest of the farming community; for it will, of
course, be a tax on the fariners in the end. I hope
the hon. gentleman will give due consideration to
these representations in the letter I have read,
which are made by very reliable and respectable
merchants.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I may say that the statement
made by the hon. gentleman has been made froum
several quarters before. With regard to the pro-
vision requiring that the nature of the ingredi-
ents should be named, exception has been taken to
that by some of the dealers in fertilisers. Not
being familiar with this, I confess I had to make
enquiries to know why the provisions should be
insisted upon. The reasons given by the officers
in my Department, and by the chief analyst, are:
that there is a very great difference in the phos-
phoric acid and ammonia that is taken from the dif-
ferent elements. One is more soluble and more ser-
viceable than the other. It is not required, how-
ever, that a detail should be given, but only the
nature of the materials. It is just a question
whether we should impose these fees or not, and I
think that if a merchant is doing a sufficiently large
business to have a hundred agencies, lie will be all
the better able to pay the fees, because the more
agencies he lias got the more business he will do.
The registration is as much in the interest of the
dealer in fertilisers as for the sake of revenue, and
most of the dealers agree that there should be a
registration, so that all the dealers in the countrY
will be known, and it will be much easier to keep
the run of this branch of business.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). If a manufacturer has a
hundred agents, he may naturally be supposed to
be doing a large business, but some of these agents
may sell only one or two barrels of fertilisers in a
year, and on these persons the registration fee
would be a pretty heavy tax. Therefore, I hope
the Minister will decide to withdraw that pro-

sien.
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Mr. FISHER. I would like to ask the hon.
Minister whether the section with regard to regis-
tration would apply to a country storekeeper
who, as is frequently the case, obtains for a
farmer a few packages of artificial fertiliseis in the
course of his business. I think it would be a hard-
ship to compel him to register. I d1o not see my-
self how this registration can be a protection to
the buyer, because the importer or the manufac-
turer is the person who is responsible for the
purity of the fertiliser, not the man who distri-
butes it retail. I can also fully appreciate the
force of the objection made by the hon. member
for Halifax, that this registration might be a hard-
ship to a great many agents who frequently only
act as agents out of accommodation to the people
in the neighborhood where they live, because, being
in trade, they can obtain the fertilisers with
greater facility, and, perhaps, at lower rates than
the farners themselves. Of course, the bon. gentle-
niai mnust understand that this fee, in the end,
comnes out of the purchaser, because the business
ien who deal in fertilisers are quite sure to charge

enough for them to cover the fees.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not like to say that it

would not apply to the case the hon. gentleman
mentions, although I would prefer that it should
not. I think it would be hard if a merchant should
be required to register in such a case. I do not
think it is the intention that the Act should go
that far.

Mr. FISHER. I think the section had better
be re-written, to avoid such a possibility.

Mr. BLAKE. Would it not be an additional
security if the people allowed to sell thesethings
were restricted to British subjects or persons
doiniciled in the country for three years, corres-
ponding with the Bill of the President of the
Council?

Mr. COSTIGAN. If the hon. gentleman would
imore an ainendmient to that effect, I would, per-
haps, accept it.

Mr. COLBY. I think the Bill of the hon. mem-
ber for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook) the other day
regarding civil servants required five years' resi-
dence.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). You voted that down.
Mr. MITCHELL. There is a very much more

striking instance than that. On the celebrated
Plip Railway which they are building in Nova

Scotia, I believe that they have at work a thousand
Italians imported for the very purpose of building
it. There is not nuch National Policy in that. As
soon as they earn their money they ,vill be out of
the country again.

Mr. FISHER. Returning to this section, I do
not think there is any doubt that it would apply
to anY country storekeeper or dealer who sold
fertihisers, and before the Bil passes I would like
it to be provided that he will be protected from the
necessity of registering.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When this subject
vas under consideration before, in connection withthe hon. Minister's former Bill, I expressed the

Opinion that it was a matter that more appropria-tely fell within the jurisdiction of the Local Legisla-
ture than the jurisdiction of this House, and I see
no reason to entertain a different opinion now. I

do not know on what ground the hon. gentleman
assumes to have jurisdiction over this subject.
What right have we to say what ingredients
manufacturers shall employ in the production of a,
particular article ? Why not make regulations
with regard to the dyeing of goods, or provide that
the manufacturers of agricultural implements shall
employ steel and not iron for certain purposes ?'
W e have the same right in the one case as in the
other. The matter of the adulteration of food is-
somewhat different, because in that case we are
dealing with a quasi criminal matter.

Mr. SPROULE. Trade and commerce.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This is not a matter of
trade ; it is a matter of property. You might as
well say that the sale of groceries is a matter of
trade and commerce, and under the jurisdiction
of this House. This is a question not merely of
the importation, but of the production of a par-
ticular article, and you undertake to say that it
is under your jurisdiction, although it may only
be manufactured in a particular place and sold
only to the people in that neighborhood. Why,
Sir, if I choose to produce an article that may be
utterly worthless, it is not any of the business of
this House or the hon. gentleman's Department.
That is a matter which concerns me as a member
of the Province. It is a matter of property ; it is
my right to do it unless the Province chooses to
take away from me that right ; and I say that,
whether the hon. gentleman's legislation on this
subject be good or bad, it is not the kind of legis-
lation with which this House ought to undertake
to deal, and we cannot deal with it except by
usurpation. I was of that opinion when the hon.
gentleman's Bill was introduced before, and still
entertain that view; and, holding that view, I
would not support the Bill of the hon. gentleman,
whatever might be its merits.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I know that the hon. gentle-
man when, not this Bill, but a Bill which he
evidently thought the same-the Adulteration
Act-was up before the House, be took the same
ground as he takes now, that this Parliament has
no right to deal with this question, although it
deals with subjects very similar. The Adulter-
ation Act was passed by his Government, and
the legislation I refer to was in amendment of that
Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We ought to
know what the Minister of Justice thinks of the
question raised by my hon. friend from Bothwell
(Mr. Mills). It appears to me we have on a
great many occasions gone very near the line which
divides our powers from those of the Local. Legis-
latures, and we ought to know what the legal
authority in the Government thinks about it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I should have very
cheerfully answered the hon. member for Both-
well, out of consideration for the weight of his
authority, had it not been for the fact that he and
I have been differing on this question ever since I
have had the honor of a seat in this House, and I
thought we had discussed it so fully, and know
each other's views so well, that there was no fur-
ther need for discussion. I consider that this
measure relates to trade and commerce purely and
simply, and we have the right, when dealing in
good faith with trade and commerce, of prohibit-
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ing even the production of an article the pro-
duction of which may be detrimental to trade and
commerce. I need not go into an elaborate argu-
ment, not because the hon. gentleman's authority
is not worthy of consideration, but because the
House has adopted legislation on this subject in
this line ever since it has been established.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
House resolved itself into Cominittee on resolu-

tion (p. 1402) to make certain provisions in respect
of the Bill intitutled : An Act respecting Agricul-
tural Fertilisers.

Resolution reported and concurred in, and re-
ferred to Committee of the Whole on the Bill.

House again resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

On section 3,
Mr. MITCHELL. I understood that affidavits

were abolished, and that statutory declarations
now took their place.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The statute under
which declarations are taken instead of affidavits
is one in reference to extra-judicial oaths, but that
does not refer to this Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. Some years ago I think it was
agreed that the statutory declaration was to be
substituted for the affidavit as far as possible, be-
cause it was considered that the multiplication of
these affidavits was not calculated to advance the
cause of morality and the obligation of telling the
truth. I remember a Bill which was promoted by
the Government of the day some years ago in re-
gard to the Civil Service, in which statutory
declarations were substituted for affidavits on this
view. My opinion is that the morality of the
country is deteriorated by insisting upon such
numbers of sworn statements on the ground that
the declaration of a man is not sufficient to assure
us of its truth unless he makes it under oath.

On section 11,
Mr. FISHER. What fee is to be charged ?
Mr. -COSTIGAN. No fee is fixed yet. It will

be as moderate as possible.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is the fee put on for revenue

purposes, or is it a kind of regulator?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is to raise a revenue to pay
a portion of the cost of administering that branch
of the service.

On section 13,
Mr. COSTIGAN. After consulting the Minister

of Justice, I will propose a change to meet the
views of hon. gentlemen opposite. In the first line,
instead of " every person " it shall read "every
manufacturer or importer."

On section 14,
Mr. CAMPBELI. What is the reason for limit-

ing the price to $10 a ton?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The reason is that we do not

interfere with fertilisers under $10 a ton.
Bill reported, and read the third time, and passed.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12.20

a.m. (Friday).
Sir JoHN THoMPsoN.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FRIDAY, llth April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

THE ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.
Mr. CHAPLEAU moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 136) to amend the Electoral Franchise
Act. He said : The Bill does not contain any very
important clauses. It is a recasting of the amend.
ments of last year, with a view to curtail the
expense in the manner of printing the lists for the
revising officer, in the manner of posting them,
and in the manner of distributing them to parties
who are authorised to receive them, and there is a
clause to allow the appointment of a deputy to the
revising officer in the case of sudden illness or
temporary inability to perform the duties of the
office. At present the revising officer can only be
replaced upon his own demand in case of illness,
absence or temporary inability. The Act appears
to be long, but I have taken all the clauses of the
Act of last year for purposes of convenience.

Mr. LAURIER. As I understand, there are
other provisions besides those two. Would the
hon. gentleman state what they are?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There are some other pro-
visions. For instance, in regard to posting. It
has been represented by the revising officers that
the posting, which in the aggregate represents a
large sum of money, could be well dispensed with,
the copies being distributed to a large number of
different officers indicated by the law. As I said
before, these provisions are only matters of detail
in the execution of the Act as it stands.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) About six weeks ago I
introduced a short Bill (No. 108) to amend the Elec-
toral Franchise Law. It is now on the Public Bills
and Orders, and so far I have been unable to have it
read the second time. I think if the hon. Secre-
tary of State would look at that Bill lie night
possibly incorporate its provisions in the Bill
which he has introduced ; because I am perfectly
satisfied, from the way that business is going now,
that unless the Government accept my Bill, we
will not be able to get it through at all this Ses-
sion. It is important not only with respect to one
district, but with respect to all districts. I will
explain why it was introduced. At the last revis-
ion of the lists in my district, the judge, at the
final revision, struck off the names of two
or three hundred voters. It was not objected that
these men were not good voters ; as a matter of
fact, the majority of them had been voters for
many years, and, I think, with the exception,
perhaps, of a dozen or less, all the rest of the three
hundred were unquestionably good voters. The only
objection taken to theni was that they were in the
wrong polling district, and that they had not given
notice to put themselves inthe other polling district,
The hon. gentleman knows that the revising officer
hae the arbitrary power, in cities, to divide and
subdivide cities into as many polling districts as
lie likes, and the bulk of the voters do not knlow
what the subdivisions are. Those who are tenants
move in the spring of the year from one part of the
city to the other, and they cross from one district
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to the other. The decision given by the revising for I do not think family matters are of interest to
offlicer in my district was that unless each elector the House, I found it necessary to move my
who changes bis residence or qualification from family to England immediately after last Session,
one polling district to another, applies to have the or at least as soon as it was possible to leave. I
necessary change made in the list, his name will, made every possible effort to get paired, in order
on an objection, be struck off the list altogether; that I need not attend this Session, because the
in other words, that the Act does not entitle the requirements of ny return to England were of such
revising officer to transfer an elector's name from a nature that it was almost impossible for me to
one polling district to another unless special appli- leave. I was unable to obtain a pair for this
cation has been made to have it done. No matter, Session, and I came out late, as vou, Mr. Speaker,
therefore, what qualification a man possesses, if are aeare, to discharge my parlianentary
lie happens to change his qualification he runs the duties, but desiring to return as early as possible.
risk of being absolutely disqualified. I assume My home is in England, and I must for the pre-
that both sides of the House agree that those sent stay there. When I arrived here I went to
naines shonld not be struck off. I ask the hon. the accountant of the House, and asked him for
Minister if, in view of the fact that it will be some money on account. He told me it was
hardly possible to reach my Bill in the ordinary necessary to sign a declaration stating where I
course of events, it will not be possible for him to resided. I told him 1 resided in England, and I
enibody it as a clause in his Bill? asked hlm how that would affect my

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have read the bon. gen- travelling expenses. 1e replied, that sncb
tleman's short Bill, and it appears to exempt certain a case had not occurred, and he would
persons from the notice provided by the Act in rather that the matter sbould lie over for a few
certain cases only, and I think the case made out days in order that lie iniglt make enquiries. I did
lias been represented to me by one of the returning not caîl again for about a fortuiglt. When I called
officers. Between now and the second reading I again le said: It is all riglt; the law provides
will take the opportunity of ascertaining where I that if you sigu a declaration as to where you
can incorporate it in my Bill. reside you shaîl receive mileage from that point.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time. accordingly sgned the declaration last Wednes-eday, and received the mileage allowance. I wish
necessar to say that distinctly. As to whether I proposeretaini g the representation of Shelburne County,

4eaeral LAURIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- that I need not enter iuto. I bave simply furter
tin of pîivilege, and will read a paragrapli to say, that I have nothing to find faut wits u
appearing lu a îsewspaper and will then make a the toue of the comments, either lu this paper or
stateiient. I bave ldere a copy of the Toronto in the Montreal Herald. Bot are framed in

of yesterday. I would say I bave been courteous terms and in a way I do not tbink any
gîven ro understand that a paragraph to the saine inan need find faît wit; but I thougt it proper
effect appeared ii the Moutreal Herald of yester- to make th s statement to the fouse, in explana-
day. I was informed of that fact in the lobbies of tion of te siatter as laid before the country.
the House early yesterday, and I went to the rMr. McMULLEN. wis to add a word to
readng-roon in the hope of being able to obtain it,
in order, that I might, if I thought it necessary,
brig it before the House. Unfortunately, the
files of the Ierald had been removed and were out
the whole of the afternoon, and I was unable to
bring the matter up.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will give you a copy of
the iercld now.

General LAURIE. I will read the paragraph,
and then I will make my statement. The para-
graph is as follows :-

"lhere is a good deal of talk in the lobbies over thecase of General Laurie and his sessional mileage. Eachmeinber is allowed 10 cents per mile for the round trip byRhe shortest mail route from bis home to Ottawa andandk. General Laurie was for years a resident of Oak-, NS., and is so entered in the officiallist of membersssibed this year. For this Session, however, it wouldaipiyearthat he has claimed, and has been paid, mileage8llWance from London, England, a total sum of overSth0. To get this he would have to make a declarationthai his residence is in England. Some months ago Gen-era Launie went to England, but bis friends understood
tai he was only on a visit simply. If the General bastoken, up lis residence in London he will naturally expecte lp out of the representation of Shelburne after nexteletion, and if there is primâfacie evidence of the truthOi tie statements made the matter should be brought upin the House, that the bon. and gallant member may havean Opoortunity to explain."
I have taken the earliest opportunity in my power
t> bring this matter before the House. I wouldSaY, that owing to certain matters, which I do notttiik it ls necessary to go into before the House,

what the hon. gentleman lias said.
Mr. SPEAKER. There can be no debate on an

explanation.
Mr. McMULLEN. It is only a personal ex-

planation.
Mr. SPEAKER. The bon. gentleman does not

appear to be mixed up in it.

Mr. McMULLEN. I gave the hon. member
notice that I would bring it before the House, and
that is the reason he lias brought it up.

General LAURIE. I intended to bring it
up yesterday, but the files of the paper had been
taken away. My word should be taken, and no
one lias a right to make such a statement as bas
been made by the lion. gentleman.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman will
not deny that lie got the notice.

TERRITORIES REAL PROPERTY ACT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second read-
ing of Bill (No. 131) fuither to amend chapter 51
ofjthe Revised Statutes, the Territories Real Pro-
perty Act. He said : This Bill is intended to
obviate somie slight inconveniences, and to remove
some doubts in regard to the administration of the
Torrenssystem in the North-West Territories. I will
state briefly what the different sections of the Bill
refer to, and hon. members will see, that while
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some are important, some of them are mere matters required to be produced, but it is considered suffi-
of detail and administration. The first section cient, that under section 94 of the Act it is inade
changes the designation of real estate in the North- compulsory on the sheriff to record his lien, and,
West Territories. It was designated in the original therefore, if the lien is recorded, it is considered
Act as being of the nature of chattels real. We sufficient for a person to have a certificate from the
think " personal estate " should be substituted, in isheriff that he has a claim. The object of section 7
order to remove doubts that have arisen as to the is to make the reference in questions arising before
scope of the first expression. Two of the judges the registrar to an inspector instead of a judge.
have held that, in consequence of the expression I think that is a provision which requires some
" chattel real " being used, real estate and personal consideration, and I will not ask the House to
descend differently, whereas, the intention of adopt it this afternoon. I should like to have the
Parliament was, that real estate should be admin- views of those familiar with the working of the
istered as a personalty for all purposes. The Act on this point. In section 8, the new words
second section declares that the various officers, are intended to have the effect of making the reg-
the inspectors, registrars, deputies and clerks shall istrar issue a new certificate with each transfer of
be under the control of the Department of the land. There is no doubt that it is the true
Interior. At present the Department is not desig- Torrens system, that all previous certificates shall
nated as the Department through which these be replaced by a new certificate on each transfer,
offices are to be administered. And difficulties and that the transferee shall hold the cer-
have arisen, and slight inconveniences have arisen, tificate relating to the whole title, and having
in consequence of the officers asking instructions no connection with other transactions on the
from the Department of Justice,and,in some cases, record. Notwithstanding this, it has been held by
the Department of the Interior. I think I will Mr. Justice Rouleau that the registrar should not
have to discontinue, Mr. Speaker, in consequence do this, and the result has been that the certificate
of the noise in the Chamber. of title is not of the character that the Torrens

Mr. BLAKE. It really is impossible to hear system contemplates; it is involvee in connection
what is going on. I cannot hear the hon. gentle- with previous transactions in the land, and a new
mal, although I am sitting so near to him. There transferee escapes payment of the registry fees and
is a general buzz of conversation all over the the contribution to the insurance fund, aithoug
House, participated in by hon. gentlemen opposite the transfer las created a liability i respect to
as well as hon. gentlemen on this side of the which the insurance fund inay le called upon.
House, and it really ought to stop. Section 9 makes merely a verbal change, Iu sec

tion 10 tlie word " caveat " is omitted, as being
Mr. SPEAKER. Order. unnecessary and giving a meaning to the Act not
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As I was saying, intended. The section is not, lowever, otherwise

inconvenience has arisen on account of some of clanged. Iu section 11, "tlree months" are sul-
the officers who are administering the Act in the stituted for "one montl," in relation to tle period
Territories asking instructions, from time to time, of delay after tle receipt of the ca-eat, ises
f rom the Department of Justice, and others from withip tlat time proceedings have been commenced
the Department of the Interior ; and to prevent in a court of co o petent jurisdiction.
any errors of administration, and conflicting in-
structions being given, we have thought it better to
place the Act under the immediate administration
of the Department of the Interior, so that enquiries
may be focussed, as it were, in that Department,
and transmitted, if necessary, to the Department
of Justice for advice. By section 3 the definition
of the word " surveyor " is restricted. The words
"Dominion Lands Surveyor " are substituted for
"License Surveyors." The object of section 4 is to
make the adoption of the Torrens system conpul-
sory in the North-West Territories-that is, that
all lands, when once they are patented, shall be sub-
ject to the Torrens system, and that there shall be
only one land system in the North-West, instead
of leaving it voluntary for the patentees to bring
their lands under the system or not. I think there
cannot be the.slightest doubt that that was the in-
tention of Parliament. The old registry system
was abolished, and we have transmitted the patents
to the registry offices, thereby bringing newly
patented lands under the operation of the Torrens
system ; but in consequence of that not having been
expressly declared as the meaning of Parliament,
two of the judges have decided that the system is
not compulsory there, and there has been an
attempt to create two systems of registry. By
section 6 some slight inconvenience is avoided by
re-moving the necessity for the production of a
sheriff's certificate, on application to bring lands
under the Act. The sheriff's certificate is not

Sir JOHN THOMPsON.

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps the hon. Minister
will allow me to ask him to make a statement upon
one point which seems to be not generally under-
stood. I refer to what the meaning of the Torrens
system is. I am told that it is an Australian
system, and that it reduces real estate to the char-
acter of a chattel. More than that, that it simply
requires, in case of litigated claims, the production
of the last deed of registry as complete proof. I
would like to know if there are any other points in
connection with it ? I believe there are a great
many people who do not understand it, and there
seems to be a very great uncertaintyas to what it
means.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think I can put the
explanation in a brief way, which will make it
familiar to the hon. gentleman, by using the
illustration, that it puts real estate as nearly as
possible in the condition of a ship. The transac-
tions in respect to a ship are all briefly recorded,
but the certificate of registry is all that is used
for sailing the ship and is evidence of the title, and
that is issued by the registrar. The record is in
the registry office; the deeds are deposited there,
and the registrar finding that the person claimting
the property has a good title, gives a short certifi-
cate of title-which is shorter, in fact, than the
certificate of registry relating to a ship--and that
certificate of title is a good title for every purpOse.
Any person who holds it has the right under it to
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sell the property, and the person who purchases
the property under that certificate of title goes to
the registrar, delivers it up to be exanined, and
gets a new certificate of title declaring that he is
the holder of the property. If any defect has
occurred by reason of which the title of the
property has been affected

Mr. MITCHELL. By the act of the officer.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It must be by the
falit of the officer, because lie is charged with the
investigation of the -title before he gives the
certificate. If any defect occurs, the State pays
the damages, and in order to make a fund out of
wvhich any damages of that kind shall be payable,
we charge an insurance fee at every transfer. That
creates an insurance fund out of which any damages
may be paid.

Mr. MITCHELL. I know the hon. Minister
will excuse me, as I make these remarks for the
purpose of eliciting a clear understanding about
this systen. In the illustration which the hon.
gentleman gives I understand that all land is
placed, as nearly as possible, in the condition of a
ship. The register of this ship being not always
evidence of title, because there may be subsequent
mortgages against it. I presume nothing like
that can occur under the present system ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No. The mortgagee
must get the certificate of title, and if he delivers
that to the registrar, lie gets a certificate that he
is the mortgagee.

Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, you cannot
mortgage the land.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. You can mortgage it,
but the niortgagee holds the title and the certifi-
cate. Of course, that could not be done in the
case of a vessel, because the certificate is wanted
for the sailing of the vessel, and must be in the
hands of the owner. Section 12 restores the section
as originally passed.

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume, then, that all
lawyers' fees and lawyers engaged in the transfer
of land will be done away with ; their occupation
will be gone. That will be one great improvement.
. Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There are great
improvements, but I cannot say that is one of them.
It is still necessary that there should be a due con-Veyance of land, but the expense under the Torrens
systeni should be very much less than it is under the
other system. This system has been adopted in
Toronto, and I believe that there, as well as in the
North-West, it has been found to work well; and
in Australia it has been found by experience to be
a very great success, both reducing expense and
rendering titles certain. I think the other changes
in the Act are merely verbal.

Mr. DAVIN. This Act contemplates a very
Sweeping change. The proposais in regard to theexamination of titles, may fairly be described as
extraordinary. I an not saying that they are
propoals which are unwise or which should be
rejected, but it is a very great change to give to
the mispector of registry o fces the position of ajudge, although there is an appeal fron his decision
to the Supreme Court in the Territories, and fromthe Supreme Court in the Territries to the
Suprene Court of Canada. This is the kernel ofthe Act, and the hon. and learned Minister of'

101

Justice has shown no cause why it should pass its
second reading ; if you pass the second reading you
adopt that principle. If this is done, what will
happen? One inay have an appeal to an inspector
in Regina or in Calgary, and he may be away in
Battleford. I should like very much to have the
Bill postponed until we can hear fron lawyers
in the Territories interested in this matter,
and also from the judiciary. I am not aware that
any member of Parliament representing the Terri-
tories, or any lawyer or judge in the Territories
has made any suggestion of this measure or has.
been consulted in reference to it; but I know that
it has come upon us like thunder from a blue sky.
In reading it, I do not understand how this
arrangement in regard to the inspector is going to
work, and, I think, it would be a very improper
thing for the House to go into Committee on the
Bill now, and, therefore, there can be no object in
reading it a second time to-day. The moment the
B1ill came out I sent it to some of the lawyers in
the Territories to ascertain their opinion of it. My
friend, Mr. Lougheed, is one of those whon I
wished to consult, but he has been in Toronto, and
we have not been able to go into it. Therefore, I
would ask the hon. Minister of Justice to postpone
the second reading until we have time to consider
the Bill.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I cannot agree that if
the section with reference to the inspector were not
adopted, there would be no occasion for this Bill,
for if that were left out, there would still be several
sections which it would be necessary for ne to press.
I think my hon. friend approves of the Torrens sys-
tem being made compulsory, and in some other re-
spects, Ithink he willfind that the Billis in the direc-
tion of economy. I shall be glad, however, to have,
even at this early stage, a discussion of the ques-
tion whether the appeal from the registrar should
be to the inspector or to a judge, and I have no
intention, in moving the second reading to-day, to
ask for a final decision of the House on that point.
There are two sides to the question, I admit. The
argument of those who have suggested this clause
is that the judges of the Norti-West Territories
live in districts widely apart from each other,
and never assemble except for the purpose of
hearing appeals from each other; that when
an appeal is taken from the registrar to one
judge, the judge of the district, a decision, it is
true, is promptly given, but that the effect has
been that the decisions of the judges in the Terri-
tories have been widely different from each other, and
those conflicting decisions are exceedingly incon-
venient when theyrelate to the titles of real property.
The advantage, therefore, of having the appeal to
the inspector is this, that all the cases will go
through the inspector at least as a channel of com-
munication, which will render the decisions uni-
form ; and it is proposed that there shall be an
appeal from him, not to one judge, because that
would result in the sarne diversity of decisions as
exists at present, but to ail the judges- of the
Territories, so that uniformity of decision will
be maintained. The other side of the case has
been presented by my hon. friend, and I will only
repeat it in these few words : that the present sys-
tem, while it adnits of diversity of decisions,
has promptness and economy in settling the ques-
tions of title. I will ask the House to take the
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second reading to-day, but I will not ask it to go I think it would be only right and proper that the
to-day into committee on the Bill, in consequence instructions or request of the British Goverument
of the objection of my hon. friend tiat the members should be laid on the Table, go that the buse may
from the North-West have not considered it, and understand what necessity there may be for sueh
-desire to hear from their constituents. legislation. The Imperial Government may require

Mr. MITCHELL. I notice that under this Billknow what

any person may take exception to the passage of interest we can have in placing such a arbitrary

a title, and if exceptio n t under asageto Act on our statutes. Therefore, before going fur-

we know there are some very queer affidavits shol ing dow , the the ond l ee
made sometimes-a delay of three or four inonths what brits d o veuent an If t e
is involved before the matter can be settled. whitructon ret of the British Government r

intert w aint plac i guht and aritr

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The object of the
delay is to permit the question to be settled by
judicial decision, if possible, before the registrar
acts. In most cases where a protest will be filed, it
will be in consequence of some pending action based
on disputes in relation to which the title will likely
be questioned, and the intention of the delay is to
allow a decision to be arrived at, if possible, before
the transfer is made.

Mr. MULOCK. It is understood that the
Minister does not decide either one way or the
other with regard to the proposal for an appeal to
the inspector, by taking the second reading to-day ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.

Mr. MULOCK. Because I have received com-
munications from parties in the North-West, set-
ting forth reasons in favor of the proposal to
transfer the right of appeal to the inspector. I
have not had opportunity to study out the pro-
posed amendment, and suppose the whole matter
will be discussed in committee.

Mr. WATSON. The Torrens system bas been
in force in Manitoba for some time and gives
general satisfaction. The transfer under it is made
much easier and cheaper, and a property is placed
under the Torrens system on notice being given in
the Gazette, so that any person who wishes to appeal
against the property being so placed shall have
ample opportunity to do so, and the appeal is
heard by the registrar general. I would just say
that'if the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin)
refers to the lawyers, I believe the system is not
at all satisfactory to the lawyers, because it does
away with a good deal of fees, as a transfer can be
made under this system for $2.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON moved second reading
of Bill (No. 122) to prevent the disclosure of
official documents and information. He said :
This Bill was introduced at the request of the
Imperial Government and is practically the English
Act, the only difference being that in the English
statute, the maximum penalty is left to the court,
whereas it is here fixed by the Bill itself. The
object is to prevent the disclosure of official docu-
ments and information, and is for the protection of
the Empire.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is a most arbitrary Bill.
While I have great respect for the legislation of
Great Britain, I have a great deal more respect for
the legislation of this Parliament, which under-
stands the wants of our community. The hon.
gentleman has stated that he introduced this Bill
at the special request of the Imperial Government.

Sir JOHN THOMPsoN.

and in the interest of the State, I should be in
favor of giving it to them, but that does not warrant
us in extending to our own officers the same rules
which the British Governnent require in regard to
their own naval and other officials.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I cannot agree with
the hon. gentleman. I see nothing very arbitrary
in this measure. It simply provides, as is provided
in every other country in the world, that in any
fortress, or arsenal, or factory, what is stored away
for the defence of the country shall be under the
protection of the Government. In that case, the
Government would naturally take the precautions
provided in this Bill. I cannot see that the hon.
gentleman or any one else should object to our
preventing strangers from entering into oui
dockyards, or fortresses, or any department of the
Government, and obtaining information for the
purpose of conveying it outside, and in such a way
that the information might be very injurious to the
State. The question, as I understand it, is merely
one of penalties. The hon. gentleman bas asked
whether, within my experience, I have ever been
able to find out a case where the clauses of this
Act might be applied. I an happy to say that, as
far as Canada is concerned, it bas not been withinî
my experience to find any such case.

Mr. LAURIER. I hope that will long continue.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I hope the necessity

will never present itself, but it is necessary to be
prepared beforehand for such cases. I cannot see
anything very arbitrary about this Bill, whiclh I
think is a measure for the protection of the whole
Empire. The despatches which have been referred
to merely contain a request on the part of the Im,-
perial Government to introduce this Bill, which is
an exact copy of the Imperial Act except in the
particular clause to which I have referred.

Mr. MITCHELL. The bon. gentleman bas not
touched the point to which I called attention. He
says that he was asked or ordered-I do not know
which-by the Imperial Government to introduce
this Bill, and I think he should lay the commuii-
cation he received from the Imperial Government
upon the Table of the House. If the Imperial
Government requires provisions of this kind in'
regard to their forts and their ships and thseir
coaling stations and so on, I have no objection to
that. But I have a very strongobjection to some fea-
tures of this Bill, and yet the hon. gentleman does
not see anything arbitrary about it. I think it is
arbitrary to grant the powers nentioned in this
Bill. Take, for instance, this provision :

" Every person, who having possession of avy docu-
ment, sketch, plan, model, or information relating to any
fortress arsenal factory, dockyard camp, ship, office or
other like place Ielonging to Her M'ajesty, or to the naVa
or military affaire of Mer Maiesty, in whatever manner
the same has been obtained or taken, at any time wilflly
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communicates the saine to any person to whom he knows
the same ought not, in the interests of the State, te be
communcated at that time, is guilty of a misdemeanor,
and liable to the same punshment as if he committed an
offence under the foregoing provisions of this section."

To that portion I have no objection, but I have a
strong objection to the provision introducing the
actions of the civil servants of this country. No
information has been given to the detriment of the
State, as far as I am aware, by an officer of the
Civil Service, and yet we have this second section
in this Bill :

" Every person who, by means of his holding, or having
held an office under Her Majesty, has lawfully or unlaw-
fully, either obtained possession of or control over any
document, sketch, plan or model, or acquired any infor-
mation, and at any time corruptly or contrary to his
official duty, communicates or attempts to communicate
such document, sketch, plan, model, or information to
any person to whom the saime ought net, in the interests
of the State, or otherwise in the public interest, to be
communicated at that time, is guilty of a breach of
official trust ; etc."

If ny hon. friend knows of any case since Con-
federation in which a civil servant has been guilty
of communicating informatiom iwhich has been
detrimnental to the State, he should let us know
that. We should not be asked to enact these
arbitrary laws, casting reflections and aspersions
upon the character of our civil servants, unless
some case has arisen to justify their enactment. I
do not think that the fact of the British Govern-
ment requiring certain provisions in regard to
their army and navy, makes it necessary for us to
carry those provisions into our Civil Service. The
Civil Service of this country has been always con-
ducted in a very creditable manner, with a few
exceptions, and those have not been in the direc-
tion of giving information to outsiders, but rather
in the way of retaining information from the pub-
lie. We remenber that one high ofBcial of the
Government committed a very arbitrary and illegal
act in refusing to comply with the election laws,
but, if that case is what the lion. Minister of Militia
is aiîning at, lie should say so. That, however, is
not affected by this clause. Still, it is within
the knowledge of several of us that' we were
kept under the harrow for a month extra, simply
because hon. gentlemen opposite thought theycould incite certain people to take action against
us. I would like to hear of any civil servant who
bas given information detrimental to the public
service. If the lion. gentleman cannot show that,
lie bas no right to ask for an enactnent of this
kiid simply because the British Governnent has
asked for an enactment in reference to their ownservice. I think there is something behind this
p hii I cannot see. I want to see these des-
Patchrs. I want te sec wliat the Britishi Gev-
ernment asks for. We are tle judges, and
net tir Government, as to whether or not weshould pass laws of the character contained in thisP11. It is not because the Minister of Militia has
distinguied himself in warlike operations that we
8heuld pass this law because lie asks us to do so.As to the Civil Service part of this Bill, I think weSheuld put a stopper on that. The Civil Servicehave conducted the business of the country well,and, if the hon. gentleman can bring any case towarrant this provision, we would be able to judgeaviether it is desirable to pass such a law or not.

tor mhDOLPHE CARON. Iamextremelyobliged
te tuy hon. friend for the confidence which he seems1o'1.

to repose in me. He is quite certain, lie says,
that I would distinguish myself in times of trouble
and war. Well, Sir, I iust tell the lion. gentle-
man that this measure is not at all a warlike
measure. It is quite impossible to comprehend
how the argument of the lon. gentleman applies to
this Act. The lion. gentleman wishes to know,
before lie assents to this Act being read the second
time, if any case has occurred where any secret
was divulged by any person, that is to say, any
secret that might be injurious to the public interest.
Sir, we know that prevention is very iuch better
than cure. The question of whether any case has
presented itself is not an argument as to the neces-
sity of passing such an Act as this. The hon. gen-
tleman takes advantage of this Act to go into a
defence of the Civil Service, when the Civil Service
is in no way attacked by this Act. The Act does
not apply to the civil servants alone, but to every-
body else. It does not discriminate against the
Civil Service; it in no way indicates that we do
not have the confidence in the Civil Service which
we should have; but the Act simply states clearly
and positively the circumstances under which a
person belonging to the Civil Service or to any
other service, shall be punished if that person
divulges or makes known certain secrets which, in
the interest of the public, and of the Government,
and of the State, should not be divulged. I agree
fully with the lion. gentleman as to the merits of
our Civil Service, but it is in no way attacked by
this Act.

Mr. MITCHELL. Read section 2, and then say
if the Civil Service is not attacked.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have read section 2,
and it applies to any employé, whether belonging
to the Civil Service or any other service ; it applies
to the Militia Service, and to every other service ;
it applies to people living in the country, and to
people outside who may come into this country for
the purpose of obtaining a knowledge of facts and
of divulging those facts afterwards, the cognisance
of which outside may be injurions to the State.
Now, if any dispatch has been sent over froin
England, I am sure it is merely a request. A Bill
was transmitted te us, with a suggestion that we
should introduce it into the Parliament of Canada.
The hon. gentleman says there is some terrible
thing behind this Act. I can assure the lion. gen-
tleman that there is nothing in the Act which does
not appear on the face of it. I have stated to the
House what I know about it, and I think the
measure is not open to the charges which have been
made against it by the hon. gentleman.

Mr. MITCHELL. The lion. gentleman has not
answered my point. I have asked him to read
section 2:

"i Every erson who, by means of his holding, or having
eld an.ofce under Her Maiesty, has lawfully or unlaw-

fully, either obtained possession of, or control over, any
document, sketch, plan, or model, or acquired any infor-
mation, and, at any time, corruptly, or contrary to his
official duty, communicates, or attempts to communicate,
sncb document, sketch, plan, model, or information, to
any person to whom the same ought not, in the interests
of the State, or otherwise in the public interest, to be
communicated at that time, is guilty of a breach of official
trust."
Now, I do not object to what the British Gevern-
ment may have asked, if they have asked any-
thing, and I do not doubt the hon. gentleman's
statement that they have ; but I want to see what
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that request is, and I want to know whether that in which an offence of this kind has occurred; but
request covers the points contained in this Bill, our conditions are changing all the time. It has
because I hold that section 2 goes far beyond what been deemed necessary that the fortifications of
the British Government can have requested. It Great Britain in Canada should be strengthened,
affects the Civil Service of this country, it casts an from time to time, on the Atlantic coast and on
insinuation and a slur upon the Civil Service; and the Pacific coast, and we hear to-day of these
before this House is asked to pass this legislation, fortifications being strengthened in the Maritime
the hon. gentleman should state whether any Provinces, and, in all probability, in British
occasion has arisen which calls for such an arbi- Columbia; and with the enormous treasure which
trary measure as this, reflecting upon the Civil Great Britain is willing to spend upon these fortifi-
Service of this country. If such an occasion has cations, it seems to nie the least this Parliament
occurred it should be stated to this House, in order can do is to say that the secrets which involve the
that we may judge of the necessity for this Act. defence of those fortifications, shall not be betrayed

without the betrayer suffering punishment.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The section to which Mr. MITCHELL. I know that it is trespass-the bon. member for Northumberland has called ing upon the time of the House, but think itattention has probably less apphecation to the necessary to put myself right after the remarks ofCivil Service than to any other branch of employ- the Minister of Justice. The .hon. gentleman hiasment in Canada, because it is less likely that an omitted to recognise the point I stated at the out-officer of the Civil Service would be in possession set of my remarks, that if the British Governmentof information and have the means of betraying has called for an Act of this kind, in order to pro-that information, than almost any other ciass of tect hier arsenals and fortifications in Canada in

persons who miglit be in any way connected with rsett mrprifrainbigfrihc
the fortifications of the country. Sub-section 2 i spetoVosiprs, op 1s er inomthis o e n be ing risissips o hret trsy u st to outsidlers, thes I slet ti Government brinsimply dreeed against breaches of by publie down the document and take the House into theirofficers and by persons wlîo have bad empinyment confidence, and we wili pass the measure at once.
from the Government, and the possibilities of But the lion. gentleman bas steadily avoided deal-betrayal of trust of that kind are much more ing with the one point which is seriously objection-likely mu connection with persons outside the able. The hon. gentleman says that section 2Civil Service, who may occasionally have had applies less to the Civil Service than to any otheremployment in or about the fortifications of the branch of the Government, and asks why shouldcountry, than with persons who are connected we refuse the British Government the right towith the Civil Service. But it is not considered we refusen temp e Brtis Govren Vs or orglit t

berogatory ny ruschB e rmlome to ege and who gîve information to the enemy? No sipe,late against aches of truskby personbena we ants to refuse them; everyone is willin to gistein tliat em.ployînent. XVe know that breaches of tbmta oe.N temto Dh iitre
trust occasionally occur in every employment, Justice to place me on a false trail will succeed.
public or private, and no stigma is attached to any What I object to in this Bill is, chiefly, that under
branch of service, publi or private, by declarig section 2 it brings in the whole Civil Service, anis,
witb that employfnent is a crime. The whole gist if we are seeking to legislate in this way, we ought
wit thatileimptloymenait is ces. fr hole p- to know whether any cases have occurred in theof the Bill is this: that it is necessary for the pur- Civil Service where information has been furnished.
poses of the whole Empire-and no less and no more I have very great respect for the Civil Service of
for any other part of the Empire than Canada-tha t this country, and before the Government adoptsiilar legislation should exist for the preservation such legislation, they should state if any necessity
of Vhe defences of the country. With tiat view sc eiltote hudsaei n eest
ofth eisfetines f n cont. it tgat vw exists for it. The hon. Minister states that it isthis legislation has been adopted n England, and no slur on the Civil Service to pass legislation of
she has senat to ier dependency here, mi which this character ; but I say it is a reflection on theshe has great fortifications, and in, which she is service, and unless some necessity is pointed outerectmdg other fortifications for our defence, and for it, and unless there are grounds for securing itshe judges it expedient that legislation which she on account of past occurrences, it should not be
has found necessary there, should be placed on our onrdbStatute-book. It is more to the interest of this granted.
country that this legislation should be adopted Motion agreed to, and Bil read the second tinse.
than it is to the interest of the mother country.
When we are asked what necessity can possibly WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.
exist for legislation of this description, I submit House again resolved itseif into Committee 'f
that better evidence cannot possibly exist than the Ways and Means.
fact that this legislation has been thought necessary
in the Imperial Parliament and bas been adopted
there; that is better evidence of its necessity than
the production of any solitary instance which has Animais living, nameiy, cattîs, sheep and logs,

occurred in this country, of the betrayal of an per cent. ad valoreS.
official secret. This country has never been so Mr. MULOCK. When we were in Commîttee
menaced by any foreign foe as to make it worth of Ways and Means before, I called the attention
while that the defences of the country should be of the Minister of Finance Vo some ratier indis-
betrayed, or its secrets betrayed, to a foreign creet or extreme language le iad made use Of iii
power. I do not know myself of an instance in tle course of lis remarks, and I expressed the lp 5

the history of Canada as now constituted, or in tiat le would ses fit Vo witldraw tie remarks he
the history of British North America, since its made in regard Vo members on this side Of the
fortifications and defences have been constructed, -Rouse. He hesitated Vo do go on that occasion'

Mr. MiTenELi-
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but I trust, having thought the matter over and those speeches and see them reported abroad, the
iaving slept on it, he has now returned to his more we must be convinced that the people of the
equaiiinity and good judgment, and is prepared to United States, reading the reports of the speeches
do so. This side of the 1House has invariably delivered here by hon. gentlemen in high positions,
treated the hon. gentleman with marked courtesy, must come to the conclusion that there is something
and lie lias only received that treatment which he in the charge made that the policy of the Minister
properly earned for himself by his treatment of this of Finance, and those associated with himjn in the
side of the House. But in connection with debate conduct of the Government, is inimical to the peo-
the other niglit he, for the time being, forgot ple of the neighboring republic. We all know that
liimnseif, and a plain duty now devolves upon hin, such is not the case, that there is no such intention.
tliat of withdrawing the remarks he made and the
insinuations lie cast out against the bond fides of 1 Mr. LANDERKIN. It is inimical to our own
the criticisms of members of the Opposition, or, at interests.
all events, of those who spoke on that particular Mr. CURRAN. I will allow the hon. member
occasion. His observations followed immediately for Grey (Mr. Landerkin) to speak all the after-
sone renarks I offered, and, therefore, so far as I noon when I have finished, and I do not intend to
am concerned, I call on him to withdraw those occupy more than a few moments. It is most
obszervations, and if he does not do so, I shall feel unfortunate that the expressions should have been
quite free on all occasions, if such is pariamenîtary used that have been used by hon. gentlemen
practice, to suggest that the words and statements opposite. There is not one single vulnerable point
of the Finance Minister contain a meaning which in Canadian affairs that has not been pointed out.
is, not ordimarily or, perhaps, in a parliamentary We have heard, time and again, statements
sense attributed to them. No doubt the hon. gen- uttered that, on certain points, it was competent
tiemnani remembers quite clearly what lie said, and for the people on the other side of the line to
knows cxactly to what I refer. strike a blow at our interests; and all those points

1r. WILSON (Elgin). The hon. member for have been so often indicated that really it looks as
Nortli York (Mr. Mulock) is perfectly justified in though it was an invitation to do so. On the other
the course lie lias taken. There is no evidence hand, there had been repeated, the other niglit, a
tiat the stateinents made by hon. gentlemen statenent which was refuted on a former occasion
oi this side of the House would lead to the result in this House. It was stated by one of those lion.
wlicl the hon. Minister suggested, and it is only gentlemen wlo spoke that niglit, tiat a feeling of
fair on his part, having made use of words im- antipathy and hostility to tle American Union
puting serions motives to hon. gentlemen on this was manifested by the Canadian people during the
side of the House, lie sLould withdraw them. 1 civil war. That was stated by my hon. friend
certainly feel, having immediately followed tle the leader of tle Opposition last year, and replied
ion. niember for North York, that the Finance to by the leader of the Government, who pointed
Minister iaving insinuated that it was a crime for out not only the nuiber of young men from
the Opposition to speak as they had spoken, he Canada who had been enrolled under tle banier
thereby inputed to that lion. gentleman that lie was of the North in that great war, but who pointed
a criiinal for having made the remarks lie offered.
I do not think the Minister of Finance desires the from Secretary Seward the thanks of the American
imîîputation to go abroad that because the hon. Government for tle course they had pursued. But
member for North York (Mr. Mulock) made use of tiere is something more than that. )Ye have evi-
certain remarks, he is guilty of any wrong or com- deuce, not merely in officiai documents, but we have
maitted a criminal remark. evidence of utterances of public men in Canada

Mr. ULOK. ie aplid i to iaew-loleduring the time that great war was being waged ;re MULOCK. He applied it to the woleworthy
party. of being repeated here to-day, showing exactiy

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am well aware of that what were the.sentiments of the Canadian people
fact, and I am included in it. The slur was cast at that time. I shah take the liberty of quoting
upon us that we were not only criminals, but we a brief passage from a speech delivered by a
Were pursuing a course injurions to the country at gentleman who occupied a position as Minister of
large, and one that was liable to be followed by the Crown in Canada, and delivered upon the
serious consequences. Unless the Minister can subject of Canadian interests in the American
furnish proof, lie should withdraw the expressions. civil war. I refer to the lamented Hon. Thomas

i D'Arcy MGee. Hlie said :

civil war. That wTsestaservatimyshthatfhave

r. Cu RRAN. The observations that have
fallen f rom lion. gentlemen on the other side of theRouse cannot have been made in seriousness.
.le Minister of Finance stated that it was criminal,in his estimation, to pursue a certain course, ando doubt in using that expression he meant to saytlat, whatever the intentions of the party mightthe effect would be injurions, and seriouslyiiJurious, to the people of Canada. The fact oftue nmatter is, that the more we consider the
cOurse pursued by certain hon. gentlemen opposite,and the speeches delivered by them, the more we
are COnv'inced, even they do not see it themselves,tllat they are inflicting very serions injury on the
Peopie of the country; and the more we listen to

" We can afford to speak of the American system in
this hour of its agony, in the glowing language of their
finest poet :

'Thou, too, sail on, O Ship of State!
Sail on, O Union, strong and great !
Humanity with all its fears,
With all the hopes of future years,
Is hanging breathless on thy fate!
We know what Master laid the keel
What Workmen wrought thy ribs of steel,
Who made each mast, and sail, and rope;
What anvils rang, what hammers beat
Where shaped the anchors of thy hope.'

"We do not-to continue the poet's image-while the
ship is driving on the rocks, her signal gun pealing for aid
above the din of the tempest, we do not lurk along the
shore, gloating over her danger, in hope of enriching our-
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selves by the wreck. No, God forbid 1 Such is not th
feeling of the people in Canada. On the contrary so fa
the public opinion can be heard throughout the britis
Empire or the UnitedStates, their wish would be thatth
republic, as it was twelve months ago, might live t
celebrate in concord, in 1876, the centenary of its in
dependence. We prefe r our own institutions to theirs
but our preference is rational, not rancorous; we ma-
think, and we do think, it would have been well for them
to have retained more than they did retain of the long
tried wisdom of their ancestors; we may think, and w
do think, that their overthrow of ancient precedents an
venerable safeguards was too sweeping in 1776; but a
between continental peace and chrouie civil war, a
between natural right and oligarchical oppression; a
between the constitutional majority and the lawles
minority; as between free intercourse and armed fron
tiers; as between negro emancipation and a revival o
the slave trade ; as between the golden rule and thi
cotton crop of 1861; as between the revealed unity of thi
race and t he heartless heresy of African bestiality; a
between the North and South in this deplorable contest
I rest firmly in the belief, that all that is most liberal
most intelligent, and most magnanimous in Canada an(
the Empire, is for the continental peace, for constitutiona
arbitrament, for universal, if gradual emancipation, fo
free intercourse, for justice, mercy, civilisation and thi
North."

Those were the expressions of that gentleman wh
represented so worthily so large a section of th
Canadian people in the councils of the nation of thai
time. He spoke the sentiments not only of thai
section of the people, but lie spoke the sentiment
of all those who felt that popular institutions were
on trial there,and who desired to see the triumph,
as lie said," of justice, mercy, civilisation and the
North," in that dreadful contest. But, Sir, whilsi
we have that evidence, whilst we have these words
received with ringing cheers in one of the greai
centres of Canada, we have gentlemen upon tht
floor of this House, during the present debate,
attempting to irritate the people of the United
States, and to make thein feel that there was a
malignant sentiment in Canada towards them at
that time, and that we were inimical to their in-
stitutions and to their consolidation as a nation.
Is it suppoi el that this course can be pursued, that
people can be wounded in their tenderest sensibi-
lities, that these things can be hurled broadcast
all over the land, and be repeated, and reiterated,
and printed and reprinted, and that such ut-
terances will be considered as being made in
a friendly spirit towards Canada, while we know
that we are dealing with a people who are a great
commercial nation, a people who are the most sen-
sitive nation in the world; and if these sensibili-
ties are to be offended in this manner, and if it is
to be pointed out that we are unfriendly to them,
what can we expect but retaliation at their hands.
Yet that is the course pursued by hon. gentle-
men opposite; it is the course they announced on
the floor of this House the other night and as is
recorded in Hansard. ,We feel, and I believe the
people of Canada feel, that we have just one policy
to pursue in connection with the present state of
affairs. We know that it has been in the past,
that i4 is now, and that it will likely be in the
future, the desire of the great majority of the
American people to annex this country to the
United States. It has been their policy all along.
Their poets have sung it, their orators have spoken
it, and their statesmen are shaping their policy for
it, and all this talk of unrestricted reciprocity has
merely the one tendency in that direction. If
we wish to be a great people; if we wish to
be a nation ; if we wish our people to con-
tinue on in the path they are treading, and

Mr, CURRAN.

e to arrive at their national destiny, and not
r to be engulfed in the nei hboring republic,h . 9 8 "
e nor to lose their self-governing power, we must
o carry on a truly national policv for ourselves. The

policy adopted on the other side is not one likely
to conciliate the people of Canada. The United
States have been threatening all kinds of things,

- not merely on the stump, but in Presidential
Messages, as we saw during the last Presidential

s election, when, through no fault of Canada, Mr.
s President Cleveland having failed to carry out his
s object-for mere electioneering purposes, I pre-
- sume-sought to have retaliation inflicted upon
f Canada. We have read the recent proposition in
e the United States, in the resolution introduced a
s few days ago in Congress, and which bas been

sought to be explained by my hon. friends on the
other side. Now, what is the expression of the
Irish Canadian newspaper of Toronto, with regard

r to that proposed tariff:
"Is it intended, by this latest tariff shuffle, to 'starve

Canadians into annexation?' If that be the object, it
will fail, as did the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty,
which was to have brought Canada as a suitor for admis-
sion into the Union. Thatattempt at national bulldozing

t had a contrary effect; it proved, indeed, a blessing in
disguise, for it put Canadians on their mettle,and demon-
strated what a people could do when thrown upon their
swn resources. The attdempt made ow will unevitably
end with the same result."
I am glad to be able to quote these sentiments
from a paper such as the Irish Canadian. It
shows that not merely among one section of the
people, but in the entire people of Canada, there
is a determination that Canada shall exist as a
nation, and a determination to develop it to its
greatest extent. While I am satisfied that hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House,
especially the hon. gentleman who some time ago
proposed a resolution of which we all approvetd
expressive of our loyalty to the Sovereign of this
Empire, are truly and genuinely patriotic, the
course they have been pursuing for the purpose of
upsetting this Government is one that is doing us
vast and incalculable injury, in the minds of those
with whom they say we ought to have more
extensive commercial relations. They tell us that
the people of the United States will not give.us
any other treaty than one which is likely to wlPe
out our industries, and place our farming population
in the depressed condition in which the farming
population of the United States have been shown'
on both sides of the House to be at the present
time, and in the humorous speech of Bill Nye read
the other night by the hon. gentleman from NCw
Brunswick, we had a confirmation of the stateient
that the condition of the farmers of the United
States is infinitely worse than the condition
of the farmers of Canada. That has been
superabundantly proved. And these hon. gentle-
men wish us to go into partnership with people in
that condition. But if such would be the condi-
tion of our farmers, what would be the condi-
tion of the manufacturers of this country ? 1v
would be what it was in the days where hon. gen-
tlemen opposite occupied the Treasury benches of
this country : Canada would again becone a
slaughter market for the United States, and every
sensible man knows that not one of our industries
could exist for twelve months against the flooding
of this country with the manufactures of the
United States ; and after our manufacturing
industries would be destroyed and our farnrs
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would be reduced to the condition of the farmers who were the public men in Canada of any note
on the other side of the line-after ruin and who ever avowed annexation proclivities, and I
desolation would be brought to every home in the can inform the hon. gentleman that he will find
Dominion-then what would we do ? We might one of them to be not the least eminent of the
then turn to annexation, or if the Americans meibers of the present Government. In fact,
should lose their hope of bringing us to that, they although he has not a seat in this House, and
might say to us, " Now that you have been therefore was not exposed to the hon. gentleman's
dragged through this crisis, we will put an end to criticisms, I think the hon. gentleman would add
this treaty and let you shift for yourselves ; " and him to the others who do possess a little brains.
then we would have to begin again and build up From first to last the hon. gentleman knows per-
those industries which an insane policy of unres- fectly well that there were no men in Canada who
tricted reciprocity had destroyed. If hon. gen- avowed annexation proclivities more than t hose
tlemen opposite entertain a desire for annexation, whom hon. gentlemen opposite delighted to honor ;
for my part I would like to see them come out boldly and it ill becomes them to throw such a taunt
and ask for it; if they think that annexation across the floor of this House, when we know that
would be for the material and moral benefit of those who were each and all colleagues of the
this country, let them come out openly and say so. present Premier were dyed to the heart in annex-
But I believe there is no desireamong the people of ation sentiment. If they wish to find annexation
Canada to involve themselves in the problems which tendencies, they can find them among their friends
are staring the American people in the face, without going outside of the walls of this Chamber.
and whiclh will not trouble this country for fifty But I am surprised to hear a gentleman who repre-
years to come. I believe there is no desire on the sents a great manufacturing city rising and tell-
part of the people of Canada to change their pre- ing us that if the Canadianmanufacturers got a fair
sent position. They only desire to be left to field and no favor, they would be threshed out of
develop their resources in their own way, whether the field in twelve months. If there is an unpat-
it benefits one country or the other, or reacts even riotic or a degrading sentiment or one which
against the mother country. But it is only just shows, in the opinion of one of the most promin-
and fair, that those who feel that greater advantages ent supporters of the National Policy, what the
are to be derived from throwing in our lot with the National Policy has done for Canadian manufac-
people on the other side of the line, should not tures, it is the statement that after ten or eleven
attempt to bring that about in any roundabout, years of the most oppressive taxation for robbing
sneaking way, but should come out boldly and say the people of this country by tens and hundreds of
just what they mean. But I think I speak the millions for the purpose of fostering those manu-
minds of those who have sent me here, when I say factures, they are not to-day able to stand for
that we are satisfied with Canada as it has been twelve months on their own basis. On behalf of
governed in the past, believing that there is a great every honest manufacturer in Canada, on behaîf of
and glorious future for our country, which we may every manufacturer who is not a member of a con-
all labor to bring about, but which will be retarded bine, wlo is not a subsidiser of the present Goveru-
if the enemy is to be placed in possession of every ment as well as a suhsidised agent of it, I wholly
arn that can be used against us, whether wittingly repudiate sucl a statement as an unwarranted aî-
or unwittingly, by gentlemen who pretend to tack on the manufacturers of this country. What
speak here in a patriotic spirit for the people of isthispolicyfromfirsttolast? Itisasubservient
Canada. I believe that no man who is a patriot imitation of the American policy in contradiction
should show where the blow can be struck against to the British policy which my hon. friend and I
his country, either agriculturally or industrially; fought and feu for. We fougt and feu for the
I think the greatest mistake any public man can policy of tle British Empire, the policy of a reve-
make is to point out the weaknesses of his own nue tarif, a policy of just taxation which would
country to those with whom that country may take no more ont of the poor man than out of the
have to deal; and I am satisfied that the patriotic rich. What is the policy of these hon. gentlemen?
words used by the hon. Finance Minister the other A servile imitation of the American policy for the
night, expressed the true sentiments of the Can- classes against the masses, for creating a hust of
adian people, and struck a cord that reverberated plutocrats to help them tlrough election times,
throughout the length and breadth of the land, and for the impoverishment of 500,0W farmers for
found its expression in the cheers that were heard tle benefit of 500 millionaires. That is the
in this Hlouse; I believe that lie spoke the true American
feelings of the Canadian people as a whole, when he ricans are getting tired of, and which in a few
said that they would stand by Canadian institu- years, I hope to eee theiu utterly repudiate. It is
tions, and stand by the policy that has made those the policy we have good reasons for believing the
institutions flourish. majorityof the Americanpeople areprepared to repu-

diate to-day, in order to returuto a commun sense,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I congratu- intelligent policy such as we advocate-te policy

late my hon. friend the Minister of Finance on the of not imposing one single tax on the peuple which
amnount of oil that his supporter has poured on the the necessities of the country and the revenue do
troubled waters, and it is evident that such not require. What are we asked to do now? The
speeches as the one we have just listened to are Minister of Finance tells us that we have a surplus
calculated to facilitate the progress of a resolution of $2,750,000. Whatdidhspredecessor, Sirliarles
imposing an increased tax of 10 per cent. on cattle, Tupper, tell mewhenl hadasurplusof hall amillion?
sheep and hogs. I have one or two words to say e told me that I had no right to have a surplus; that
to my hon. friend from Montreal Centre (Mr. if a surplus existed, it was the bounden duty of the
Curran). I know something of the history of this Government to take immediate Bteps to restorecountry as well as the hon. gentleman. I recollect that surplus to the peuple by reducing taxation.
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That was the policy of Sir Charles Tupper, our pre-
sent High Commissioner, and the hon. the Minister
of Finance, who was not then in the House, will
find that recorded in extenso in Sir Charles Tupper's
speech in 1875, when he attacked me, from the
identical seat I now occupy, because I presumed
to think it desirable under the circumstances, to
make a surplus of $500,000. Times indeed have
changed with a vengeance. But there is one good
thing to which I want to call the attention of this
House and country. We have had the most extra-
ordinary difficulty in getting from these bon.
gentlemen the admission, and in explaining to the
people, that each and every profession by which
they got power, not merely at the last general
election, but at the first election which restored
them to office, was utterly and entirely at variance
with their real sentiments. What was the lan-
guage used by the Finance Minister in reply to a
motion of mine made two years ago, advising that
an attempt be made to negotiate with the United
States ? Did he venture to tell us then, that he
was opposed to all reciprocity ? Not a bit of it.
Let the House look at the hon. gentleman's resolu-
tion, and they will find there a declaration that
the policy of the Government was to obtain reci-
procity, if they could obtain it on reasonable
terms. But what did the lion. gentleman tell us the
other evening ? He told us, following humbly in
the wake of the President of the Council, that he
was utterly opposed to that policy which be said
we had been seeking to obtain fortwenty-five years,
and that lie was now going to discard it.

Mr. FOSTER. The lion. gentleman has made a
strong assertion. Will lie be kind enough to look
up the Hansard, whicli is before him, and sub-
stantiate that statement ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will. What
the hon. gentleman said was this :

" We have been looking for the last twenty-five years
in vain for an offer of a reciprocity treaty between us and
the country to the south of us, and when at last the trend
of events has gone to show that we will not obtain such a
treaty, we may as well tread our independent path."
That is to say, that this Government, having been
three times over-entreated to make the first, ordin-
ary, common overture, which common sense dic-
tates, to the people of the United States, to
commence negotiations with them, with the view
of laying the foundation for obtaining a proper
treaty of reciprocity, and having each time
deliberately refused that proposition and voted it
down by their mechanical majority in this House.

An hon. MEMBER. And the country as well.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. After they
have thrice made it as clear to the people of the
United States as they could, that they had not the
slightest disposition or intention, in any shape or
form, to negotiate a treaty with the United States,
they now turn round and tell us, forsooth, that
they are going to tread their own independent path.
That is to say, they utterly refuse the proposal made
at our instance, to negotiate with the United States,
and when they find that the natural, the inevitable
result of their insane policy is that the people of the
United States-judging in this respect, I believe,
unfairly, or at least incorrectly, of the real wish of the
great majority of the people of Canada, but judging
correctly according to ordinary usage, and accept-
ing the declaration of the hon. gentleman and his

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

supporters as fairly representing the minds of the
people of Canada-when the United States are
proposing a measure like this, then the hon. gen-
tleman turns round and says: We could not
obtain reciprocity. How did the Government
expect to obtain it ? Did they expect to obtain it
by proclaiming to the whole world, and notably to
the people of the United States, that they would
not entertain a proposition looking to negotia-
tions with the United States at any price? For
that is what they did And now we have the
President of the Council declaring that even
the most partial and modified interchange of
natural products would be a calamity to the
people of Canada. I say again, I thank the hon.
gentlemen for having dropped the mask and shown
to the farmers of Canada how hollow and false
were their pretensions, how completely they are in
the hands of the combines, their paymasters, how
utterly indifferent they are to the great interests
of the great bulk of the people, and notably to the
interests of the great bulk of the agricultural class,
when it comes in contact with any of these
pampered manufacturers for whose benefit, and
whose benefit alone, this whole tariff is devised.
What good are our farmers going to get out of
your paltry increase of duty of 10 per cent. on
animals or 1i cents a pound on pork ? These are
not worth one farthing. The whole duty will not
do the farmers a tenth part as much good as would
the abolition of the duty on corn, which would go
to feed the pork. And, in the same way, this step
which the hon. gentleman is taking, and which I
tell him is retaliation, and retaliation of a most
absurd and suicidal kind, is a direct invitation
and incentive to the United States Congress to
pass in its entirety the Bill now under their con-
sideration. Sir, it was most inpolitic and most
unstatesmanlike for the Government of Canada,
while that Bill was just in its initiatory stages, to
put in the hands of its supporters such a weapon as
was done by these resolutions. I say it was a most
absurd act, if you look at the enormous volume of
trade affected on the one side, and the utterly in-
significant results to be attained on the other.
It is the most insane act I have ever known the
Government to commit. It has but one parallel,
and that is the parallel known to this House, when
we endangered a lumber trade of some twentY
millions of dollars a year for the sake of a paltry
export duty, which the Government were obliged
to remove some six or twelve months after. But
to revert for one momont to the question of an-
nexation. There happen to be a very few men, who
were formerly in Canada, and who are fanatic
annexationists, and I commend to the attention of
this House a fact that has been noticed here be-
fore, that the most pronounced annexationist--the
gentleman who of all others has made himself
most conspicuous of late as an annexationist-
declared he would infinitely prefer to support the
policy of the First Minister than our policy on this
side. Here we have true annexationists at heart,
who believe that the policy of the Government is
doing more to create annexation sentiments in the
country than anything else which bas ever oc-
curred.

Mr. CURRAN. When the hon. gentleian
stood up and made some observations with regard
to the slight applicability of my speech to the item
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under consideration, I thought he was going to they have experienced for sore years past. They
cone back to the subject of discussion, but whilst know that, througl the instrumentality of the
lie has devoted a considerable amount of time to a National Policy, they have no such degrading
speech which has so little relation to the subject, positions to go through as they lad wlen the hon.
I notice that the salient points brought out, gentleman was in power. We fiad the people
or sought to be brought out by me lie contending now against adverse interests, it is true,
entirely avoided. He started out with a not but boping and believîng that, under the enlight-
very good-humored onslaught upon certain gentle- ened policy of the present Goverument, there
nen, one of whom, he says, is still living, while the are good days for thern in the future. The hon.
others have disappeared from the scene, and lie gentleman may say that tle people are wastîng
says they were annexationists. I think, if any under the present tarif lundreds and lundreds of
miln deserves respect, it is the man who comes out millions. Tbis only shows low careful the hon.
and says what lie means ; but, if any one deserves gentleman is in lis statements to the fraction of a
contemîpt, it is the man who shows to another cent. Tle people may not pay very mucl attention
country the points in which his country can be to his statement, and certainly tley will not wlen
attacked, and, whenever lie opens his lips, gives tley remeuber the resuits of bis management of
aid and comfort to the enemy. Will the hon. gen- finances in the past. He wound up by stating that
tîinan deny that lie has stated what I have pointed a certain gentleman on the other side of tle border,
out and have proved to be false, what this country who had declared himself an annexationist, stated
knows to be false-that the people of Canada that lie would prefer to support tle policy of thus
were unfriendly to the people of the United States Goverument to the policy of the Opposition. Does
during their great civil war ; will lie deny that that the hon, gentleman forget that the gentleman to
statenent was injurious to Canada and that it was wlim lie refers was in this buse as a supporter
likely to injure our relations with them ? Can he of the party now in Opposition ? Does lie forget
controvert my authority ? Did lie not admit that that lie was so strong a supporter of the lion. gen-
Secretary Seward had congratulated the Canadian teman that they were like brothers, tat they

overnuent? Canliedenythe words usedonkthe waked ahi in arm and agreed upon everytbing.
floor of this Parliament by the late 1on. D'Arcy I Nelieve that gentleman left bis country for is

Can lie deny that every suggestion injuri- countrys good, and a would wisl that ah annexa-
ous to Canada bas been made by is frgends in tionists would leave this country as he did, and
tiis Parliament, even to suggesting the placing allow true and loyal Canadians to manage their
a luty on liens' eggs ? Yet lie canbot see that country in their best interest.
in the statements wliicli lie and bis friends have M. PATERSON (Brant). I am sorry to say

moareleood daysrforlthemginnthetfuture.sThe hon.

commderciy alrs anada. 1the go e o tthen that the general opinion is that the present Cabinetu at Ia nofatre Canad ian ane aron o t iu rather weak in its composition, and especiayuaotc1 beause, omigro a geat anfac- imn regard to matters of trade and commerce. Theytgria have not many men in their ranks who understandconstituency, I point ont that in tweive muct of that matter. My bon. friend froni Soutb
iontls of reciprocity the greater part of our Manu- Oxford lias pointed out that our manufacturng

facturing industries would lie wiped out. Tbat interests coud hold their own wit those of the
is ino criterion of their present status. That lias U7nited States if tliey liad a faim field and no favor,iiothing to do witl the fact of their being ou a but the ion, gentleman opposite says that the
good hasis now hsbut we can quite understand
that, witb reciprocity, the Americans would turu Amemcans would send their good into Canada and
il, their goods here by the carioad and would siaugliter tliem liere under cost price.
siaugiter tlem iG this country, as we bave lad Some ton. MEMBERS. Hear, Oear.
expermence before. We know wbat took place iii Mr. PATERSON (Brant). " Hear, hear," says
the past, and I can tell the lion, gentleman that, a gentleman on the lack bencles, who appears to
80 long as ths genemation lives, twey will not for- have as muci commercial knowledge as tlie hon.
get the soup kitchen policy which was inaugurated member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran). Sup-
J'Y ' hin at that timue. pose that, uade r reciprocal trade relations, these

Mr. LANDEIRKIN. You are running down gentlemen were engaged in the foundmy business,
SeIr country. and that their stoves were sent in here at 10 per

Mm. CURRAN. I know you cannot stand it. cent. below the price for whieh tliey could be
for ofAt Prlin b canhe sa n D'Arcy. made there, and below the price for whcli theyMGe ?ane dn tha erysstion inuri- could lie sold in the United States. I do not tbink,Mr. CURRAN. We, whb o saw these soup if I were in that business, it would ruin me ifkitchens in existence these stoves were sent in in that way, because if it

tan LANDERKIN And, n he U o missed would close my foundry I would buy those stoves
er loh and sel them in the United States were the hin

Mm URN.W h swtee opkt price was maintained. Then liow long would they
u thatJPPN Ie am not a true Canadian and continue that business? One transaction wouldioens, wben Joe Beef was giving bread free, and show them their folly, and terminate such a course

tlin deputations froI evemy bran of industry on their part. But w ay snould it close my
In ee coming ere for relief, know that the hon. foundry? I cou d do better than allow it to lie

gentieman opposite tuned lie back on them, idle, for not only coutd 1 seli their own make at a
b)ecause, as lie said, he knew what politicaleconorny profit in their own country, but I could work MyIls antid they did iot even understand their own own manwfactory iee barder than ever and sel the
business. Now the People of Canada are not likely products of it in their high market as well. The
to accept the political gospel of ion. gentlemen contention of ghe lon. gentleman is the grossest
iPPosite after the comparative prosperity which absurdity in regard to trade and commerce that 
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ever heard used in this House. If they do not
take that ground, they are forced upon the other
ground, which is denounced by the hon. member
for South Oxford as unworthy ground, that of
publishing in trumpet tones, as he did in this
House and to the people of the country, that the
people of Canada are unable to hold their own with
the United States in a free, fair market, with
equal competition, no advantage being given to
them. Sir, I repudiate it on behalf of the manu-
facturers, as I believe the manufacturers them-
selves will repudiate it. Nothing more need be
said to a gathering of men who are supposed to be
acquainted with the first ordinary principles of
trade and commerce, in refutation of what the
hon. gentleman said.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman bas evi-
dently been overflowing for some days, and he bas
been trying to keep down the safety-valve of his
political steam, and now that he has let it off, it is to
be hoped he will feel better. I would just say that
the remarks that have dropped from the bon. mem-
ber for NorthYork (Mr. Mulock), with regard to the
remarks of the Finance Minister, were very proper,
and I think my hon. friend has very properly taken
exception to the language of the Finance Minister. I
think it is unfair that the hon. gentleman opposite
should have used the language he did towards hon.
inembers on this side of the House. We are discussing
a great and important question. The House will
remember that when the member for North York
drew the attention of the Finance Minister to this
question, he reminded the Minister that the latter
had previously stated that it is not for the pur-
pose of revenue that he was proposing this duty-
at least he led the House to understand that.
Now, if it is not for the purpose of revenue that he
is imposing this additional duty of 10 per cent.
upon cattle and sheep coming into this country
from the United States, we would like to know
what the purpose is? If he says it is for the pur-
pose of protection, the Trade and Navigation
Returns show clearly that cannot be the object,
because it was clearly shown upon that occasion
that no animals of that kind are imported into the
older Provinces of this Dominion. They have
been imported into the North-West, but not into
the older Provinces. He puts an additional duty
of 10 per cent. upon sheep, when it has been shown
that only one sheep was brought into the Province
of Ontario. Does the hon. gentleman want to con-
vince the Ontario farmers that he is aiding them
by putting a duty upon sheep coming from the
United States, when, during the last year, they
only brought in one'? It cannot be for the pur-
pose of procuring a revenue that he is doing it;
he is, therefore, thrown upon the other horn of the
dilemma, that it is for the purpose of retaliation,
and it is evident that such is his purpose. Now,
there is another important matter that, I think,
should be pointed out. The Committee of Ways
and Means of the United States Congress have,
undoubtedly, been deliberating upon a Bill to
increase the duty upon products coming from
Canada to the United States. That Bill has not
yet become law, although it has been before that
committee, and although they have, to some extent,
adopted some of its provisions. But, after all, it
has got to pass through several more stages before
it becomes the law of the United States. Now,

Mr. PATERsoN (Brant).

our Government here bas taken a step in advance
of what has been done in the United States in the
direction of retaliation, because they are coming
before this House with a Bill, backed by their
supporters, declaring retaliation in regard to cattle
and sheep. It is exceedingly imprudent on the
part of the Government to ask the consent of this
House to a measure of that kind, until such time
as it is clearly proved by the action of the United
States Congress that they are legislating in the
direction of retaliation. I say that their action
shows, on the face of it, that hon, gentlemen
opposite are determined, by every item of legisla-
tion that they can pass, to show the Americans
that they do not want any closer trade relations
with them. The President of the Council has
said so, the Finance Minister has virtually sanc.
tioned that statement by the language that has
been read by the hon. member for South Oxford,
and the Government are evidently committed to
that course. They have made up their minds that
whatever may become of the farming community
of this country, however much they may require
closer trade relations with the United States, ho-w-
ever hampered their financial condition may be,
the Government are determined that, sink or
swim, they will stick to the National Policy and
the manufacturers of the country. That is the de-
cision they have come to, that is the course they
are bound to carry out. I contend that, in the
discussion of this question, the Finance Minister
used language that was not at all courteous to this
side of the House, and I say that the bon. member
for North York, in demanding a retraction of that
language, is doing what is just to every member of
this House, in a parliamentary sense. Let me
read what the hon. gentleman said. He will find
it on page 3193 of the Hansard :

" We have been looking for the last 25 years in vain for
an offer of a reciprocity treaty between us and the coun-
try to the south of us, and when at last the trend of
events has gone to show that we will not obtain such a>
treaty, we may as well tread our independent path ; we
may as well be a country now, and do what we honestly
consider to be best for the country through and through,
and if we mneet difficulties we will meet them like ueo,
but not act the part of cravens, and sinply fall down and
do nothing."
Now these are the words we take exception to:

" I will go one step further. I hold it to be criminal
almost-I may say without that restriction 'almost,
that I hold it to be criminal for any party to endeavor to
create the idea in this country, and in the country to the
south of us, that we are animated with a malicious mo-
tive of retaliating against them."

Now, I hold that the hon. Finance Minister had no
right to use these words as regard the hon. me-
bers on this side of the House. We have sinply
been saying that the Government, by the course
they are taking, have proved that they are adopt-
ing a policy of retaliation. If they have not sid
so in words, they have said so by the Acts which

they have been prompted to bring before this
House, and by forcing them through before the
Americans have given effect to their retaliation
policy, if they have any. I say this Governmflent
are taking a step in advance of the American Go1
erninent; they are going one better. It shows
clearly that they are not disposed to conciliation;
they are disposed to irritate, provoke ana en
courage retaliation on the other side, by acts Of
retaliation on this side. That is the long and
short of it, and the hon. Finance Minister, i
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applying those words to hon. members en this side
of the House, committed an injustice ; had he
applied them to his own acts, and to the course he
has taken, the application would have been entirely
proper.

Mr. WALLACE. I think the hon. member for
Brant (Mr. Paterson) should have been a little more
inoderate in his assertions as to the ignorance of
members on this side of the House. He has accused
one Lon. member after another of the grossest
ignorance, of want of knowledge of commercial
business. Well, Sir, I suppose that his knowledge
of commercial business is in the line of joining com-
bines in trade in order to rob the people of this
country. That is one of his conceptions of the
proper method of conducting commercial business
in this country. His solution of the difficulty is
this: He tells us that if a stove can be imported
10 per cent. cheaper, he, as a stove dealer, would be
glad to buy those stoves at 10 per cent. under cost
and sell them to the people of this country. In
that case, what becomes of the laborers of this
country? What becomes of the foundries of this
country? Their employment would be gone, they
would be forced to seek for occupation in some
other country outside of Canada. I think we, as
Canadians, prefer the policy we have adopted, of
protecting our own industry, and of giving employ-
ment to our own people, as the one best adapted
for making the people of this country prosperous
and coutented at home. With regard to the state-
ments made and reiterated by lion. gentlemen
opposite, they have asked us, why put this duty
on live stock ? Why impose this duty, when the
hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) and
another hon. member told us that only one sheep
came into Ontario last year, and yet it is proposed
to impose an additional 10 per cent. to keep that
one sheep out. Is that a fair statement to place
before the country ? Do not hon. gentlemen know
that 43,225 sheep were imported into Canada dur-
ing last year.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Into what part?
Mr. WALLACE. Into every part of Canada.

We are here legislating for the great Dominion of
Canada, not for one Province exclusively. But, if
they had been imported into only one Province,
the case stands on precisely the same footing. For
this reason : If the people of one particular
Province required 43,000 sheep and could not get
them from the other Provinces, they must -import
them. Why should not the surplus in the other
Provinces have been sent to them-

Mr. LANDERKIN. The freight would have
eaten them up before they reached there.

Mr. WALLACE-and thus have encouraged
the farmers of the other Provinces ? Hon. gentle-
'men Opposite also lose sight of the fact that not
only 43,000 sheep were imported last year, but
also 4,000 horses, 3,900 swine and 748 horned
cattle. If a single live animal had not been
imported into Canada the argument for increasing
the duty still remains, for, in order to be consistent,the duties on live stock must be made equal with
the duties on dead meat. If we look at the Tradeand Navigation Returns of last year, what do wefind? Of butter and cheese, we imported last year
More than half a million pounds ; of bacon, ham,heef, mutton and pork and caned meats over

thirty-two million pounds. These are products of
the farm which our Canadian farmers can as well
raise and produce as can the farmers of other
countries. And what does that mean? It means
occupation, profitable employment to thousands of
our farmers and our people.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I rise to a point of order.
Are we discussing the item of pork ?

Mr. WALLACE. We are discussing it in this
way : duties on dead meats have a close relation
to live stock, one depending on the other.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is an axiom no one
will deny.

Mr. WALLACE. The increase in the imports of
dead meats and in beef alone is most astonishing. A
few years ago scarcely any of these products were
imported from the United States; but now they
are increasing steadily yearly, and no doubt if the
increased duty had not been imposed there would
have been an enormously increased importation of
beef next year. The Government are to be con-
gratulated on increasing the duties on farm pro-
ducts, in order to meet the wishes of the people,
and I hold that we should go forward and make a
tariff to suit the Canadian people and the interests
of Canada.

Mr. LANDERKIN. After the oratorical effort
of the patriot for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran),
I may, perhaps, be allowed to say a few words.
That hon. gentleman told us he would not say any-
thing to decry the country, neither in its present
nor in its past history. He told us how the policy
.that prevailed previous to protection had depre-
ciated and destroyed our industries. From the
Trade and Navigation Returns I have prepared a
statenent which shows our exportation of manu-
factured goods for several years, and if the hon.
gentleman had been present I should like to have
shown it to him and pointed out that at the very
time when he says our industries were standing
still we were exporting more manufactured goods
than we are exporting now. In 1876 we exported
manufactured goods to the value of $5,972,913, in
1877 to the value of $4,105,422, or a total for the two
yearsof$10,078,335. The hon.member for Montreal
Centre said that our industries had all gone to the
dogs at that time, that our people had left the
country and that everything was standiag still.
We will take three years under the policy instituted
by this Government. In 1886, when this benefi-
cent policy was in all its glory, we exported manu-
factures to the value of $2,834,137 ; in 1887, to the
value of $3,079,972 ; in 1888, $4,616,282 ; making
in the three years exports to the value of $10,529,-
381.

Mr. WALLACE. I rise to a question of order,
and I raise the same point as was brought forward
by the lion. gentleman.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman is
perfectly right to ask the question as to whether I
am in order ; but I will speak to the hon. gentle-
man in a moment. I want to show the House and
the country that during the three years our manu-
factories were in full headway under the National
Policy, we did not export so many manufactured
goods as we did in two years before protection. A
ew words now with respect to the hon. member

for West York (Mr. Wallace). The hon. gentleman
has reason to rejoice in this policy, becaue it has.
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-given him a stand in this country which he would profitable one,would embark their capital therein; thus,
not otherwise have attained. We would never have competition would regulate prices. In this way, rings
required an anti-Combines Bill but for this policy; f ngs couldnh
and if this Bill had not been required, the hon. of the Cobin B inr ed by my h fre
gentleman would never have been heard of. Oneo
of the reasons, therefore, why the hon. gentleman from West York (Mr. Wallace)? The hon. the
favors this policy is because it has served as a little President of the Council was educated in the
stepping-stone for him, and enabled him to move United States, and I have no doubt it was a very
against the combines system, which we predicted good sehool; but le and his friends have told us
years ago must result from a policy of protection. abou ed condition of agriculture in the
The system troughout is simply one of combineshon. gentlemen thatahnd teitrugotissl one everbies it is protection that has depressed agriculture
and monopolies. No one who ever gave any atten- there as wehi as lere. I think, perhaps, we had
tion to political economy will believe that it is any- better core to the item under discussion now.
thing except a system of combines. Protection is
a systei ruinous to this country and opposed to its Some lon. MEMBERS. Heur, hear.
b- I ill dd f1- Çest interests. w now a ress a ew remar s
to the President of the Council, who is a gentleman
possessing a great deal of skill and ability ; but it
appears that he is not gifted with a spirit of pro-
phecy, because he told us, at the time of the intro-
duction of this policy, that it would be impossible
for combines to be formed here. He said :

"I know something about the Americans. I have
lived among them a good deal. I was educated among
them."

That is where the great trouble is with members
of this Government. Nearly all of them have got
their education from the United States. That is
where the trouble is with the whole thing. They
are trying to introduce Yankee systems and
Yankee customs into this British country of ours.
That is what the matter is with the Government.
They have got their education and training in the
United States, and they try to introduce those
Yankee customs. We, on this side of the House,
.stand for glorious old England; we stand for her
system of trade and her system of commerce, we
are British to the backbone. The gentlemen on
the other side of the House have got their educa-
tion and their tariff in the United States, and they
have got to try to show that they are loyal, but
their loyalty don't materialise ; it scarcely ever
does, and they cannot make the people believe they
are loyal unless they get up and declare in every-
thing against the United States. It is not neces-
sarysfor. us on this side of the House to tell the
people that we are loyal. We received our educa-
tion in Canada and in Great Britain, and every-
body knows that it is not necessary for us to boast
of our loyalty every time we speak in this House or
in the country, because the people know well that
we are. Now, the hon. the President of the
Council says:

"Iknow something about the Americans; have lived
amongthem a good deal; was educated among them, and
have always lived nearthem. I, at that time,expressed my
settled belief, though it had not then the weight with the
leader of the Government that I hoped it would have,
that just so long as we were prepared to permit this
unequal system, by which we were excluded from the
American markets, while the Americans bad access to
ours, they would consider it better than reciprocity, and
would not give us reeiproeity. That was the view I then
took and still bold, and I then made use of the expression
which had been so much lauded, and so much abused-
' reciprocity of tarifs, if not reciprocity in trade.' I
believe the reasons I then urged were sound."
Again, the hon. gentleman says :

" We who entertain protectionist prineiples, hold that
the ordinary effect of protection would not ultimately
enhance the price of goods to the consumer. And why ?
Because, when an industry is protected those engaged in
that industry had an opportunity of making money, and
,the resulf was, that others finding an industry to be a

Mr. LANDERKIN.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentlemen on the
other side will, no doubt, agree with me in that,
and I wish to call the attention of the Govern-
ment to this item for several reasons. The
Government say they are going to do a grand thing
for the agriculturists of the country by this tarifE
It is very gratifying to find they are not allowing
those animals to be slaughtered in the country, so
as to enter into competition with the products of
the farmers. They pretend to be the friends of the
farmers, but they have never shown it, and in this
very proposition which they now iake, I do not
think they have gone far enough to benefit the
farmers. Now, we did not import, last year, into
the Province of Ontario, one single cow from the
United States, or from anywhere else, and we in-
ported but one sheep and two hogs. I notice that
while the Minister of Customs and the Minister of
Finance are going to protect the fariner from this
incursion into the country of one sheep and two
swine, they have neglected altogether the breeders
of horses in this country. There were actually two
horses imported into Ontario last year, yet the
Minister of Customs and the Minister of Finance
have not raised the duty on horses. Are they
going to discriminate in favor of those who raise
cattle, sheep and swine against those who raise
horses? While they are doing this great stroke of
benefit to the farmers of this country, they should
not forget the farmers who raise horses. Now, as
I have said, there were only two horses imported
into Ontario last year.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. You had better read the
blue-books. There were more than two.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Read the blue-books your-
self. You have evidently taken your figures fron
the Minister of Finance.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). There were two
horses imported from England, but if you look you
will find that there were a great many more im-
ported from the United States.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, I see that I was a
little astray, and my hon. friends have discovered
a mare's nest. I find there were two horses unl-
ported from Great Britain, and that there were
258 imported fron the United States, but that
only strengthens my argument. Although we
have only imported a few pigs and sheep, and
although we have only imported two horses f rom
Great Britain and 258 from the United States,
the Government have not increased the duty On
horses. I am glad the hon. gentleman brought
this fact about the import of horses to my notice,
for I am very sorry when I make an error on the
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floor of this House, and I am always willing to
apologise for it, but I am obliged to the hon.
gentleman for this information, because it makes
iy argument stronger.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). If you got a little
more information from this side of the House,
your argument would be very much stronger.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, it is at least two
hundred and fifty times stronger than when I
began. The Minister of Customs no doubt feels
iore than any man in this House for the political
condition of the farmers of this country, and if
there is any man who feels more for the farmer's
vote next to him, it is the Minister of Finance ;
and, no doubt, both hon. gentlemen did not come
into the House yesterday at all, because they were
devising ways and means to capture the farmer's
vote.

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not the reason they
did not come here yesterday.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Oh, yes, it was.

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, no, it was not.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, why?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was because we were
discussing the Thompson Bill.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I don't think that would
keep either of them out of the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes ; both of them.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I presume the hon. gentle-
man knows more about that than I do ; but I think
it is the duty of the Minister of Finance to see
that sonething should be done for the horses. I
hope the Thompson Bill will not exclude any gen-
tleman from the Government, and I trust they will
all be allowed to remain in the House.

Feathers of all kinds, N.E.S., 25 per cent. ad valorem.
3Mr. McMULLEN. I cannot understand how it

is that 'the Government should admit artificial
flowers at 25 per cent., and charge 32½ per cent.
upon the cotton goods used by the poor farmers.
Artificial flowers are, as a rule, used by the richer
classes, and yet you charge less duty on them than
you do upon goods which are absolutely necessary
for clothing poor people. I would like the hon.
Finance Minister to explain that. Is it because
he wants a revenue ? If he does, he should charge
more than 25 per cent. His tariff is arranged to
encourage the importation of commodities which
are not a necessity, and to compel poor people to
pay a high duty on the commodities which they
use. I would like him to explain why lie makes
this change.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no change. If my
hon. friend would study the items of the tariff
more closely, lie would not make that mistake.
The rate mentioned here is the old rate, but the
two kinds are disjoined for obvious reasons.

Mfr. McMULLEN. Well, I think this is a pro-
per time to make a change. I think it is unfair to
make such a discrimination.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I would ask the hon.Minister if he does not allow any feathers to be im-
ported into Canada free of duty, as was the case afew years ago?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think you will find
any feathers on the free list in schedule C.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Then the hon. Minister
must have changed the tariff on feathers, and I
will call his attention to the fact that there are
feather-bone factories in Canada where various
useful articles are manufactured ; and on represen-
tations being made to Sir Charles Tupper when lie
was Finance Minister, he granted a concession per-
mitting the importation of certain kinds of feathers
free of duty. If I am to understand the lion.
Minister correctly, although this industry was
established to a certain extent on account of that
concession, yet, after it has been in operation for a
short time, he comes down without any notifica-
tion and imposes 25 per cent. duty on those feathers.
If he persists in this duty, it will have an injurious
effect on that industry.

Mr. BOWELL. Perhaps I could save a little
time if I inform the hon. gentleman that he will
find the item to which he refers on page 54 of the
Customs Act-quills in their natural state or un-
plumed. That is the article out of which those
things to which the hon. gentleman refers to have
been manufactured, and it still remains on the free
list.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Well, it is evident that
the hon. Finance Minister is more efficient at
hurling epithets at the Opposition than he is in ac-
quainting himself with the tariff.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman asked
about feathers, and then he gave us a dissertation
about manufacturing from goose quills.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Well, it is a nice play-
ing with words to say that a quill is not a feather.
The hon. gentleman will certainly admit that the
hon. Finance Minister did not understand the
item ; but I am now satisfied, if the hon. Minister
of Custons states that those articles are to be ad-
mitted free, that the industry to which I have re-
ferred will continue as it has been in previous
years.

Mr. McMULLEN. I should like to ask if this
item includes all kinds of feathers ?

Mr. FOSTER. All except those which are not
elsewhere enumerated.

Mr. McMULLEN. I notice that the hon. gen-
tleman intends to reduce the duty on ostrich
feathers to 15 per cent., while he charges 25 per
cent. on all feathers which are used by the poorer
classes.

Mr. FOSTER. I would suggest that it would
be better to take the discussion on each item as it
comes. It is not intended to change this item.
When we come to the item of ostrich feathers, if
my hon. friend thinks it is wrong, he can move to
change it.

Mr. McMULLEN. Ail I want to do is, to im-
press on the hon. gentleman the propriety of
arranging his tariff to bear on the poorer classes
fairly and honestly, and I ask him why he allows
a duty of 25 per cent. to remain on common
feathers, and reduces the duty on ostrich feathers
to 15 per cent?

The CHAIRMAN. I think it would be well for
the Committee to confine their attention to the
items as they are reached. We cannot avoid
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going back to items sometimes; but I think the
Coinmittee will agree with me that we ought not
to anticipate the discussion of any item in ad-
vance.

Mr. McMULLEN. In order to properly discuss
the items, we must compare them with each other,
and we cannot do that if we are confined to discuss
cach item by itself.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the
Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS.

House again resolved itself into Coinmittee on
Bill (No. 98) to confer on the Commissioner of
Patents certain powers for the relief of George T.
Smith; and the motion of Mr. Wallace in amend-
ment.

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The preamble states
the circumstances which necessitate the passage of
this measure. I would move to amend it by strik-
ing out, in the ninth line, the word "accident,"
and substituting the word " circumstances," and
to add the following words :-

" And whereas, it has been made to appear that the
expiration of the patent was due to fraud on the part of
persons who were not under the control of the patentee
and his agents."

This should be adopted in order to prevent a pre-
-cedent being created with regard to the renewal of
patents by statute. I substitute the word " cir-
cumstances " for "accident " because the expiration
of the patent was not quite accidental, though not
due to any circumstances under the control of the
patentee or his solicitor.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Would it not be better
to prevent the establishment of a precedent by not
allowing the Bill to pass ? From its tenor, the
Minister of Justice has not evidently fully estab-
lished that the lapsing of the patent was owing
to fraud. If it were, there ought to be action
taken against the guilty parties. Although the
evidence before the Committee was in the direc-
tion stated in the Bill, that ought not to justify
this House in allowing a patent to be revived after
it is virtually dead, and after people have obtained
a right from the neglect, either accidental or
otherwise, of the patentee. I think the principle
of this Bill is a dangerous one, and that the Minis-
ter of Justice will regret the action he is taking.
The whole responsibility will be on the Govern-
ment for this legislation, and 1, for my part, pro-
test against it.

Bill reported and amendments concurred in.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 97) to incorporate the Montreal Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Préfontaine.)

Bill (No. 92) respecting the Napanee, Tamworth
and Quebec Railway Company, and to change the
name of the company to the Kingston, Napanee
and Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Bell.)

Bill (No. 40) to incorporate the National Con-
.struction Company.-(Mr. Mills, Annapolis.)

, Mr. McMuLLm.

Bill (No. 37) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Iniperial Trusts Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Hudspeth.)

Bill (No. 39) to incorporate the York County
Bank.-(Mr. Tisdale.)

Bill (No. 63) to incorporate the Home Benefit
Life Association.-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 35) to incorporate the Calgary and
Edmonton Railway Company. -(Mr. Ross.)

Bill (No. 128) respecting the Columbia and
Kootenay Railway and Navigation Company.-
(Mr. Mara.)

Bill (No. 121) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Dominion Mineral Company.-(Mr. Kirk-
patrick.)

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 125) respecting the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Curran.)

(In the Committee.)

On section 8,
Mr. CURRAN. The Railway Committee altered

the eighth clause from what it previously was, to
make it correspond with the sixth clause of a Bill
passed in favor of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
making the terms of this section agree with the
Bill already passed with respect to the other com-
pany. The words were :

" The company may enter into working arrangements
with, or may lease or acuire running powers over, or
the right to work the hUne of any other company in
Canada which bas been duly empowered to make or grant
the same."

This alteration was satisfactory to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, which merely required to lease
lines that are under the jurisdiction of the Dom-
inion of Canada. But the Grand Trunk Railway
Company are desirous of leasing roads that have
been chartered by the Provincial Government of
the Province of Quebec, amongst others, and the
ground on which objection to this clause was raised,
was that the Bill, as it stood, might empower the
Grand Trunk Railway Company to lease, hire or
amalgamate with the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company. The solicitor of the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company gave the views of the company as
follows:-

" In looking over clause 8 again I am a little surprised
at the position taken against it. 'You will notice it could
not by any possibility include the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, because there are express enactments put on the
Statuite-book by Sir Charles Tupper. You will remember
the discussion at the time which prohibits anv agreement,
or lease or amalgamation between the Grand Trunk
Railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway, and any of
its branches. The clause in our Bill simply enables the
Grand Trunk Railway to enter into workingarrangements
with, to lease or acquire running power over, or the right
to work the line of any other company that has been dulY
empowered to make or grant t he same to the Grand
Trunk Railway. Now, the Canadian Pacific Railway are
not so duly empowered, but, on the contrary, are expresslY
prohibited by the statutes I have mentioned from Malking
any such arrangements with the Grand Trunk Railway.
The clause, as we put it, is to enable us to complete
arrangements with our little side lines and small roads,
and that is all that is aimed at. The clause would p re
vent us from having anything to do with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway or any other line that is not duly emol-
ered, as I have stated, and there can be no other construc-
tion put upon it."

I want to add a few words in section 8, after the

3227 3228



3229 [APRIL R 1, 1890.] 3230

word " Canada." I will read the clause and state read, correctly states the efl'ct of the law, and
where the words come in: there is onthe Statute-book a provision, inserted

" The company may enter into working arrangements during a somewhat animated discussion which
with, or may lease or acquire running powers over or the
right to work the line of, any other company in Canada too brewic would pevent l -
under the jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada, which
has been empowered to make or grant the same." great corporations of which the hon. member for
Leaving out the words " by the Parliament of Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has spoken. It is
Canada." not, therefore, with respect to that difficulty that

"Which has been empowered to make or grant the anything 1 have to say is brought forward. If
same to or with the Grand Trunk Railway Company."hon.

Tlî or th ameGndn Iwuld Rlike tompuggey." member that it would be a vital question, a ques-Thattion which certainly could not b disposed of,
Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand that the under any proper reading of our mies, witlout a

lion. gentleman is departing from what was fully proper notice and without a reference back to the
discussed and arranged before the Committee, after Committec. But a suggestion whicli the bon. mem-
due deliberation, because, if he does, we shall have ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) bas made,
to enquire into and discuss the matter very fully. may, perbaps, solve the immediate difficulty,
I think it was understood, that exactly the same and enable us to deal witl this measure upon what
powers that were given to the Canadian Pacific 1 concei-e to be sound principles. I feel, perhaps, a
Railway, should be given to the Grand Trunk, and special responsibility with respect to the present
a paragraph in the Bill was altered to agree with a position of this Bill, because it happens that, upon
paragraph in the Canadian Pacific Railway Bill, looking over the earlier measure to which the hon.
passed this Session. It was done with the approval gentlesan las alluded, it appeared to me, as then
of the First Minister, who was present, and agreed framed, objectionable. It seemed to me that the
to by the Committee, and the words were altered Parliament of Canada ougbt to lay down this rule:
to meet the general approval of the Committee. It that it would not grant the power of amalgamation
would be very unwise to attempt to reopen that or working arrangements witlout having passed
discussion. If it is done, however, I shall feel it once, at alI events, upon the proposition that it
necessary in the public interest to propose an was expedient that sncb powers slould be given.
amendment, which I do not care about doing, un- And, therefore, I suggested to tbose wbo were
less it is absolutely necessary, and I think the promoting the other Bil, that tley should alter
lion. gentleman who is moving this measure will the Bil and limit their powers to cases in which
best consult the interests of his clients if he does the Parliament of Canada lad once spoken afflrm-
not seek to depart from what the Committee atively. I said, if Parliament las given to any
solemnly agreed upon after due deliberation and railway company either a general authority to
consideration of the different interests involved. make working arrangements with any other com-
I (o not desire to oppose the Bill; I think we pany, or a special authority to make working
should give the Grand Trunk exactly the same arrangements witl a particular railway company,
powers as the Canadian Pacifie Railway. But then there is no objection to Pariament saying to
tis country has to dread, and we look forward another company: You can make working arrange-
with a good deal of fear to the time when these ments with any company so autlorised; because
two great corporations might unite, for, if they Parliament in that case las already said there is nodid unite, they would control this Legislature objection to sncb an amalgamation being effected.
and control this country froni one end to the And it was upon that suggestion as to the
other. We ought to have a section inserted in the expediency, on general principles, of retainiag the
Bill, and I intended to move such a paragraph if power to the Parliament of Canada to that extent,there had not been such a unanimous feeling in the that the other Bil was altered, witb, 1 believe, the
Comnmittee that under no consideration should unanimous consent of the Railway Committee. It
those two great companies, which control an enor- seems to me the principle is as good and Sound
mous power politically, amalgamate ; and if they today, and witl respect to this Bill, as it wasdid amalgamate, there would be no more use for with respect to tbe other Bill, and, tberefore, IParnament, for these companies would elect the object, upon tbe same grounds on wbicb I ohjected
Imembers, they would dictate who should fori the tothe other Bill comprebendingtbatwideautbority,
Tovernmient, they would make a recommendation to this Bill comprehending aswide an autbority asas to who should be Governor General, and they the lon, gentleman proposes. If there be, as the bon.would practically rule this country, and it is of member for Nortlumberland (Mr. Mitchell) lasthe utnost interest to the public to see that no said, some specific case, wbicl it is wanted to meet
sch amalgamating powers shall be given to them. in a burry this Session, for the amalgamation or tbe
The hon. gentleman says there is a small corpora- making of working arrangements witl some par-tion chartered by the Province of Quebec which ticular railway, we can still preserve tbe general
has not the authority to unite with the Grand principle, whicl I deem to be of importance, byTrunk. Why did he not mention that company allowing the general clause to be retained in itsby name in the Bill, and if this had been done I do revised form, and by inserting a clause giving

nhink any one would have raised an objection, but special nutbority to deal with the specified com-I object to the words in the eighth paragraph pany, as the bon, gentleman las suggested, andbeiug altered as the hon. gentleman suggests. If thus we shah have met tle case fully.be wants a discussion he can have one, but he hadbetter take the Bill as the Committee decided it, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that isand fot raise a discussion under the circumstances. the solution of the difficulty. One an »te under-
Mm. BLAKE. 1 think, in so far as my memory stand that the Grand Tmunk is i a d erent posa-serves me, the extract which the hon. gentleman tion to the Canadian Pacifie Railway. The Grand



Trunk has connections in the settled parts of the additional mining company is an assistance to
Dominion, and has running arrangements and the others. This company is already incorporated
leases with smaller railways. I quite agree with under an English Act, and it comes here to ask
the line of argument pursued by the hon. member power to work mines in Canada.
for West Durham (Mr. Blake), that we should Mr. BLAKE. The difficulty is, that the object
adhere to the principle settled and to the clause of the company is to acquire and work properties
as decided on by the Railway Committee to-day, in the Province of Ontario, and is, therefore, a
but that in order to meet this special case of the Provincial object ; and it would certainly seein
Grand Trunk, there should be a separate clause more appropriate to apply to the Provincial Leg-
added to this Bill, setting out the railways over islature for any corporate power that might be
which they desire to make running arrangements. desired. It seems to me that it is a very great
If that suggestion meets the views of the hon. stretch of our jurisdiction and an evasion of the
member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), he limitation of our rights, to incorporate a company
might postpone the Bill until next Monday, by here simply for Ontario operations.
which time he could have procured the list of rail-
ways and inserted them in the Bill. Mr. DAWSON. The company asks power to

Mr. CURRAN. I feel that the suggestion work mines and establish smelting works in any
having come from both sides of the House, the part of Canada. Though it proposes im the inean-
best policy is to acquiesce in it as gracefully as tirne to begin operations at Sudbury, it does flot

possible.icy Te hocn enber for Northubradwsh its operations to be confined to the Province
(Mre. Theas spoken of this company as ry rof Ontario, otherwise it would have gone to the(Mr. Mitchell) hssoeofti mpnasy'Provincial Goverument. I may say, fromn informa-
cients. tion which I have, that the company is possessed

Mr. MITCHELL. I never said anything of the of sufficient capital to carry out its objects. I be-
kind. lieve it is one of the largest mining companies in

Mr. CURRAN. They are constituents of mine, the world, having mines in every part of the
but not clients, unfortunately. world, and it now proposes to come into Canada

have been that the were your clients as one of tisg
the representatives of a city where they possess
great power and influence; and, no doubt, in
order to have then in that position, the lion.
gentleman is willing to attend to their official
business here. I wish to say, in addition, that I
am not opposed to this Bill ; I supported it in
Committee, and I shall be glad to see the Grand
Trunk obtain exactly the same powers as the
Canadian Pacific Railway possess, and nothing
more ; but the suggestion made by the hon. member
for West Durham, and approved by the Premier,
entirely meets my approval as a fair and reason-
able arrangement.

Committee rose and reported progress.

H. H. VIVIAN & CO.
House resolved itself into Committee on Bill

(No. 124) respecting H. H. Vivian & Co., Limited.
-(Mr. Dawson.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 3,
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) I think the lion.

gentleman who is in charge of this Bill should ex-
plain to the Committee what the object is in
coming here for the incorporation of a company to
work mines and carry on mining operations. I
could understand why that should be done if the
mnining operations were to be in the North-West
Territories, but that is not proposed ; they are
only to be carried on in the Provinces of Canada,
and I think the hon. gentleman should tell us why
he comes here, and not to the Legislature of the
Province in which those operations are to be
carried on.

Mr. DAWSON. The company is an English
company, which is said to be possessed of a good
deal of capital. It has acquired lands in Algoma,
especially at Sudbury, where it proposes to carry
on operations. There can be no clashing of inter-
ests with other companies, because its work will
be simply to sink shafts in the ground, and every

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think the
observations of the hon. gentleman at all renove
the objection. We have to consider, not merely
where their operations are to be carried on, but
the nature of the franchises which the company
seek. They are franchises which this Parliament
has not power to bestow, except in the North-West
Territories. Once the company is incorporated it
is an artificial person, and has the same rights to
carry on its operations within the powers conferred
on it as any other person. It proposes to establish
smelting works not in any part of Canada, not in
the North-West Territories, which are under our
jurisdiction for all legislative purposes, but in the
Provinces of Canada. The power of a company to
carry on mining operations must depend on the
good-will and authority of each Province where
those operations are to be carried on. It is true, if
this company were incorporated in Ontario it could
not carry on mining operations in Quebec, but it
cannot carry on mining operations in either Ontario
or Quebec if is incorporated here. The fact is that
our incorporation confers on it in this respect no
power, and the hon. gentleman purposes to create
a corporation without in reality giving it any
franchise. The Legislature of Ontario might refuse
to recognise any corporation incorporated by the
Parliament of Canada for such a purpose, and it
does seems to me that it is altogether an abuse of
our power to create a corporation on which we are
bestowing no franchise at all in any proper sense.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am not prepared to
assent to the proposition that this Parliament
might not confer these powers on a conpany, but,
I think, we ought not to do so unless sufficiet
reasons are given why we should. As the time for
private Bills is up, I would suggest that the hon1.
gentleman allow the Bill to stand until Monday.

Mr. DAWSON moved that the Committee rise
and report progress.

Comnittee rose and reported progress.
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WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)

AxIe grease, 1 cent per pound.
Mr. FOSTER. This is the same duty as before.

The only change is that the words " similar com-
pounds" are omitted, and the reason of the omis-
sion is that all sorts of things were attempted to
be brought in as "a similar compound," and thus
a great deal of trouble was caused.

Barrels containing petroleum or its products, or any
mixtures of which petroleum forms a part, wben such
contents is chargeable with a specific duty, 40 cents each.

Mr. FOSTER. This is the same duty. The
only change is, that, whereas formerly every
barrel containing petroleum was taxed 40 cents,
whether the contents were chargeable with a
specific or ad valorem duty, now the barrel is taxed
40 cents only, when the contents are charged a
specific duty.

Surgical belts or trusses and suspensory bandages of
all kinds, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. The change in this consists in
adding the words, " and suspensory bandages."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that
both the duty on trusses and the duty on suspen-
sory bandages are equally objectionable. It does
appear to me that a community of Hottentots
would know better than to legislate for the pur-
pose of increasing the cost of articles required for
the use of persons suffering from injury. Of all
the vicious practices that have crept in under this
tariff, that of taxing surgical appliances or medi-
cines of genuine value, appears to me the most
utterly barbarous that ever entered into the minds,
even of protectionists, to conceive. I cannot
imagine how any human being, who really consid-
ers for one moment the results of a tax of this kind
and the fact that these taxes operate directly as a
penalty inflicted on any unfortunate individual
who nay happen to sustain severe injury, requir-
ing the use of a truss or bandage, can defend such
a tax as this. I hope the hon. gentleman, who is
not responsible for putting this in originally, will
make these things free, in the interests of suffering
humanity.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I endorse every
word the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) has uttered. This is a tax on
people who are very ili able to bear it. There is avery large profit at present in the manufacture of
trusses, belts and bandages. There is no other in-
dustry in. this country whose product pays better
and sells at higher rates. Again, when we consider
it is largely the working people who require these
articles, we cannot fail to admit that this is another
attempt to impose a heavy charge upon those who
are unable to bear it. From my own practical
experience, I find that nearly nine out of every
ten people who require bandages and trusses are
found among the working people ; and that is
on1y natural, because those troubles are occasioned
bY hard work and heavy lifting. The cost ofthese articles is at present high enough. Wehave to pay $2 to $20 for a truss, although anyOne who examines a truss will see that $2, $3, orat the outside will cover all the material and
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workmanship it contains and when a duty of
25 per cent. on that article, is imposed, you
are inflicting a heavy tax on the laboring people.
Trusses, belts and surgical instruments are too
dear altogether in this country ; and if we had a
little more competition in the Canadian market in
these articles it would be much better for the
people. I can purchase an article in the city
of New York for 60 cents for which I have to pay
in this country $2.60, and I can purchase an
article in New York at $7 which costs $13 in
Toronto.

Mr. FOSTER. The duty would not keep that
out.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). No; but there
appears to be an understanding or a combine
among these manufacturers to impose these very
high prices. If the Government would reduce the
duty on these articles, they would be doing an
action which would redound to their credit and
would benefit the people. The greater number of
the people who require these are men and women
working on farms and at other heavy labor. This
tax does not come out of the pockets of the medical
men, who have only to prescribe those helps and
supports, but comes out of the pockets of these
poor people.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think the appeal which
has been made to the Minister of Finance has been
sufficient to induce him to make up his mind that
this is a duty which ought not to be placed upon
the unfortunate. It is only the unfortunate who
require these articles, and why should the bon.
gentleman inflict more misery upon them. They
are generally a class of people who are ill able to
bear the burdens imposed upon them? The
Minister knows that be does not require this
revenue ; he has a latge surplus and is going to
have a still larger one. Why, then, should he
impose this tax upon those who are already
afflicted ? If a man loses an arm or a leg, he is
often compelled to go to the United States to get
an artificial limb. I know a case in which an
honest, industrious young man in poor circum-
stances lost an arm in the discharge of his work,
and had to go to New York to get an artificial
arm and hand. Being poor, he could not
remain in New York while they made the
arm and hand for him, and so he came
home. The artificial arm was sent to him at St.
Thomas, and he was charged a customs duty of
$7.50 on it. The collector of Customs there said
he thought it was a hardship for this man to have
to pay that duty. If he had been in good circum-
stances, he could have remained in New York
until the arm was completed, and then probably
no duty would have been collected on it. The
collector forwarded an application for the remis-
sion of the duty to the Minister of Customs, and
the reply came back that it was a dutiable article
and must pay the duty. Representations were
made that the man was- in such circumstances that
he was practically unable to pay, but the Depart-
ment, true to its instincts, compelled him to pay
$7.50 for this article. This case shows that there is
a wrongbeing doneto these unfortunates in compell-
ing them to pay this extra amount of duty. I think
the Minister should allow this item to stand or
withdraw it. I think, if he knew the people who
require to use such instruments as these, he would
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reconsider this. It may be said to doctors that,
if we are so anxious that these men should get
along, we ought not to charge them for our atten-
,dance. Well, we do not charge them in cases of
this kind. Professional men who are here may
'call to mind circumstances which have come under
their attention in which these unfortunate men
have been injured when doing hard work in lifting
or other work in connection with railroads. They
know that generally these people have large families
to support, and that they cannot be expected to bear
these burdens easily. If you go into a drug store,
they will charge you for one of these articles
$2, $4 or $6, and you will wonder how such an
article comes to so high a price. But the Govern-
ment add 25 per cent. more duty, which will come
upon these men who wear these instruments. I
hope the Finance Minister will have heart and
conscience enough to feel that this is a case in
which he should relieve the burden on the
afflicted. I do not place very much confidence in
the Government of the day, but still I have hope
that, in the interest of the suffering, they will
allow this item to be struck out, and will lay the
tax upon those who can afford it better. Let the
hon. gentleman place an additional tax on the
silks and satins and the wines of the rich. Some
hon. gentleman say the Government do not want
champagne taxed extra, but, if the Finance
Minister entertains the same views now as he did
formerly, he would increase the duties on brandies
and champagnes and other articles of that kind ;
but sometimes positions change people, and I am
afraid that the hon. gentleman has changed. If
you must have this additional revenue, impose it
in such a way that it will be borne by those
persons who are able to pay.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the
Committee should pause before they confirm this
duty, and I think the Minister should give us some
information of the reason for maintaining such a
duty at all. The cases which have been mentioned
by my hon. friend are not singular. I know of a
case in which an unfortunate child had lost its leg
and had an artificial leg. As the child grew, the
leg was found to be too short, and it was sent to
New York-the only place on the continent, I
believe, where this sort of thing can be done--to
have it lengthened. When this leg, which had
already been worn, but was simply mended and
lengthened, came back, this paternal Government
charged a considerable amount of duty upon it. I
think it is not only unfair but degrading that such
a course should be pursued. I do not think there
is any nation in the world so barbarous, except
perhaps our neighbors, the United States, as to
put a duty on such articles as trusses and
bandages. However, if Ministers are not disposed
to strike out this item, we can only divide upon it
on concurrence.

Mr. MULOCK. I see that the Minister is
surrounded by three or four, or perhaps five or six
medical advisers. These instruments may be very
necessary to them to lif t themselves over the next
election with, and I think they should give the
Minister some advice.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the professional gen-
tiemen opposite who display their intelligence, or
rather want of intelligence, with reference to this
line of goods, have been talking in a way that is not

Mr. WILSON (Elgin).

consistent. I understand the hon. member for
Huron (Mr. Macdonald) stated that he bought an
instrument on the other side for 60 cents, that lie
would have had to pay $2 for here. There is only
15 cents duty; that would make it 75 cents. Why
should he pay $2 ? I can say with reference to this
particular item, that it only applies to trusses and
bandages, not to surgical instruments or artificial
limbs ; and in this particular line we have makers
in Canada that, I think, are quite equal to any on
the other side. In my experience I find that Cana-
dian-made instruments or appliances are quite as
effective for what they are intended, as any that
can be got on the other side, and I think at as
reasonable a price. The member for North York
(Mr. Mulock) knows that Cluthe's establishment
in Toronto is one of the best on the continent, and
supplies the finest instruments in the world. When
we have them made so plentifully at home there is
no great hardship in putting on a duty. In this
case there is no increase of duty, it is only making
the item a little plainer.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The hon. gentlenan
says that instruments manufactured in Toronto
are superior to those manufactured in other
places.

Mr. SPROULE. Of this class they are quite
equal.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I have had a good oppor-
tunity of ascertaining the character of the instru-
ments manufactured in Toronto, and I have coi-
pared them with those manufactured in the old
country. Surgical instruments and all other in-
struments manufactured in the old country are far
superior to those manufactured in Toronto. Very
few instruments at all are manufactured in Toronto.
The hon. gentleman says it is only to make the
item plainer, but that has nothing to do with
imposing heavy burdens upon these unfortunate
people. Am I to understand that the Geverninent
have sought out these unfortunate affHicted people
and are going to increase their burdens and affliet
them still more? Is the hon. member for Grey
(Mr. Sproule) going to let the people understand,
that, although they are already afflicted, he is
going, for the sake of the Government, to impose
extra burdens upon them? 1, for one, would not
feel justified in imposing heavier burdens upol
these unfortunate people. We cannot get nuch
revenue from these instruments, and it must fall
upon a class of people who are least able to bear it.

Mr. SPROULE. It falls upon the wealthy as
well as the poor.

Mr. MITCHELL. For one wealthy person af-
flicted there are twenty poor people, for the reason
that it is by hard labor, by straining and toiling.
and lifting, that these accidents occur. WealthY
people do not do that kind of labor.

Mr. SPROULE. That is not the usual expel'-
ence of medical men.

Mr. MITCHELL. The poorer classes are lot
able to pay the exorbitant fees that medical meI
char g e, therefore you do not know how many poor
people are suffering.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). My professional
brother, the member for Grey (Mr. Sproule), mist
know that all these articles are sold at prices thre
times greater than it costs to produce them.
appeal to aIl the medical men on the other side of
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the House if that is not a fact ; therefore this
industry should not be protected so as to exclude
from our market a reasonable competition, in order
to reduce the expense of these articles to parties
who need them. Now, the 25 per cent. duty has
succeeded in keeping these articles out, with
the exception of $22,164 worth of trusses and belts.
Would it not be better if there were larger compe-
tition from other countries, so as to reduce the
price for those individuals who use them ? I am
astonished that the hon. member for Grey should,
get up and attempt to justify the imposition of a
duty upon that particular article, when he knows
very well that a truss which costs $5 never cost
81. 50 to produce it. It only lasts about one year,
and then the party, who is usually a workingman,
has to get another. It is usually a laborer in the
woods or on the railways who suffers an injury
through bending and twisting his body; also the
wives of farmers and of artisans, who are seeking
to help their husbands to make a living, frequently
have to perform labor which should be performed
by the men themselves, and suffer such injury as
to necessitate the use of belts and trusses. The
hon. member for Grey knows that is the case, yet
he stands up and supports the Finance Minister in
imnposing a duty upon these poor individuals. How
is it that the Government succeed so well in picking
out the classes who are the least able to bear these
heavy duties ? The laborers have been sought out
and duties have been put upon articles they re-
quire; farmers have been selected to bear heavier
burdens, and now the Government has found a class
of invalids on which they are determined to impose
a burden by putting a duty upon articles which
they require in order to enable them to labor at all,and to earn sufficient money, as an hon. gentleman
beside me says, to pay the rest of the taxes.
Now, i would appeal to the hon. gentleman with
the big heart inside that coat-I mean the hon.
gentleman who wears the fine silk hat-and I
would ask him, in the interest of that class of
people, either to remove or reduce the duty, and Iain sure he will have their gratitude for all time to
comle.

Mr. FOSTER. In the first place, the duty on
these articles has not been raised; it is exactly the
sanie as it has been for two years. In the second
place. it is not the most expensive of surgical
appliances that pay this duty ; the item does notimelude any surgical instrument; it is the cheapestand least expensive class-belts, trusses and band-ages. Again, as has been stated by my hon.friend (Mr. Sproule), who has had medical andsurgical experience, these articles are made inToronto and Montreal, and other cities, and, as Iarn informed, are made just as cheaply.

Sir RICHARD CARTWrRIGHT. Then you doWant protection for them?
dIr. FOSTER. The duty is not large. If the
te re 3a per cent., or a higher specific duty,there Wight be something in what the hon. gentle-Men •ay. The hon. gentleman opposite is pro-fuse in his sYmpathy for the poor and afflicted'PoU whom tie duty is placed ; if he will carry

scarhea lie of argument, he will see there is
nlot u"Y anything that pays a duty at all that is

hic se by the poor and afflicted. The sugar
articles th use in their tea, for example; all theat2 are taxed in this country for purposes1021

of revenue, are used by the poor as well as by the
rich. The line of articles upon which this duty is
placed are used by the rich as well as by the
poor, though it may be quite true that they are
more generally used by people who have to labor
with their hands.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Finance said
that the Canadian manufacturers manufactured
these articles just as cheaply as they are manufac-
tured abroad. If that is the case, why enhance
the value to the consumer, by imposing a tariff
which enables the manufacturer to raise the price.
The Finance Minister told us that the Canadian
manufacturer does not require protection in order
to carry out this particular industry.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say that.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman said they
could manufacture as cheaply as foreign manufac-
turers. If he did state that, he said what I say he
said, namely, that the Canadian manufacturers do
not require for the purpose of what is called the
National Policy, namely, the development of that
industry, this particular protection. This, then, is
a sample of the infant industries the Government
are always protecting, and which never arrive at
maturity. If it is the case that the Canadian
manufacturer can manufacture as cheaply and
manufacture as good an instrument as is manufac-
turedabroad, how comes it that the Trade and Navi-
gation Reiurns showa very considerable importation
of these particular articles every year? Last year
the duty collected on belts and trusses was $5,542,
which, at 25 per cent. ad valorem, would give a
value of over$21,000. Here we have seen, as is usual,
doctors differing. I regret that an hon. member, who
is so well informed on the question, and who comes
in daily contact with suffering, as the hon. mem-
ber for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) must do, should
be the one to stand up in Parliament and ask to
have additional burdens imposed upon those unfor-
tunate members of society. Why, the Govern-
ment are boasting that they are doing their best
for the poor man, for the benefit of society gener-
ally, and yet here they have been unmasked by
the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Macdonald), who
has shown that, for the sake of protecting one or
two manufacturers in Toronto or other parts of the
Dominion, it is proposed to tax the halt and the
lame throughout the length and breadth of the
country. It is an inhuman proposition. It is a
disgraceful proposition. I cannot find language
sufficiently strong to express my abhorrence of this
proposition. It is a bit of downright cruelty, and

suppose it could only be proposed by the Govern-
ment on the well-founded theory that they are not
free agents. They are simply instruments in the
hands of the manufacturers of those instruments,
and I trust that those instruments which they are
taxing will become instruments of torture to the
Government when they come to give an account of
their administration to the country.

Mr. McMULLEN. Men of wcalth, who can af-
ford to go to Boston and New York, or Buffalo, are
treated in those cities, and the necessary appli-
ances are put on, and they come back to this country
without paying duty on those appliances. But
the poor man has to be treated at home, and has
to pay the duty on the appliances.
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Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The Minister of Finance

must remember that the price on which the duty
is paid is double or treble what the article is
really worth. Add to that 25 per cent. and the
result is a very heavy duty indeed. It is said by
the Finance Minister that all duties must bear
more or less heavily on poor people. I do not
think that is an argument to offer in the present
case, and the hon. gentleman should consent to
the item being struck out. It is well known that
a much larger number of the poor, in proportion
to population, are afflicted with these troubles,
than the rich ; and these cases are principally
confined to those who perform heavy work. These
people are, moreover, compelled almost every year
to supply themselves with new articles of this
kind, and a sufferer will have to pay an extra
duty almost every year or cease working altogether
and go to the poorhouse. In the interests of
humanity the Finance Minister should strike out
this item. The hon. gentleman said that this is
not an increase of duty. Even if it is not, it is no
argument that it should be retained if it imposes
hardship and is wrong in principle. There are
other itesns that are nearly as unjust as this.
Take, for example, oranges, which are necessary to
the sick room. The Government impose burdens
on every class, and yet they say they are a pater-
nal Government; but, if so, they are cruel, harsh
and unjust.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I submit that the Finance
Minister has not touched the merits of the question.
He has stated that this duty is only on the cheaper
kinds of appliances used, and that the costly in-
struments used by a surgeon are not included. We
have no objection to the more costly instruments
being highly taxed, because we know that medical
men, although they are compelled to work hard,
are about as well paid as any class in the com-
munity, and are well able to pay the duty on the
high-priced instruments they use. He says the
poor people must pay a share of the taxes as well
as the rich. We do not object to that principle,
for the Governnent cannot levy taxation without
including the poor as well as the rich, but unfor-
tunately the Government has so arranged the tariff
that in the articles of consumption the poor man
uses he has to pay the heavy share of the burden.
As regards this item, what we complain of, is not
so much that the poor have to bear the heavy share
of the tax, but that the Government have singled
out for taxation a class that is not only generally
poor, but which is also afflicted and unfortunate. I
submit that the Minister of Finance has given no
satisfactory reason for continuing this tax, and
that it is a duty we owe to these afflicted people
that this extra tax should be struck out.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The Minister of
Finance has said that we were paying a duty now
on surgical instruments, but I do not complain of
that, as the surgeons themselves pay that parti-
cular tax. This is a different thing altogether.
Surgeons have nothing whatever to do with pay-
ing the expense of trusses and belts, and other
articles included in this particular item. The ex-
penses entirely fall upon the party purchasing,
and I believe it is largely in the interests of those
invalids to have these articles placed on the free
list. 1, therefore, move, seconded by the member
for Elgin (Mr. Wilson), " that trusses, surgical

Mr. McMua.utN.

belts and suspensory bandages be placed upon the
f ree list."

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I think the hon,
gentlemen on the other side entirely magnify the
importance of a duty on these articles. Trusses
and such appliances are largely in the hands of
patentees ; their sale is limited, and the price is
comparatively high or the manufacturers could not
keep in the business. lu speaking about bandages,
I venture to say that nine-tenths of those in use
are worn by the wealthy people of this country.

An hon. MEMBER. No.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I know something
about this as well as hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House, and I know that these articles
are largely used in this country by wealthy people
and that they are sold and peddled all over the
country by women. The poorer people have very
little to do with paying the duty on these articles.

Mr. PLATT. The remarks made bythe hon. mem-
ber for Leeds (Mr. Ferguson) would tend to show
thattbe dutyonthese articles is entirely unneces-
sary. He has said that these instruments are gene-
rally in the hands of patentees, and the sale being
limited, it was necessary that the articles should he
placed at a very high price. Nobody will dispute
that the prices of these surgical appliances, no mat.
ter how simple their construction, are far beyond
their intrinsic value and the cost of their production.
That, I think, is a sufficient reason why their price
should not be increased by a duty. If we have to
pay the present high prices, it is due to the fact
that these articles are in the hands of specialistsor
patentees, and that they are distributed to druggists
or other vendors who generally expect pretty hich
profit on their wares. That is a very good reason
why no duty should be placed on these articles. I
have listened to this debate to ascertain the reason
why the Governinent propose to continue this
duty. They have not told us whether it is for
revenue purposes or for the sake of protecting the
manufacturers of the country. It must be for
the one or the other, or for both. The Governi-
ment has told us, time and again, since this debate
commenced, that these duties were not for the
sake of revenue, and I can tell them that the
placing of duties on these articles does not protect
the manufacturers in this country in the least.
The manufacturers need no protection. The high-
priced articles which they produce are used by
them to advertise their professional standingP
for many of them are professed surgeons-and
they use the trusses they manufacture to advertise
themselves before the country, so that wlhen they
advertise their wares they are advertising thei
professional skill. They pretend in their adver-
tising to advise their patients free of charge 055(1
to charge moderate prices for their trusses Aside
entirely from the representations from this side "f
the House regarding the condition of tse eople
who mostly suffer from these accidents whiere-
quire such appliances, there is a very good re5why
why no duty should be imposed, or rather h
the duty should be removed, because of th g
prices which are charged upon these articls the
the people already have to pay three I ho

cost of an article, it seems to me that ita sdUty
not be enhanced in price by imposUg need of
Unless the Government re really in
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revenue, I do not see what reason they can have
for continuing these articles on the dutiable list,
and I trust they will not wait for a division of the
House to place themn on the free list.

Mi. BOWELL. Before you put that motion to
the House, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I
scarcely think the hon. gentleman who proposed it
understands what the effect would be. Does not
the lion. gentleman know that, even though the
article be struck off the list, it still remains the law ?

Mir. PLATT. He moved to have these articles
placed on the free list.

3Mr. BOWELL. I have to inform the hon.
gentleman that the striking out of this item would
not affect the duty now imposed upon the articles
mentioned. The only reason for asking the con-
sileration of the House upon this item, 'was simply
to declare by statute that which we have had to
rule iii the Customs Department as being dutiable
at 25 per cent. ; and in order to avoid the trouble
anu annoyance which occurs at the different ports of
the )ominion. For instance, sone officials would
interpret the word " belts " to include everything
-even a belt for a saw-mill-and as the word
" surgical " was not in the old law, nor the words
" suspensory bandages," they are inserted here now

to make the matter clear. This is a mere ex-
plauatory clause, inserted to enable the different
officers to administer the law as it stands upon the
Statute-book. If you strike this out, you leave
the law precisely as it was, and under which so
Imany difficulties have arisen. If the House deems
it advisable that there should be no duty imposed
oni trusses and belts, then it would be necessary to
introluce a Bill to repeal that clause of the tariff
as it now stands on the Statute-book. I may men-
tion that a majority of the resolutions now before
the House are of the same character ; they are
rather explanatory than an interference with the
duty as it exists to-day; so that the House will
understand that if it is desirable to repeal this
clause, some other procedure must be followed
than mîerely to strike it out. The manufacture of
tlese articles is an industry that exists in different
parts of the Dominion, and if it is worthy of a pro-
teetioni of 25 per cent., then, like all other indus-
tries, it should be protected. That is the only
reasonî why this duty is on the Statute-book at all.
It is lot for purpose of revenue. The arguments
used, as my hon. friend the Finance Minster very
eptly said for striking out this item, will apply to,
ex cy single item in the tariff, with the exception
Of tose which refer to what may be termed luxu-ries. I hope the House will not strike the item out,but il allow the amendment to be made in order
to enable the Department to nnforce the law as it
ougIt to be administered.

thSir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I must say
iat it is trifling with the intelligence of this House

to say that a tax of this kind stands on the saniefooting as all others except taxes on luxuries. Here
You have a tax on an article known to be required
"y people suffering from a particular disease, and iI can conceive of no possible article on which com-Mou lumanity should more induce the Government t
to equire that there should be no tax, than trusses
ani suspensory bandages. The hon. gentlemanktows that it is the sheerest folly to talk to us ofthese articles being made here as cheaply and asWeil as they are made elsewhere. If they are, of

what earthly use is a protective duty on them at
all ? Does the hon. gentleman mean to tell us that
$21,O0 worth of trusses would be imported into
this country and a duty of 25 per cent. paid on them
if they could be manufactured here as cheaply as
they are in the United States, England or elsewhere?
The thing is absurd on the face of it. This is an
article that every principle of humanity requires
you should make free. With the solitary exception
of a tax on quinine, which, to the everlasting dis-
grace of the United States and to our own disgrace,
was maintained for a considerable time, I k-ow of
none so utterly indefensible, so inhuman or so
repugnant to every sense of political morality, as
a tax on articles of this description. I remember
on one occasion, when my hon. friend from North
Brant and myself called attention to a similar
enormity, the hon. First Minister had it struck off.
In conformity with, I was going to say, the barba-
rous instinct of the protectionist mind, Sir Leo-
nard Tilley, when Finance Minister, had actually
imposed a duty on books printed for the use of the
blind, and it was not until the bon. member for
North Brant and myself appealed to the hon.
First Minister that we got that duty struck off.
I will appeal to him again, as a man of sense and
humanity, whatever else he may be, to throw off
this duty on trusses.

Mr. PLATT. I think we may as well know
now as at any time what our powers are. If we
can, by no action we take here, remove any of these
duties, I do not see the use of discussing then any
further. The hon. Minister of Customs has told us
that it is impossible, by anything that this Coin-
mittee can do, to affect the duty on this particular
class of articles, and it will certainly tend to shorten
the discussion, if it is true what lie tells us, that in
the case of a majority of these resolutions, we are
here only for the sake of discussing them, without
the possibility of preventing their effect. It seems
to me we have before us the very clauses, by carry-
ing one of which and voting down the other, we can
repeal the duty on these articles. If the Commit-
tee fail to pass the section now before us and repeal
section 2, this article will be placed on the free
list.

Mr. BOWELL. It is scarcely fair for the hon.
gentleman to say that I attempted to mislead the
Committee, for I pointed out a mode in which the
repeal of any of these duties could be effected. I
did not expect to convince the hon. member for
South Oxford. I expected him to meet the ques-
tion exactly in the manner in which he has met it,
for he hardly ever rises to address the House with -
out using such adjectives as absurd, barbarous,
heinous, with regard to propositions from this side
of the House. He is very desirous of annexing
this country, commercially, to the United States,
and he wants us to adopt the American tariff,
which imposes on these very articles, the moderate
luty of 45 per cent. If we are barbarous in impos-
ng 25 per cent., I leave it to the hon. gentleman,
with his power over the English language, and par-
icularly his knowledge of adjectives, to properly
lesignate this conduct on the part of the friends
wvith whom lie so much desires to be allied commer-
cially. I am really inclined to think that the hon.
gentleman must be politically ruptured, or he
vould not attempt to impose on this country such
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a barbarous and outrageous tax as 45 per cent. on
trusses and articles of a similar character.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I regard the
American tarif as a degree more barbarous than
our own, which is saying a good deal. As to the
introduction of the American tarif, I and my
friends here always maintained the English system;
it was the hon. gentleman and his friends who
introduced the cast-off relics of American protec-
tion here. They are the parties who are respon-
sible for discarding the English system, under
which we had lived practically until 1878, and
who introduced the American system, which has
worked its legitimate fruits. But I recall the
hon. gentleman to the question before the Chair.
I say no friend of humanity can read this item
which proposes to inflict a duty of 25 per cent. on
surgical belts, trusses and suspensory bandages,
which are largely used by the poorer classes,
without feeling ashamed of the Parliament of his
country, which allows such things to remain on
the Statute-book.

Amendment negatived on a division.

Blacking, shoe and shoemakers' ink, and shoe, harness
and leather dressing, and harness soap, 30 per cent. advalorem.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no change in the duty.
Shoe, harness and leather dressing had formerly
been ruled under this clause.

Advertising pamphlets, pictures and pictorial show
carda illustrated advertising periodicals, illustrated
price lists, advertising calendars, advertising almanacs,
tailors' and mantle-makers' fashion plates, and all
chromos, chromotypos, oleographs, photographs and
other cards, pictures or artistic work of similar kinds,
produced by any process other than hand-painting or
drawing, whether for business or advertising purposes or
not, printed or stamped on paper, cardboard or other
material, N.E.S., 6 cents per pound and 20 per cent.
ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. Advertising pamphlets, not
illustrated, were formerly charged at the rate of 1
cent each, and these are now included under this
item.

Geographical, topographical and astronomical maps,
charts and globes, NE.S., 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. Formerly the item read, " Maps
and charts, 20 per cent." Globes have been added.
They were ruled here formerly.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Have we any establish-
ment for the manufacture of globes in Canada?

Mr. FOSTER. I understand they are manufac-
tured in Toronto.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The Toronto Globe ?

Mr. FOSTER. This is a new item. These
articles were not before enumerated, but were
ruled generally, I think, under the item of nanu.
factured paper, at 35 per cent., and some of then
were rated under the still higher duty of 6 cents per
pound and 20 per cent. It was thought best to
make a new item, and put them at 35 per cent.,
which would be less than the average before.

Bookbinders' tools and implements, including ruling
machines and bookbinders' cloth,10 per cent.ad valore,.

Mr. FOSTER. The only change in this item is
adding " book " before "binders." Bookbinders'
cloth is a special cloth used for the binding of
books. This will prevent every kind of cloth
alleged to be for the binding of books, but not
actually bookbinders' cloth, being attempted to be
brought in under this item.

Mr. MULOCK. This brings up the question of
our copyright. I would like to ask the Minister of
Justice if the proclamation is issued yet bringing
our Copyright Act into force?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It has not. The
despatch in relation to the Order in Council which
was sent by the Imperial Government is on its
way to the Privy Council, and has not reached
that body yet.

Faucy work boxes, writing desks, glove boxes, hand-
kerchief boxes, manieure cases, perfume cases, toilet cases
and fancy cases for smokers' sets, and all similar fancy
articles made of bone, shell, horn, ivory, wood, leather,
plush, satin, silk, satinette or paper; doils and toys of all
kinds including sewing machines when of not more than
two dollars in value, and toy whips: ornaments of alabas-
ter, spar, terra-cotta or composition; and statuettes,
beads and bead ornaments N.E.S., 35 per cent. ad voloren.

Mr. FOSTER. I want to ask the permission of
the House to insert the word " amber " after the
word " spar " in the line next to the last. I pro-
pose also to strike out the word " beads," and to
make a separate item for beads at 20 per cent.
This is in consequence of representations made,
especially from some bands of Indians, who use
these beads largely for their ornamental work.

Brass in strips, for printers' rules, not finished, and
brass in strips or sheets of less than four inches in width,
15 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. Formerly brass in sheets, not
finished, was on the free list, but it was found
that an attempt was made to bring in the brass ni
narrow strips almost ready for manufacture, and
it was found necessary to make a definition as to
what a strip should be. Consequently, the arbi-
trary limit of four inches has been made hre.
Anything less than four inches is still on the free
list.

Newspapers or supplemental editions or parts thereof, Braces or suspendors, sud parts thoreof, 35 Per cen t adpartly pnted, and intended to be completed aud pub- valorem.PL ao re1.
ls e n Canada, 25o per cent. ad Valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. The words, "Newspapers or
parts thereof," appeared formerly, and now the
item reads : " Newspapers or supplemental editions
or parts thereof." If the newspaper should be
rated at this rate, supplemental editions should
come under the same rate. They were formerly
ruled under this.

Bank notes, bonds. bills of exchange, cheques, pro-
missory notes, drafts, and all similar work unsigned, and
bill-heads, envelopes, receipts, cards, and other commer-
cial blank forma printed, or lithographed, or printed from
steel or copper or other plates, and other printed matter,
N.E.S., 35 per cent., ad valorent.

Mr. BowLL.

Mr. FOSTER. The only addition is the words
"and parts thereof ".

Mr. MCMULLEN. It seems to me that this 15
a very large increase on the article of suspenders.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no increase.
Mr. McMULLEN. Well, it is a very large dutY

to continue on such an article.
Mr. FOSTER. I do not think the rate is so very

high, considering the competition. Very strong
pressure has been brought upon us to make the
duty higher, but 1 have withstood that, aud I
hope the hon. gentleman will be satisfied.
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Mr. MITCHELL. You did not withstand it very
imuch.

Mr. BOWELL. The duty is not increased.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am surprised at the assur-
ance of the hon. gentlemen when they say that
the duty is not increased, as if it was not twice too
nuch before. The duty which they imposed before

has left them a surplus of two million dollars, as
they claim ; but, whenever a high rate of duty is
complained of, the answer is that they have not
increased it.

Mr. BOW'ELL. The hon. member for Welling-
ton (Mr. McMullen) objected to the high duty on
braces and suspenders, and my hon. friend said the
duty was not increased, and that he had resisted
the attempts which were made to induce the Gov-
ei inment to increase it. Then the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) said : " You did
not resist it much," and I said the duty was not
increased, showing that we had resisted the appeal
which was made to us to increase the duty. I will
be very cautions in future to suggest anything to
the hon. gentleman which may ruffle his sweet
temper, which is very much like my own.

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish the hon. gentleman
had shown as inuch caution during the last fifteen
years, and then we would not have had such large
duties imposed. These are due very much to the
accumulating tendencies of the Minister of Customs.
It is not due to the Finance Minister, but to the
grasping tendency of the Department over which
the Minister of Customs presides, and his desire
always to draw blood out of the poor people. Time
and again the hon. gentleman has said, as the Min-
ister of Finance said just now, we have not increased
the duties, as if they were not too high before.

Mr. ELLIS. I understand that there is quite a
large industry in bringing parts of suspenders into
this country and putting them together here.
Will not this added provision crush that industryout altogether ?
. Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Minister says the

(tuty is not increased. It is 35 per cent.
What industry is there, I should like to know,
that should have a duty of more than 35 per cent.
The naximum duty should be 25 per cent., and,
if an imdustry cannot exist with a protection of 25
per cent., the money should be devoted to some-
thing that can exist under that.

\ C. McMULLEN. I find that pressed goods
are admitted on a duty of 25 per cent., nickel and
other goods of that kind at 25 per cent., jewelry
at 25 per cent., gold and silver articles at 25 per
cent., silk hats at 25 per cent., diamonds, set, at 20
per cent., and yet 35 per cent. is charged on bracesand suspenders. Is there any necessity to make
the poor man pay 35 per pent. on a pair of braces,while the rich man only pays 20 per cent. ondiamonde?

Rice, uncleaned, unhulled or paddy, 17J per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. The only change here is leaving
Ont the words "when imported direct from the
country of production."

Mr- MULOCK. Why is the Minister imposing
a duty on rice ?

Mr. FOSTER. I am not imposing it.

Mr. MULOCK. Well, does theMinister approve
of imposing a duty on rice?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, or it would not be here.
Mr. MULOCK. I suppose the Minister imposes

these duties either for the purposes of revenue or
for the purpose of protection. In which respect
does he suppose this duty will operate?

Mr. BOWELL. This is not to protect the rice,
but the change is made for the purpose of enabling
parties to bring into this country uncleaned, un-
hulled or paddy rice from any part of the world at
the rate of 17J per cent. The old tariff reads as
follows:-

" Rice, uncleaned,unhulled or paddy, when imported
direct from the country of growth, 17J per cent."
Rice, cleaned, bears a duty of li per cent. The
object in making this change, as I said a moment
ago, was this : A line of steamers is running in
connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway,
between Vancouver and Hong Kong. If that rice
is bought at Hong Kong, although it has been
brought there from some other part of the world,
if imported in that way, it would pay a duty of li
per cent. a pound, not being a direct importation.
This enables a large quantity of uncleaned rice to
be brought into the country and cleaned in Canada.

Mr. MULOCK. If the duty is excessive, let it
be repealed or reduced. Here you are imposing a
tax of 171 per cent. ad valoremn on a food used by
a large portion of our people. Last year we im-
ported 18,000,000 lbs. of unhulled rice, which paid
a duty of some $30,000. Everybody knows that
rice is one of the staple foods, and not only of the
wealthier classes, but of the poor, and it can never
be protected sufficiently, to be grown in this coun-
try. It is certainly not necessarv to impose this
tax for revenue purposes. I would ask the Finance
Minister why this tax is imposed. On what prin-
ciple is it that you tax rice, an article that can
never be grown in Canada ?

Mr. FOSTER. There are many things that are
not grown in Canada, that are taxed. Rice must
have been originally taxed for revenue purposes.
I suppose we need a revenue yet.

Mr. MULOCK. But it is not required for reve-
nue purposes, because the Minister told us a
month ago, that he had a surplus of last year and
was going to have a larger one this year, and he
says he is shortly going to commence to reduce
the national debt. It is quite clear he has made
out no case for taxing rice, a staple article, that
enters into the consumption of all classes of the
people, more particularly that class which the
Government loves so much on election days, the
poorer classes. Why is it that now, in this quiet
nook of the Dominion, they tax this food ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have given the only reason.
Mr. MULOCK. The only reason is no reason

at all. He supposes it is for revenue purposes,
and he tells us that he has a surplus. So it is a
burden wantonly placed -upon the shoulders of
those friends of the Administration, the poor
people.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend would not, of
course, argue that because we had a surplus last
year of $1,800,000, and because we expect a surplus
of over two millions next year, therefore we must
repeal al the items from which a revenue is col-
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lected. We have a surplus, and we need a revenue
still. It is my opinion we need both.

Mr. MULOCK. If you will collect more than
is necessary, you should reduce the taxation.
Look through the items that are taxed and see
which ones can be best dispensed with, and you
will find that rice is an article upon which there is
no justification for imposing a tax for revenue.

Mr. FOSTER. I think we need all the surplus
we have over and above consolidated revenue, to
meet the capital expenditure of the country.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad my hon. friend
has raised this question, because it brings us down
to the food of the people. It is a question that
will have to be threshed out thoroughly before hon.
gentlemen get through all these items of increase.
The answer these gentlemen always give is : We
have not increased the duty on rice. The Finance
Minister says that by fixing the rice tariff on un-
cleaned rice as it was before, at 17, per cent., it
increases the traffic between Japan and China and
Vancouver, and leads to the importation of large
quantities of unhulled rice, for the purpose of
giving employment, I presume, to a single rice
mill over there. The hon. gentleman admits that lie
had $1,800,000 of a surplus last year, and lie ex-
pects two millions this year. My impression is
that there will be a good deal more than two
millions, with the tariff we are now dealing with.
The hon. gentleman says that lie does not think
that because the tariff has brought him in a surplus,
therefore lie should take the duty off. Sir, I
recollect that when one of the hon. gentleman's
predecessors had a surplus, lie felt it necessary to
give relief to the poor people, and he took the duty
off tea altogether, and it was to the credit of that
hon. gentleman that lie did so. It would be well
for the present Finance Minister to follow his
example, and according as his surplus grows, and
lie finds there is more revenue collected than
lie needs, let him commence by taking the
duties off the food of the people, off the
staple articles upon which the people live,
and there is none of them that, while not a
luxury, is a more desirable article of food than
rice. Let him commence by taking the tax off the
food of the poor people, take it off rice, take it off
flour, take it off pork, take it off molasses, take it
off everything that enters into the daily food of
the working classes of this community. If he and
his Government would pursue that policy, they
would earn the gratitude of the country more than
they (1o by heaping up surpluses and trying wher-
ever they can to put on heavier duties. I think the
hon. gentleman should take that duty off rice alto-
gether. He will lose $30,000 of revenue, it is
true, but that money would remain in the pockets
of the people, particularly of the poorer classes.
Hon. gentlemen say they may require it. Yes ;
they will require it, and a good deal more. You
will require it for subsidising and purchasing con-
stituencies, in making useless railways and useless
public works, in spending three-quarters of a mil-
lion pounds, for instance, upon the Chignecto Ship
Railway, which is as well as thrown into the sea.
It was done for what purpose ? To please Sir
Charles Tupper and his constituents, and for no
other reason under Heaven. He held you by the
throat and made you vote the money. And how
are you building it ? You are carrying out that

Mr. FoSTER

part of the National Policy in what way-how are
the contractors building it ? They have imported
a thousand Italians, who dig holes in the sides of
the banks, put in a few poles as for Indian wig-
wams, put on a covering of brush, and live in themn
like hogs. Let the Finance Minister ask the mem-
ber for that section of the country, and he will get
the information that I have got from him in regard
to this condition of affairs. These laborers do not
spend the money in the country. The Govern.
ment has squandered three and a quarter millions
to bring a thousand Italians into the country.

Mr. FOSTER. We did not bring them in.
Mr. MITCHELL. Your tools have brougit

them in, men for whom the money for this useless
work is voted ; this work which, when it is finished,
will be a standing disgrace and ridicule in this
country to the whole world. Then it is completed
at a useless expenditure of three and a quarter
millions. Hon. gentlemen go on accumulating
taxation when it is useless and unnecessary.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) With respect to the
remarks of the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) in regard to duty on rice, I most
cheerfully endorse them. I cannot see on what
ground the hon. Minister continues the duty on
this article. If it was absolutely necessary to
raise money to carry on the business of the coun-
try, lie might possibly include such an article of food
as rice, which is a cheap and nutritious article
used by the poor people, on the same ground
as lie would include other breadstuffs ; but, I
think, it should be one of the last of tie
articles placed upon the taxable list. But
when the hon. gentleman concedes that last
year lie had a respectable surplus, that this
year he has a very large surplus, and that he
expects a large surplus next year, every possible
ground on which lie could denand an exaction of
from seventy to eighty thousand dollars a year in
the shape of a tax on rice is gone from him. MY
bon. friend mentioned $30,000 as the amount col-
lected in duty, and lie was perfectly correct if lie
confined his remarks to uncleaned and unhulled
rice. We imported last year a very large quantity,
19,951,897 pounds, of the value of $193,000, 011
which a duty was paid of $30,289. But we also
imported rice, on which a duty was paid of $43,6S3,
naking a total of about $74,000. This is an article

not consumed by the rich but by the poor, and the
duty strikes at a class which the Finance Mnister
should seek to relieve. Moreover, lie does not re-
quire $70,000 more revenue. This is one of a
class of articles which should be first remnoved
from the taxable list. Further, this is an article
not raised in the country, the duty is not required
for protection purposes, and, therefore, the tax
is totally indefensible.

Mr. GILLMOR. The Finance Minister, in
reply to the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell), said they did not bring in the
Italians to work on the Chignecto Ship Railway,
and they had nothing to do with it. They had a
great deal to do with it. On one thousand dollars
worth of the products of labor which come in, our
workingmen have to pay $300 taxes before they can
use them ; but the Government allow the Italians
to come in without paying any taxes, and theY
come in to compete with our own laborers. Iu
order to make your protective systen consisnt,
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when you tax the product of labor, you should
tax the foreign laborer coming in to compete with
our own workingman.

Mr. FOSTER. Is that your policy?

Mr. GILLMOR. If I were a protectionist, and
wanted to do the fair thing, I would do that. If I
wanted to protect all classes alike, I would do that;
and I would say that a workingman, twenty-one
years of age, had cost somebody $1,000 to raise
him to that condition, and I would tax the $1,000
in labor $300, just as I would tax $1,000 in
products of labor. Then manufacturers would
understand what protection means all round.
When the workingmen are taxed to support rail-
way works, rnanufacturing and other interests, the
Governnent should impose taxes on foreign work-
ingmen who come in to compete with our home
laborers. That-would be a consistent policy. It is an
imposition on the workingmen of this country that
taxes are imposed on everything they eat, drink and
wear, and yet they are compelled to contribute
towards the annual subsidy of $156,000 to build
that marine railway in order to make work, as you
say, for the people; and yet you let Italians corne
in to (o that work, and to build that nuisance and
swindle the Chignecto Ship Railway. I say the
workingmen ought to awaken to their position. I
saw how the workingmen were protected in Albert
street in this city. I remember this Session a
banquet was given to the Premier by the Conser-
vative Workinginen's Association of Ottawa. No
doubt the worki.ngmen thought the Government
were promoting their interests. I talked with some
of those workingmen on Albert street. I there
saw men digging through a foot of frozen ground
and throwing up frozen earth from a sewer-if any
of you want to know what work is, go and try it.
These men received for this work a dollar a day of
ten hours. Now, you are protecting all the indus-
tries of the country and all the monopolies and all
the wealthy concerns; but when that workingman
with his dollar a day expended it on sugar, he had
to pay 65 per cent. additional for duty. Let that
workingman take his dollar and spend it in a retail
store, and lie would have to give 30 cents of it for
duties, and so lie would receive only 70 cents for ten
hours' toil. I hope the workingmen will see they,
as a class, are not protected, and I think they are
awakening to the fact that they have been hum-
bugged by this so-called National Policy. The Gov-
ermnent have tried this National Policy for eleven
years, and what has it done for Canada? Look at
the question fairly and honestly. You have got a
lot of interested parties to combine to cheat the
people. But you found that there was a large
class that bore the public burdens, the farming
class, and they saw they were not being treated
rightly, and you had, therefore, to come to theirassistance. Why did you not do that eleven
Years ago ? If your systen was a sound and cor-
rect one, why did you leave that large class to
struggle with the evils of protection until
they have become pauperised in this country ?
lion. gentlemen opposite were very much
pleased when I read, the other night, an ex-
tract from Bill Nye's description of the western
farmers. They thought that supported their viewand showed that the Western farmei;s were in
distressed circumstances, and mortgaged for mil-
lions and billions of dollars. Why, it is just what

you have done here. Across the lines they have
had protection for 25 years, and that was an honest
description of the condition of the farmers of the
United States to-day. Protection is having the
saie result in Canada, and hon. gentlemen opposite
know it, and the Government are now coming to
the relief of our farmers. They would not do it if
they were not compelled in order to maintain
themselves in power. That is the secret. There
is no other reason. The farmers have been carry-
ing the load and bearing the burden. I once read
a story of an Irishman and a few of his associates
who took a contract to clean out a well. As they
had no ladder to get down, it was proposed that
one should take hold of the spindle, and the
next should hold on to the feet of the first, and so
on with the rest of them, and that they should get
down to the bottom of the well in that way. After
they had got into position, the first man said he
could not hold on longer just then, and exclaimed:
" Hold on below till I spit on my hands." And he
suited the action to the word, and down they went
to the bottom of the well. And if the farmers who
are now holding on, have to rest to spit on their
hands, down they go, and down the Government
goes with them, and down the manufacturers go-
down where you ought to go, and down where you
will go, if you hold on to the National Policy. I am
delighted that now we are beginning to understand
that question in Canada, and I an as sure that your
National Policy and your protective system will
corne to naught, as I am sure I am standing here.
I know that that system is based upon injustice, I
know that it is a false policy, I know that it will
fail eventually ; but it will hold on a good while
no doubt, because the fallacies which you can bring
to bear upon it will succeed as long as you can
warp somebody into these unholy combinations to
cheat somebody else by entering into this recipro-
cal rascality. Who are you going to rob when
you get through with the farmers? The working-
men and the industrial classes are the only ones
left for you to prey upon. The statements in
regard to farin mortgages may be exaggerated,
but there is no doubt that the National Policy has
depressed Canada in later years to an enormous
extent. You cannot point to one industry, you
cannot point to a locality in the Dominion, which
bas benefited by your policy, with the exception
of a few monopolies in Montreal and Toronto, or
one or two other places. Your protective system
is calculated to make paupers of the many and
millionaires of a few. That is what it has done
in Canada, and it can never do anything else.
When I was a boy in England forty years ago, I
never dreamt that I would have to stand up in
Canada, to oppose a tax upon bread and food.
I saw the workingmen in England, and I saw
the anti-corn law bazaars going on, and I be-
came a convert then to free trade. Thirty years
ago, when I embarked in public life, and when I
started out as a representative of the people, my
principles were free education, manhood suffrage
and free trade, and in all these years I have never
given a vote, or expressed a sentiment contrary to
these principles. I have lived to see two of them
adopted, and I hope to live to see free trade. I
am ashamed that Canada should have adopted this
exploded system of protection.

Mr. MITCHELL. You are ashamed of ber
politicians.
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Mr. GILLMOR. I saw workingmen in England,

I talked with them, and I asked them about the
wages they received and their habits generally, and
scores of them told me that they were able to buy
meat, and that only of the poorest kind, once a
week for their families. Yet they were working
just as your workingmen are working, digging
these sewers on Albert street to-day. I gave iy
mite to uphold the anti-corn law movement in
England then, and we have got this question fairly
before us in Canada now. The Government has
thrown off the mask, and we want the right kind
of people to fight them in this policy. All I want
to know is that we have got men of the right
stamp here to oppose the Government and I am
sure we will succeed. I don't want any half pro-
tection, I want free trade. I do not want any
half-hearted men to fight the battle of free trade
for the people, I want whole-soul men like John
Bright and Cobden, who will go into this work
honestly and sincerely, and attack this protective
system root and branch. I have great faith that
ttie people of this country will overthrow the pro-
tective system when they understand the question.
What have you, gentlemen on the Treasurybenches,
done in Canada for eleven years with your pro-
tective policy ? Where is your prosperity ? You
say that the railroads of the country are evidences
of prosperity. Is the Intercolonial Railway an
evidence of prosperity? Is the Canadian Pacific
Railway an evidence of prosperity? Are your
canals an evidence of prosperity ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.

Mr. GILLMOR. I say they are not. They are
of course facilities for trade, but they are not evi-
dences of prosperity, because you are in debt for
every dollar you put into those enterprises. It is
no evidence of prosperity that you have borrowed
money and that you owe that money, and that you
have to pay your annual interest on these $237,-
000,000 of Government debt. In addition to that
Canada has to pay every year the interest on about
$650,000,000 of British capital. England before the
corn laws were repealed was not in a position to
make noney or to lend money, but England lias
made her money since she repealed the corn laws.
England bas astonished the world by her increased
wealth under free trade. Mr. Chairman, I am not
afraid of the United States. I am not afraid of any-
thing that any natior eau do against Canada, if
Canada is true to herself. Let them put on their
tax of 5 cents a dozen on eggs, or 25 cents a dozen
if they wish ; we do not want any favor from them.
Of course, I believe it is better that these two na-
tions should be amicable, friendly, and brotherly,
and that there should be free trade between
them, but I appeal to this country and this Gov-
ernment, not to follow the pernicious practices
the United States have followed. If we want to
be a great nation, let us throw down our tariff walls
and let them build theirs as high as they like. Let
them build a Chinese wall if they wish, and
let them receive what China bas received fron her
policy. Two thousand years before your ancestors
had emerged from barbarism, China was civilised ;
but China had a wall which kept all the rest of the
world out, and there she is to-day far behind other
civilised countries. Let the United States have
their tariff wall if they will. I am sorry for it,
because to some extent it injures us, but it injures

Mr. GiLmoR.

them ten times more than we are injured. I would
make Canada a place so cheap to live in that the
Americans would be glad to get over that wall and
to come into our fertile fields in the North-West.
I would make Canada so cheap a place to mine in
that their wealthy men would come here where
they would get their mining machinery cheaper
than any where else. I am proud of Canada.
Everything that Almighty God has done for us is
good. He bas given us broad fields and fertile lands,
and rivers, and water powers and a climate that is
good. All that He has done for us is good, for which
we thank Him, but all that you the Government
have done for us, for twenty-two years, is a curse to
Canada. I did not intend when I rose, to speak at
such length, but now the issue is properly before us,
and, I tell you my friends of the Liberal party, that
we do not want any half-hearted protectionists here.
We want free traders, if we are going to fight ont
successfully this battle for the people. We want
free traders here if we are going to fight on this
platform, and I ar satisfied that my hon. friends
here have had experience enough in twelve years
to know that the policy of protection is a bad oee
Nothing now escapes taxation. The coal mten of
Nova Scotia howl for protection, the agricultural
implement makers and the millers of Ontario howl
for protection on their machinery and their flour,
the manufacturers of Quebec howl for protection
on boots, and in Sherbrooke or Stanstead they are
howling for protection on knickerbockers and
corsets. Why, one would think that the tender
associations which linger about such articles would
spare them from the piracies of the tariff. But
nothing escapes. Talk about these instruments
and bandages for the sick and poor. Why, it
would be a mercy to let them die and get ont of
the toil, and oppression, and hardship which cone
upon them frorn protection. I can see the picture
of the people in England, in the days of protec-
tion, without meat, or food, or clothing; I remem-
ber the riots for bread. But those things happen
no longer. Look at England to-day, spending a
million dollars a week in the United States. The
people of England, with their superabundant
wealth, will buy up aIl the paying industries in the
United States and Canada in twenty years if they
keep up their protection. They are teeming i
wealth. We have to export $25,000,000 yearly to
pay the interest on the money which the English
people have invested in Canada, I mean the obliga-
tions of railway companies, loan companies and the
Government ; all combined we owe to the English
people $650,000,000, and all the exports of lumber
froin this country are required to pay the interest
every year. You talk about prosperity in Canada
Point to anything that is prosperous in Canada.
We have not poverty, it is true ; it is hard to
bring people down to starvation in Canada; it is a
broad country, and there are many means of keep-
ing the body and soul together; but anything lik-e
prosperity &oes not exist ; you cannot find it
anywhere, except in the favored monopolies which
are making millions a year out of the poor people
of this country. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry for
Canada; but we know now what we have to do.
There is no use of bothering with this cheese-

paring procees of getting a few cents off this and a
few cents off that. Attack the system squarely
and boldly, and if you find ten men who are
free traders, let them stand together and they will
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succeed eventually, because free trade is right,
and you need not be afraid when you are right.
Protectionis achild of theDevil, and itnevercansuc-
ceed. It is always a matter of humbug and deception.
You have only to look at the way in which this
tariff is made up. Here are the hon. Minister of
Finance and the hon. Minister of Custons ; they
are both friends of mine ; but they begin with
ad ralorem and specific-how can we deceive the
people most; here is a little specific thing, so
nmch, two or three cents a pound, or a little ad
ralorm, and when you come to figure it out it
will amount to about 60 per cent. That is the
way you are trying to deceive the people ; and the
Devil is never so well pleased as when he sees the
hon. Minister of Finance and the hon. Minister of
Customs sitting down and putting their heads to-
gether to see how they can fix up their specific and
their ad valorem. Now, I will tell you what I
think of specific and ad valorem : I think they are
two thieves that you are licensing to go out to
plunder everybody right and left. At the intro-
duction of this policy hon. gentlemen did not know
how to manage it. Sir Leonard Tilley, though
always as cunning as a fox, could not do it, much
as he had to do with his Satanic Majesty, and he
had to send down to Washington for an expert to
show him how to suck the blood out of the people
without letting then know it. Now, I am really
sincere. I am satisfied that the Devil dresses up
in his Sunday best when these two gentlemen sit]
down to fix up their taxes. Mr. Chairman, Canada
has just come to the condition to which I thought
she would come when we went into Confedera-
tion. My bon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) and I, perhaps, do not agree. He
got deceived, but I did not. I never wanted
to come into Confedëration. Not that I did not
regard kindly my fellow British subjects in
a.1 the colonies, but we in New Brunswick were
afraid of a protective tariff, we were afraid of
excessive taxation. We knew that our trade was
with England and the United States, we were
afraid of a high tariff, and we fought it out on that
line. But we were assured by Sir Leonard Tilley
and others that for twenty years we would not
spend over $13,000,000 a year. We ran an elec-
tion on that question and the anti-confederates
carried the day ; but down came their emissaries,
and they met at Charlottetown ; I was member of
the Government, and the late George Brown talked
to me. I said: "We were elected in opposition to
Confederation." He said : " Greater men than
you have changed their principles when necessary."

Well," I said, " you may get other members to
deceive their constituents, but you will not get me ;
I have no desire to go into Confederation." IHesaid : " We will put the tariff down to 15 per cent.,and it will never be any higher." But pow where
is it ? How have we been deceived ? In the second
session after Confederation you began your Nat-
ional Policy by putting 50 cents a barrel on flour
and something on corn ; but when the represent-
atives of the people came down to New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia, there was such a howl of indig-
nation fron all parties that they hurried back as
fast as the Lord would let them, and the next springtook it off. But protection has done its work, and in
'\ova Scotia andNewBrunswick they will bowtheir
necks now and take the load without a murmur.
Party has cursed Canada. It has robbed us of our

manhood, and independence, and self-reliance, and
convictions, and we will sit here, and swallow,
and vote things we know we ought to oppose. I
speak of party, not particularly with regard to
one side or the other ; but I say that party has
cursed Canada, and that political morality and
honesty have become a reproach and a by-word,
and the best men will tell you : Oh, well, one
party is as good or as bad as another. We are
robbed by party, and we are being robbed by pro-
tection. However, hon. gentlemen opposite are
consistent ; they have nailed their flag to the
mast. They have told us that they are going to
protect every industry, and put on taxes without
mercy-without regard for the hungry or the poor.
They will tax everything, fron the swaddling
clothes of the infant to the shroud you wrap around
the corpse. But I have great faith in the honesty,
in the great heart, the great mind and the intelli-
gence of the people of this country, and I have no
fcar for the result. I do not know if I shall ever
live to see it, but events come rapidly in our day.
The people have become enlightened; they are
beginning to think ; and my friends opposite are
beginning to tremble. They are beginning now to
do what? To try and bring in the farmers.
But you cannot help the farmers by protection.
You may double the duty on beef and onpork. What
will that do for them ? The poor laborer, the
hardworking people, have to do without beef, for
they have no money to buy it. You are trying to
keep the good things out of Canada--the beef, the
pork, the flour, everything the people desire ; and
poverty and hunger, instead of plenty to eat and
drink, and plenty to wear, and a cheap country to
live in, are the rule to-day. You are keeping
that which is good out. You are keeping immi-
grants out; you are keeping prosperity out ; you
are keeping out of Canada everything you can by
your vicious, false legislation. I admit there may
be very different ideas about what constitutes
prosperity, and, perhaps, we would come nearer
together if we could define really what prosperity
is ; but I would like to see you point out what
prosperity you have created. Have you got it in
the North-West? You have within fourteen
years expended $3,000,000 for the sake of getting
immigrants into that splendid country, which, I
daresay, is pretty nearly as good as some of you
describe it. You have succeeded in getting a few
immigrants in there, and they are howling for
greater taxation on the older Provinces to help them
to get in more settlers. What bas been a success
in this country except a few industries fostered by
the National Policy in the centres of population?
The fishermen are distressed. It cannot be other-
wise, for you are taxing enormously everything
they consume ; you are taxing those industries
that ought to be fostered, because, when the fisher-
men and the farmers and the lumbermen are de-
pressed, that class of people are suffering who fur-
nish our exports. There is no better test of pros-
perity than the exports of a country. Do our
exports show any prosperity within the last ten
years? Why, we exported $9,000,000 worth more
nine years ago than we did last year, and we then
had less people. You must have 500,000 or 600,-
000 more people who cyn produce in Canada to-day
than we had then, and' yet we exported $9,000,000
less last year thaql we did nine years ago, and on an
average we have exported les and less from year tu
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year. The agriculturists and the fishermen pro-
duce a, good deal more than half our exports, and
the lumbermen some $25,000,000 worth besides.
Are they prosperous ? Are you helping them ? No;
you are helping a few manufacturers in Canada,
and I say any manufacturers who are not self-
sustaining you might as well have in the poor-
house as take from industries that pay to support
those which do not pay. I suppose all the people
on that side think the duty on flour is not going
to increase the price, and no doubt some on this
side would say so too, I am af raid ; but it takes
.5,000,000 barrels of flour to feed the Canadian
people, and 75 cents a barrel on that means
$3,750,000 tax, which must come out of tLeir
pockets. If we did not make any Canadian flour,
that certainly would go into the Treasury. I say
that the tariff means taxation, and that the millers
would not ask for that increase of 25 cents a
barrel if it did not go into their own pockets,
and it will go into their pockets. The men with-
in a mile of the mill will pay it just as much
as the people in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.
This is a tax upon the food of the people which
gives somebody $3,750,000. I am astonished that
this country should support anything of the kind.
That is what we got by joining Confederation, and
adopting a protective policy. There is no neces-
sity for such a policy. We can be, and ought to
be, united under a free trade policy, and we would
then have a national sentiment, which we have not
to-day, as we would not be playing off one indus-
try and one Province against another. We would
fnot be warring and jarring as we are now. There
is no national sentiment in Canada. I do not
mean to say that we are disloyal. I do not think
there are many annexationists ; but the loyalty I
ieard to-day from the member for Montreal (Mr.
Curran), is about as much loyalty as there would
be in a bladder blown up with a straw, and the
speech was just as harmonious as the wind would
be coming out. I had not intended, when I rose,
to make a speech ou the general condition of the
country, but if my friend the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies) will hand my notes from my
desk, I can now proceed to do so ; however, I
think I will postpone it to another occasion.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would like to hear
some statement from the Finance Minister in refer-
ence to this. One of his colleagues laughs, but we
find that $70,000 has been paid by way of duty
upon rice, and this is a matter of serious considera-
lion. If the Minister of Finance cannot defend
this, perhaps the hon. gentleman who laughs at it
will be able to do so. It appears that this is not
required for protection or for revenue, and we
-want to know for what reason that amount is
taken out of the pockets of the people. Perhaps
the Finance Minister may have some line of policy
on vhich to defend this tax, but if lie has not, lie
should withdraw it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the request
which is made is a reasonable one. Surely the
Government must have some motive for imposing
this tax, and it cannot be because rice is produced
in this country.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friends must have been
out somewhere, because the explanation has been
already given. The question was asked by my
hon. friend fron North York (Mr. Mulock) and

Mr. GiLLmoR.

my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), and I made the statement in reply to
both.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). I never heard it, and I
have not left the Ilouse.

Mr. FOSTER. If my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Davies), takes as one premise
that the money is not wanted, and as another pre-
mise that this is not imposed for the purposes of
protection, he can easily arrive at the conclusion
that it is not required. I have never stated that
the revenue was not required. I said that it did
not follow, because the revenue was larger than
the expenditure by a million or a million and a
half, that this revenue was not necessary. On the
contrary, I have stated that although we may
have a surplus of a million and a half or two mil-
lions of dollars, as I have shown in my financial
statement, all will be needed for Canada in the
succeeding year. I have never stated that reve-
nue was not required, and this is one of many
things which are not produced in this country
which are taxed for revenue purposes.

Mr. LAURIER. Than we are to understand
that this country is so reduced in regard to its
revenue that a tax must be levied on rice to add to
the revenue of the country.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman says:
that revenue is required. In that case, why does he
allow catgut strings for musical instruments to
come in free, or bamboo reeds to come in free ? If
revenue is required, why does he not put the tax
on these articles, and take it off rice ? Why should
he take $70,000 in duties out of the people in order
to keep one rice mill going, while he allows
diamonds and other luxuries to come in under so
small a taxation?

Mr. FOSTER. What taxation would you put
on diamonds ?

Mr. McMULLEN. Why do you not put more
on those articles ? Why do you allow raw silk to
come into this country free and tax rice ?

Mr. FOSTER. It would be a pity if my hon.
friend did not understand the answer which has
already been made to the question which he has
asked, and I should be sorry to insult his intelli-
gence, or that of any other hon. member, by re-
peating my answer to the question.

Mr. McMULLEN. I suppose it simply means
that the hon. gentleman wants to encourage the
manufacture of silk in this country.

Mr. FOSTER. You are getting pretty close
to it.

Mr. McMULLEN. But you can do better for
the revenue by taxing raw silk than by taxing the
rice, which is used by the operatives who manu-
facture the silk.

Mr. MULOCK. Is not this unhulled rice the
raw material fron which the ordinary rice of cofl-
merce is produced ?

Mr. FOSTER. That is the reason why it cornes
in cheaper.

Mr. MULOCK. If you admit the raw mate-
rial for the manufacture of silk, why do you not
apply the same principle and admit the unhulled
rice free, as it is an unfinished article, from which
the article of rice which is commonly used is pro-
duced? Will the Minister answer the question?
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Mr. FOSTER. I think you have already received
the answer.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister refuses to rise to
the occasion. The explanation which he gave of
allowing raw silk to come in free would be also a
proper reason for allowing unhulled rice to come
in free, but he is willing to tax the food of the
poor and to allow the clothing of the rich to go
untaxed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. For the infor-
mation of the Finance Minister, I may state that
a former Minister of Finance once said this:

" The Minister of Finance says we have a surplus of
half a million. I say the Government have no right to
have a surplus. If they have, they should endeavor to
get rid of it, and the best way to do so is that pursued by
us and by the Government of Great Britain,-by lighten-
ing the taxes on the people."

Mr. FOSTER. He must have been in Opposi-
tion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That state-
ment was made by Sir Charles Tupper when he was
expoundingthepolicy which has beenadoptedbythe
Prime Minister,the Minister of Public Works and the
President of the Council. That was the doctrine
which he preached at that time, when we expected
a surplus of half a million in that year, and when,
owing to the inismanagement of my predecessors,
I had to raise between thirty and forty mlllions to
meet the engagements they had entered into.
Even then, Sir Charles Tupper begrudged me a
surplus of half a million, and said we were bound
to reduce the taxes on articles of food, which,
he said, would be received as a boon by the poorer
classes of the country. That was the doctrine
preached at that time by Sir Charles Tupper, now
the High Commissioner, and that is a fair sample
of the way in which those hou. gentlemen acted
at that time.

Mr. HICKEY. Did you take the advice?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No ; because,

I had ample occasion to use the money then raised
in order to meet the extravagant engagements
entered into by Ministers, before I caine into
office.

Mr. BOWELL. That is why you raised the
tariff.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
tariff was raised before that.

No; the

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I find that the
duty on rice, when reduced to its specific value,
amounts to 62, per cent., which is a very excessive
rate of taxation.

Mr. MULOCK. If the Government were to
abolish that useless institution, the Franchise Act,
they couldsave ten times as much as is levied on
unhulled rice.

Mr. TISDALE. Don't you think you have
gone over the " hull " question ?

Mr. MULOCK. It may be, but I am helping
the Minister out of his difficulty. He said, he
may require this money for the purposes of reve-
nue to carry on the affairs of the country. Now,
I am showing him how he can reduce the expendi-
ture by teh times the amount collected on rice, and,
at the same time, remove from the Statute-book
that which is of no mortal use to the country.

Mr. DAVIES (P.:E.1.) The hon. gentleman says
he does not require this tax for the purpose of
revenue, he has more than is sufficient, he has a
surplus. Supposing this to form part of the sur-
plus, he requires it for expenditure on capital ac-
count, so that it is for that purpose the public
will pay the tax of $75,000 a year upon rice.
They want the money to build canals with, to ex-
pend in the construction of the Chignecto Rail-
way, and other capital expenditures of that kind.
It is well we understand at last. He does not
require this for the purpose of revenue or for car-
rying on the Government of the country, but he
proposes to expend it on capital account.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is still a pitiful sight to
see gentlemen representing the people in this Par-
liament sitting upon their benches dumb as ducks
-when they begin to cackle a little, and unable to
give to the people's representatives a reason for
the increased tax put upon this article. I think it is
much to be regretted, both from the brute force of
the majority vote which they possess, and the un-
varying support which their devoted supporters
give to them. They will put it on, no matter how
it may affect any or all the classes of Canada.
Sir, we are at the commencement of this tariff,
which is going to increase, in all probability, the
taxes upon the people, to the extent of some two
million dollars a year. I hold it to be the duty
of every member of this House who possesses free-
dom of thought, and freedom of action, to resist,
stage by stage, that increase of the tariff, from the
first to the last of the book. I tell the hon. gen-
tlemen that they will best secure and promote the
termination of this debate, which has commenced,
but which is far from being terminated, by answer-
ing the questions which are put to them from this
side of the House, and giving sufficient reasons for
the increases they put upon food, upon clothing,
and upon the necessaries of life which are included
in that list. I refer now to the Finance Minister,
and to the hon. gentleman who aided him in
inspiring this tariff, whom I look upon as the chief
Mogul in connection with it-I mean the Minister
of Customs. I say it is not to their credit that
they sit there and refuse to give any satisfactory
reason for the increase of taxation which they ask
this House to impose upon the people who sent
them here. The argument they use in almost every
case is: " Oh, we have not increased that item of
tariff, it was there before. " With the surplus they
have this year, with the two millions that they
expect next year, and with this additional two
millions a year they are going to get by reason of
this increase, they tell us they may need the
money. Now, is it possible that gentlemen
occupying their position refuse to tell the
Parliament of Canada what they are going
to do with that money? The information the hon.
gentleman has given increases the implication that
it is going either to consolidate the debt of the
country, or to the fixed charges of the country for
improvements. Now, what is there in this country
that warrants them in spending money and raising
an increased revenue by taxation? Is it such a
scheme as the Chignecto Ship Railway ? Is it such
a scheme as that New Glasgow Railway, under
which, I am informed, an award of over one hun-
dred thousand dollars for daniages has been given
within a few days ? Is it for subsidies for such
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a railway as the Caraquet Railway, for the Sorel pressed my opinion on public acts. I renember
Railway? la it some of those other railways that when three and a quarter million dollars, which
have created such discredit to the naine of Canada capitalised means an annual grant of $180,00o a
in England, of late years ? Is it to subsidise the year for twenty years, was given to that infamous
Meat Companv at Three Rivers ?-for that is what Chignecto Marine Railway ; I stood up ahnost alone
is coming next. Is it for any one of these schemes in opposing it.
that they will require the money next year, or the Mr. JONES (Halifax). Not alone.year after ? Do they propose to tell the people :
" We are taxing you, but we will give you a rail- Mr. MITCHELL. I said " almost alone."
way that will never be run; we will build you a For, unfortunately, very few of my hon. friends
ship canal that will be the laughing stock and the behind me understood the question ; they did not
disgrace of the country and bring upon us the con- know the locality or understand the nature of the
tumely of the world at large? " Hon. gentlemen work proposed, or know the iniquity involved in
may, if they like, continue the duty of 1 7 per it. I am proud to say this, that after the vote
cent. upon a raw article of food which ought to be was over everything that followed justified
one of the first items to be put into the fiee list. If my opposition to it, and I found more than a
they take off the duty, would not that cheapen the dozen hon. gentlemen opposite, who said :
article to the people, and would not there be more " Mitchell, I am proud of you, although I could
imports? What reason can they give for taxing not sustain you in your opposition to the Gov-
an article of food that cannot be raised in this ernment." I have no doubt some of these hon.
country because of climatic difficulties? It is gentlemen will recollect that even to-day. I have
outrageous that such a course should be pursued. no doubt, moreover, there are many hon. gentle-
Can they justify themselves to the people of the men opposite who in their hearts endorse every-
country by going on and increasing the debt by thing I have said in regard to this duty on rice, and
millions, while the people are suffering and starv- everything that has been said by the hon. member
ing ? Look at the condition of the laboring classes for North York (Mr. Mulock), the hon. member
throughout this country. Look at the exodus that for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr .Davies), the hon. member
has taken place. I venture to predict that, when for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), and others, that if
the census is taken next year, as it must be under there is an item in the whole list which should be
the Constitution, it will be found that, in place of wiped off, it is the duty of l7½ per cent. on rice,
having a legitimate ratio of increase of the popula- an article which we cannot grow in this country,
tion, we will have very few people mole than we upon which a tax was imposed in the first instance
had ten years ago. Notwithstanding all the for revenue only, and to-day is retained for no
money that has been spent on immigration; not- other purpose. If that be so, surely there is suffi-
withstanding the natural increase of a people living cient honesty and independence among hon. gentle-
in a healthy climate, and notwithstanding that we men opposite to tell the Government that they are
have a population of a million and a-half of the not able to vote for that tax, and if they are not able
most prolific race in the world-the French Cana- to tell the Government that openly, lest they
dians-in face of all these facts, I venture to pre- should lose improvements in their counties, let
dict that the population of our country will not them wait on the Ministers at their offices, and say
show a very considerable ratio of increase over to them: Whatever we may do in the way of
what it was ten years ago. My hon. friend fron voting bindly for you, for God's sake give us some
Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) has feelingly described the ground on which to go before the people and justify
condition of Canada. I have known him for years, this vote, for we have no justification in this case.
and I know him to be a man who would not ex- Mr. McDONALD (Victoria). Hon. gentlemen
press an opinion that he did not honestly be- opposite do not appear to agree as to the amount
lieve. I believe his views are founded upon that will be furnished by this duty. The hon.
a sound j'udgment, and that he is honest in his ex- member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) said there would
pressions, in his intentions, and in his acts. be half a million dollars additional, the hon. mem-
I think the warning that has been given to this ber for Richmond gave the amount of one million,
House ought to be taken to heart by the gentle- and the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
men who are responsible for the administration of Charlton) told us it would be two millions. I find,
public affairs, and I ask hon. members sitting on looking over the tariff of 1878, that rice was
behind the Government this question : Whatever taxed one cent per pound, and that under what we
course you may take in endeavoring to impose on were told was a liberal policy and a free trade
the people of the Maritime Provinces duties on the tariff. I find also that a large number of articles
flour which they do not grow, in order to place under that tariff were taxed at about the same rate
an amount in the pockets of the west, whatever as now. For instance, take the duty on kerosene
course you may take in regard to duties imposed oil. The duty per wine gallon was 6 cents, now it
on pork, which the lumbermen requires, and which is 74 cents per Imperial gallon. If it was neces-
is inported largely from Chicago and Kansas, this sary under a free tariff for hon. members opposite
imposition being to put money in the pockets of to tax rice 1 cent per pound, the difference is not
the fariners ; whatever justification you may have very muchbetweenthatand 17per cent. Itappears
for the imposition of duties on lard and beef, I to be almost impossible to satisfy hon. gentlemen
ask every hon. member if he can find the alightest opposite in regard to any portion of the tariff.
justification for imposing a duty of 17* per cent. When it is proposed to tax anything that is not
on rice, one of the articles of food which is most grown in this country, they tell us we are taxing
desired, which is most useful and nutritious for the food of the people, and the poor man's food in
the poorer classes of the community ? I do not particular, and that we are taxing th'e farmer.
believe any hon. muember will say there is any Every year a large number of resolutions are
justification. This is not the firat time I have ex- brought forward to assist the farmers, and the

Mr. MITCHELL.



3262

way it is proposed to assist them is by taking the
duty off such articles as they grow and which are
largely imported from the United States. The
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
iade reference to the duty on flour. I think he

should take the statement of his own leader, de-
livered in 1878, just on the eve of going to the
people, particularly when that statement was
made in a Province where it would most affect the
people.

Mr. MITCHELL. To whom do you refer as my
leader? I was not aware that I had any leader in
1878, and certainly I have not any one now--I never
had a leader since 1873.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria). I would say the
leader of the party with whom the lion. gentle-
man is very closely associated, and with whom he
has worked very smoothly since I have had the
honor of a seat in this House. That genteman
declared in Halifax that a duty on flour would not
affect the price to the extent of 1 cent a bushel.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you say that was my de-
claration ?

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria). I say it was the
declaration of the leader of the Government in
1878, the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mac-
kenzie) and it would have been to his interest to
have made a different statement then, but I believe
he stated what was correct at the time. The hon.
gentleman who had charge of the Government in
1876 and 1877 largely increased the duty on kero-
sene oil.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIÙHT. We reduced
it enormously.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria). I think it had
reached its highest rate in 1876 or 1877.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hon. gentle-
inen opposite had increased it, and we reduced it.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria). Next, I take
the item of molasses. The duty at that time was
25 per cent., whereas now it is only 7 or 8 per cent.
The people of Nova Scotia demanded at that time
that there should be an increased duty imposed
on coal. The members of the Government, even
those from the Province of Nova Scotia, opposed
it, and the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones)
said the proposition was so iniquitous, lie would
not even ask the Government to impose the duty.
If that duty had not been imposed on the coal of
Nova Scotia, that Province would not to-day have
sufficient revenue to carry on the Government,
within $160,000 or thereabouts. In 1879 the
revenue received from coal royalties amount-
el to $49,132, whereas in 1889 it reached
S166,846, or an increase of $117,700. In addition
to giving employment to a large number of people,
it would have been impossible to carry on the
Government of Nova Scotia without increased
royalties, which altogether arose from the duty on
coal. Again, when a duty is proposed to be im-
posed on articles which it is not necessary to import,and of which we have plenty, then we are told we
are taking this action to annoy the people of the
United States. The people of the United States,
however, pay very little attention to what we dohere. The McKinley tariff was brought in before
the resolutions of this Government were intro-
dnced, and it would be better if the members ofthe Opposition devoted themselves to assisting

this country, rather than to crying it down, and
making very unfair comparisons between it and
the United States. There is nothing at which I
was more surprised than the statement of the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) the
other evening, that all they require in the United
States was 65 cents per capita to meet the
interest on the debt. He forgot to tell the House
that in 1887 $71,000,000 were raised directly upon
real and personal property to carry on the State
Governments, instead of raising it by indirect
taxation. I have the figures here to show that the
taxes in the United States are levied direct-
ly upon the real and personal property.
We find that in the State of Alabama,
the amount was 1,468,727, or 55 cents
upon every dollar of real and personal property.
ln the State of New York they raised the sum
of $9,075,046 directly on real and personal pro-
perty, and we find that the debt of all the States
in the American Union is more than that of the
United States itself, and that the debts of the
cities of the United States is over $1,500,000,000.
I think what when making comparisons of this
kind hon. gentlemen on the òther side should at
least be honest in giving us the facts. I may say
that I was surprised, and so were a large number
of members on this side of the House, to hear that
the tax was so small in the United States, and on
enquiry we discovered that instead of the Federal
Government giving large grants to public works,
as we do in Canada, these were altogether left in
the hands of the State Governments. I think it
will be a long time before the people of this
country will be willing to be governed by hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House, who
seem to have no policy except to oppose every
measure that is brought forward by the Govern-
ment in the interest of the farmers and all other
classes of the community.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. Mijiister of
Finance is so fond of following American precedent,
that I would recommend him to imitate them with
regard to the duty on rice. The evident tendency
of American legislation at the present time is to
reduce the duty upon all articles that cannot be
raised in the country. Following out that policy,
the duty on tea and coffee was abolished, and it
was now proposed to reduce the duty on sugar by
one-half. I would recommend that policy fron a
protectionist standpoint, and if I were a protection-
ist I should follow the policy the American Govern-
ment have adopted, that is, I would reduce the
duty, or abolish it in fact, upon all articles which
cannot be raised in my own country, and keep up
the duties on other classes of goods which I desired
to protect. This is the policy which the Americans
have pursued, and which the latest proposals before
Congress indicate they intend to pursue in future.
The Minister of Finance will, I think, admit that
we cannot raise rice in this country, and there are no
indications that we require a duty on rice for
revenue purposes. The Minister told us that lie
had a surplus for last year, and that lie antici-
pated a larger surplus for the current year, which
would indicate that the time is opportune to remove
the duty on this article which enters so largely
into consumption among all classes. The hon.
Minister of Fiance has an answer from his own
predecessor in office, who told the hon. gentleman
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in front of me (Sir Richard Cartwright) when, as
Minister of Finance, lie had a small surplus, that
it was almost a crime to have -a surplus, and that
the duty should be reduced upon all articles the
people consumed, mentioning at the same time the
article of sugar especially. While the duty on
sugar at that time was about 45 per cent., it is 65
per cent. to-day. The lion. gentleman may call
this statesmanship to levy duties on articles of
gèneral consumption when revenue is not required.
He and the Minister of Customs may meet to-
gether and discuss those tariff changes, which
I do not think they understand themselves. I
believe that half of those changes are made up for
them in their Departments, and that whenever a
question comes up that they think a few cents more
can be screwed out of the taxpayers of the country,
they make a note of it, and discuss whether or
not they can take more taxes out of the people at
the end of the year.

Mr. BOWELL. Is that the way you used
to do ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That may by called
statesmanship, but it is about the kind of states-
manship that would qualify a man to run a pea-
nut shop at a corner. These resolutions as brought
down to the House indicate that the Government
has given no thought to the matter at all. They
indicate that the Government has just the one pur-
pose of getting more money out of the people and
that they can show no ground for this increased
taxation. From a hasty observation I calculated
that these taxations would give half a million more
to the Government, but those who had time to
make a more deliberate investigation find that
three-quarters of a million at least will be added
to the taxes of the people, which already are very
onerous. If the Minister of Finance could show
that there was any necessity in the public interest
for this, . would be willing to discuss the question
on that basis, but, as lie said himself, lie merely
wants to pour out this money like water for useless
enterprises, such as were mentioned by the lion.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),namely,
for such a huge folly as the Chignecto Ship Railway,
in which three and a half million dollars are
buried, and which never will be of any use to imor-
tal man, either now or in future time. There
never has been in this House a man with any
knowledge of business, or with any idea of the
working of such an undertaking, who would ven-
ture to offer an opinion that that money was
profitably expended. We know very well, and
everyone knows, that the idea of carrying a
ship fourteen or fifteen miles across a belt of land
like that, and then disbarking it, is an expendi-
ture which is of no value whatever to the country.
Still, as the lion. Minister of Finance says, we
poured out our treasure like water for that and
other enterprises ; and now in order to meet these
expenses he asks us to continue this duty on rice.
It is no excuse for the hou. gentleman to say that
lie is not increasing the duty. He has reached
the point when the country expects him to reduce
every tax lie can reduce, and this is one above all ï
others which in my judgment lie should deal r
with. Now, the hon. member for Victoria (Mr.
McDonald) was good enough to refer to the action
of the Mackenzie Administration, and he quoted i

Mr. JoNs (Halifax).

Mr. Mackenzie's speech in Halifax as going to
show that the increased duty on flour would not
affect the price. If the lion. gentleman had been in
the House the other day when I read what Mr.
Mackenzie did say, he would not have made the
statement which lie has made, I believe, in ignor-
ance, because what Mr. Mackenzie did say was en-
tirely different, when his remarks are read together
from what the lion. gentleman desired the House
to understand. Mr. Mackenzie stated distinctly
that the increase of the duty on flour was disturb-
ing the trade we had with the United States,
where we could procure our flour at a very mucli
lower price. The hon. gentleman says that we
would not put a duty on coal for the benefit of the
coal owners of Cape Breton. That is quite true,
because it involved a duty on flour, and I never
could and cannot now understand why the whole
people of the Maritime Provinces should pay a
duty of 50 to 75 cents a barrel on flour simply to
obtain a duty on coal for the benefit of a few coal
owners in the Island of Cape Breton, who, by
their own showing at that very time, were making
fair returns on their capital; and if required, I
would to-day repeat the vote I gave on that occa-
sion. The Government of which I was a meinber,
attempted to carry out a British jolicy, a policy
which we believed was in the interest of the
great masses of the people. The country was ex-
periencing a time of extreme depression; we had
expended large sums of money ; the American war
was just over, and the huge expenditure of money
on that war had been followed as a natural result
by extreme depression which extended to Canada.
The articles which we had to sell, our lumber. our
fish, and our agricultural produce, were of very
little value, comparatively speaking, and owing to
that depression the Government labored under the
difficulty of being unable to meet the public ex-
pectations with regard to what was considered the
policy that should be pursued. Some people
thought that if we kept our own manufactures, it
would give this country better times at once; but
the policy the Government pursued was to tell the
people that it was much better for them to wait
quietly for a year or two, when the United States
were sure to recover naturally from their extreme
depression, and when their returning prosperity
would react on Canada; and our predictions were
verified to the letter. 1879 or 1880 had not passed
when we saw a great revulsion of trade in that
country, and it reached within a few years perhaps
as great a height of prosperity as it had ever reached
before. It was then that the products of Canada
found a market across the border and the condi-
tion of affairs in this country improved. Since then
the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite has for a
time built up a certain amount of fictitious pros-
perity, which is already beginning to show sigus
of decay. They find themselves in this position,
that when they protect one thing they mnust
protect another. Every day they find some hungry
nanufacturer or combinist coming into their offices,
and saying that the hat, or bonnet, or corset, or
some other twopenny-halfpenny article that he
nanufactures is not sufficiently protected ; they
are driven from one position to another ; and the
esult is the tariff we have before us, which I thinlk
vill be regarded very unfavorably by the business
nen of this country. But the whole tenor of it .l
n the line of the policy hon. gentlemen OPPosite
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have announced their determination to carry out.
If we wanted a different condition of affairs it is
within our grasp. If we wanted to trade with our
natural custoners across the border,- it is in
prospect. We have an offer which although
not a legal offer as yet, is an indication of
the public mind in the United States, and we
know that whether that offer is adopted by Con-
gress or not, there are a large number of people
across the border who are anxious for closer trade
relations with this country; and it is of the
highest possible importance that this Parliament
should not at this moment show such a feeling of
hostility towards the American people and towards
doser trade relations with them, as is indicated by
this tariff. Several hon. gentlemen have spoken of
meinbers on this side of the House as uttering
sentiments likely to create hostile feelings among
Americans towards this country. The hon. Minister
of Finance was not in this Parliament in 1879, at
the time of the inception of the National Policy ;
hiad he been there, lie would remember that his
leader, his predecessor, the present High Commis-
sioner, the Minister of Customs, the President of
the Council and the Minister of Public Works, and
all whso led the Conservative party at that time,
advocated the National Policy froi the stand-
point of opposition to the United States. Their
whole doctrine, then, was that we were going
to teach the United States that we could be inde-
pendent of them, that Canada could stand alone
and that we would build a wall against their pro-
ducts. On every hustings throughout the Dom-
inion they proclaimed this doctrine of hostility to
the United States, and it is owing to the stand
they took, more than to anything else, that the
Americans conceived the idea that our people were
hostile to them. What did we see in regard to
their fishing operations? We saw that the
Minister of Customs, by his petty enactments
and anînoyances, drove us almost to the verge of
actual war; and it is to the credit of the United
States that they did not take stronger measures in
r'esisting the petty insults and inconveniences to
whiclh their vessels were subjected by us. When
the Minister of Customs dismissed the collector at
Halifax for having done an act of courtesy to
an American fisherman, by allowing him to
transship his cargo, the news was telegraphed
to every newspaper in the United States, and
the action of the Minister was looked upon
as an act of hostility towards the American
People. Every act of administration from 1878to the present lias tended to create a feeling ofhostility in the United States against us, and it isno wonder that the American people, annoyed as
they have been by the attempts of 5,0 000
people to dictate to them, have at last comefor'ward with a tariff which, if passed, is going tobe very injurions to us. The hon. gentlemanknows there is a large quantity of the agricul-tural products of this country which can only find
a market in the United States, no matter how
high the duty must be. We had a discussionover the duty on cattle last night, and the effect
of that proposition was shown by the fact thatmebers of Parliament and the Senate to-daywaited on the leader of the Government to askthat cattle be allowed to come in in bond from
esthag, to be slaughtered at the dead meatshment at Three Rivers, of which the Min-103

ister of Public Works is one of the directors. I do
not know if he was one of the deputation that
waited on his leader to urge this concession.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I rise to a point of order. The
question of rice lias nothing to do with the dead
meat establishment.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I do not wonder that
hon. gentlemen opposite do not care to hear about
the dead meat establishment, or the Chignecto
canal, but the discussion took such a wide range
that I thought I might discuss the whole question at
once. The reduction on rice is defensible on other
grounds, apart from the policy the hon. gentleman
supports. I do not say that the protectionist
grounds are sound ; they are very unsound; but if
the hon. gentleman draws his inspiration from
American sources, when lie lias an opportunity of
taking the duty off an article of food, he should
take it off on this rice. If lie does not, that will
prove that the hon. gentleman is not actuated by a
desire to meet the wants of the country, but by a
desire to procure a surplus next year that lie may
have more money to pour out like water for pur-
poses not consistent with the public interest.

Mr. FOSTER. We have been talking for a large
portion of two or three hours upon this rice ques-
tion. Hon. gentlemen opposite endeavor to prove
to the people that they are very heavily burdened,
but in this item we have made a large reduction.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Take it all off.
Mr. FOSTER. The former item was that rice

unhulled, which came direct from the place of pro-
duction, should pay 171 per cent. ; if not, it paid
11 cents per pound. This item lias been framed for
the express purpose of allowing the unhulled rice,
which is produced in Siam, and carried from
there to Hong Kong, and is transshipped there upon
steamers and brought to Vancouver, to come as a
direct shipment. Formerly that was not consid-
ered direct shipment. Rice was food in 1878
as it is now, and at that time and before, when
hon. gentlemen held the reins of power, not only
was the duty 1 cent per pound on rice, but
it was 1 cent per pound, whether hulled or
unhulled, while now it will be on unhulled rice
l¾ mills per pound. What does this crushing
burden come to upon the poor man? One would
imagine that every farier was so borne down under
the burden, like the old Scripture personage, that
lie is unable to live or to crawl under this burden.
Last year twenty million pounds of rice were im-
ported. We have, I suppose, about five million
people in Canada, which would give a consumption
of four pounds of rice on an average for each person,
and the result of this taxation would be that each
person would have to pay 7 mills towards the cost
of this importation. That certainly is a terrible
burden on the people of this country, and the
attack is made by those gentlemen who taxed this
same article 1 cent a pound, in comparison with my
rate of l¾ mills per pound.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The lion.
gentleman is aware that the tax was imposed by
our predecessore, and it is very disingenuous, to
say the least, for him to try to make it appear
that the tax was imposed by us and reduced by
him. He well knows that what we are contending
for is that, when there is a surplus of two and a
half millions, these petty taxes affecting the food of

32663265



3267 [GOMMONS] 32138

the people, and therefore being very objectionable,
should not be imposed.

Mr. BOWELL. Did you not re-enact that tax
in 1874 ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No more
than we did the whole tariff, and if we had not
been so hampered and burdened down by the de-
grading extravagance to which the hon. gentleman
who has just spoken was a party, by the infamous
bribery to which he and his party were accesso-
ries in order to corrupt the people of Canada, if
we had not been so burdened after the people
kicked them out of office for accepting the bribes
of Sir Hugh Allan, we would have had a better
opportunity to reduce the taxation.

Mr. O'BRIEN. It seems to me that this dis-
cussion has gone far enough. We have travelled
from the Chignecto Canal to the Dead Meat Com-
pany, and now we have reached the Pacific Scan-
dal. If, for my sins, I were to occupy the position
of Finance Minister, according to the principle of
the National Policy, of which I am a strong sup-
porter, I should strike this tax off altogether. I am
glad to hear from the Finance Minister that the

urden is to be so light, because it seems to me that
this tax upon rice is one which, according to the
principles of the National Policy, ought to be taken
off our Statute-book. It is not a tax for revenue
purposes, and rice is almost as prime a necessityof
life as tea and sugar. It is very proper that the
duty should be taken off, and I should be glad if
the Finance Minister could see his way to do that,
strictly in accordance with the principles of the
National Policy, which admits raw material and
articles of prime necessity which this country does
not produce free. I think rice should belong to
that category, and on these principles of the
National Policy, I think the Minister would be
more than justified in taking off the small duty
now placed upon this article.

Mr. HESSON. It is well that the fact in regard
to this matter should be properly understood. I
find that, in the year 1878, 8,366,903 lbs. of rice
were imported, on which a duty was paid of $83,-
669, or 1 cent per pound. In 1887, 23,000,000 Ibs.
were imported, and the duty paid was $113,729.
In 1889, the amount of the import was 21,500,000
lbs. and the duty paid was $73,973. Either the
people in the former period were too poor to have
rice in their soup, or the article was taxed too high.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You are slandering
your country.

Mr. HESSON. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
wasted two hours of the time of this House in dis-
cussing a matter which they do not understand.
I think that some of those gentlemen have not
looked into this question. About 3,000,000 lbs. of
this rice has come into this country cleaned for
use and had to pay a duty of li cents per lb.
What has been the effect of the policy of the Gov-
ernment ? We have now 21,500,000 lbs. imported
at $10,000 less duty than 8,000,000 lbs. were
imported for in 1878. I defy hon. gentlemen to
contradict those figures. The duty is very small.
In fact it is reduced from 1 cent a pound to less
than half a cent, and we are giving employment
to men and machinery to clean that rice here, and
it is supplied to the consumers at a very much
reduced rate.

Sir RicHARD CARTwRIGHT.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have to
explain, if it is possible to explain to the hon.
gentleman who has just spoken (Mr. Hesson), the
effect of this tariff. The Government have not
reduced the price of rice at all, but, for the benefit
no doubt of some friend of theirs who desired to
make a dishonest profit, they have reduced the
duty on uncleaned rice, but have kept the duty on
the clean rice the sane as it was before, so that
the consumer all over the country has to pay the
duty of lý cents a ponnd whule some friend of the
Goverment, probably some subscriber to their
election funds, is enabled to get the unhulled rice
at the small rate referred to. Thus, the difference
1s paid by the consumer and it does not go into
the Treasury. That is the resalt of the policv.
Some parties, some friend of the hon. gentleman,
succeeds in getting the benefit of it. I say that
twenty million pounds uncleaned would yield
something like a duty of $250,000, of which
$220,000 is taken out of the pockets of the people
under this system.

Mr. BOWELL. You can beat Bill Nye all
" holler."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you import
20,000,000 lbs. of rice with a duty of 14 cents alb.
you have a tax of $250,000, of which $30,000 goes
into the Treasury and the balance is taken out of
the pockets of the people. $170,000 is abstracted
fraudulently from the pockets of the people for the
benefit of some of those Philistines who are clean-
ing that rice-a sevenfold loss to the consumer for
the sake of about $30,000 that goes into the Trea-
sury ; $170,000 wasted for maintaining one or two
miserable factories to, hull rice-that appears to be
the result of the policy. I suppose of that $170,000,
when these gentlemen, with their colleagues sim-
ilarly circumstanced, meet together in the Red
Parlor to be assessed for funds for the purpose of
defrauding the public, $10,000 or $15,000 will
find its way into the pockets of the Finance Minis
ter, or the Minister of Customs, or the Minister of
Public Works, or whoever devised the robbery, for
the development of the election fund.

Mr. BOWELL. You don't mean that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I mean every

word of it. I know how you do it.
Mr. BOWELL. If it is necessary to deny the

insinuation made by the hon. gentleman, I have nO
hesitation in doing so in the most emphatic terns.
If he means to insinuate that either directly or
indirectly I ever received any of that money, lie is
stating what is positively and utterly false.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What?--that
the Prime Minister called together eighty or nilnety
manufacturera and assessed them for election pur-
poses? .

Mr. BOWELL. You said the money went intO
the pockets of my colleagues and myself.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I said it wenlt
into the corruption fund by means of which the
hon. gentlemen keep their places.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman made a
statement which was unworthy of any man, either
in this House or anywhere else.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I sy that
this whole business of protection is robberY, legal
ised robbery; that you subsidise the manufac-
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turers, and that the manufacturers in return subsi-
dise you. That is what I say.

Mr. BOWELL. It is untrue.

Mr. FOSTER. Then you explain it away by
saying that we do not profit by it personally.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He obtains it
for corrupt purposes. Through the medium of
these protected manufacturers he obtains the means
of corrupting the people of this country, and of
succeeding in carrying the elections.

Mr. FOSTER. That is circumlocution.

Mr. BOWELL. You are judging now from your
own personal experience.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am judging
fron what I have seen and know of you.

Wheat flour, 75 cents per barrel.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). If we have had a long

discussion on such an important article as rice, we
are going, I suppose, to have a longer discussion on
breadstuffs. The increase of duty on flour is 50
per cent. Now, it appears to me that if the
Government had desired to benefit the farming
interest, they might have acconiplishd it in another
way, without putting the duty on the consumers
in the Maritime Provinces. They might have re-
duced or abolished the duty on wheat, and in that
way they would have enabled the millers to pro-
duce flour at a cheaper rate. The Minister of
Finance should be aware that this duty on flour
will bear especially upon the people of his Pro-
vince, and he had better take that fact into ac-
count. The hon. gentleman's position, he must
know, is precarious. He does not know how soon
sone other gentleman may occu that position.
Ie may be cast adrift again, and compelled to
rely upon the good-will of his fellow-countrymen
in New Brunswick. When he goes to them and
says: "It is true that I put a duty of 50 cents on
flour, and that increased it by 50 per cent., but you
have hiad to pay that much more for flour every
year,"-what will be the answer? Now, it is
utter nonsense for any man to say that the price
of four will not be increased. Flour has already
advanced about that difference.

Mr. BOWELL. Where?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). In the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and here as well. I have that statement
fromone of the largest shippers of flour in the
Maritime Provinces, and he told me yesterday
that flour had advahced 20 cents per barrel.
Naturally enough they say that the Maritime
Provinces are to be entirely dependent upon them,and they are going to take a million or a million
an(d a quarter barrels down there, and by arrange-
ient among themselves, they will put up the

price so much. They send it down and hold it.
The Government sent flour down there and they
held it in their cars for 20 days, and they took
advantage of the market. Now, this duty may
not all be paid direct. There is sQmething in the
contention that where a country produces a sur-
pIus of an article, the price will be regulated by
their markets. But we could bring our flour from
tle States at the difference between 60 cents and15 cents, that is to say, that we can get our flour
from Boston for 10 cent. and from New York for
15 cents. Therefore, whether you put it that way
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or on the basis of the duty, they will pay at
least 45 to 50 cents in consequence of the imposition
of this duty. If the Government want to benefit
the farmers, let them reduce the duty on wheat.
That, I believe, would have been acceptable to the
millers, and would have put them in as good a
position as they will be under this tariff. The
people of the Maritime Provinces will not regard
with any favor this last attempt to take more
money out of them. We cannot raise our bread-
stuffs there, as the hon. gentleman is aware. Fron
our climate, and the habits of our people, for sone
reason or other, in the Maritime Provinces we do
not raise wheat, we do not raise flour, and we must
go to the United States or to Western Canada for
it. Even if this duty were out of the way, we
would not come to Canada; we are only driven
here by the imposition of this duty. If we did not
come to Canada when the duty was on, we would
not come here again if the duty was off. Under
these circumstances it is nonsense for any hon.
member to try to impose on the consumers of this
country the idea that this increase of duty does
not increase the price. Our people under-
stand that very well, and no matter what the
views of the Government may be, I can assure
them that this increase will be regarded very
unfavorably by their own friends, as well as by
their political opponents.

Mr. BORDEN. I cannot imàgine why the duty
was imposed if it was not for the purpose of
increasing the price. The market is controlled
already by Canadian flour, and very little American
flour is imported into Canada. As I understand
the question, this duty was imposed especially for
the relief of the millers, who are not doing a pro-
fitable business in this country. As a matter of
fact, I was assured by a flour dealer in the Mari-
time Provinces when I was there the other day,
that the price of flour had already increased about
twenty cents a barrel. I have here a report of a
meeting of the millers of Ontario held recently at
Toronto, and in that report I find the following:

" The question of railway discrimination was then
taken up. Vice-President J. Brown then read a paper
on the subject of railway discriminations which was very
well received.

" Mr. Charles Macdonell said that if Mr. Brown had
quoted the prices at the different points in the United
States the question would have been even more apparent.

" Mr. Brown said that he did not know exactly the
figures, but there was one thing he was sure of, viz., that
he could buy flour in the United States, ship it through
Canada, pay the duty of 75 cents per barrel, and then
make more money than by manufacturing four himself.
The only remedy he could suggest would be to appoint a
strong Government commission."
If that statement be correct, it is clear that the
duty was imposed expressly for the purpose of
increasing the price of flour. Look at the state of
things in Newfoundland. Where do the people of
that Island purchase their flour, having the
markets of the world open te them ? No less than
220,000 barrels of flour were purchased last year
from the United States, while about 10,000 were
purchased from Canada. I think no more con-
clusive argument can be used to show that Ameri-
can flour is cheaper than Canadian flour, and that
this duty is being imposed for the purpose of forc-
ing the consumers, particularly those in the Maii-
time Provinces, to pay more for their flour by
keeping them from gomn to the American market,
the natural market to w ich they would look if
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this duty were not imposed. This is a most unjust will inforn us where the extra dollar a barrel
tax. It is well known that, at least, 1,000,000 comes in we would be very much interested to
barrels are consumed every year in the Maritime ascertain it. We find that while winter pa-
Provinces, where wheat is not grown, and where, tents were selling in Boston at $5.20, an(
consequently, those people who are largely inter- straight flour was selling at $4.75, the straight
ested in agriculture are directly taxed in order to grades were selling in Halifax for $4.45. These
support an industry in another section of this are the quotations, and if they are incorrect, 1
Dominion. But I contend that this tax does not wish hon, gentlemen to point out where they are
really ad d anything to the prices which the farmers incorrect. We find, therefore, that flour in
of Ontario receive for their wheat, for the duty on Boston is quoted in the Boston Herald at about
wheat has not been changed. I repeat that this the same rates as the same qualities of four are
duty on flour is imposed simply for the purpose of quoted at Halifax, and when hon. gentlemen oppo-
giving to the millers of Ontario 25 cents a barrel site tell us we are paying a dollar a barrel more
more for their flour. for flour in Nova Scotia, than we would have to pay

if we were getting it from Boston, they are telling
Mr. FREEMAN. The bread tax or the duty on us something in which there is not a scintilla of

flour is a very unpopular one all the world over, and truth. Let me tell the hon. member for Queens,
it is an unpopular one in the part of the Dominion P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), who seemed to have a
from which I come. I would certainly oppose it if good laugh when I spoke on this question,
I thought it would increase the price of the loaf of that in the town I live in we buy flour at
the Nova Scotia fisherman or the laboring man. about the same rates they are selling it for in
But even if they were required to pay this 25 cents Halifax, and there is not a part of this continent
per barrel, they would have a compensation in the where they can buy flour cheaper, if you will
reduction of duties on molasses and the rebate on calculate the small sum we pay for freight. The
corn. There is, however, no better evidence of a hon. the senior member for ,Halifax (Mr. Jones)
bad cause than when you find its advocates resort assumes that, in every part of Nova Scotia, we
to untruths to support it. I believe that is the pay the 60 cents he talks about. We get this
doctrine firmly held by every one. The hon. mem- Canadian flour in bond from Boston, and we
ber for Halifax (Mr. Jones) told us the other day pay not 10 cents for freight-for there is very
that the people of Nova Scotia paid one dollar little flour comes at 10 cents, except where some
more for their flour than they would have to pay 1 vessels want freight for ballast-but 15 cents
if they were permitted to bring it in from the is about the ruling freight into Liverpool, and
United States, and in order to prove that he read we get as cheap a loaf as you can get in any
a letter from a mercantile firm in St. Johns, part of the American continent. Now, Sir, the
Newfoundland. This is a new mode of proof, question mnay be very properly asked: What is the
which has never heretofore been discovered. The motive of hon. gentlemen opposite in trying to
hon. gentleman read the letter from the firm and make the people of the country believe that they
stated it was a highly respectable firm, and are paying more for their flour than they actually
he gave the name, and I do not think they are paying ? Is it an honest motive ? Is there a
will thank him very much for having given the desire to benefit the people in any way, or to give
name. In that letter he told the House and the correct information to the people ? There is not,
country, that only 10,000 barrels of Canadian flour Sir. The desire is to make balls for supporters
were imported into Newfoundland last year. I of gentlemen opposite, with less care for their
turn to the Trade and Navigation Returns, and I character than they should have, to throw
find that 48,687 barrels were sent to Newfoundland about during election time. We had these peo-
from Canada. Are Harvey & Co. or the blue-books ple going around the country during the last
correct? That is a question that the senior member election, trying to make the people believe that
for Halifax will probably answer. The only proof we paid a duty on Canadian flour in some way. I
given that the people of Nova Scotia had to pay was met face to face by an intelligent gentleman
one dollar more for their flour than if they obtained on the platform, who told me that the flour which
it from the United States, is this letter from a St. came in my own house cost me 60 cents a barrel
Johns' merchant. A more ridiculous statement duty. I said to him : What do you mean ? I get
was never uttered. Then the senior member said my flour in bond from Boston, and I pay no duty
that he would place Nova Scotia in Newfoundland, at the Customns, and how do you make out wheie
and then they would get their flour from New York the 60 cents duty comes in ? And he replied :
and save a dollar a barrel. All this is, no doubt, " Oh, you don't see it. There is some way in
exceedingly interesting. Let us examine the prices which the Ontario miller gets it into his pocket
of American and Canadian flour. I find the follow- and you have to pay it." lt is for the purpose of
ing prices in the Halifax Critic, the prices being for deceiving the electors that these false stories are
the 4th instant :-High grade patents, $5 to $5.15; told. Hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
good 90 per cent. patents, $4.65 to $4.70 ; straight House tell us in Nova Scotia that we are paying
grades, $4.40 to $4.45. I find by the Boston Herald $1 a barrel on flour in order to benefit the Cana-
of the 8th April, instant-and I presume that au- dian farmers, and they tell us at the same time
thority will not be contradicted-Spring patents, that something ought to be done to relieve the
$5 to $5.50; winter patents, $4.65 to $5.20; poor Ontario farmer, who is dying for the want of
clean and straight, $3.50 to $4.75, while Canadian some help from the Goverument. And yet when
patents were selling at Halifax at $5.15, and you the 25 cents duty is put on flour to benefit the

ill remember that the Canadian patents had to pay Ontario farmer, these gentlemen turn around and
the 60 cents a barrel that the senior member for say to the Nova Scotians : There are these OntainO
Halifax (Mr. Jones) said they would have to pay farmers down on you again and taking the money
comin into Halifax. If that hon. gentleman out of your pockets. These gentlemen preach
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onie doctrine in Nova Scotia, and another up here.
Is this honest ? Is this a consistent course? If
you want to help the farmers in Ontario by taxing
us in Nova Scotia, say so : but tell the same story
down there that you do up here. The style of
procedure adopted by these gentlemen opposite is
unworthy of a great party, and unworthy of
gentlemen who have a regard for themselves. I
night quote to the House additional statistics to
show that the prices of different grades of flour in
Boston, New York, and Halifax differ very little
indeed. Canadian flour in Halifax is not dearer
than American flour of the sane grades in the
markets of New York and Boston. I say, Sir,
tlat it is unfair to mislead the people, and it is
soniething which hon. gentlemen opposite should
not Le guilty of. If I thought that this increased
duty gave us a dearer loaf, or taxed the bread of
the people, I would oppose it, but I firmly believe
that the price of flour will not be increased. As I
said before, if the price is in any way increased
we have a compensation in the reduction of the
duty on molasses which is an article of very general
use with us. Then we have also a rebate upon the
duty on cornmeal, and if we get any assistance
fron this rebate on corn it will be so much advan-
tage to us. It is very well for hon. gentlemen to get
up a feeling between the different Provinces-to say
that one Province is imposed upon, in order to
relieve the necessities of some other Province. If
the Provinces of the Dominion are to be held to-
gether, or if there is to be a kindly feeling between
them, the sooner we learn and the sooner hon.
gentlemen opposite seek to indoctrinate the people
with the idea that we must bear and forbear, the
better-that if we are taxed a little in one Pro-
vince, the other Provinces nust be willing to bear
a little Iurden to assist us. In this way the
taxation can be regulated, and the people will
learn not to weigh one Province against another.
Holding these views, which I believe cannot be
successfully combatted, I have no opposition to
give to this increased duty of 25 cents a barrel on
Aierican flour.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The spectacle of a
venerable representative of the people making the
stateient le has done to-night, and telling the
Honse that he makes it conscientiously, fully bears
oUt the remark made by hon. friend fron Charlotte
(MI. Gillmor) to-night, that party has degraded
and disgraced the representatives of the people of

anada. The hon. gentleman, coming from Nova
bcotia, has stated to-night his honest belief that
while the remission of the duties on corn and
1molasses would decraase the price of these articles
jnst to the extent of the remission, and that he,
therefore, accepted those remissions. from the
Government very gratefully, the advance in the
flonr dunty of 25 cents a barrel would not increase
the price of flour at all. If the hon. gentleinan
were so ignorant that Le could not understand it,
People might pardon him, but when he states thathe conscientiously believes that, I think Le willfind it very difficult to make the majority of the
people of Queen's, N. S., believe it. The hon.gentleman knows that Le is playing with his con-
stituents, trying to make them believe that whichLis conscience tells him is faise.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I think I am perfectly
in order. I am delivering a little moral lecture,
which I think the hon. member for North Perth
(Mr. lesson) may take to himself as well as the
hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Freeman). I am
pointing out that the intelligence of the hon. men-
ber for Queen's is such that he does know, and
cannot help but know, that the increased duty
placed on four will increase the price of flour just
by the amount of that duty. He stated further
that the increased duty on flour was very unpop-
ular in his own district and throughout the Mari-
time Provinces, becanse the people believed it
would increase the price of their bread, so that I
cannot acquit the hon. gentleman of political dis-
honesty, I am sorry to say it. In times past Le
declared that the imposition of a duty on flour
would increase the price -of that article, and le
was opposed to it, but now he gets up and states
as his honest opinion that doing the sane thing to-
day will not increase the price. May I ask him
why Le thinks the increased duty was put on?
May I ask him further if flour has not gone up
since this duty was put on?

Mr. DALY. No.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.)
hon. member for Selkirk
have had that from one of
Canada.

I do not know that the
is an authority, but I
the best authorities in

Mr. DALY. Who is the authority?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Never mind who. The
hon. gentleman can give his authority afterwards
if Le says it has not.

Mr. CAMERON. It has gone up in the United
States a few cents, but not here.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am not referring to
the United States. I am asking why the duty is
put on-if it is not to increase the price to the
consumer, and if it must, not have that effect ?
The hon. member for Queen's said he did not
believe it would have that effect, but Le showed
by his argument that Le knew it would.

Mr. FREEMAN. I do not say that the duty of
25 cents a barrel on American four increased the
price of Canadian flour. i said distinctly that it
did not, and the hon. member for Prince Edward
Island knows that he was misquoting me. But he
has the habit of misquoting people, and I forgive
him, because I was going to say Le does not know
any better. He does know better, but his pro-
fession does not allow him to practice any better.
He gets off all his speeches by misquoting and mis-
representing people, and Le thinks that passes cur-
rent. The American flour that comes to Halifax
would probably be 25 cents higher, but our Cana-
dian flour, I believe, will remain at the saine price ;
the 25 cents additional duty will not increase the
price. When he tells me that I know better, I
tell him that I know as well what I am talking
about as he does. The hon. senior member for
(Halifax) (Mr. Jones), said that it would increase
the price of Canadian flour a dollar a barrel. I
challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to prove that.
That hon. gentleman opposite told us, on the
strength of the letter fromi St. Johns that the
importations to St. Johns were only 10,000 bar-
rels, whereas according to our own returns they
were 48,000 barrels. But here is something
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about the importation of flour into Newfound-
land. In 1887, according to the Newfound-
land returns, there were 309,000 barrels im-
ported from Canada, and 131,000 from the United
States, and in 1888 the importation from Canada
was Il 1,493. The falling off was due to some
local cause which is not given, but I have no
idea that it was on account of the cost of the
article. Now, I tell the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island that he has no proof that flour has
increased in price in the markets of Nova Scotia
since this duty was imposed, and I challenge him
to bring his proofs or to stand convicted of stating
what is not correct.

Mr. McKEEN. I do not propose to predict what
effect this duty on flour may have in Nova Scotia,
but I think some of the hon. gentlemen who have
stated that the price has already risen have been
misinformed. I may state that last week, I bought
some flour from merchants in Halifax at a price as
low as it ever bas been sold at during the past
winter, and I know the price of flour last week
was as low as at any time during the last twelve
months. There is some misapprehension in the
minds of hon. gentlemen opposite, as to the increase
which they allege will take place in the price of
flour owing to the additional duty. I am not going
to say what effect the duty will have ; but
I know the flour we use is of the best kind,
which does not come in competition with American
flour, because we could always buy it at much
more favorable prices. The same gentleman who
sold me this flour offered me corumeal at 20 cents a
barrel less than before the reduction was made on
that article. Cornmeal which sold at $2.50 bas
been quoted recently at $2.30. This is plain
evidence that if we have to pay any increase owing
to the duty on flour, it will be more than compen-
sated by the decrease in ineal, for last year we paid
about $7,000 duty on American flour and some
$40,000 on corn meal, and a reduction of 20 cents on
111,000 barrels which we used in 1887, is a reduc-
tion of over $20,000. Therefore, though I do not
say I am in favor of increasing the duty on flour.
I think we are not going to lose as much perhaps
as those who are not very well informed may seem
to think.

Mr. TISDALE. I can answer the two proposi-
tions of the hon. member for Queen's. In the first
place he says: Why is the duty put on, if it is not
to increase the cost of flour ? It is put on to allow
so much more Canadian wheat to be ground into
flour to supply the Canadian people, and, in my
opinion, a year or two will serve to show whether
what I am about to state is well founded or not.
I do not believe it will increase the cost of flour in
the Maritime Provinces one cent. Why? Because
we are large exporters of wheat, as we grow more
than we consume, and so do the United States.
We have a milling capacity more than double what
is necessary to grind and supply all the flour needed
in the Dominion, and the object of a protective
policy is that we should supply as much as possible
our own needs which we can well do in this respect
as we are large exporters of wheat. If we protect
the flour trade here and allow the control of the
trade to be taken by our milling industries, which
have more than twice the capacity to supply our
wants, the result will be that the competition
created by the millers in that way and the large-

Mr. FREEMAN.

ness of the trade thus secured will result in our
getting flour as cheap as we can get it now, and
have it supplied by our own millers.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened with some
little attention to the arguments of those gentle-
men who pretend to say that an increase of 50
per cent. to the duty on flour is not going to
increase the price of food to the people who are
consumers and not purchasers. I have always
great respect for the opinions of the last gentleman
who spoke, but unfortunately he speaks froin an
interested standpoint. He comes from a community
which is a wheat-growing community, and he tells
us that the increased duty of 25 cents per barrel is
not going to increase the cost of flour to the
consumer, and he gives as a reason that Canada
produces more wheat than she can sell, and as the
United States is also an exporter it must neces-
sarily follow that the price of flour produced from
Canadian wheat cannot possibly be auy greater
than if the duty were only 25 cents a barrel. Does
my hon. friend pretend to tell me that if there were
no duty on flour, flour would be as dear to the
consumers of the Maritime Provinces as it is? He
says it can make no difference, because there is
twice the milling capacity that is required for the
consumption of the people.

Mr. CAMERON. Will my hon. friend permit
me to ask him a question?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; twenty of them.
Mr. CAMERON. There is a duty of $1 a barrel

on flour imported into the United States. Does
that increase the price of flour in the United'States?

Mr. MITCHELL. We are not exporters of flour
to the United States.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. gentleman knows
there is a duty of $1 on flour going into that
country. Does that increase its price?

Mr. MITCHELL. They do not import flour
from Canada; and I will tell my hon. friend that
the value of the flour in the United States is
regulated by the markets in Liverpool.

Mr. CAMERON. He cannot answer the ques-
tion.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have answered it.
Mr. CAMERON. Does it increase the price of

flour?
Mr. MITCHELL. I will tell you what it does.

If we exported Canadian flour into the United
States

Mr. CAMERON. Say yes or no.
Mr. MITCHELL. If we exported flour to the

United States
Mr. CAMERON. That is no answer.
Mr. MITCHELL. And if the United States

require to import that flour and there was a dollar
duty per barrel on it, that would increase the price,
I will not say a dollar a barrel, because the prieS
is regulated by the markets abroad to some extent.
If the millers of this country choose to do what the
sugar manufacturers have done, if they choose to do
as the "combiners," who are fostered by this enor-
mous tariff imposed by this Government, if they
choose to combine in order to raise the price of four,
it would make a differenoe of at least 75 cents a
barrel. Does my hon. friend who last spoke pre-
tend to tell me that we will not have a combila-
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tion among the millers of this country ? Why,
there is a combination to-day. What is the reason
why this Government has been besieged by the
illers for the last twelve months ? Is it not that

they have combined to force their requirements
upon the Government in view of the coming elec-
tions ? There was an attempt to conciliate the
people of the Maritime Provinces who claim that
they were discriminated against in regard to this
duty, but the millers said that the duty imposed
was against flour and in favor of wheat. Does my
lion. friend who last spoke-not the person who is
interrupting me, for he is not worth answering-
does my hon. friend who last addressed this House
in a calm and dispassionate manner, speaking in,
the interests of his constituents, say that I am not
right ? I do not blame gentlemen from western
Ontario for protecting the interests of those who
sent them here, except in this respect that they
know that, in an assembly representing all parts
of this Dominion, representing Provinces which
were induced to come into this Dominion to build
up a nation, they should give and take. The people
of the Province from which I come and froin which
other hon. gentlemen come-I do not refer to the
renegades who speak in this House and elsewhere
against the interests of their Province--expect that
fair play will be given to every part of the Dominion
of Canada. It is well known why this duty has been
placed upon the people of the Maritime Provinces,
because it is we who pay it. It is not the people
of Ontario who pay this tax, but it is the people of
Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Island and British Columbia. These are
the people who pay this iniquitous increase in the
duty on flour, and that is imposed for the bene-
fit uf the millers of Ontario. They themselves
fixed the relative duty on wheat and flour; but,
because the Ontario millers made a mistake at the
tiie the tariff was fixed, they have corne again to
agitate the country and to compel the Government
to put an additional duty on the flour which we
consnume and which they want to compel us in the
Maritime Provinces to obtain from them. The
proper thing would be for the Government to take
off the duty on wheat as well as on flour, and to
allow the people of the Maritime Provinces to buy
their goods where they can get them cheapest.
That would be the true policy ; but, if the hon.
gentlemen on the Treasury benches, by the brute
force of the majority they possess, commit an act
of injustice against the people of the Maritime
Provinces, they will find that they are mistaken.

MIr. MACDONALD (Cape Breton). Withdraw.
Mr. MITCHELL. If the hon. gentleman who

asks me to withdraw any statement I have made
has the courage to corne down to the front, I will
answer him. I say that you cannot carry on the
affairs of a country by performing such acts of
'mlJustice as these. This is not going to create
kindly feeling between one part of the country
and another. Legislation here has to be based on
rnciples of justice and fair play. I speak thus

freely because, unfortunately for myself and the
People I represent, I did a great deal to induce
my Provine to come into Confederation. Probably
there is no one in this House who did more than
1 did in that regard, because I depended upon the
Pledges of Canadian statesmen, pledges which havebeen violated, sentiments and principles which

have been thrown to the winds. If there is a man
in this country who is more responsible than
another for bringing my Province into this Confe-
deration, it is the humble individual who now
addresses you. In 1878, how could I go back to
my constituents when it was said that the Ameri-
cans will not give us reciprocity because of the
sentiments which we had in favor of the south
after. the war and the old reciprocity treaty was
abrogated ; but the leader of the Government then
led nie to believe that a National Policy was the
only meaus to obtain reciprocity. In order to do
that we were to keep Canada for the Canadians, or,
in the old Scotch phrase, we were to keep our
" ain sea guts for our ain sea maws. " I was led to
believe that a maximum of duty of 25 per cent.
would be sufficient. Unfortunately for myself,
and for my country I believed it, but, while the
elections were going on, when the right hon. gen-
tleman who leads the Government went to the
west of Ontario, he found that the farmers wanted
protection and the millers wanted protection, and
then it came out that a duty was to be placed on
flour ; and that lost me my election. If the hon.
gentlemen were anxious to carry out the measure
which they said they believed was to bring about
reciprocity with the people to the south of us, I was
willing to take the chances. But now those hon.
gentlemen with professions of that kind on their
lips and with an outrage of public sentiment in
their hearts, have thrown off the mask, and this
Session they have declared that they do not desire
reciprocity in any shape. Is that just, or honest, or
right? It is an outrage upon the people of my
Province. What is the position in my county,
which is representative of the northern counties
bordering upon the Gulf ? The resources of that
county are almost entirely derived from lumber
and fish. The farmers raise nothing to speak of
for export, but mainly for their home consumption,
and for the consumption of the lumbermen and
fishermen, who alone raise the articles which are
exported from that country, which constitute the
wealth of that part of the Dominion. I might
speak of the fishermen. These people are threatened
to-day because the Gevernment who control this
country with a servile majority at their back-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. Take it back.

Mr. MITCHELL. You may call " order " if
vou like. I refer to the records, to the Votes and
~Proceedings, to the divisions in this House, as
proof of my statement. I say these men care
nothing for the question of justice for the people I
have the honor to represent ; they do not care for
the fishermen who risk their lives in earning a
subsistence for their family-these fishermen for
whon pork, and flour, and beans, and molasses,
and rice, form the chief elements of life. Every
single thing that I have named is taxed. The
Government have raised the price of pork to $6
a barrel upon all kinds except the mess pork.
They have prevented the people getting cornmneal
at all, except at an enormous duty. They talk
about the concession made- by allowing corn to be
introduced for human food. There is not a mill in
one of the five counties that grinds corn. They
would have to carry their corn to the one or two
isolated mills that exist in Nova Scotia, or to one
on the southern shore of New Brunswick, which
will cost more in the transport than it will cost
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to bring corn from Chicago. Under these the same price. Here they have the market of the
circumstances, how can the fishermen of my county United States open to them for every thing they
live with these increased taxes? How can they eut, every thiiig that passes through their jouis.
live in the face of the outrageous opposition which But we have got to send our cheap spruce, the only
the Government is arousing in the United State wood we have for marketable purposes, to Europe
when that McKinley Bill passes, which puts one to find a market in Great Britain or on the COn-
cent a pound upon fish which used to come in free? tinent, as against the cheap labor ad the
If that McKinley Bill passes our people will pay cheap wood of the Baltic, which is of a sirnilar
the tax of one cent uponevery pound of fish that character to our spruce. Our lumber industries
goes into the American markets, which would have ceased to be profitable, and are Suffering seve-
practically exclude our fish from that country. rely. Is it possible, then, that you are going te
Can you suppose these people will be satisfied increase four by 25 cents a barre,, and pork nid
with the representations which have been made to beef in like manner, articles of prime necessity,
them, or with the conduct of the Government whîch are required in that industry? It is the
towards thei ? It will be ruination to them. I same with the fishermen. I feel it is useless o
was told the other day, by a gentleman from that appeal to men who bave slown so much bardess;
section of the country, that it would completely at heart as the bon. gentlemen on the Treasury
ruin the fishermen of my county. Now, we will benches have shown. 1 mace an appeal to sone
come to the lumbermen. I read a telegran the of the gentlemen who are Sitting behind them. 1
other day from all the leading lumbermen in made an appeal a short time ago in relation to rice.
my county, save one who happened to be out of Whatever principle you ray aliege in sustainin'
the county at the time, in which they denounced your National Policy, there is no principle whateveî
this tax upon pork, and flour, and cornmeal, and in sustaining it upon rice. will say this, that if
the other items that they named. In the lumber hou. gentlemen opposite pursue the course tley
camps the sole food of the lumberman is flour, are pursuing they wîll flnd theiselves, when they
pork, and beans, lard, molasses, rice and beef. Is core to give an account to the people, minus sone
it possible that we can justify to these men the in- of the support they are now receiving from tic
crease from $2 to $3 a barrel upon flour, the increase Maritime Provinces.
upon mess pork from $2 to $3 ? Beef, and all other Mr. CAMERON. Wlen the hon. member for
pork but mess, is increased in the same proportion Northmberland (Mr. Mitchell) conmencee ls
to $6 a barrel. Is it possible that we can justify to
these men the fact that all this is done, not because speech, I asked hlm what 1 snpposed to he a civil
a revenue is wanted, because those gentlemen admit question, and lie condescended to permit me to
that they do not want a revenue, but it is done ask not only one but twenty questions. If 1 lai
for the purpose of protecting some other portion known that the only one I asked wonld have su
of the Dominion as against the people who have dîsturbed lis equilibrium, I would not have asked
to purchase and live upon these articles, Now, it, and the very fact that h did disturl Iim to
what do these people get from the National Policy such an extent prevcnted my askig the nineteci
Not one single industry among them is benefited other questions li promised to answer. I asked
from it. I challenge hon. gentlemen around me hia that question because I knew there was onlY
to deuy that that group of counties derive one cent one answer to it, and if le answered honestly ai
of benefit from the National Policy. There is truthfuly, as an hon. gentleman suggests lie ought
not one single manufacturer in them who is pro- to do, lie would have answered that the duty of
tected. Their sole export is lumber and fish, and e dollar a barrel on four imported into the
both these things will be excluded from the markets Ur States did not increase tle price of the
of the United States by the McKinley Bill if it o there to tse extent of one cent. But instead
passes, and I regret to say that I fear it will. answering my question lie vriggled aronnd hi a
I do not appeal to hon. gentlemen opposite inthing
the hope that they will change the policy they
have announced. They have sat there to-night, in Mr. MITCHELL. I am ready to answer for
my opinion, degrading the positions they occupy, theu ontside.
unable to justify the means which they are taking Mr. CAMERON. No doubt you are auswerable
to increase the taxation of this country.. I feel for tlem; and if the hon. gentleman whll onlY keep
it to be an outrage. I have extracted some figures cool until I have said the littie I intended to say
from the blue books, of which I have only time we may go home and stay outside. The reasoi I
to give you the totals. The people in my Pro- asked the lon. gentleman that question was tsat I
vince consumed last year, of flour 279,371 barrels, knew that if le reflected a littie lie woull fmd the
valued at $1,093,718, paying a duty of $129,047. reason why the imposition of 75 cents a lane1 on
Of lard they consumed 8,295,996 lbs., valued at four in Canada will not increase the price of foot
$636,078, paying a duty of $165,705. They con- here. li argued that.the reason why it did not
sumed of pork and meats 25,899,805 lbs., valued increase the price of four in tle United Stateswas,
at $1,634,062, paying a duty of $293,357. They first, they did not import any breadstuffs. b' that
paid in duty on meats and breadstuff, that is statement the hon, gentleman was not correct,
flour, lard and pork, $588,109. Now, this is the because they did import breadstuffs, and thev
amount which our people have to pay in taxation imported breadstuffs fron Canada to the valut oh
upon articles which are of absolute necessity, and $8,971,000. The true reason is that the price Of
it is paid by two industries mainly, that is, lumber four in the United States, as well as in Canada. iS
and fisheries, both of which are suffering in the regulated by the foreign markets. Another reasO"
heaviest degree. Sir, we have not got in our is that the inter-state trade in the United States,
country the valuable pine lumber that they have enables them to have American four free of
in the Ottawa district and it realises nothing like duty in tle United States, and the products

Mr. MiTcHELL7
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of flour being in excess of the demand, they It has been repeated by the hon. inember for
are able to procure it at the lowest possible Cumberland, that the farmers of Ontario would
figure consistent with the markets abroad. The derive a benefit. I am one of the farmers, and I
same reasoning applies to Canada. We produce deny the proposition, and in doing so I voice the
more flour in Canada than is necessary for home sentiments of the farmers' conventions in Ontario.
consumption. The price of flour is regulated here, There were seventy farmers institutes held. Arran-
as in the United States, by the foreign market, gements were made by the millers associations to
and it does not make any difference what duty was send their representatives to those institutes and
imposed on American flour coming into Canada so urge the farmers the necessity of giving the millers
long as we produce more flour than is necessary for this protection. What was the result ? At the
home consumption. The leader of the party (Mr. first institute they carried the resolution to ask
M] ackenzie), in my presence repeatedly stated that the Government to increase the duty on flour.
fact, and there is no intelligent person in the But the farmers are becoming alive to their own
Dominion who does not know it, but there are a interests, and they find that during the last year
great many who know it, but refuse to acknowledge they did not receive the quantity of flour they had
it ecause they appeal to the préjudices of the been formerly receiving when they took their
people and mislead them into the belief that they wheat to the mills. The statement made by the
are paying the tax on flour. The hon. member for millers in their own association that they could no
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), who spoke in longer grind the farmers' wheat, as they had been
very strong language not only against lion. mem- accustomed to do, and give him his own flour, but
ihers of this House generally, but against myself now they bouglit the wheat at the market price,
particularly, will find on some fine day a foeman and gave him the flour at the market price.
worthy of his steel when lie arouses a Highlander Therefore, the fariner lias got to pay the duty on
from the backwoods of Cape Breton. He appeals the flour made from his own wheat. I hold that
for the poor fishermen of Northumberland-and I if the millers did not find that the increased duty
.ai sorry if they are as poor as lie represents thein on flour was going to benefit themselves, they
to be-for the poor farmers, and poor mechanics, would never have put themselves to the trouble of
and poor lumbermen. attending the farmers' institutes in the Province of

An hon. MEMBER. And poor doctors. Ontario, or they would not have waited upon the

Mr. CAMERON. And there may be some poor Government in the large numbers in which they
.doctors, becanse, when all the other people are came here. The great complaint of the millers

poor the doctors iust be poor also. I want the was that in putting 15 cents duty on wheat, it cost

hon. ember for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) them 70 cents duty for sufficient wheat to make a

to understand this : that the poor fishermen of barrel of flour, and they held that it was the duty
Northunberland get their flour free, get their tea of the Governnent to equalise the tariff on
free unîder the National Policy; they get their flour wheat and flour. In the second farmers

free because Canada produces more flour than she meeting which the millers attended, a motion
requires for home consumption, and they get their was made by the secretary of the millers' associa-
tea free because the National Policy has taken the tion, but an amendnent that the duty should be
duty off tea. I do not know whether it was done removed upon both wheat and flour was carried
espeeially for tlIe poor fishermnen of Northiumber unanimously, showing conclusively that the farm-
land or not, but the fishermen ail over the Domin- ers of the Province of Ontario know their own

ion have received the a ng Thiey receive condition and know that under the present cir-
jhavelsovd h advantage. Thyrciecurnstances tliey have got to pay the duty uponalso their coffee free, their molasses free, except four. have been astonised at the ignorance of
the duty of one cent and a-half a gallon, and that for aebe sose tteinrneo

ed th . .nt and a-hl a . the on. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron) andas one m teir mnterest. They have their pork also of the member for South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale)
t ee, the senior member for Queen's wil 1 supply both of whom stated that we raise a larger amount
lein wîcality, and the lion. dieemand not stir of flour and wheat than we require. If these

aWhile the pork was gentleman dd n s gentlemen had examined the records they would
icembes from duty w under consideration. The have found that up to the year 1888 we wereeeifrmPrince Edward Island do not haveexotrofwatndfur;btIidthtn
a great deal to say against the tariff on this occa- exporters of wheat and four; but I find that in
Sioli. Tliey ma corne to the front bad-by 1888, we iimported of wlieat,15,617 bushels and of
wïhet e ay om o the y-and-ye, flour 25,813 barrels, which when turned into wheat
consiclsome articles of mior importance are under at four and three quarter bushels to the barrel,

touch that whic is in teir own interests. to gives 1,229,381 bushels. In that year we only
addition to al these articles I have enume_ exported of wheat 490,905 bushels and of flour
rated, the fishermen aad other classes obtain corn- 131,181 barrels which, turned into wheat, makes
mceal free of duty. If the lion. member for North- 623,110, so that when the subtraction is made, we
ulIIberlanid (Mr. Mitchell) had kept cool and had find that Canada, after the harvest of 1888, was
answered the simple question I asked, I will not short 130,500 bushels of wheat. Therefore the
say dishonestly, because that is not a parliamentary statements made by these hon. gentlemen are not
term, I would not have addressed the House at borne out by facts. Now, Sir, let e examine
this hour of the night, and I have doue so only to the question how much wheat Canada really
because the hon. member provoked this discussion. required or consumption during the year and

see what amount of taxation is imposed upon
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). A statement lias the consumer by this 75 cents duty upon flour.

been made frequently, in the first instance by the There is a statement in a document which lias
hion. Imember for Queen's, N. S. (Mr. Freeman), that been put into the hands of members which shows
tie duty was imposed in order to relieve the strait- that 31,139,981 bushels of wheat were retained for
ened circumnstances of the poor farmers of Ontario. consumption in Canada after the export, and the
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amount used for seed was deducted. That would
give us 6,610,000 barrels of flour, which at 75 cents
a barrel, would amount to the nice little sum of
$4,957,600 of taxation imposed upon the people of
this country through the duty on flour. When
the Minister of Finance made his financial state-
ment last year, lie told us that the farmers of this
country paid no duty on the goods they consumed,
but lie need not tell the farmers of Ontario that
any longer, because they know that they now have
to pay a duty upon the produce of their own farm
before they can put it on their table in the shape of
flour. Now Sir, how much of this taxation do the
farmers pay ? Being three-fifths of the population
the farmers will pay for the privilege of using
their own flour $2,974,000, and I hold that the
farmer pays a duty on flour just as well as the
workman or any other. I have great sympathy
for the laboring men of the Province of Ontario
at the present tinie. I find that the farm
laborers who board themselves have an annual
income of $38 less than they had in 1882, and this
reduction in the wages of the workingmen corres-
ponds to the reduction of the income of the farmer
on account of the small crop and reduced prices. I
find that the workingmen with five of a family, is
taxed for $4.50, because according to this state-
ment, five of a family will consume six barrels of
flour, and we find, therefore, that the burdens of the
workingmen are increased while their income is
being steadily reduced. The artisans of this
country will also suffer severely by this taxation.
From a report I looked over to-day, I find that out
of 1,860 workingmen there were 1,140 who had a
small surplus, 302 whose receipts and expenditure
just balanced, and that there were 418 out of the
1,860 who had a deficit during the year. I hold that
it is a gross injustice to the workingnen of the coun-
try to impose such duties upon the articles they
require for the use of their families. Their income
lias been decreasing during the last few years,
while their burdens have been largely increased.
Is there any wonder why there is a cry among
the workmen? I have had communications from
one or two workmen to advocate their claims along
with those of the farmers, and I believe the one is
nearly if not altogether as bad as the other. I hold
that the farmers have to bear this duty on flour as
well as thepeople in the Maritime Provinces have, so
that the duty is not for the benefit of the Ontario far-
mers, and the hon. gentlemen opposite, when they
go back for re-election will find that the farmers
understand that. I Zould just say to those who
represent farming con tituencies in the Province of
Ontario that it is well for them to sit dumb and not
lift their voices during this discussion on the im-
position of taxes on the farmers and workingmen
of their ridings. You may depend upon it that if
they defend this duty, a day of reckoning will
shortly come in a general election, and they will
then find what the result will be.

Mr. KENNY. The hon. gentleman who has
just taken his seat has given us in his concluding
remarks the key note of the spirit which seems to
animate lion. gentlemen opposite. He lias referred
to the elections which must take place in this Do-
minion. I have listened most attentively to this
interesting discussion, because all that relates to
this tax on flour concerns us in the Maritime Pro-
vinces in an especial manner, and I have learned

Mr. MCMILLAN (Huron).

froin the discussion that when hon. gentlemen op.
posite tells us of the terrible taxation which is now
to be imposed on the people of the Maritime Pro-
vinces by this duty on flour-one hon. gentleman
said, that we should be completely ruined by this
duty-they are simply preparing for the coming
elections in the Maritime Provinces. Let us exam-
ine and see exactly what amount of duty the peo-
ple in the Maritime Provinces have paid on flour
during the last twelve months. The Province of
Nova Scotia paid $6,961 ; the Province of New
Brunswick, $1,735.25, and the Province of Prince
Edward Island, $694.56, making a total of $9,391,31.
That duty has been increased 50 per cent., amount-
ing to about $5,000. Now, if I estimate the popu-
lation of the Maritime Provinces at 1,000,000 for
the sake of calculation-the increased tax will
amount to about one-half of one cent per capita of
the population of the Maritime Provinces. Re-
presenting, as I do, a fishing constituency, and
representing the working classes of the community
in which I reside, whilst I should be very glad to
see less taxes on breadstuffs, yet I do say that the
increase of the taxation one-half of one cent per
capita is not going completely to ruin the people
of the Maritime Provinces. I confine myself
simply to this item of breadstuffs. I will not
follow the example of hon. gentlemen opposite by
wandering over all manner of subjects; and I
desire to point out that while this increased duty
involves an increase of something like $5,000 per
annum, assuming that we shall import next year
the same quantity as we did last year, there lias
been a reduction in the duty on cornmeal of froni
$30,000 to $35,000.

Mr. ELLIS. The hon. gentleman is ingenious
if not ingenuous in the opinion he presents; but lie
knows very well that the contention in the Mari-
time Provinces-and I believe it is well founded-
is that the tax on flour increases the cost of the
flour used. It is not simply the ainount of duty
paid upon American flour, but the cost of the flour
is raised all over the country. I have been in the
Maritime Provinces since the duty was increased,
and I find everywhere the opinion of the people is
that there is to be an additional tax upon trade. If
there was to be no additional tax, why did the
Government not assent to the proposition of the
millers, and make the duty $1 a barrel? But they
knew well that they dared not face public opinion
with such an addition as that; and so they split
the difference, and made it 75 cents. Further than
that, this whole tax is a restraint upon trade. It
is an endeavor to force trade in a direction in
which it will not naturally go. With reference to
the whole business of flour in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, we could take our goods to Boston or New
York, and bring back to our people flour cheaper
thathey can buy it in Ontario. The hon. gentle-
men 'ho support the Government entirely overlook
the political effect of such a tax as this. They pay
no attention to the fact that in imposing such a
tax as this upon the bread of the people, they are
doing great injury to the union which nOW
exists among these Provinces, making it more
difficult every day to maintain the Union,
and making the path more easy for those Who
believe the best interests of the Maritime Pro-
vinces would be served by severance from the
Union.
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Mr. JONES (Halifax). I was not surprised at
the enquiry of the hon. member for Inverness (Mr.
Cameron) relating to the importation of flour by
the United States, because that gentlemen bas not
that familiarity with business which would enable
him to deal with that question.

Mr. CAMERON. I have not had so mucli to do
with sugar as you.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). If he had, he would
know that if the duty in the United States was $5
a harrel on flour, it would not raise the price of
Caiadiau flour if it went there.

Mr. CAMERON. Would it increase the price
of Anerican four ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Not one cent.
Mr. CAMERON. That gives up the whole case.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). If a son of mine six

vears old were to ask me a question of that kind, I
vould give him a spanking and send him to school,
and tell him to learn the principles that govern
commerce.

Mr. CAMERON. And when he had learned
them you would not understand them from him.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman
asked whether the price of American flour would
be raised. He put us in the position of the United
States. But we do not raise any breadstuffs in
Nova Scotia at all, and, therefore, the cases are
not parallel.

Mr. CAMERON. Why not?
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Simply for the reason

that we do not raise any breadstuffs in Nova Scotia
at all.

Mr. CAMERON. Do they raise breadstuffs in
the city of New York? Does a school boy know
that ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). If the hon. gentleman
does not understand a business argument, there is
no use appealing to him. I was surprised to hear
m'y colleagne argue that because we only imported
a certain quantity of flour from the United States,
we do not pay more than the duty on it. The hon.
gentleman is too good a business man not to know
the contrary. He knows that the duty will apply
to every barrel of flour consumed in the Province
and not only to the few barrels that come from the
United States. The hon. gentleman charged me
with having stated that the increase of duty was
goimg to make our flour $1 per barrel dearer. I
did not make any statement of the kind. I said
that but for this duty, we would import our flour
froin the United States; and but for the difference
n freight, our flour would be a dollar cheaper than

it is under the present arrangement. I maintain
that still. The hon. members for Inverness (Mr.
Cameron) and Queen's (Mr. Freeman) and myWorthy colleague have given their views aboutthis matter, but we have a good many other
members from Nova Scotia, supporters ofthe Government, who have been dumb dogs on
this subject. The hon. members for Shelburne,Digby, Annapolis, Hants, Colchester, Pictou andCumberland have been very careful not to say aeord. No doubt they look on at their more ener-
aeti, if not more devoted, members of the party,
the say to themselves : Let them go forward intothe breach if they like, and be slaughtered, weWill stand behind the wall. With regard to the

duty on flour, I may give the House the opinion
of the Chamber of Commerce in Halifax, for the
benefit of ny worthy colleage, who was in posses-
sion of a copy of the resolution I am about to read
when lie made his observations. This resolution
was first introduced by one of the warm supporters
of my hon. colleague, Mr. D. F. Power, who
said :

" In reference to the bread tax clause in the report, he
hoped the Chamber, in view of the matter soon coming
up in Parliament, would emphatically condemn the pro-
posai to increase the duty on flour. He moved to that
efect, and Mr. Mitchell seconded the motion."
Then Mr. Curran, another active supporter of my
worthy colleague, moved this resolution, seconded
by Mr. Chipman, a third Tory:

" Whereas it is learned that the Government of Canada
proposes to increase the duties on American flour; and
whereas, such proposal is, in the opinion of this Chamber
of Commerce, not m the interest of the people of this Pro-
vince; therefore resolved, that our representatives at
Ottawa be advised that should such legislation referring
to flour duties be proposed the chamber would protest
against any such increase, but would urge the necessity
of having the duties removed on American corn."
My hon. friend had this resolution in his desk
when lie was speaking, and the House will see how
well lie bas carried out the desires of the mer-
chants of Halifax. Neither of their requests has
been complied with. American corn has not been
admitted free for all purposes. It has been, or
will be practically, when used for human food, but
a large portion of it is not used for human food,
but for feeding cattle, and the hon. member for
Cape Breton (Mr. McKeen) will find that if he
feeds the cornmeal to which he refers to his cattle,
the drawback will not apply. The hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Freeman) referred to the great
reduction which was going to be made in molasses
to compensate the increase in flour. I observe my
colleague (Mr. Kenny) made no reference to this
subject. Probably he has been in Halifax and
found out, what I knew some time ago, that in-
stead of the proposal of the Government reducing
the duty on molasses, it actually makes the duty
heavier.

Mr. BOWELL. No ; it does not.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). So that the hon. member
for Queen's will not be able to draw the consolation
that this change will have the effect lie says it
wil], and will be a gain to the people. It must be
evident to any business man that so long as an in-
creased duty exists on flour, so long will our people-
have to pay more for that article. If not, why in-
crease the duty ? Or, if the increase does not add
anything to the price, why not have the duty $1,
and have met the views of the millers ? But the
Government knew better than to do this. They
thought that by taking only an additional quarter
out of the people of the Maritime Provinces, they
would find supporters like my worthy colleague,
who are more loyal to the party than to the people
they represent, but they would not venture to test
them to the full extent of $1 per barrel. The
people of Halifax will know how to appreciate the
regard my hon. colleague has for them, when, in
speaking of a subject in which our people take so
much interest, lie did not deem it worth while to
submit to the House the resolution passed by the
Chamber of Commerce of Halifax, and sent to him
in order to have it presented to the House.
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Mr. FREEMAN. How do you explain the fact
that Canadian flour is as cheap in Halifax as the
same brand of American flour in Boston, if there is
an încreased price put on Canadian flour, because
of the duty on American flour ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I suppose the hon. gen-
tleman knows that the brand does not indicate the
quality of the flour ?

Mr. FREEMAN. I stated the same brand iden-
tically.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Their brands are not the
same as Canadian brands, and the hon. gentleman
is talking nonsense in that respect. The American
and Canadian brands do not correspond in quality.

Mr. FREEMAN. I beg to correct the hon,
gentleman. He knows what I an talking about,
but is misrepresenting the facts. I am speaking of
brands that represent the same grades of flour, and
the same grades which sell in Halifax at $5.15 are
selling in Boston at $5. 15.

General LAURIE. The hon. member for Halifax
<Mr. Jones) has expressed surprise that several
members from the Lower Provinces have not spoken
on this resolution, and affirms that they have not
done so because they are afraid to endorse the
action of the Government. I have already spoken
on the subject. I spoke on it at the time the Tariff
Bill was introduced, and I then endorsed the action
of the Government. I therefore did not conceive
it was zecessary I should do so again, but as my
not having done so has been pointedly referred to,
I rose with the intention of saying exactly what
the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Freenian) has
pointed out and anticipated me in saying, that flour
of the same quality can be bought in Boston, either
Canadian or American-the Canadian in bond, and
the American of course in the open market-at the
same price. It is open to our people to purchase
Canadian flour there in bond and take it to our
markets, and they buy it at the same price as the
American flour. It is, therefore, open to our peo-
ple to buy Canadian flour at the sane price as the
Americans do, without paying any duty whatever.
I think here we should speak only for the infor-
ination of the House.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). As the lion. member for
Shelburne (Gen. Laurie) has told us that lie is not
a resident of the Dominion, I think he is not inter-
ested in this question at all.

General LAURIE. Residence in any particular
place has nothing to do with this question. I
probably know Boston quite as well as the hon.
member for Halifax, and certainly know Shelburne
better, and I am speaking from personal knowledge
and quoting the experience of Shelburne merchants.

M r. MITCHELL. There is one point to which I
take exception iii the remarks of my hon. friend.
He says we are speaking for the information of the
House. I want him to understand that we are not
speaking for the information of the House, but we
are speaking to empty benches and for the infor-
mation of the country. We all know what the
votes of the House will be.

General LAURIE. I think our arguments should
be addressed to our fellow members, and not to the
country.

Mr. JoNEs (Halifax).

Mr. MITCHELL. That might be true if the
arguments we advanced here had any effect on the
votes of members.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I think, when the sup-
porters of the Government from Western Ontario
go home, and produce the speeches which have
been made by my lion. friends from Inverness
(Mr. Cameron) and Queen's (Mr. Freeman) their
constituents will hardly appreciate the statements
which have been made by them as to the effects
of the National Policy. If their statements are
correct, the effect on the duty of wheat anîd
flour amounts to nothing either on the Ameri-
can or the Canadian side. That is what we
have maintained on this side of the House
all the time, that these duties were of no benefit to
the farmer, that they were simply a make-believe
all the time, and that the National Policy was a
delusion and a snare, as far as the farmers are cou-
cerned. I think, when the Conservative farmners
read the speeches of the two lion. gentlemen to
whom I have referred, they will be inclined to say:
deliver us from our friends. I believe these gentle-
men are speaking on correct principles ; I believe
they are coming over to our view, that the National
Policy has been of no use to the fariner, but that
lie should be allowed to enter the markets of the
world and to buy as well as to sell against all
comers. But this proposal will be found rather
hard to swallow. We know that when a duty on
coal was imposed as an offset to the duty
imposed upon flour, it was pretended that the
people of the Maritime Provinces were by
that means to get square, because of the
duty imposed on flour in the interest of the On-
tario farmer ; and we know that for a long timne
the Ontario manufacturer paid a duty on anthra-
cite coal as well as upon soft coal for that reason.
Now, it appears from the statements of the hon.
gentleman, that the Ontario farmer had no benefit
from that at all. The Finance Minister did not
arrive at the decision to increase this duty on flour
without a great deal of fear and trembling. It lias
been urged upon him and the First Minister, by
the millers for three or four years, that our Cana-
dian duties should balance the American duties, on
the principles of the National Policy, which were
that, if we could not have reciprocity in trade we
should have reciprocity in tariffs. The miliers
urged the Govermnent not to increase the duty to
75 cents only, but to make it the same as the
American duty and put on the amount of one dol-
lar. If the argument of my lion. friend froi
Inverness (Mr. Cameron) is correct, why do nîot
the Government make the duty the square dollar
in order to balance the American duty ? It seemls
to me that hon. gentlemen opposite are trenbling
in their knees as to the result of this when they get
home to their constituents and that, like the little
boy in the graveyard, they are whistling to keep
their courage up. But, if there was one statement
required to show the fallacy of the argument, it
was the statement of my lion. friend the Minister
of Finance in his Budget speech, that, in conse-
quence of the increase of the duty on flour, lie hîad
reduced the duty upcn molasses and corn inported
for the purpose of being made into cornmeal for
human consumption, in order to compensate the
Maritime Provinces for the increase in the dutycOn
flour. That proves that the hon. gentleman thought
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it was necessary to make some concessions to the
Maritime Provinces, and it proves that the in-
creased duty on flour would increase the price of
bread. The Government did not yield to the
deian(d of the millers at first, and I believe that,
if it were not for the different rates on freight
between the North West, which is to be the great
wheat-raising area of this continent, and Minne-
apolis and the western States, this duty would not
now have been imposed. Do the millers desire
this increased duty on flour in order to pay higher
prices to the farmers for their grain. Not a bit of
it. Their argument is that the price of grain was
too higli and they had to get this protection in
order to shut out American flour and to enable
thei to successfully carry on their business. I
believe that the Finance Minister, in making this
concession to the Maritime Provinces in regard to
molasses, was taking the sameview as my hon. friend
who spoke here a few minutes ago, and who said that
the result would be that the millers would be able
to charge everybody a little more than before by
shutting out American competition and depending
on the fact which my hon. friend from Inverness
stated, that, as we have a surplus to sell, our
farmers could get no increased price for their pro-
(iuets. If the millers want to raise the price of
flour all around and make it higher than before, no
doubt this will have the effect of making them
succeed. We have the evidence of my hon. friend
from Inîverness (Mr. Cameron) and of the lion.
member for Queen's and of the junior member for
Halifax, that under existing circumstances the
farmers cannot get any better price for their wheat.
I say it is cold comfort to western Conservatives
when they go home to meet the farmers whom
they have been telling ever since the National
Policy was inaugurated that this wheat and flour
duty was their salvation, and that the prices were
hetter for the farmers in consequence of this duty.
I can understand that my hon. friend for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson) and others in a similar posi-
tion, will inwardly bless us for the admonition we
have furnished them when they go to their con-
stitueuts and defend this blessed National Policy
froi the agricultural standpoint. These gentle-
men are getting down to hardpan principles, they
begm to realize that it is impossible in the position
in which we are placed to protect the farmer under
any system of the National Policy. I think we
have reason to congratulate our friends from the
east when they are called on to do a little hard
swallowing, and to come down to hardpan princi-
ples.

Mr. CAMERON. My hon. friend may speak toothers, but lie cannot apply his reasoning to me.
In 1882 I declared to my constituents that as long
as Canada would produce more wheat than was
Decessary for home consumption, so long would I
.em favor of imposing $1 a barrel on flour, because
it would not affect the price in the Maritime Pro-vines to the extent of one cent. I had the high
authority of the leader of the Government from1874 to 1878 in making that assertion, and my ma-
jority, after making that declaration on every lins-
tings in the county, was only 850. I xnow ask myhon. friend: Is he in favor of taking the duty offAmerican flour-altogether?

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I will say my cate-chismn when I get a chance to speak.

Mr. CAMERON. I think you can now go on to
the same stool of repentance with the lion. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell).

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). If you will take my
record in the House you will find that I stood by
that principle time and again, and you did not dare
to do it by your vote.

Mr. CAMERON. My lion. friend from North
Wentworth thinks lie lias all the wisdom of this
House resting upon his own broad shoulders, but
it is not true, all the same. My lion. friend may
mislead his constituents, and I have a great deal of
sympathy for them, because free schools and high
education could not have done much for them if
they cannot realise that a duty of 75 cents a barrel
on flour is an advantage to the farmers of the great
Province of Ontario.

An lion. MEMBER. Who pays it?
Mr. CAMERON. My friend ought to know

that the very best market any man can have for
his products, is the home market, and if the farm-
ers of Ontario will allow American flour to come
into the Canadian market by hundreds of thous-
ands of barrels, instead of having the home market
to themselves, which is the most profitable one,
they will be driven abroad to participate in what-
ever prices they can get for their products; and if
my lion.friend's constituents are so blindly ignorant,
being misled by his sophistry, I am only sorry for
the humiliating position which they occupy as
electors of this Dominion.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman lias
chosen to go out of his way to make a personal at-
tack on myself.

Mr. CAMERON. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. It lias been a favorite system

of the right hon. gentleman who leads this Govern-
ment, to set up certain characters, to answer gen-
tlemen who have reasons to put forward to the
country. He lias done it in this case, although not
present himself, and the men who represent him
here ought to have been ashamed to do it in this
instance.

Mr. CAMERON. That statement is not correct.
Mr. FOSTER moved that the Committee rise

and report progress.
Committee rose and reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the Honse.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 2.50

a.m. (Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MoNDAY, 14th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

GAS INSPECTION ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 137) to amend the Gas Inspection Act,
chapter 101 of the Revised Statutes.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. COSTIGAN. The changes are very simple.

The first change is to bring under the operation of
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the Inspection Act, naturai gas, the utilising of this
gas not having been contemplated when the Act
was passed. The second change is to provide for
more frequent and efficient inspection of gas
meters. The third change is a trifling one, it
being one more of construction than anything else,
and it is to remove doubts with respect to con-
nections between gas manufacturing establishments
and the testing houses. These are the three
changes proposed.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE AMERICAN TUG E. K. ROBERTS.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CooK) asked, 1. Whether
the Government is aware that the American tug
E. K. Roberts, during the season 1889, was en-
gaged in carrying fish from one Canadian port
to another and calling at different Canadian ports,
and taking on fish at these various ports, in the
Canadian waters of Georgian Bay, during the same
voyage en route to Detroit, U. S. ? 2. If so, has such
action been sanctioned by the Government, and
why ? 3. What entries has said tug made, and
what duties has she paid during the year 1889 ?
4. Have any penalties been imposed by reason of
said tug having infringed the provisions of the Act
respecting the "Coasting Trade of Canada,"
chapter 83 of the Revised Statutes of Canada ?

Mr. BOWELL. Ist. The Government is not
aware that the American tug E. K. Roberts
has during the season of 1889 violated the pro-
visions of the coasting laws, as indicated in the
question asked. Application was made on the
28th March, 1889, for permission for the steamer
E. K. Roberts to carry supplies for men and out-
fits from Windsor, Ont., to the Duck Islands
during the season of navigation, which application
was refused by letter dated lst April, 1889. 2nd.
Subsequently, about the 20th of the same month,
on further representations-that no Canadian
steamer was available-permission was given for
the vessel to make one trip only, to carry Cana-
dian supplies to the Duck Islands. 3rd. The
Department has no information as to what entries
said tug has made or what duties she has paid.
4th. No penalties have been inposed, as no report
has reached the Department of any infringement of
the provisions of the coasting regulations or laws.

GRAIN ELEVATOR AT HALIFAX.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) (for Mr. WELDON, St.
John) asked, What amount of grain, in each
year since its erection, has been passed through
the elevator at Halifax, N.S. ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In
73,387 bushels; 1884-5, 244,933 bushels;
378,739 bushels; 1886-7, 575,880 bushels;
71373 bushels; 1888-9, 129,725 bushels.

1883-4,
1885-6,
1887-8,

QUEBEC CAVALRY SCHOOL. r
Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency) asked, Whe-

ther the Government intend, according to their
promise of last year, to promote the officers of the
Quebec Cavalry School? If yes, when? Also,
why have the officers of the Quebec Cavalry School
not been granted promotion in accordance with
the Militia Regulations, as promised last year by
the hon. the iinister of Mi 'itia?

Mr. COSTIGAN.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. (Translation.) in
answer to the hon. gentleman, Mr. Speaker, 1
must say that the officers of the Quebec CavalrySchool have been granted promotion in accordance
with the Militia Regulations. I am not aware of
any promise made by the Government to any of
those officers.

OUTLAY FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES.
Mr. DOYON asked, What sums of money have

been paid by the Government, from the 30th of
June, 1889, up to date, to Messrs. Charles Dar-
veau, Isidore N. Belleau, Thomas Chase Casgrain,
F. H. Drouin and Jean Blanchet, advocates, for
professional services ? What sums have been paid
by the Government, during the sane period, to
the following law firms : Casgrain, Angers &
Lavery; Belleau, Stafford & Belleau; Blanchet,
Drouin & Dionne ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to
this question and to the following one, I would
ask my hon. friend to make a motion, and the
accounts will be brought down.

Mr. DOYON. (Translation.) According to the
suggestion of the hon. the First Minister, I move
for :

Return showing what sums of money have been paid by
the Government, from the 30th June, 1889, to date. to
Charles Isaïe Labrie, Notary Public, of St. Josenh de
Lévis for professional or other services, and also what
sums have been paid, during the same period, to Messrs.
L. N. Asselin, P. V. Taché and J. M. Pouliot, for pro-
fessional services.

Motion agreed to.

JUDGES' RESIDENCES.

Mr. CIMON asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to compel the Honorable Jean
Alfred Gagné, Judge of the Superior Court for the
District of Saguenay, to establish his domicile in
that district, in accordance with the ternis of the
law ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no informa-
tion that the judge has not complied with the law.
In the case of any judge not complying with the
law as to his place of residence, he will be requested
to comply.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

Mr. DAVIN. lu rising to move:

That it is expedient that the Government should direct
earnest attention to the establishment of a systel Of
irrigation in the Territories,
I will speak, not only on this motion, but, unless the
House objects, I will speak generally, m orich U
economise time, on the subsequent motions whichu
have on the paper, and then move theni withoUtl
further comment. I hold that the Governmeut
and the Minister of the Interior are s a trY
happy position in regard to the North-West, "
position that is capable of redounding to the great
advantage of the Territories if properly used. fre
people of the North-West at present are a
community, with great privileges. I have "0
sympathy whatever with those persons who ta
about the North-West as though it was a commun
ity in which the people are suffering from anY
great disability. We are, I say, a free, prosperols
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and happy community. Some friends of mine
here say that we have not got the ballot. Well,
the ballot has never seemed to me to be an evangel
of political or other prosperity. I am very glad,
however, that my hon. friend from North York
(Mr. Mulock) and another hon. friend have inter-
rupted me in this jocose manner, because their in-
terruption gives me an opportunity of telling the
House that I am about to place considerations
before it than which few considerations have
been placed before it this Session, or any other
Session, to which it ought to give more atten-
tion. I should like to remind this Parlia-
ment, that it is in a certain sense an Imperial
Parliament, governing vast territories ; and if it
forgets its high functions and the demands these
territories make upon it, it forgets the importance
of its position and the great duties that devolve
upon it. What I wish to place before the Govern-
ment is this : that in the North-West they can
have for the next five or six years-aye, for the
next teln years-all the advantages of a centralised
government, all the advantages of a paternal gov-
ermnent, and at the same time all the advantages
of a free government. Now, Sir, for two or three
years, I have tried to impress on the mind of this
House and on the mind of the Government the
necessity of giving the people of the North-West
Territories responsible government ; but among
the motions which I have placed upon the paper
this year, carrying out the policy which I have
carried out each year, of expressing the opinion of
the Territories as evinced in the North-West Coun-
cil or Assembly, I have omitted to place a motion
for responsible government, and I will tell you
why. I went through my constituency, and I
found that the great mass of opinion among the
people there was against having responsible
government at the present time ; in fact, I
only found a single farmer who wished
to have responsible government. My duty as
a representative is, of course, not merely to express
my views as to what is right, but to give expression
to the opinion that I find in the territory ; and
therefore I do not urge on the House what I did
in previous years, to grant responsible government,
although I am myself still in favor of it. Now, Sir,
I hold that the Government is in this happy posi-
tion: that the money that would be given to the
Territories in case they had responsible govern-
ment, can be used now for the material develop-
ment of the Territories. The history of Manitoba
in this conmection weighs upon the minds of our
settlers. We have a large number of settlers from
Manitoba, who of course to a great extent leaven
the settlers around them. These men say: "We
have lived in Manitoba, and we have seen no good
come from the inoney which came to Manitoba,
because it was organised into an autonomous Pro-
vince ; on the contrary, we see that that money has
been spent uselessly ; " and everyone knows, that
without spending money in a corrupt manner dir-
ectly, the Provincial Government is tempted toallow leakages to prey upon the fund which it hasat command. i do not know anything about it
Inyself, but I know that I have seen in Manitoba
a large amount of money placed under the controlof the Government there,andnow, after some twenty
years of responsible government, if you ask what
.as been the result of all that expenditure, there
is very little answer for it; there is no material,

tangible evidence of what has been done with the
money. Now, the Government of Canada, to-day,
can give the Territories-whether you call them
the North-West Territories or, as somebody has
suggested, the British Canadian Western Terri-
tories-you have a vast territory there to-day,
immensely rich, valuable, and full of resources,
whether you regard them fron an agricultural, a
mining or any other point of view ; there it stands,
a country stamped by nature to become one of the
richest, most fertile, most abounding countries in
the world. You have that country, and what is
the Government's opportunity in regard to it ?
The Government have this opportunity, that they
can apply to that country all the advantages of a
centralised paternal government, without denuding
it of a single valuable element that inheres in a free
government. The House will probably have seen,
the Government will most certainly have seen, in
the petitions which have been sent to the Governor
General, to this House, and to the Government,
that the Assembly of the North-West Territories
states, and states truly, that if you take the same
ground as you took in giving the subsidies to the
Provinces, our population entitles us to at least
$200,000 a year more than we get at present.
It would be nearer to say $250,000 a year. What
is the opportunity the Government has in respect
of that ? Let them capitalise that sum, and use
the money right off in the material development of
the country. If we were to give responsible gov-
ernment to that country and give them $200,000
or $250,000 a year, which is due to them, I am
afraid, looking at the characters, all records of all
Governments which have ever existed, that much
of the $200,000 or $250,000 would be frittered
away ; and at the end of the ten years, I doubt
whether we would find, on looking over the dec-
ade, such tangible results as my suggestion would
secure. What I would suggest to the Government is
that they should capitalise that $200,000 or$250,000
a year, and use it at once, with energy and foresight
and a clear grasp of the needs of the country,-and
the needs of that country are the needs of the Domin-
inion-in developing that country rapidly. I sone-
times hear it said, especially on the Opposition side
of the House, and you read it sometimes in the
newspapers : Oh, there are sixty millions below
the line, and here we are but five million.
Suppose you multiply-to talk a little algebraically
-five thousand by X, you get one result; if you
multiply it by X2 you will get another result ; and
if you multiply it by X3 you will get another
result; so if you add to that 5,000,000 people
energy, rapidity of znovement, and rapidity of
development, and if you multiply that people
by a rapid power you will discount the great
advantage which the 60,000,000, by their num-
bers, enjoy. I have put on the paper a mo-
tion declaring that it is desirable to attract
earnest attention to irrigation in the North-
West. I have put that motion in the same words
that were used by the Legislative Assembly,
but if I had the choice of words myself, I should
have talked about the necessity of digging wells in
certain places which require them, because there is
very little of our North-West-but a mere fraction
-which needs irrigation. If you will go below
the line and travel, as I liave travelled, along the
Union Pacific and the Northern Pacific, you will
find vast tracts of territory utterly barren, given
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up to alkali. It almost blinds you to travel over will be attained. I hope my hon. friend the Min-
those plains so alkaline are they, they are stamped , ister of the Interior, on whose attention this lias
by nature with barrenness, but there is not a spot been pressed for more than a year,. has given sonie
in the North-West similar to those. You can go attention to me now. I hope that the view I sug-
over any part of the Canadian North-West without gest will find favor with him and with the Govern.
finding a single spot where any man who knows ment. Then comes a question of great importance
any thing about agriculture will say: This is a place to the territory, nainely, the position of the North.
that cannot be successfully cultivated ; but there West Half-breeds. I will put the argument in a
are parts where it is difficult to find water. For nutshell, and then leave it to the House to consider-
instance, it is a very peculiar thing that north of You cannot expect the Half-breeds of the North-
what is called the Waskooni, or, if you like, Pile West who were no party to the contract which
o' Bones Creek, we can get water anywhere, at took place between the Governrnent and the Half-
any depth, from forty to eighty feet. But go breeds in Manitoba, in 1870, to go in on the condi.
south of the creek, and for twenty miles there bas tions and within the four walls of that engagement.
been no successful well-digging, although we have You cannot expect these men to come in on the
gone 120 feet below the surface to get water. conditions and within the four walls of that en-
When a farmer goes 120 feet down, he goes gagement. It would be irrational, it would be un-
to the utmost that any settler can be expected just to them. They are in a position to say: We
to go. When he goes that depth, he has were no party to that arrangement. There is not a
exhausted his resources, but I need hardly tell man of prominence in the North-West who does
you there may be water at 200 feet, 250 feet, or not contend for the same thing, that you should
300 feet ; and you have only to go south and wit- deal with the Half-breeds in the North-West pre-
ness experinents made in Dakota and other parts cisely on the same conditions as prevailed in 1870.
of the United States, to know that water can be That is to say, do not hark back to 1870. Deal
obtained at 300 and 400 feet, bubbling up and with them on the basis of the date when you make
flowing the whole year. I saw, myself, in the the contract; abolish the Indian title in them there
States, an artesian well, which made a great lake and then. It is such a snall and such a contenpt-
and supplied water enough for two or three farms ible matter in the way of meaus and scrip, that I
and for a whole lot of cattle. As I approached am surprised that the Government have failed to
the farm, I saw what seemed to be a lake, and see the reason, the justice, the policy of the course
three hundred of cattle, or more, coming down to which J advocate. Then comes the question, that
drink. I drove up to the farm bouse and said to we should at once mark out and set apart the land
the inrnates : You have a very fine lake here. for a university for the North-West. I think that
They answered: No; that is not a lake, it is a well ; is very desirable, although I May say that, for ny
and they brought me to an artesian well flowing own part, I am guilty of the heresy of thinking
into a great tank, and this tank overflowing, the that this country and nearly all modern civilised
water took the trend of the country and flowed countries have made a great mistake in taking
down to a little valley, making a lake. The Gov- care of what is called superior education. ly
ernment might take the country south of Regina own opinion is-whether you call it a Tory
or the country north of Pense or the country in opinion or a Radical opinion-that the Govern-
the vicinity of Moose Jaw, into which I am happy ment, properly speaking, has nothing whatever
to say an immense immigration is coming this to do with the higher education of a people,
year, and than which finer land is not to be found but should leave that to private individuals
in the world. What the Government should do and private benevolence, and should only attend
is this: Let them have artesian wells dug in the to the elementary education of a people. I
centre, say of four sections, which would put it think, when a Government does that, it has
within a mile of each farmer on each section, or if enough to do, and, if it were my cue, I could
the farms were only 160 acres each, you would have show some evils which have arisen in Canada, in
sixteen farmers within a mile of it, instead of their the United States, and in England, also, in
having to go, as at present, eight, nine and ten consequence of the facility for higher education,
miles to get water. I do not know exactly what which has been given where there was no capacity,
the cost would be, but supposing the cost would no calling for it, and no proper encouragement In
be $1,000 or $2,000 for sinking a well, you could the individual to suggest that that higher educa-
put the charge upon the farmers contiguous, and I tion would not be thrown away. However, I
am sure the Canadian Pacific Railway would be think it is desirable that land for a university for
ready to fall into line and pay part of the ex- the Territories should be set aside. There would
pense of digging those wells, which would add be this advantage about it : If land were set
to the value of the sections theypossess. Iknow this, aside for such a university, it would probably pre-
that the farmers coming in will be very glad indeed vent, when these Territories are separated into
to pay the amount of tax which would Provinces, the erection of a university for each
fall upon each one of them in order to Province. The educational course in Canada has
pay for the well. I say that there you have already been such that we have so many unversi-
an opportunity of doing a great good for the terri- ties that we find the universities are competing for
tory. You should spend in one year the whole the students, instead of the students competing
$200,000 or $250,000, because my idea is that you for the universities. I remember a distinguished
should strike a hard, strong and effective blow at gentleman in Toronto showing me, at dinner one
each spot. My idea is, not that you should distri- day, a letter which had been written to him by an
bute your expenditure in little dribblets and let it " honors " man in one of the universities, in which
be lost; but that the money should be concentra- there were grammatical mistakes for which a sixtlr
ted in one year for one purpose, in another year form boy would be degraded. The next point is
for another purpose-and so something effective as to the necessity of guarding against prairie
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fires. I have here a resolution in which I
niove :

That in order to the prevention of prairie fires, the
Railway Act be amended to enable railway companies in
the Territories to enter npon ancultivated lands 200 feet
on each side of their track, and that such railway com-
panies be compelled, at proper times in each year, to
plough, as a fire-guard a continuous strip of not less
than 6 feet in width on the outer part of such 200 feet and
parallel with the line of railroad, and burn the prairie
grass between such ploughing and their tracks; provided
such fire-guard need not be constructed within the limits
of any zown or city, nor along the line of railway run-
ning through the mountains or over lands where plough-
ing would be impossible or unnecessary; and that any
railroad corporation operating its line of road, or any
part thereof, shall be liable for all damages by fire that is
set out or caused by operating any such line of road, or
any part thereof, -when such railroad company has failed
to plough a fire-guard as above provided ; and any such
damages may be recovered by the party damaged in any
court ofcompetent jurisdiction.
If you have directed your attention to the condi-
tion of affairs in the North-West, you will have
known that last year and in other years we have
suffered very largely from fires, and you cannot
get it out of the people's mmd that the railwayis
wh olly responsible. I know very well that the
railway is not wholly responsible for those fires. I
have tried to disabuse the minds of the people of
that view, but that the railway is in part respon-
sible I have no doubt whatever; and, therefore, if
it be responsible, it ought to be made liable. At
the present minute, owing to the fact that the
Canadian Pacific Railway is a railway charteredn
by this Parliament, we cannot quite get at it.
There have been some decisions unfavorable to that
view, and neither the Canadian Pacific Railway
nor any other road, except for a consideration
which I will point out by-and-bye, need be afraid
of such a clause as this if it is not liable, because
the costs of the action, in that case, will fall
back upon the party bringing it. It will
have to be proved to the satisfaction of a
judge and a jury, and I think, under those circum-
stances, the railway is pretty well protected. I
grant you that, where the evidence was doubtful
and was not conclusive as to the innocence of the
railway company, the company might be imperilled
owing to the prejudices of the people, but I think
the Government can provide a clause which will be
at once just to the railway company, and just to the
People of the Territories. I am confident that a
great many of the fires have been caused by bone-
seekers. They make a fire i order that when it
has cleared the ground, they can get up on the
muouud and te the bones at a great distance. I
know also that many of these fires have been
caued by eastern men going up there and making
camp fire, and, unaware of the danger, abandon-

erg their fire and allowing it to smoulder. How-evor, I th.nk it is necessary that some clause-I do
rlot say this clause-should be inserted i the Rail-

vay Bull which is about to be brought down by the
tovercent in order to provide for these cases and
o give confidence to the people of the Territories.It would be hard to exaggerate the language ofpraise that the Canadian PcfcRiwydsre

for its own watchifuless i regard to this erymatter, and for the interest it shows in theTerritories generally. I have no want of confidence
whatever in its interest in the Territories and its(esire to do everything ossible in the interest of

the Torritories,
l erritories, but it be necessary to have someause eh as this adopted in order to meet the
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legitimate needs of the people, and provide proper
safeguards. Then cornes a much more important
resolution.

SECOND HOMESTEADS IN THE NORTH-
WEST.

Mr. DAVIN moved:
That it is just and expedient that clause 43 of the-

Dominion Lands Act be amended by extending its pro-
visions from the 2nd day of June, A.D. 1887, to the 2nd
day of June, A.D. 1889.
He said : Now, that is a question that I have
brought before the House every year since I have
had the honor of a seat in this Parliament. The
first year, in 1887, I got the Hon. Mr. White, the
predecessor of the present Minister of the Interior,
to extend the time from the 2nd June, 1886, to the
2nd June, 1887. Of course, he had to bring it
before his colleagues, and his colleagues agreed to
it, and I hold, that the fact of his colleagues
agreeing to extend the time from the 2nd June,
1886, to the 2nd June, 1887-remember they
passed an Act in 1886, doing away with the second
honestead-shows that they acknowledged the
principle for which I contend. In fact, it is not
possible that any human being with the least sense
of justice could rise up and assail the principle for
which I contend. Now, Sir, what are the facts?
In 1883, on the 25th May, assent was given to an
Act which provided that any person coming here
and homesteading, pre-empting if he liked, and
who got a patent for his homestead and pre-emp-
tion, or for his homestead alone, should have a
right to a second homestead. The language is
" may," I grant you that ; but nobody has ever
dared, in this House or elsewhere, to rise up and
say, that because that language was permissive,
on that ground the Government might hark back
from the promise, from the lure, from the tempta-
tion, from the advantage held ont to people in the
old country and elsewhere, who went up to the
North-West. Nobody has ever attempted to do it,
in fact it would be useless to do it, because, in the
Act of 1886, there is a clause which acknowledges
it as a right. The clause, by a curions confusion
in the language, says that the right of homestead-
ing shall be abolished after a certain time. The
right to a homestead, the right given in 1883,
a right that only accrued after three years
working on the farm, after three years of settle-
ment that right is declared to be non-existent, al-
though during that whole three years the law, the
lure, the temptation, the advantage, was held be-
fore the intending settlers of Europe. If anybody
supposes that it was not held out as a lure, I have
in my possession one of those hand-books issued
by the Department of Agriculture in 1885, two
years after this Act was passed, a hand-book that
Mr. Dyke told me was circulated by hundreds and
by thousands in England, in which it is stated that
one of the advantages the settler in Canada has
over the settler in the United States, is that if he
homesteads and pre-empts, he can, after having had
his patent for the homestead, go and get a second
homestead.

An hon. MEMBER. Read the Act.
Mr. DAVIN. Why, everybody knows it.

What is the use of tiring the House with that sort
of thing ? The usual way in this House, if a man
wants to bring before you the opinion of Mr.
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Wiman or anybody else's opinion, instead of saying
what Mr. Wiman said and passing on, lie comes to
you with a column of stuff and reads it out, and so
occupies three hours when lie might have said
everything in an hour. If anybody disputes what
I say, I have got the Act here. As I have said, in
1887 I got Mr. White to extend the time from 1886
to 1887, that is, I got for the people that came in
in one year their second homestead, which was not
contemplated in the abolition of 1886. But there
are a great nunber of people who came in there,
not merely in 1883 and 1884, but in 1885 and 1886,
and those people contend that they have as good a
right to a second homestead as the people that got
it, and can anybody deny it ? Will the lion.
the Minister of Interior, will the bon. the leader of
the Government, will the -lon. the Minister of
Justice, will either one of them stand up, and with
the Act of 1883 in their hand, an Act sanctioned
May 25, 1883, and reading the clause-will they say
that, on grounds of justice, they can possibly stand by
what seems to have been a decision of the Govern-
ment ? Last year the Minister of the Interior came
up and visited the North-West, and we were
very glad to welcone a member of the
Government in that country, and a number of
gentlemen and farmers waited on him, some
from one quarter and some from another, on this
very subject of the second homestead. They told
him what they wanted ; they told him that they
wanted a second homestead ; and I think, myself, it
was made pretty clear to my lion. friend that wiat
was needed was a change in the law. Well, I
sent down some petitions to the Minister of the
Interior. I have the petitions here, one was from
the Crofters; another was from settlers in the
Bluffs, signed by Messrs. Shearer and Holden and
a number of others, asking and insisting that they
were entitled to a second homestead, seeing that
they came in before the law that was passed on
the 25th May, 1883. Well, I had some corres-
pondence with my hon. friend, but after seven
months of correspondence, and after these petitions
went in, it was somewhat amusing to me to get a
letter saying that the question had been referred
to the Department of Justice, and that the Depart-
moet of Justice declared that those gentlemen
were not entitled to a second homestead. Why,
Sir, you might as well refer the question to the
author of the differential calculus, whether two and
two make four, as to refer to the Department of
Justice, the question whether those men were
entitled, under the law, to a second homestead,
or to tell them under the law they were not entitled
to a second homestead. There was not a farmer
in the Territories who did not know they were
not entitled to a second homestead, except morally,
and it seems to me something like a farce-I tell
you frankly, it seems to me like a mockery-
sending to the Department of Justice to know
what was the meaning of the Act that my hon.
friend had to administer. Why, a child of seven
years of age, who had read the Act of 1887 and
had read the claims of these men, would know
that, under that law, they were not entitled to
a second homestead. The question that we pressed
was this : Whether they were not morally entitled
to a second homestead, and whether the law should
not be changed ; and we have the Minister of
Justice, I suppose, and his deputy, sitting in incu-
bation on the question whether two and two would

Mr. DAVmN.

make four. An hon. gentleman says, the Minister
of Justice is a very poor Minister of Justice. I
have seen many Ministers of Justice and Attorneys
General, and I will say, that having seen the hon.
gentleman in this Hoise, there is no free assembly
in whichli he would not do honor to it, and to the
Governnent he represented. I say this, that we
are morally entitled under the law of 1883. Our
people who cane in between 1883 and 2nd June,
1886, are morally entitled to a second homestead.
It is unjust to take it away from them. It is an act
that could not possibly be done to any powerful or
rich corporation; and I am here to represent the
poor and the weak, and I will press the cause of the
poor and the weak just as strongly as others will
press the cause of rich and strong corporations. I
say that those men are entitled to their second
homestead, and that they should get it. I expected,
and so did the people of the Territories, that when
the present incumbent of the office became Minister
of the Interior-for he is a North-West man, and
lie has spent a good many years in the North-West
Territories, at all events-we should have more
sympathy shown for the people of the Territories
than before. I have been having communication
with the Department of the Interior with regard to
settlers for eight years, and the tendency of the
regular officers of that Department, and I suppose
it will be the tendency of all bureaucrats, is
to decide everything for the Government and
against the people. T.hat is the tendency.
When this law was passed on 2nd June,
1886, they actually would not give a second
homestead to a man who had fulfilled every
duty and was simply kept by a flood or by sone
other cause from getting to the office in time,
and was, perhaps, an hour late. I had a long cor-
respondence with the Department of the Interior,
first writing to Mr. Smith in Winnipeg. After
some time I received a letter from Mr. Burgess, the
Deputy Minister, stating that the Department had
corne to the conclusion that my reading of the
law was the correct one-my reading being that
any person, whether lie had applied at the time or
not, who was entitled to a recommendation of his
patent, that person should get a second homestead.
An lion. friend near me asks, if the Government
decided the question ? They decided one or two
cases ; but the thing was swept away after a
month's correspondence. This is my argument,
that if the Department in that case was wrong and I
was right, why should not the Department in these
other cases be wrong and I right? But I appeal
to the good sense of the House, to the legal know-
ledge in the House, to the hon. and learned Minis-
ter of Justice, to look into that Act of 1883; and I
want him or any one else to stand up here and
state an argument, that cannot be torn to shreds,
on the policy of depriving those men who claimed
the second homestead of their rights. I can speak
with some authority on the subject, because I have
been attending to these matters for a very lng
time. At the very moment the second homstead
policy was announced by the Department, that
very moment I condemned it. i said it was
a bad policy. I wrote, that it was a bad
policy, and I denounced it in the paper I was
editing. The moment they saw that somebody
who knew something about the Territories
denounced it, why did they not change the policy.
If they had doue so, they would have had only one
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year's settlers to deal with it. It took three yearsof
criticism of the second htmestead policy to get the
law changed. But, when a change in the law was
adopted, the Government should not have adopted
that monstrous proposition of depriving those men
who came here under the law of 1883, from the
rights they acquired under that law. I have the
records of a number of cases where men were
actually in the country in 1882 and 1881, wherethey
had done everything that could be done, where in
some cases they had got permission from Mr. H. H.
Smith, the commissioner, to go east for a year to
buy cattle; but the result of their going was that,
although they had fulfilled up to the handle all
the requirements of the law, and although in some
cases they had 60 or 70 acres in crop, they were
deprived of their right to a second homestead.
You can never make those people contented unless
you restore to them the rights that belong to them.
It will prove an irritating sore in the North-West
the whole time. But I do not care about the
policy of it; what I look for is justice. What I
look to, for them and for the Half-breeds, is justice;
and what I want to. see in the North-West is a
large, just, vigorous, far-seeing and broad policy,
and as part of that policy I want to see the people
who are entitled to second homesteads, dealt with
properly. It is simple justice, the commonest
justice, that it should be done. Such questions as
these are not interesting questions to this House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. They are.
Mr. DAVIN. I am very glad of it, because I

remember in 1887, when I first commenced to speak
of North-West affairs, the House showed a little
impatience. I am glad to see that the House now
realises that it is the real government of the North-
West Territories. All these questions come home to
them ; they should also come home to the bosoms of
all of us, because you cannot go into a single settle-
ment in the North-West where you do not find sons
of Canadians farmers and of Canadian tradesmen
among the best settlers, men who have come to us
from Ontario and who have all the sense of justice,
of fair play, and of freedom that belongs to men
born in this great Dominion. I move the first reso-
lution:

That it is expedient that the Government shoulddirect earnest attention to the establishment of a systemof irrigation in the Territories.
While I should like to have special attention
directed to digging weils in places where it is
difficult to procure water, and while the North-
West Council have covered that subject in their re-
solution, I have gone over the Territories and there
isno portion of the Territories where, in myopinion,
there is not absolute need of irrigation.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think I shall have to find
fault with the hon. member for West Assiniboia
(Mr. Davin) for two reasons. In the first place,
hon. members will remember that a few nights ago
the hon. gentleman pledged hîs word to this Housethat he did not propose to piddle brains into the
Government of this country; and yet he has pro-
ceeded to endeavor to do so during the last two
hours. The second grievance I have with the hon.
gentleman is this : During the first portion of the$ession he placed on the Order paer a large number
f very important motions, al referring to the

North-West Territories. He really took a4 vantageof his hon. colleagues, who, I know, felt very
104J

strongly on the subject ; and yet, although the hon.
gentleman had placed those motions on the Order
paper, he was not in his seat when day after day
they were called, and he was obliged to answer to
them or to take that action which it was his duty
to take.

Mr. DAVIN. That is not true.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. DAVIN. I rise to order. The statement

made by my hon. friend is not true.

MF. DEWDNEY. All I can say, Mr. Speaker,
is, that I have been in the House every day during
the Session, and I think hon. gentlemen will bear
me out in the statement, that on several occasions
these questions have been called, and the hon.
member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) has not been
in his seat to attend to them. I think it is very
unfair to members from the North-West in this
House, that these matters are brought forward at
this late period of the Session.

Mr. DAVIN. I rise to order. There is not a
single word of truth in what he states.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. DAVIN. If he makes a misstatement I

must rise to correct him.
Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. member will

not interrupt in this way any more.
Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker, the interruption is

disorderly in its matter and in its manner.
Mr. DEWDNEY. The resolution of the hon.

member states that it is
" Expedient that the Government should direct their

earnest attention to the establishment of a system of
irrigation in the Territories."
That I consider to be a matter of very great im-
portance, and one which might have been debated
in this House to great advantage by the hon.
gentlemen who are interested in the North-West
Territories. We might have had a discussion, not
only on the matter of irrigation, but also on the
supply of water there generally. Had this motion
been made at an earlier stage of the Session, many
hon. members would have taken the opportunity
of speaking on the question, and it is one which I
believe requires the very gravest consideration.
The hon. gentleman states that our country does
not necessarily require irrigation. I perfectly
agree with him in that, because we have only a
very small area in the Territories which necessariiy
requires irrigation, and every year we are improv-
ing in that respect. There are sections of the
2ountry in which, if we could get water on to some
of our prairies, I have no doubt, it would be a great
advantage, but we have yet an immense area of
unsettled land which does not require irrigation,
and, therefore, I think it is premature to go into
this question at present. There are sections of the
ranche country where water can be brought
very easily from the mountains to the
plains, and, to some extent, that has already
been done by parties engaged in operations there.
The time is coming, I am quite sure, when the
ranchers of our country will require to utilise the
water of these mountains to raise hay for their
cattle. That country is now being stocked-not
over-stocked-but the time will come when the
ranchemen will not be able to allow their cattle to
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roam, day after day, and month after month, the
year round all over the country, without providing
food for them. In the near future these ranges
will be eaten down, and then they will be very
much in the sane state as the people to the south
of us. I recollect, some years ago, in talking this
matter over with the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), he told me that he recollected
in days gone by in western Ontario when the
vegetation was rank and the country not fenced
in, and that cattle and horses then found their own
food for the greater part of the winter. I can
understand perfectly that this was the case, and
it is the same with us now in our western couitry ;
but a time will come when that rank vegetation
will be consumed, when the country is thickly
settled and fences put up, and our ranchemen
will have to bring the water down froin the
mountains in order to grow hay and food for their
cattle. There are many questions in regard to
this irrigation matter on which I should very much
like to have heard the opinions of the gentlemen
interested. The time is short, and I shall not detain
the House much longer, except to say that in
regard to water generally, and to provide water in
some of our dry districts, the Government do
intend, I believe, to use their endeavors to find
out whether we have not sone large artesian basins
in the Territories which will be able to supply some
of those very dry districts. I think the hon. mem-
ber for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) was rather sel-
fish when he asked that the boring should be con-
fined to Regina, Pense and Moose Jaw, three
points which are in his own district. He might
have been a little more liberal and mentioned some
other districts which suffer just as much for the
want of water. The hon. gentleman spoke of bor-
ings being made to a depth of 150 feet and no
water being found. He must be aware, I fancy, that
at the jail at Regina, we sunk four or five hundred
feet, and the man who was drilling struck a sub-
stance which he knew would compel him to go
several hundred feet further before lie was likely
to get water if he continued boring in that strata.
He moved his boring operations about 300
feet away, and he struck a copious supply
of water at 60 feet, which water is now sup-
plying the jail at Regina. The hon. gentle-
man must know that the Geological Branch
propose to deal with this water question,
and I am very glad to be able to say, from informa-
tion I received from the Director of the Geological
Survey, that a very important discovery has been
made in reference to this matter. Mr. Lowe, who
has a very large farm in southern Manitoba, had
sunk several wells to a very great depth and he
did strike water, but the water is so salt that it'
was impossible to use it. Dr. Selwyn, who had some
experience in Australia, remarked to him that he
knew that by filtering salt water through a layer
of sand they were able to secure very fair water in
that country. Mr. Lowe, when he visited his farm
took up with him some five or six iron pipes twelve
feet long, and he tried the experiment that had
been suggested by Dr. Selwyn and foond it to be
very successful. I may say that the Canadian Pacifie
Railway have also sunk wells and tried the experi-
ment, with the sane result. The following is the
letter which Mr. Lowe sent me on the subject

"I suppose you are awbre that almost anywbere on the
south-western Carnadian Pacifie Railway line, in Mani-

Mr. DEWDNEY.

toba, including the whole of the section of country
between that line and the American frontier, wherever
boring takes place, salt water is found in very great
abundance, at a depth of from 200 to probably 800 or even
1,000 feet, and when the water is struck the supply is
very great, sometimes overflowing and sometimes rush-
ing very nearly to the surface with great force. I had an
analysis of this water made by the chemist of the Experi-
mental Farm some months ago, and the results of this
analysis were published in the proceedings of last year of
the Experimental Farm.

" The difficulty in procuring fresh water for the greater
part of the area I have indicated, during the last few dry
years, have been so great that settlers have given up their
land right and left, notwithstanding the fact that, so far
as relates to the quality and depth of the soil, these
lands are of exceptional value, having in view a compari-
son of the whole of the North-West.

I contemplated deep boring in the County of Morris,
having for object to get below the salt water, but on con-
sulting with Doctor Selwyn in relation to the strata, I
obtained from him such information as dissuaded me
from any attempt of that kind. The question then came,
of alternatives, and I am sure that even condensation
would be cheaper than the interest of the cost of very
deep boring, even if we were sure by such to obtain
fresh water. Doctor Selwyn told me that he was
personally aware that fresh water had been obtained in
Australia by filtration through sand, and he lent me an
English publication, giving an account of a meeting or
conference of English Civil Engineers, on the subject of
deep borings in France and England. At this meeting,
a Mr. Normandy stated, that salt water filtered through
fifty feet of sand became fresh. This statement, coupled
with personal information Doctor Selwyn bad given me.
appeared to me to be important. Accordingly, I went to
Manitoba, at the beginning of December last, having in
view for one reason, to test this information by experi-
ment, as well for my own personalinterest asthe interest
of the area I have described.

"I accordingly procured five iron water pipes, of
upwards of twelve feet in length, and I placed in each of
these a little over ten feet of sand, procured from the
Pembina Mountain. This sand was sharp, but not quite
so good and clear as I should have desired. However,
by tying a piece of cotton rag at the bottom of each of
these pipes and putting them in a perpendicular position,
it became very easy to pour water into them and let it
percolate throught the sand. The result of my experi-
ment was as follows :

" The water whichpercolated through the first pipe was
evidently less salt than that poured in from the spring.

" The water poured through the second pipe had again
a much less salt taste, but there was a verylittle taste
of bitterness.

"The sane water put through the third pipe produced
the same kind of resuit, with, however, the effect ot
there being very little taste of salt at all, only the bitter
taste to which I have referred, which I thought at that
time might be alkaline, but since I have consulted the
analysis made for me by Mr. Shutt, I am convinced that
it was owing to the presence of magnesium.

"The same water put through the fourth pipe had no
taste of salt at all, but only the aste of bitterness ; and

"The same water put through the fifth pipe had no
taste of salt whatever, and that taste of bitterness was
gone. It was, in fact, fairly fresh water."

I may say that I have two bottles of that water in
my office, one containing the original water froi
the well, and the other containing the water which
was subjected to the test and put through this
process. This appears to me to be perfectly pure
water, and I understand that it can be used in
locomotives as well as for household purposes.
That is a result, which I consider will be of very
great advantage to the country, as there are manY
sections where the boring has only resulted in the
finding of salt water, and, by this simple process
of filtration, it can be made pure enough for cattile
and for household purposes. Then there is another
method which, if made generally known, would, I
am sure, be resorted to by many farmers, that is,

to impound the -waters that come from the meltinig
snows in the coulées and valleys of the mouitains
in the spring. That was done to some extent
when. I was Lieutenant Governor of the Terri-
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tories, and I encouraged it as much as I could. I exercise very littie influence on the Government.
know that at several points where formerly the If they would occasionally make a break, sucb as
people had to travel miles for water, they have was done by the hon. member for West Assiniboia
never since been without water. Therefore, so far a few evenings ago, and talk plainly to hou. gentie-
as the water question is concerned, I think we man on the Treasury benches, and threaten what
nav hope that the absence of it is not going to be they would do if the Government did not properly
as great in some quarters as we had anticipated. attend to the interests of the North-West, their

presence here would bave some effect; but we find
Mr. WATSON. I ain sorry that the hon. nembers from the North-West Territories here

mienber for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) has seen speaking in one way and voting in another, and
lit to bring such a motion as this before the House, the Goverament always receive their support.
for I think it is not advisable to advertise that the So long as the Government are certain of their
North-West is a country where irrigation is neces party allegiance, have no doubt they will treat
sary. There are large parts of that country whicb the people of the North-West Territories in the
are, no doubt, dry, as is the case south of the same nanner as they bave done hitherto.
boundary line ; but I think it would be a mistake
to spend any money on irrigation at the present Mr. MACDOWALL. 1 desire to say a few
time, because there are millions of acres in our words on the question before the buse. With
North-West which are fit for settlement without ir- regard to responsible goverument in the North-
rigation. If the people in any part of the far west Mest Territories, I still adbere to the opinion 1
cannot get water, there are millions of acres in Mani- expressed when that question was first discussed.
toba which are fit for settlement, and where good I believe I represent the feeling of the people of
water can be got fifteen or twenty feet below the my district, and I believe now, from what my hon.
surface. That being the case, I think it wold be friend from West Assinboia (Mr. Davin) has said,
a great mistake to pass this resolution. I would that I also represent the feelings of the people
approve of the Goveranent putting down test wells throghout the country. I think it would be un-
i the North-West at points where it wo ald be fortunate if we were to be placed in the position in

ilithicult for settlers to dig them to any great extent, which the people of Manitoba were placed. It
Two or three Sessions ago the hon. member for would be unfortunate if we were taxed, and the
WVest Assiniboia strongly advocated responsible money taken out of the pockets of our people spent
governtent for the North-West ;bmt now, after in the manner in which it was expended in Mani-
tbree years' experience, he thinks he was entîrely tba. We have heard a great many stories about
WrOng, as he found only one elector in bis whole l the expenditure of money in that Province which
constituency who was in favor of it. Under these ouglt to warn the people of tbe North-West, that
circinmstances, I think the measures whsch the their publie policy is safer in the hands of the
hion. gentleman advocates in this ouse should Dominion Governmetint at present. WH en the
hiereafter be taken with a grain of saît. I was country is more settled, I hope, and have no doubt,
rather surprised to hear the ion, gentleman mrake we aill obtain responsible government n; but at
that admission. Wbat he says with regard to presett, with so few people there, the affairs of that
responsible goverument in ManitoIa is entirely cobntry are perfectly safe where they are. Tbe
incorrect. The people of Manitoba would be bon. meuber for Marquette (Mr. Watson) says, it
very ath to go back to the position which the wo ld be a good thing if the North- pest Terri-
iople of the Nortb-West Territories occup t o- tories were to tbreaten the Goverpment occasion-daf. It might bave been true a few yearstago ally, but he says tey speak one way and vote
thwt there was but little benefit derived from the a bother. I beg to differ with the hon. gentleman.
Wnoney the Province received from the Federal I do not think he can apply that remark to the
(government, but of late years we have had a North-West members generally. Tey speak one
change yn the Province, and we are now deriving way perhaps, but if they do, vee hill find their

reat benefits fron the subsidy. Dnring the ast votes go in the sane direction. If e will take up
few years we have bult some 250 miles of railway the reports of the proceedings in this house
i the Province, entirely independent of the lines during this Session, e will find that on

gssisted by this Parliatnent. I thik that is a amost every occasion on wich the members for the
herea eidence that we are satisfied witb our present Nort- West spoke, their utterances were directed
Position. We believe that our Local Legialature 1towards fnrthering the developmnent of the North-ratr greater benefits to the Province than it would West, and he will not find a single vote recorted
if it ,were in the position of the INorth-West by any of tbem in the opposite direction. With

assemb which is not ha with re gard to n wthe bost w popt
dresponsible t are pert s brought by the hon.ce . do nothing except what is permitted by member for Assiniboia, that it is expedient thettis Parliament. The people of the Nort-West Goernment shold establish a systernm of irrigation

Territories have had a rather sad experience in in the Terrttories, in the nortern wistrict, wich Ithat respect thik at the last session of the represent, irrigation is unnecessary, because we have
monyuci there was almost a deadlock there were the large stream of the Saskatchewan, which is

Pracnically two Governlents defeate dring that navigable for somefifteen endred miles, and thecein tdo not think that is a very satis- country is also well watered by creeks and lakes,
factory state of affairs. If the peuple of the but I bave no douft that on the plains aong which
North est Territories ad responible govern- the Canadian Pacifie Railway passes, irrigation

tent, I think they would ae in a better position would be very advantageou s indeed. With regard
to obtain redress for any grievances they may to the next motion of the hon. gentleman, which
haee than thty are tL-day. They have their repre- refers to the d oaims of the North-West balf-breeds,
sentatves on the floor of this Parlianent, but as I should feel inthlined to detain the ouse a long
ley nimer only four in an Assembly of 215, they time on this question, which I consider a n Iost grave
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one in the North-West, were it not for the fact
that I have not been idle in the interests of the
Half-breeds in my constituency. My constituency
is the one in the North-West which, above all
others, contains a large Half-breed population,
and I am happy in being able to state to
the House, that the claims of the Half-breed
are in such a very satisfactory position
before the Government just now that it will
not be necessary for me to dwell on this
resolution to any great extent. I would simply
say to the House that it is absolutely necessary
this question should be settled on a permanent
basis-not only the Half-breed claims for compen-
sation for losses during the rebellion, but those
claims which are, perhaps, more moral than legal,
for scrip, and such treatment as will ensure a per-
manentý settlement of the Half-breed question
throughout the Territories. I am thoroughly in
sympathy with the Half-breeds. I believe we have
simply to go back for precedents to the British
Parliament in its dealings with Ireland, to find out
the good old rule laid down by Lord Palmerston,
that in every constitutionally governed country, it
is the duty of the Government to satisfy any sec-
tion of the people which may have become seriously
discontented, even though it be at the expenditure
of money. I believe this good old rule would apply
to the Half-breed question in the North-West,
which, if not settled, will become an Irish question
for the Dominion House to settle. With regard to
the next motion of the hon. gentleman, he may
have forgotten that some years ago a Bill was
introduced by the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake), and became law, constituting a univer-
sity for the North-West under the name of the
University of Saskatchewan; and although there
has not been much use as yet for that university,
it will in time become a very useful institution;
and if the Government would give it additional
aid by means of a land grant, they would be
making a step in the right direction, as, when
the Hudson Railway is built, this district will
prove the most central in the whole North-
West Territories. With regard to the resolution
on prairie fires, I think something should be done
to restrain the ravages of these fires. But in this
connection, there is one matter I would bring
more directly to the attention of the Minister of
Interior, and that is, that where the Long Lake
Railway is being built from Regina to Prince
Albert, it passes through a forest of pine trees in
the neighborhood of Duck Lake and Willoughby,
which are being cut down by -the railway con-
tractors to make railway ties, so that this extent
of country, fifteen miles long by twenty wide, is
covered with the debris of those pines. If the
debris is left lying there until the locomotive
passes, the ravages by fire will in all probability
be immense, as there are good farining settlements
on each side, and if fires spread through at the
opening of the railway in the month of June they
will extend on all sides. I would impress on the
hon. Minister the necessity of at once telegraphing
to the bush ranger to take measures in order to
have the debris off the ground before the snow
leaves. With regard to the last resolution of the
hon. member, I have always entertained a dif-
ferent opinion to his, and have always been
opposed to a second homestead. I believe the
principle of the Homestead Act is to give a home

Mr. MACDOWALL.

at as little cost as possible to every deserving
settler, and to this end a hundred and sixty acres
are granted him, and one hundred and sixty in re-
serve, in case he should need it. Many of the
most successful farmers have told me that if they
did not need to borrow or mortgage on their
homesteads, there was no use of their getting out
patents so long as they knew they were secure in
their homesteads. And if any one desires to keep a
settler in the country, it is the worst thing possi-
ble to make hirn become a roving settler. I do not
think we should urge upon the Government the
adoption of means to scatter settlers when they
have once formed settlements. At the same time,
I think it is unfortunate, if lands, which have
been settled thickly around towns in the North-
West, should be allowed to become vacant, as they
would, if this policy of giving a second homestead
were continued.

Mr. TROW. I do not think the hon. member
for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) can be sincere in
advocating the expenditure of money in North-
West irrigation, because if there is any country
under the sun in which irrigation could not be
properly conducted, it is the North-West. Where
irrigation is requisite is where the waters can be
conducted from mountain slopes all over the adjoin-
ing lands. I do not know any portion of our
North-West where irrigation could possibly be
carried on. First of all, we have not the streams
necessary; then we have not the elevation. The
land is undulating, but there are no mountains. I
fancy the hon. gentleman was drawing on his
imagination, and was just about as sincere as when
he had the presumption to call the Minister of the
Interior a liar. I do not think he meant that at
the time, nor do I think he intends that the Gov-
ernment should spend money in the North-West
for the purposes of irrigation.

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. the Minister of the
Interior seemed to think it was a very grave mat-
ter that at this late period of the Session those
important questions should be brought forward,
and he stated that the North-West memnbers
could now have no opportunity of discussing them.
What is there to prevent the North-West men-
bers from discussing them? One North..Vest
member has, with great intelligence and clear
grasp of the questions, from the point of view of
his district, discussed them. As a fact, there are
just three days in the early part of the Session,
and after that there are two days, and then one
day, in which private members can bring forward
any subject. On every day when these questions
could be brought forward, I was in my place, and
on one day I asked to have these questions stand,
because, by the time they came up it was five
o'clock, and there was no opportunity to have
them properly discussed. It seems to me one of
the most absurd things I ever heard of-I do not
know exactly how to characterise it. My lhon.
friend the member for North Perth (Mr. Trow)
said I was as sincere in moving this resolution as
I was in saying that the Minister of the Interior
was mistaken. He used a very strong word. 1
dare say he is under that impression. Subjectively
the Minister of the Interior may have been speak-
ing the truth, but objectively he was not speaking
the truth. The fact was not what he stated, bot
I dare say he thought it was ; so, subjectively he
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was speaking the truth, but objectively lie was
not. The Minister of the Interior was rather
satirical on me, and it is rather hard to have one
satirical on me, and he seemed to think I had
inade an effort to put brains into him. But, Mr.
Speaker, I do not undertake an impossibility.

An hon. MEMBER. You have none to spare.
Mr. DAVIN. I dare say I have not, therefore

I do not want to give them away. My hon.
friend the member for Marquette (Mr. Watson),
the Mnister of the Interior, the member for Sas-
katchewan (Mr. Macdowall), and my hon. friend
from Perth (Mr. Trow) seem to think that there is
sonething inconsistent in my putting this motion
on the paper, when I state that, in my constitu-
ency, for which I speak principally, what we
want is wells and not irrigation ; but one of the
nost trusted officers of the Department of the
Interior, Mr. Pearce, a gentleman who has bad
great control in that Department, has written an
elaborate essay advocating the introduction of a
system of irrigation in Alberta, and my lion.
friend from Perth (Mr. Trow) is mistaken if lie
thinks that irrigation is not required in Alberta.
The Minister of the Interior found fault with me
because 1 specified certain places, such as Pense,
Moose Jaw and south of Regina, and lie thought
it was very selfish on my part to specify these
places in my own constituency ; but I would ask,
are not ail the other districts in the North-West
represented here ? Is not the district of Alberta
represented here? Is not the Saskatchewan repre-
sented bere? Is not Eastern Assiniboia repre-
sented here in the person of the Minister of the
Interior? If they have any places which need
irrigation or wells, surely they can advocate them,
but am iot to put forward claims of places in
my own constituency. My hon. friend the mem-
ber for the Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall) very
properly states that in the Saskatchewan they
do not need irrigation. From what I know
of that district, they do not, but, in As-
siniboia we do need it, and we are en-
titled to have consideration granted to us in that
way ; we are entitled to more money, and, if you
have simply a policy of putting in from year to
year what is immediately required, we will have
those Territories formed ini o Provinces before we
kow where we are, and the opportunity of doing
toat I contend could be done-that is, applying
t the Territories ail the advantages of a centralis-
whl Goverment, almost a parental Government,
govrle at the same time they have a system of free
do vernment -will have passed away. 1, therefore,
t0 not see any inconsistency on my part. In put-
tfac this motion on the paper, I was guided by the
fact that the North-West Assembly, composed of
haven thiected by manhood suffrage, desired to
bave this placed before the House. I could nottalk only for my own constituency, I could not
b n Y in favor of wells, but I feit bound to1rii1g before tlie House tlie view of tlie North -
West Assembly.

Motion negatived on a division.

IIALF-BREEDS' CLAIMS.
Mr. DAVIN moved :

That it is desirable that the claims of the North-WestlIalf-breeds to be deait witli in the sanie manner as the
flitoba lalfbreds were, should be examined, and, if,Id just, should be satiîded.

Mr. DEWDNEY. As far as I know, the claims
of the Half-breeds of the North-West have been
dealt with in exactly the sanie manner as the
claims of the Manitoba Half-breeds were dealt
with. Not only so, but, by an Order in Council
passed on the 14th June, 1889, ail the land agents
of the Dominion were empowered to take evidence
from any Half-breeds who had claims on the Gov-
ernment, and to report the same to Ottawa, for the
reason that the Half-breed Commissioners proper
were disbanded, and only one, Mr. Roger Goulet,
had taken up his headquarters at Winnipeg. In
reference to any of these claims made upon us by
the Half-breeds, every attention has been given to
them. I know it is a very important question,
and there are some claims which some people
consider are not settled yet. Appeals have been
made to us to pay the Half-breed children who
were born between 1870 and 1885, and to give
them scrip similar to that given to the children
born in Manitoba previous to 1870. Everyone
must admit that that is a very important and
serions matter for consideration. In the first
place, it is a question of policy. I contend that
they have no right, and it is really a question
whether we should give them any further con-
sideration or not. If we do, I, for one, should
object in the strongest way to scrip being given to
these children, or to any half-breeds in the future.
We know what has been the result of scrip being
given to the half-breeds. It has been that the
Commissioners have been followed by a lot of
harpies, who bought out the scrip of the half-
breeds for a mere song. Those who lived in the
wilds sold for what they could get ; and those who
lived in the settlements sold for about 50 cents on
the dollar to merchants, and sometimes had sold
their scrip simply for whiskey. My deputy, Mr.
Burgess, made a visit, last year, to the North-West
Territories, and one of his duties was to investigate
this matter and to get all the information lie could
in regard to it. I do not know whether bon. gen-
tlemen have read his report, but it is published in
the Report of the Department of this year, and I do
not know that it is worth my while to delay the
House by reading it. I agree almost entirely with
what that gentleman reports. Even in the northern
country, where the Half -breeds live, there is a great
difference of opinion as to how the Half-breed
children should be dealt with in the future, but
certainly their best friends, those who know them
well and have interested themselves in them, un-
animously object to the issue of scrip. As to the
other question, the majority of those white people
and traders very naturally press upon the Govern-
ment the necessity of giving scrip. That is the
position of the Government with reference to those
who have claims. The lion. member from
Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall) says that he found
matters in a satisfactory position, having brought
the matter before the Government, and lie did not
propose to enter at length into that. I may state,
that some of the claims are still before the Gov-
ernment for consideration, especially in regard
to some of those who lost their property during
the rebellion. Every consideration will be given
to those, or to any other clainis of that nature,
which may be presented to the Government.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me of the greatest
importance, as everybody will admit, that those
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claims of the Half-breeds should be settled at the
very earliest possible moment. A prompt settle-
ment will contribute to alleviate whatever discon-
tent may still remain amongst the Half-breeds, and
there is this further important consideration, that
as time goes on and these difficulties are not settled,
it is manifest that the pretensions of those people
will be increasing all the time. Take, for instance,
the resolution that was passed in 1889 by the Le-
gislative Assembly of the North-West Territories.
No doubt we must assume that the Legislative As-
sembly were giving voice to what were the claims
of the Half-breeds in this respect. The first reso-
lution that was adopted by the Assembly reads as*
follows:-

" That the Assembly recommends that the granting of
scrip to the Half-breeds of Manitoba and the North-West
Territories be extended to such Half-breeds, heads of
families and their children, who, on the 15th day of June,
1870, were residents of non-ceded territory, and who have
since moved to either Manitoba or the North-West Ter-
ritories."
1 do not understand exactly what is the precise
meaning of this resolution. If my understanding
of it is right, it would mean that the Half-breeds
were not residents of either Manitoba or the
North-West Territories at the time of the acquisi-
tion of the Territories in 1870, who did not belong
to the ceded territories, but who afterwards re-
moved to Manitoba and the North-West Terri-
tories, should be put exactly on the same footing:
as the Half-breeds who were residents of Manitoba
and the Territories at that time. I would be pre-
pared to favor such a construction. The only
claim upon which the Half-breeds could rest any
pretension to any grant by this Government, was
the extinguishment of those titles. The extin-
guishment of those titles can apply only to the
Indians who were residents of Canada at the time
the Territories were ceded to Canada. We can-
not admit the principle to any Indians who have
removed from the other aide of the line to our own
territory, and the same principle applies equally
to the Half-breeds. The Half-breeds' title
cannot be extinguished in the same man-
ner as that of the Indians, because they
had moved out of the ceded territory.
In my judgment, this individual compensation
could apply only to such Half-breeds as were
residents of our territory at the time it became the
possession of Canada, that is to say, in July, 1870.
Therefore, for my part, with all due respect to the
wishes of the Legislature of the Territories, which
certainly are entitled to respect, because those
gentlemen are supposed to have a more intimate
knowledge of all these questions than we can have
ourselves-but with ail respect to their opinion-
I cannot for my part, endorse the resolution which
I have read. In my judgment, justice would be
fully met if this question was settled absolutely as
it was settled in Manitoba, and if a distribution of
scrip was made now just as if it had been made on
the 15th July, 1870, no more and no less, to the
father of the family and to the minora then living.
If that could have been done on the day the Terri-
tories came into our possession, a good deal of the
bad feeling which bas arisen, would have been
avoided. But it is not too late now to do it, and
if it were done in that manner, and if the agents
received instructions allover the Territories to settle
still pending claims in that manner, that is to say, to
settle them as if they had been settled on the 15th

Mr. IAunia.

July, 1870, and if this policy be adhered to and
well known and proclaimed throughout the Terri-
tories, in my judgment, a good deal of this agitation
which has arisen, will disappear. I have always
been of the opinion that the manner which was
adopted to settle the claims of the Half-breeds, has
not proved to be the most judicious nor the most
beneficial to the Half-breeds. They squander, in
most cases, whatever means they have received
from Canada. If, at that time we had adopted a
policy, such as was recommended by some of
those who were consulted, so as to make the
gift by Canada to the Half-breeds permaneùt in its
nature, and such as they could not divest them-
selves of, it is probable that the half-breeds would
have been benefited to a greater extent. But,
right or wrong, the policy then adopted has been
adhered to, and serious complaints have been
made by the Half-breeds, that the promises that
have been made to then have not been kept. The
moment that the promises which have been
made to them by the Government have been car-
ried out, that moment any serious cause of con-
plaint will have disappeared. I now pass to the
second resolution, which was adopted by the
Legislative Assembly :

" That this Assembly would further recommend, that
Half-breeds residing in the North-West Territories on
the 20th April, 1885, who were otherwise entitled to scrip,
but who filed to comply with the conditions of the
Order in Couneil of 20th April, 1885, be grantedserip not-
withstanding such Order in Council."
This seems to me a very reasonable demand, and
if scrip be granted to all those who did not receive
it on the 20th April, 1885, another serious cause of
grievance will disappear. Then the third resolu-
tion reads as follows :-

" That, as under the Half-breeds' Commission of the 20th
March, 1885, the Indian titie, in as far as Half-breeds are
concerned,only extends to those born prior to the 15th July,
1870, and as a, number have been born to parents colflbg
under the said Commission of 1885, who, in the opinion Of
this Assemblyhave equal rights to those already dealt
with, this Assembly would therefore draw the attention
of the Dominion Government to the fact, and urge that
such steps be taken to finally end all Half-breed claims."
Well, that step should be taken also. The infer-
ence is that the scrip should be given, yet not in
the manner contemplated by the law, that is, to
heads of families and to children born before 1870,
and also to children bora since. Now, I an not
quite sure that this would be judicious, because,
unless you draw the line somewhere, these claims
will continually arise, and the children who are
born next year will have the same claim as those
that were born last year, and who have been settled
with. I think, on the whole, if we adhered to the
policy prescribed in 1870, that no cause of dis-
content would remain.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALID. I quite agree
with most, if not all, my bon. friend bas just said.
The settlement of the Half-breed claims has always
been a matter of great difficulty, both in Manitoba
and the North-West. The proper way, perhaps,
would have been to have considered the Half-
breeds as occupying the same position as wiite
people. Most of them are the sons of white
parents; but. it was found, as the hon. gentleman
knows, that the Half-breed retained in his blood
and habits and way of life so much of the Indian
that it was impossible to deal with him in that
way. He looked upon a grant of land as beingOf
no value, for there was plenty of land ;ie said it
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was of no use, I cannot work it and perform settie-
ment duties such as are imposed on settlers obtain-
ing homesteads. And so, in order to settle with
the Half-breeds in some way or other, scrip was
given to them hi lieu of land. That satisfied their
claims in Manitoba ; but it was most unfortunate
for the people, because they sold their scrip for
ahnost nothing, and the money they did receive
for the scrip was, in a great measure, spent,
if not in intoxicants, at ail events wasted foolishly.
Still that was done. There was no other way of
settling the difficulty, although it proved injurious
rather than beneficial to the Half-breeds. Then a
question arose in regard to the treatment of the
Half-breeds in the North-West, and a Commission
was appointed for the purpose of ascertaining the
rightful claimants and settling their claims in the
same way as Half-breed claims had been settled in
Manitoba. That Commission acted with great care,
and the vast majority of the claims were settled by
that Commission. Somne of the Half-breeds, however,
did not come before that Commission, for they were
in distant parts of the country and their claims
stood over. The Commission could not, of course,
sit forever, but it sat at various places and it
received, as I have said, the vast majority of the
claims and settled themn. Then it was decided-as
it is an expensive matter to keep up a Commis-
sion- that the agents of the Minister of the Inte-
rior all over the North-West should be instructed
to receive the claim of every Half-breed who had
not been settled with, and send it to the Depart-
ment, for the purpose of being satisfied. I do not
think there was any other way of dealing with this
question. The House must understand that a great
maany fraudulent claims were set up by the Half-
bîreeds. A good many of those who had received
their scrip in Manitoba and moved afterwards to the
North-West Territories, set up fresh claims, and no
doubt many of those men were paid, the fraud not
having been discovered. So the case stands. Every
clain is taken up when it is presented, and of
course it is in the interest of the Government and
the North-West to have these claims presented
and settled. But if all honest claims were settled,
that fact would not prevent persons setting up
dishonest claims. and to a very considerable extent.
We must deal with the circumstances as they
arise, we must settie ail honest claims supported
with anything like reasonable evidence, and we
l«ust put up with the row, to use a familiar expres-
s'on, which men will raise who have really no
honest claims to present.

3Ir. BLAKE. No Riel claims.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think the

sUccess of the plan in Manitoba was such as to
justify the Government in undertaking to deal
with the Half-breeds in the North-West in exactly
the same way. It did seem to me that the result
of the negotiations and the plan of settlement
adopted there was such a complete failure, it wasnlot in the public interest that a similar settlementshould be made with the Half-breeds in the North-WYest. We know that so far as lands were grantedto the lalf-breeds in extinguishment of what the1on. gentleman called, their Indian title in theNorth-West, it was a failure, and the only effectOf the appropriation of lands to them was to lockup a very large extent of territory that was of novantage whatever to the Half-breed population,

against actual settlement by those who would
have been willing to take possession of it and
cultivate. Lands passed into the hands of specula-
tors, and I believe a very considerable portion of
the land is not even filled up at this day, to the
very great detriment of the Province of Manitoba.
I have no doubt that the long delay which has
occurred in the extinguishment of the clai-ns of
the Half-breeds of the North-West Territories
may render the proceeding of dealing with
their case somewhat different from that which
might have been adopted if the claims had been
dealt with at an earlier period ; but it is very clear
that the Government ought not to undertake to
simply estop the Half-breeds fromn making further
cdaims by granting scrip to them, or dealing in any
way with them, conferring no benefit on thein but
perhaps imposing a serions obstacle to settlement
in different parts of the country, by transferring
lands to parties who will make no immediate use
of them, but hold them against settlement, thus
doing mischief to the progress of colonisation in
the Territories without doing any benefit whatever
to the Half-breeds. It seemed to me ten years
ago-of course I have not followed closely the con-
dition of things since-that if the Government
should undertake to confer some substantial ad-
vantage upon the Half-breed population for the
extinguishment of the Indian title, which the
right hon. gentleman recognised in the case
of Manitoba, and which seemed to make it
impossible to adopt a different policy in the
North-West, it would be very much better
than conferring on them a very large tract

of land for the extinguishment of their individual
claims. I think there is no reason why every
Half-breed should not be as free to take possession of
160 acres in the North-West as àny other settler,
and I do not think it would be in the interests of
the Half-breeds or of the country, that any attempt
should be made to encourage them to locate as a
tribal organisation, that individual ownership is of
far greater consequence, even though they settle
contiguous to each other, rather than make
a grant en bloc to a considerable number of Half-
breeds. If the Government had, at an early day,
dealt with the Half-breeds in one respect, as we
deal with the Indian population, granted themi
agricultural implements, a certain number of
stock, instead of giving them lands which they
could dispose of ; if they had established
schools among them and given them a large
amount of pecuniary aid, they would have done a
great deal towards convertinglHalf-breeds into ordi-
nary settlers ; and this aid would have gone a long
way to benefit the Half-breed population, without
in anyway placing them at the mercy of speculators.
How far the Half-breeds are yet to be dealt with
in that country I cannot say, but I do not think
the Government is discharging its duty by simply
making a grant of land, which they know will pass
into the hands of speculators for a mere trifle,
within a few months after it is placed at the dis-
posai of the Half-breed, and thus stopping him
from making any further claim on the Government.
A very great number of the grants made to the
Half-breeds of Manitoba were of no material benefit
to them whatever. They have left the Province ;
they have gone to the North-West and settled at
Batoche, St. Laurent and other points, and the
Government permitted them to take up lands, pre-
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cisely the same way as if no grant had been made
them in Manitoba. I think that was right and
proper under the circumstances; I do not think a
different policy in that respect could be adopted,
but our experience in Manitoba ought to have pre-
vented us from adopting a similar policy in dealing
with the Half-breeds of the North-West. It is a
bad policy ; it conferred no advantages upon the
Half-breeds; it imposed serious impediments on
the settlement of the country, and, in my opinion,
the Half-breeds might have been largely benefited
by a different policy, without any detriment to
the public interest and without any very serious
burden upon the public treasury.

Motion negatived on a division.

UNIVERSITY FOR THE N. W. T.

Mr. DAVIN moved the following resolution:-
That land for a University for the Territories should

be selected and set apart at an early day.
Mr. DEWDNEY. I think that the hon. mem-

ber (Mr. Davin) is, in this respect, a little too pre-
vious. I do not believe that those who would be
disposed to grant an endowment of this kind,
think that this is the proper time to discuss
that matter. When the grant was given for the
University in Manitoba there were some reasons
which brought it about. In Manitoba, as in the
North-West Territories, as hon. gentlemen know,
the school property was one-eighteenth of the
whole, and it was found that in the settlement belt
in Manitoba, there were some 30,000 acres of
land which should have belonged to the school
lands, but which had not been provided for
out of the settlement belt. At that time the
lands in the belt were worth $5 an acre, and
those which were outside the belt were valued at
$1 an acre. When the Government of Manitoba
came to Ottawa for the purpose of asking, amongst
other things, an appropriation of land for a univer-
sity, the situation of these lands in the settlement
belt being worth $5 an acre, while these on the
outside were worth only $1, it was conceded that
they should get 150,000 acres towards endowing
the University of Manitoba. In the North-West
Territories, on the other hand, wherever land bas
been taken for any purpose, the appropriation of
school lands has been provided for, and conse-
quently the school lands in the Territories are one-
eighteenth of all the lands. This, I think, is a
very liberal appropriation, and when the time
cornes that we are formed into Provinces there, I
have no doubt but that the several Provinces will
be able, out of that liberal appropriation, to endow
universities if they think proper.

Motion negatived on a division.

RAILWAYS IN THE N. W. T.

Mr. DAVIN moved the following resolution:-
That in order to the prevention of prairie tires, the Rail-

way Act be amended to enable railway companies in the
Territories to enter upon uncultivated lands 200 feet on
each side of their track, and that such railway companies
be compelled, at proper times in each year, to plough, as a
fire-guard, a continuons strip of not less than 6 feet in
width on the outer part of such 200 feet and parallel with
the line of railroad, and barn the prairie grass between
such ploughing and their tracks; provided such fire-guard
need not be constructed within the limits of any town or
city, nor along the une of railway running through the
mountains or over lands where ploughing would be im-
possible or unnecessary ;

Mr. Mius (Bothwell).

And that any railroad corporation operating its linoof road, or any part thereof, shall be liable for all dam-
ages by fire that is set out or caused by operating anysuch line of road, or any part thereof, when such railroad
company has failed to plough a fire-guard as above pro-
vided ; and any such damages may be recovered by the
party damaged in any court of competent jurisdiction.

-Mr. DEWDNEY. In the absence of the
Minister of Railways, I may state that this matter'
has been brought before the attention of the Gov-
ernment, and they have given it serious considera.
tion. Before the close of the Session I believe it
is the intention of the Minister of Railways to
propose some amendment to the Railway Act
which will provide to some extent for this. I shall
not say anything further on the matter, as it will
come before the House on a future day.

Mr. DAVIN. I have had a conversation with
the Miister of Justice, and I have had some com-
munication also with the head of the Government
on this subject, and I understand that the matter
is in shape to be placed in a satisfactory condition.
Therefore, with the consent of my seconder, I will
withdraw the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

DOMINION LANDS ACT.

Mr. DAVIN moved the following resolution:-

That it is just and expedient that clause 43 of the
Dominiop Lands Act be anended by extending its pro-
visions fron the 2nd day of June, A.D. 1887, to the 2nd
day of June, A.D. 1889.

He said: I have already described what is re-
quired by this motion.

Mr. MITCHELL. Explain the change.
Mr. DAVIN. The 37th clause of the Dominion

Lands Act of 1883, reads as follows :-
''Any person who has obtained a homestead patent

after three years' residence, or a certificate signedby the
Comamissioner of Dominion Lands, as in the next preced-
ing clause mentioned, with the additional statement that
there bas been three years' residence, may obtain anothor
homestead and pre-emption entry."
At the end of the three years, within of course
which time alone, the condition of that clause couild
be fulfilled, the Act was repealed. What I want is
that the persons who obtained rights under this
Act should have their rights acknowledged, and 1
want the law amended accordingly. I may say in
regard to this, that I would not of malice prepensý
have moved that resolution earhier iu the Session,
because I have been waiting to see if the Min ter
of Interior would bring down an Act to aniend the
Dominion Lands Act.

Mr. DEWDNEY. In reference to this matter,
it will be within the recollection of the House,
that I expressed my opinion very freely in regard
to it last Session, when the matter was brought
up by the hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr
Davin). I have not changed my views wit
regard to that question; I consider it, as I said
then, a mistake that the second homestead regula-
tion was granted, and I have not felt inclined to
relax in any particular, the position in which r
found myself when I took charge of the Depart-
ment. The few individuals who have broughIt
this matter before the member for West Assini
boia-and they are not, I believe, a very great
number-claim, that this change should be made
in the law, on account of representations lade t
them before they left the old country, and althongb
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they were not able to carry out their cultivation
coniditions, they think, that having come
out here with that understanding, they are
entitled to have a second homestead. I think
that the late Minister of the Interior, after
a great deal of pressure, consented to an extension
of the time from the 2nd of June, 1887, to the 2nd
of June, 1889 ; and I am'not at all sure, if a
further extension were given, that we should not
still have pressure brought from the hon. member
for West Assiniboia for a still further extension.
I may tell him that every man who has been
entitled to a second homestead, so far as I recol-
lect, has received it, and those who have carried
out the conditions are still receiving them. I do
not intend to retreat from the position I have
taken on this subject, but I will bring the matter
before my colleagues again, and if they feel
inclined to change the policy and to extend the
provisions of this amended Act for another year, I
will not stand in the way, although at the. same
time I will express my opinion in a diametrically
opposite sense.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am at a loss to know what
the meaning of this extraordinary motion. is.
)oes my hon. friend from West Assiniboia desire

that people who have had one homestead granted
to them for three years should have another
granted ?

Mr. DAVIN. It only applies to people who
went in between 1883 and 1886.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is still more objection-
able, that it should only apply to people going
there in certain years. The people of the older
Provinces bought and paid for that territory, and
we were led to expect, according to the statement
of the Ministry of the day, that the proceeds of
the land would be used for the purpose of extin-
guishing the debt created for its purchase and for
the ilmprovements made on it ; and why we should
give away the property of the whole Dominion in
the way of second homesteads to people who go in
there, I cannot understand. I hope the hon. Min-
ister of Interior will not consent to adopt such
a principle. I have heard no reasons whatever
given by the hon. member for West Assiniboia in
favor of bis proposition; perhaps, there are some,
but I have not heard any. After we have given
a homestead to a man to induce him to go in and
settle there, I do not see any reason why we should
give hln a second one.

Mr. BLAKE. The principle of a second home-
stead having been very much pressed on the
HuOse, it was conceded; but, according to theviews of those who have the best knowledge of the
subject, it proved unsuccessful and was discon-tlnuied. I must say that 1 think the balance of
the evidence indicated that it was discontinued
too peremptorily-that a longer day of graceouglIt to have been given than was given. Al-
though the Minister of the Interior thinks
it vas a mistake to extend that day, my view
was that it was a just and reasonable thingto miake that extension-having regard to the

sition of the existing interests, undefined asthey miight be-of those who went in on the
expectation raised by the adoption of that prin-ciple: but I must say, since the House havin<ed that the experiment was a failure, an

having determined to discontinue it, gave that
extension out of regard to certain so-called vested
interests, I think the extension given was a liberal
one and ought to be a final one. I was glad to
hear the earlier part of the statement of the hon.
Minister of the Interior, when he announced such
a firm conviction as to what the policy of the Gov-
ernmient and the House ought to be, but I was
sorry when he declared in the end that he would
waive and relinquish his policy if the rest of his
colleagues differed from him. I do not think that
is the way to win a battle in the Council. If the
hon. gentleman, with all the experience he has,
with the special qualifications for his office which
caused him to be chosen for it, and with his added
experience in the office, is quite decided, I would
advise him to remain quite decided, and to tell
the Council that the proposition shall stay where
it is, or that he will not stay where he is.

Mr. DAVIN. I have listened with the greatest
possible interest to the speech of the hon. member
for West Durham, because we know what a high
authority he is inside and outside of this House ;
but I confess that, when I sought to gather reason
out of that speech, I utterly failed. What is the
position of the hon. member? He says it was a
right thing to extend the privilege of a second
homestead from the 2nd of June, 1886, to the 2nd
of June, 1887. Why was it ? It must have been
solely because the persons who came in between
the 25th of May, 1883, and the 2nd of June, 1886,
under the law passed in 1883 had a right to a
second homestead-a moral right, if you like.
These persons had that allurement placed before
them in England, Germany, Ireland and Scotland,
and they came here with that promise held out to
them; and what do you do? You break it in the
end. The hon. member says it was right to extend
it to 1887. In the name of all that is rational, if
it was, why was it not right to extend it to 1888 or
1889 ? If it was right to give a second homestead
to a settler who came in 1884, because the Act of
1883 was in force, why was it not right to give a
second homestead to the settler who came in 1885
and up to the 2nd of June, 1886, under the Act
which remained unrepealed? The hon. member
for West Durham stands up, and with his great
authority tells us that it was a liberal arrange-
ment, and he always speaks so solemnly and looks
so solemn that, whether he does say anything pro-
found or not, you expect that something profound
will drop from him, and occasionally one is not
wholly disappointed. But to-day, I came over
here in order that I might listen to the honied
words that would drop from those eloquent lips ;
I listened carefully, and I could see no cogency
in his argument. My hon. friend from North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) came in on a sudden,
without having, I think, heard the argument. I
do not care if the hon. leaders of the Opposition
and the whole Government denounce the position,
the argument still stands on a rock of justice. If
the same position were taken on behalf of a great
railway corporation or any great company, what
would be the attitude of the hon. membes of this
House ? You would have them getting up and in
the blandest accents and sweetest tones, declaring
that the company had the right, and the company
would get what it wanted. But in the case of these
poor settlers, who are without means of making
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their voices felt in the country, when a humble
member in this House brings forward their claims,
we have a great man using his power against their
position. I say you may vote on this how you like,
their claim stands rooted in justice ; as it stands
there it ought to be strong against the whole
world.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have just one word to say
in reply to the hon. gentleman, who has referred
to me as having just come in and not having heard
the argument. I came in when the motion was
called, and I nust say that I heard no argument
whatever. I am glad that my slight introduction
of a few remarks, speaking in the interest of the
whole Dominion, has elicited such an outburst of
enthusiasm and eloquence from the lion. member
from West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). It always
affords me pleasure to listen to the hon. gentleman.
Everybody knows lie is talented, clever, and able:
and when he takes hold of any case, lie generally
looks to see it through, when lie is in the humor.
It is much to my surprise and my gratification
that for once he has plucked up courage enough to
attack the Government, assail their policy, denounce
their unjust acts, and endeavor to persuade
this House to pursue a course which will lead to a
different state of things from that pursued by the
Administration which the hon. gentleman has sup-
ported in the past, and no doubt will continue
to support in the future.

Motion negatived on a division.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of the petitions, letters, and the plans and
engineers' reports respecting the projected dam at
"Hungry Bay," in the Coanty of Beauharnois.-(Mr.
Bergeron.)

Copies of form 93, North-West Mounted Police returns,
in which payments were made L. W. Herchmer, Commis-
sioner North-West Mounted Police, by paymaster at
Regina, for contingencies from lst July, 1887, to 1st July,
1888, and from lst July, 1888, to lst July, 1889.-(Mr.
Davin.)

Copies of ail correspondence, reports, petitions, and ail
other documentary writings, which, up to this date, have
passed between the Post Office Department and the Post
Office Inspector for the District of Montreal, and ail other
persons whatsoever, respecting the change of name for
the post office of Mount Saint Nicholas, in the County of
St. John, Province of Quebec.-(Mr. Bourassa.)

Copies of ail agreements made between the Government,
or the Minister of Railways, and the Western Union
Telegraph Company, respecting the construction and
operation of a telegraph line along the Cape Breton
Railway.-(Mr. Macdonald, Victoria,)

Copies of ail correpondence between the Department
of Militia and Defence and the officers of the staff of Mili-
tary District No. 1 regarding the pay and allowances of
-said officers.-(Mr. cnver.)

Copies of ail papers connected with charges against
S. B. Lucas, Indian Agent, North-West Territories,
together with the report of investigation of said charges
made before Inspector McGibbon in May, 1887.-(Mr.

bCharlton.) ý

After Recess.

RELIEF OF GEO. T. SMITH.

Mr. SMALL moved third reading of Bill (No.
98) to confer on the Commissioner of Patents
certain powers for the relief of George T. Smith.

Mr. DAVIN.
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Mr. HICKEY. I understand that the effect of
this Bill will be to renew the privileges which
existed in regard to the old midlings purifier, and
that there are other usages among millers which
will be mischievotusly affected by this Bill. Milers
who have communicated with me feel that this
will create a considerable amount of difficulty as
it has already caused a large lawsuit. 1, therefore,
move:

That the Bill be not now read the third time, but that
it be read the third time this day six months.

Mr. SMALL. The hon. member (Mr. Hickey)
is entirely in error. The patent to which lie
refers expired some time ago. This is a different
patent altogether.

Mr. WALLACE. This is really a proposal to
renew the old patent. If Parliament gives power
to the Commissioner to grant this patent, these
people will continue to work under the old patent,
and there will be endless litigation in regard to it,
and there will be practically, as has before been
stated, blackmail brought to bear on every
miller in this country. I have no doubt that the
millers of this country are a unit in opposing this
Bill.

Mr. TROW. The hon. member who has just
taken his seat (Mr. Wallace) is entirely in error.
If there is any litigation as a consequence of this
Bill, I will guarantee that I will defray all the
expenses. The Committee passed the Bill alnost
unanimously, the Minister of Justice gave his
opinion in favor of it, and the member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake) also gave his opinion in the
same direction. It is very unusual at the third
reading of a Bill to bring it in question in this way.

Mr. HESSON. I am deeply interested in this
matter. It relates to a business which is carried
on in the city where I reside, and in the county
which I represent. There is not the sliglitest
ground for the statement which has been made by
the gentlemen who have spoken. This Bill does
not ask for a renewal of the patent which existed
some years ago, and has recently expired. That
patent was renewed on two occasions. It is true
that the millers had a great deal of difficulty with
the gentlemen who held that patent, but that
patent has expired and lias become public property.
This is an entirely new patent, and if this Bill is
not passed, it will crush out an important industry
in my county. The whole Bill has been already
explained by the Minister of Justice, and to adopt
the amendment would do a great deal of injustice
not only to the legal firm in Toronto which sholld
have sent the money on and saved the patent, but
also to the gentlemen who are carrying on this
industry in the city of Stratford. There is not the
slightest ground for the charge made by the lion.
gentlemen who have spoken that there is au disa-
greement whatever between the millers and the
Smith Purifier Company as to this patent.

Mr. WATSON. I think it i s a question for the
House whether, after patents lapse, we should
renew them in any case. I have a knowledge o
some patents, and I think the House should not
renew them in this way, but should carry the
amendment.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Hickey
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Armstrong,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Caiup>ell,
Casey,
Cimon,
Daly,
Eisenhauer,
Geoffrion,
(4uillet,
Hale,
Hickey,
Livingston,
Macdonald (Huron),
McCarthy,
McCulla,
McKay,
McMillan (Huron),
Madill,

Amyot,
Audet,
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Blake,
Boisvert,
Bordon,
Bourassa,
Brien,
Bryson,
Burns,
Cameron,
Cargill,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Costigan,
Conghhn,
Curran,
Daoust,

Davies,
favin,

Dawson,
Denison,
Dessaint,
Dewdney,
bickey,
Dickinon,
Doyon,
Dupont.
Earle
Edgar,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fiset,
Freeman
Gigau1t,
Godbout,
Gordon,'
hrandbois,
haggart

Hudspe'th
Jamieson,'

YRs:

Messieurs
Masson,
Meigs,
Montagne,
Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Essex),
Perry,
Porter,
Rowand,
Semple,
Smith (Ontario),
Somerville,
Taylor,
Tyrwhitt,
Wallace,
Watson
White, (Cardwell),
White, (Renfrew),
Wilson (lgin).-37.

NAYs:

Messieurs

Jones (Digby),
Joues (Halifax),
Kirk,
Labrosse,
Lang,
Langevin (Sir Hector),
LaRivière,
Laurie (Lieut.-General),
Laurier,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Macdowall,
McDonald, (Victoria),
McDougald (Picton),
McDougall (Cape Breton),
McKeen,
MeMillan (Vaudreuil),
MeMullen,
MeNeill,
Mara,
Mills (Annapolis),
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Moncrieff,
Mulock,
Neveu,
Platt,
Purcell,
Putnam,
Rinfret,
RliopelRobertson,
Roome,
Ste. Marie,
Scriver,
Shanly,
Small
Tempie,
Thérien,
Thompson (Sir John),
Trow,
Ward,
Weldon (Albert),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Brockville).-93.

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third
time and passed.

SASKATCHEWAN COLONISATION RAIL-
WAY COMPANY.

Order called for House in Committee on Bill (No.
1) to icorporate the Saskatchewan Colonisation
Railway Company.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect
to this, and the following Bill, the Government
think they should be re-comnitted to the Standing
Clnmttee On Railways and Canals. Both these
1h115 involve questions of policy with respect to

the general construction of railways in the North-
West. There is this further fact, that there are, at
least, five railways running in nearly the same
region of country, and all running northward,
and they will simply kill each other if they are
aIl passed. I will ask my hon. friend the mover
of this Bill (Mr. Watson) to allow this to stand over
and be referred again to the Committee on Rail-
ways, where I will be able to lay before the Com-
mittee the considerations I have mentioned, which
are of importance, as I can assure the House. As
the rush of railway Bills has now ceased, the Coin-
mittee will have every opportunity to consider
them, and the considerations which I shall lay be-
fore the Committee. I shall, therefore, move that
this Bill be referred back to the Committee on
Railways and Canals. If it be asked why these
considerations were not laid before the Committee,
I will mention that it was by accident, if I may
use the expression. I intended to be present at
the Railway Committee, but just before the hour
of meeting of the Comnittee, I was summoned to
Government House in a matter concerning des-
patches from Washington. I went down, hoping to
get back in time, but I did not.

Mr. WATSON. I am sorry the First Minister
has seen fit to adopt this course. This Bill was
carefully considered, along with the other Bill he
mentions, by a sub-committee appointed by the
Railway Committee. They were reported on by
that sub-committee to the Railway Committee,
and reported by the Railway Committee,
after careful consideration, to this House. I do
not know whether anything new has arisen ; it is
simply a question as between the companies.
The promoters of the Bill, which I have charge of
and which is now before the House, were satisfied to
take their chances along with the other companies.
There might be some objections to the Bill on the
part of some of the other companies, but the
company which I represent have no objection to
any other Bill, because they feel strong enough to
go on and construct that road independent of the
others. There is another Bill which was sent to
the sub-committee, and was reported, and which
has passed its third reading, and been assented to
by His Excellency, and if there was any objection
at all, it should have been raised in connection
with that Bill. The promoters of this Bill did
not expect there would be any opposition, or any
more objections raised after it had been reported
by the Railway Committee. I am sorry the hon.
gentleman has taken this course, although I do not
know what his reasons are.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Committee
will consider the Bill after the observations I shall
make, and I can assure the hon. gentleman there
will be every opportunity to have the Bill reported
and brought before the House.

Mr. BLAKE. But you do not intend that the
Bills shall be reported.

Motion agreed to.

PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AND DUCK MOUN-
TAIN RAILWAY COMPANY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the
Order for House in Committee on Bill (No. 78)
to incorporate the Portage la Prairie and Duck
Mountain Railway Company be discharged, and
that the Bill be referred back to the Standing
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Committee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines for further consideration.

Motion agreed to.

BANKERS' SAFE DEPOSIT WAREHOUSING
AND LOAN COMPANY.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
73) to incorporate the Bankers' Safe Deposit Ware-
housing and Loan Company.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 3,
Mr. DICKEY. I wish to propose an amend-

ment to this section, the object of which is really
to make the Bill clearer. Hon. gentlemen will see
that by section three the company are authorised
to lend money upon property of every kind and
description, including stocks and shares in com-
panies, and the last three lines of the section
authorises the company to deal by purchase and
sale, in all this property, that is to say, it author-
ises the company to buy and sell shares in com-
panies and stocks of all kinds. I scarcely think
that is the object of the promoters of the Bill. I
think what is intended is the ordinary power that
companies take of buying in their securities when
they are foreclosed, and I conceive that to be all
that the section means. I do not think it will
commend itself to the judgment of the House that
we should incorporate a company and give them
authority to take other peoples' money with which
to speculate in stocks, buy and sell stocks in
the market, buy and sell grain on.a margin, and all
that sort of thing-I do not think that will com-
mend itself to the judgment of the House. With
regard to what took place before the Private Bills
Committee, I may say that I myself understood
this to mean simply the power to buy in their own
securities for the purpose of protecting themselves,
,and I voted for that third section under that sup-
position, and I think hon. gentlemen in that
Committee voted on the saine supposition. At
the last meeting of the Committee, near the close,
it was proposed to test the Committee on this
question. But the promoters of the Bill begged
that the matter might lie over, because the Con-
mittee was so much reduced in numbers, and the
Committee decided to leave the matter for the
bouse to deal with. The last three lines of the
first sub-section read :

" And may acquire by purchase or otherwise any
security upon which the company is authorised to lend or
advance money, and mas re-sell the same as the company
deems advisable."
The amendment I propose to make simply limits
the right given to ail companies of buying property
on which they have advanced money. It is:

They may acquire by purchase or otherwise any of the
aforesaid property or assets which may have been pledged,
mortgaged or hypotheated to the company as seourity for
any such property, and may re-sell the same.
I think that was really what was meant when the
Bill was drawu, and that it was not intended to
take the wider power. As the Bill should not
leave the hands of the House in its present form, I
submit this amendment.

Mr. COCKBURN. I had not the pleasure of
being present when the Bill passed the Committee.
No doubt the Committee will make the matter
clear by carrying out the teris of the amendment.

Amendment agreed to, and Bill read the third
time and passed.

Sir JoHi A. MAcDoNALD.

Mr. COCKBURN. I move that the Bill be now
passed, and that the title of the Bill be " An Act to
incorporate the Dominion Safe Deposit, and Ware.
housing, and Loan Company, Limited."

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READINGS-ON DIVISION.
Bill (No. 120) for the relief of Christiana Filnan

Glover.-(Mr. McKay.)
Bill (No. 119) for the relief of HughForbesKeefer.

-(Mr. Weldon, Albert.)
Mr. MITCHELL. I think some order should

be maintained in regard to Divorce Bills. I be-
lieve the evidence has been taken and printed for
some time ; but, so far as I know, it has not been
generally distributed, although some hon. members
have received the evidence in one case. Bills of
this nature should not be taken up until the evi-
dence has been submitted to members, and hon.
gentlemen in charge of these Bills should see that
this is done, in order that we may be able to dis-
cuss the Bills intelligently.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL). The introduc-
tion of a Bill is a mere matter of form; but the
evidence must be generally distributed, and should
be carefully considered by hon. members before
the second reading.

RAILWAY COMMUNICATION IN EASTERN
NOVA SCOTIA.

Mr. KIRK. Before the Orders of the Day are
called I desire to draw the attention of the First
Minister, who is also the Minister of Railways, to
the disadvantage under which the people of eastern
Nova Scotia are laboring, in consequence of the
connections made at Truro by the Quebec express
from Quebec going east with the Halifax express at
that point going east. If the hon. gentleman will
look at the time table he will find that the Quebec
express on the Intercolonial is due at Truro at 12
noon. The Halifax express, in the meantime, has
gone east by two hours. It is due at Truro at 10
o'clock, and the consequence is that passengers
and mails are obliged to lie over at Truro for
twenty-two hours before they can proceed on their
journey eastward. That, I consider, is a grievance,
and it ought to be removed immediately ; I believe
it has been in existence all winter, and, I think, it
is time that the Minister of Railways should facili-
tate traffic there. There are seven counties interest'
ed in this matter, represented by nine membnels,
two of whom happen to be Ministers of the Crown,
and yet the interests of the people they represent
are ignored in this way. I think it is only neces-
sary to draw the attention of the Governient t'
this inconvenience to have it removed at once.
I also wish to say that when changes are made, the
people of the Eastern Extension should be notfiled
of the change. Last fall when a change was made,
not even the postmasters or couriers who had to do
with the mail knew of it, and in consequence there
was a great deal of inconvenience.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree that
notice should be given whenever a change in tinie

is made. I would be exceedingly obliged to my
hon. friend if he would write me a note, telling me
exactly what the difficulty and delay at Truro are,
and I shall make enquiries.
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SAFETY OF FISHERMEN.

Mr. JONES (Halifax) moved that the House
resolve itself into Committee on Bill (No. 96) for
better securing the safety of certain fishermen.

Mr. COLBY. I would ask the hon. gentleman
if he would be kind enough te let this Bill stand
nsow. He will have another opportunity of bring-
ing it up.

MUr. JONES (Halifax). This Bill has been
allowed te stand several times, and as my hon.
friend from Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer) has
poiuted out, it is rather important, if it should
pass this Session, that it become law at an early
date, as the " bankers " are about leaving for the
season's fishing. I regret the circumstance which
has caused the delay which the hon. gentleman
could not avoid, but if this Bill is postponed, I
trust I will have an opportunity of bringing it
up again.

Mr. COLBY. That opportunity will be given.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Although I regret that

the Bill is not made law at once, I will allow it te
stand over on the understanding that I will have
an opportunity te bring it up.

Mr. COLBY. You will have that opportunity.
Bill allowed te stand.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. SHANLY moved that the House resolve it-

self into Committee on Bill (No. 104) te amend the
Railway Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In accordance
with the recommendation of the Committee on
Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines, I move as
ais anendment :

That the Bouse do not go into Committee on the Bill,but that it go into Committee this day six months.
1ru. LAURIER. r that in accordance with the

recommendation of the Railway Committee?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. This is a very important Bill,

and one which is specially in the interests of the
larmers of the country. It is a Bill in the interests
of all who own farm lands, through which railways
pass, and it is to be regretted that the First Min-
ister wishes in this sudden way te terminate the
imeasure. The Bill received the approval of the

'senate last year, and also during the present ses-
sion. Last year's Bill was in somewhat different
form, but not materially different in principle from
the Bill now before the House, and in view of the
fact of its having passed the Senate, I think the
First Minister should have given some argument
m support of the amendment he has moved. As I
understand under the present Railway Act, a
Private individual, whose lands are affected by the
construction of a railway, and which are net capable
of being drained by the reason of the railway having
obstructed the natural escape of water, is without
a remedy. This Bill proposes that a private indi-

.ual may, under such circumstances, apply to the
nunicipality in which the lands are situate, and if
tise municipality sees fit to do so, it may set the
machinery of this Bill in motion, se that the rightsOf the individual may be brought before the Privy
aouei in an nexpensive manner and the griev-nce, if any, dealt with. We were told before the

Railway Committee that the existing law dealt
with the case of an individual, but I do not
believe that this was seriously argued, or that such
is the law. There is certainly sufficient doubt in
regard to the law at present to justify the Bill pass-
ing in its present form, or in a declaratory form,
stating that the law is sufficient to meet the case
of an individual. I think it is to be regretted that
this amendment is the action of the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is the action
of the Committee.

Mr. MULOCK. This amendment now is the
action of the Government, because I presume the
mover yet eccupies the position of Premier and
leader of the Government. We may assume that
the (cvernment is promoting this motion. It is a
question now before this House whether the rail-
way interest is going to override the interest of the
ifarming community, and whether, when these two
classes meet, the railway interest is to be predom-
inant. That is the simple issue, because there is
no doubt that whiere the farmer, or any man own-
ing farm lands, finds it impossible to enjoy the full
benefit of his land, by reasons of obstruction made
by railways; if this Legislature does not provide
him with means whereby he can compel such a cor-
poration under an equitable scheme to have his
lands properly drained, to that extent his interests
are sacrificed and handed over to the railway com-
pany. When the case was before the Committee,
I felt, with all respect to the Coimittee, that the
individual farmer was not powerful enough there,
and if the hon. First Minister presses this motion,
I shall f eel that that unfortunate position of the
farmer extends beyond the Committee to this
House. I hope, however, that he will not press
the motion, but will either allow the Bill te pass
in its present form, or, if he thinks the present law
meets the case, let the Bill be amended to protect
-the rights of the individual. The hon. First
Minister, before the Railway Committee, argued
in this way, in his mind, if not with his
lips : " I am the First Minister, and as long
as I am the First Minister there is a cheap and in-
expensive way through me to get justice; I am
sure I render justice to each individual, and, there-
fore, there is no need of getting legislation." He
thinks there will be time enough to amend the
Railway Act in this respect when he ceases to be
First Minister. In the meantime, however, a cer-
tain part of the community suffers. An individual
owner of land in a remote part of this Dominion,
at present must appear before the Railway Com-
mittee of the Privy Council in order te have a
water-course opened through the lands of a railway
company, whilst this scheme provides that in-
stead of the facts being ascertained at Ottawa,
they shall be ascertained on the spot itself. To
compel the individual to make his application at
Ottawa amounts to a denial of justice, for the whole
value of his land may not equal the expense of
applying to the Government here for redress.
Therefore, how can he be said te have equal rights
with others ? You are offering him a remedy
which he cannot avail himself of, and the very
knowledge of the fact that he has to appeal te
Ottawa, and have the whole examination made
here, where he cannot appear in person and must
have some one to act for him, makes him despair of
getting relief, and se he suffers. With the principle
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of this Bill made law, you will find a vast number
of cases brought under it immediately by people
who have been suffering for years by reason oi
circumstances such as those to whichI have referred.
Therefore, I hope the hon. First Minister will try
to look on this Bill as the ordinary publie would
look on it, and not as one who believes the admin-
istration of the law in bis own hands is perfect.
While I concede to him every desire to administer
the law in the interests of all, and with due regard
to the interests of the humblest subject, yet I must
also look upon the question as the humblest
subject would look upon it, who, I think, would
say : " If I have to appeal to a court situated a
thousand or two thousand miles away from where
I live, to have the condition of my farm investiga-
ted, it will be wholly impossible to have the case
properly and cheaply examined into, and, therefore,
I will suffer in silence." The hon. Minister must
look at it from all sides.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This measure came
before Parliament last year, and was referred to
the Railway Committee of the House. There it
was discussed fully and was considered carefully,
and the Committee by a very large majority
rejected the Bill; it was reported to the House,
and the House agreed to the report. This year
the saine measure came again before the House,
and was again referred to the Railway Committee,
where it was fully considered and by a very large
majority rejected the second time, the Committee
reporting to the House in these terms:

" The Committee have had under consideration Bill (No.
104) fron the Senate, intituled: 'An Act to amend The
Railway Act,' and recommend the measure be not
passed; because, in the opinion of the Committee, the
Bill is unnecessary, as section fourteen of 'The Railway
Act' provides fully for drainage through and across the
works and lands of railway companies."
The objection was made, in exactly the same
terms as the hon. gentleman has used, that a
farmer at a distance from Ottawa could hardly be
expected to come here and lay his case before the
Railway Committee of the Privy Council and have
it decided here, but that he should have a chance
of 'having his case tried at his own door ; in his
own town. That argument was well considered
by the Committee, and it was shown there that
cases of that kind had come before the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council for the last eight
or ten years, and that at no time had one man
complained of failure of justice, of being incon-
venienced, or of having to appear before the Rail-
way Committee, for the reason given by the hon.
First Minister, that the party was not bound to
come, and did not come, before the Committee.
He sends his complaints to the Railway Committee,
and whether he is present or not, his case is taken
up and is decided, and justice is done to him as
well as it would have been if he had been repre-
sented by two or three lawyers. I do not think
there is any special reason why we should change
the law, and adopt the Bill now before us. The
Supreme Court sits here; cases are brought and
decided here by it, and it is not called on to sit in
every parish or in every Province. The hon.
gentleman may say that it would be better that
the cases should be decided where they arise by
this court. That may be, but it is not the law,
and if we were to divide the court in that way,
we would have as many courts as Provinces.

Mr. MULOCK.

Mr. MULOCK. Are the cases brought into the
Supreme Court first ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course not. The
cases are argued in the local courts, and are brought
here on appeal. The farmer who has had bis case
decided in the superior court of his Province is
obliged to come here on appeal. Why should he
not, in another case, be obliged to corne also before
the Railway Committee of the Privy Council,
which is by law a court. There is the high court
of- Parliament also. We do not sit in everyProvince, and a man from Prince Edward Island
or British Columbia is obliged to corne here with
his petition. He does not corne here personally to
argue his case, but sends his petition, and his
petition is taken up and decided by Parliament. I
do not think there is any reason why this Bill
should be adopted. On the contrary there are
many reasons why it should not be adopted. We
have the Railway Act, which provides fully for
matters of this kind, and we should be content
with that.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. Minister of Public
Works stated, if I heard him correctly, that for
ten years cases of private individuals have been
dealt with by the Privy Council. I was present
in the Railway Conmittee, and do not remember
hearing it stated that private applications were
ever made at the Privy Council.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I stated that cases
corne there in large number, and are decided
by the Privy Council. Often these cases are
brought before the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council without the plaintiff or any one
appearing for him, but the Committee deal with
bis case on its merits.

Mr. MULOCK. I think that the cases which
have corne before the Privy Council have been
cases of municipalities and not of individuals.
Does the hou. gentleman say that individual cases
have been brought before the Council for these ten
years ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes ; not only Of
municipalities but of private individuals. I cannot
remember the names. I remember the case
of one farmer who complained of a railway, and
be had no one to take his case, but the Railway
Committee took it up as if he had been defended by
lawyers.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The illustration of the
hon. gentleman who bas just resumed his seat sees
to me to be rather unfortunate, and not analogoils
at all to the question the House is discussing. The
suitor who brings his suit to enforce any civil rights
in any Province brings his suit before the court in
that Province in the first instance, and lie bas a
right to appeal to the Supreme Court at Ottawa.
W hen the Government constituted a court for the
trial of claims in the different Provinces which
parties have against the Crown, they deternlrned
that the Exchequer Court should not sit in Ottawa,
and that the suitors in Nova Scotia and British
Columbia should not be obliged to travel here with
there cases, but that the judge should go '0
each locality and try the cases there. Let us
see what this Bill really does. There is a great
deal in it which commends itself to my judgnient.
Two or three of the leading railway compames
opposed the Bill in the Committee, and soule very
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al)le arguments were advanced by counsel who
took the Committee rather on the jump. They
contended chiefly that the Bill should be thrown
out because section six made all railways in the
1)ominioni subject to the general municipal regula-
tions of the different municipalities. There doubt-
less was a good deal in that argument, but the
argument only went against section six, and that
section could have been very well amended,
an 1 the better part of the Bill remains. The Bill
simply ineans this: that when any municipality,
either on its own motion or on the application of
individual farmers, determines that it is right
and proper a drain or ditch should be built
across a railway crossing through the municipality,
the railway company should construct that ditch,
but if when the municipality bas submitted a plan
of the proposed ditch or drain, the cost is under
,SS800,or if the company does not dispute the esti-
mate or propriety of the proposed work, in that
case the company shall construct the work ; but if
the company dispute the estimate or propriety, and
the estimate exceeds $800, the order of the muni-
cipality to construct the drains can be appealed
from to the Privy Council. In other words the
onus which now lies upon the municipality and the
in(livi(lual of appealing in the first instance to the
Privy Council to have an order passed for the con-
struction of a drain which may cost only $100 and
the propriety of which is not even disputed, is
done away with, on the ground that there is no
necessity of coming to Ottawa when both parties
are agreed, and that being compelled to do so only
leads to useless expense. The hon. gentleman
argued that any farmer can come before the Privfy
Council and receive as much fair play as any com-
pany. I do not challenge that. No doubt if the
farmer or municipality is wealthy enough to pro-
vide counsel to present their case, they will get
justice ; but is it not absurd when a small ditch
has to be constructed, which will cost about $100,
an(l neither the propriety of constructing nor the
estimate is disputed, the party should be compelled
to come to Ottawa before they can obtain an order
to compel the company to do the work ? It is only
the extreme power which the railway companies
have lu the Railway Committee, that has influenced
the Government against this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L ) No doubt there are good

grounds for the rejection of a sixth section, but
the promoters of the Bill have made out an un-
answerable case in support of its main feature.

Mr. MITCHELL. This matter was very fully
discussed before the Railway Committee, and
every point that could be made for or against the
Bill was made. But there is one very important
point from a constitutional standpoint which has
lot been referred to in this House, and it is this :That if the power asked for by this Bill are given

to the municipality, the municipality is only
answerable to the Provincial Government of theProvince in which it is, and we would he conse-
quently delegating powers, which should beexercised in connection with the railways of a
county, to municipalities entirely under the
control of the Provincial Govermuent. I simplyrise to make this statement. It appeared to methat the safety of the public should be considered
in this matter as well am the interests of the people
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through whose properties the railways pass. We
knowverywell that, if municipalities or individuals
through municipalities, can get drains made
through the country and all over the country, the
safety of the travelling public will be seriously im-
paired, and where railways pass through that,
country there will be an endless amount of trouble
in employing solicitors to attend and conduct and
contest these cases before the tribunal provided for
by this Bill. I do not know what course the Govern-
ment may pursue, but, judging from what the
First Minister has said, I have no doubt they will
oppose its passage, and I think very properly so.
The railways of the country should be under the
control of the central power, the Parliament of
Canada, and should not pass under the control of
the Provincial Governments through the municipal
authorities. For these reasons, I shall oppose tho
passage of this Bill.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). This is a very im-
portant measure, and I think it ought not to be
disposed of without due consideration. I have re-
ceived two communications in reference to it. I
received one from Seaforth asking me to do every-
thing in my power to get the Bill passed, and
stating that now it is almost impossible for a private
individual to obtain redress in these matters. No
farmer will come before the Railway Committee or
employ counsel, and, if he does not, he is bound to
suffer. Municipalities also find great difficulty
in getting their water-courses made across railways,
though there may be an actual necessity for that
being done. I think some legislation of this kind
is necessary, and I hope this Bill will not be thrown
aside without due consideration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course this
can only apply to railways which are under the
control of the Dominion Parliament.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What other
railways are there ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are the
Provincial railways. We must consider the case
as it was presented to the Committee on Railways,
which is a large Committee and was very fully
represented on the day when this Bill was dis-
cussed, and the Bill was disapproved of by a very
large majority after hearing, as my hon. friend
from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) bas stated,
both sides of the question. We must consider the
case of the railways to some extent. The railway
companies have a very great responsibility upon
them ; they have been put to great cost oc-
casionally, and it is their interest to see that
the country through which the railway passes
is properly drained. It is necessary for their own
business, and, as a matter of fact, the different
railway companies do settle their matters. The
vast majority of applications for drainage are
granted by the railway company for their own
comfort, or in order to prevent litigation ; but
this measure provides that, where the claims are
not over $800, the municipality, either of its own
accord or at the instance of any single individual,
can force an arbitration ; that the railway must
choose one arbitrator, and the individual or the
municipality whose interests are effected shall
choose another. There is a solemn provision for
costs also. At this moment, if any individual or
corporation desires to have a drain constructed, an
application can be made to the railway company,
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and, if the railway refuses to do that, all that is awson,
necessary is to apply to the Railway Cominittee of Demson,1 Desiardins,the Privy Council. But it is said the Privy Coun- Dewdney,
cil sits in Ottawa, and that may be a thousand Dickey,
miles away from the residence of the individual Doyon,
who desires the drain, and he must have an agent Eu
or a counsel here. That is not the case. All that Edgar,
any individual who has a claim for the construc- Ferguson (Leed and Gren.),
tion of a drain or anything else has to do is to Ferguson (Welland),
write a letter, put a stamp upon it, and send it reeman,
through the mail. It is not necessary for the party Gauthier,
to be present or to have an agent or counsel, and 1 GigaultGodbout,think the Privy Council is the only tribunal in my Grandbois
knowledge where there is no cost of any kind. Guillet,
The Railway Committee certainly sit judicially, aggart,
but they look at the cases as they are pre- Hall,
sented as matters of policy as well as of strict Hesson,
right. It has happened since I have been looking Hickey,
at these inatters that parties have applied in this Holton,
way and their cases have been taken charge of by
the Railway Committee. It has all been done by Mes$
correspondence. The evidence and the correspon- Armstrong,
dence can be sent from British Columbia or from Bain (Wentwortl),
Cape Breton, and it is considered and will be con- Barron,
sidered, and the party will get a decision without Blake,
any cost or any trouble beyond that. You will Boiser,
see the enormous inconvenience, amounting to Boyle,
injustice, if every railway were made to suffer Brien,
from such provisions as these. Every ill condi- CaJgit,
tioned man, every one who thinks he would like Cartwright (Sir Richard),
to have his land drained at the expense of the Casey,
railway goes to the municipality. The municipal 1
council in Ontario consists of five men. They say: Coughlin,
You want an arbitration, it will cost us nothing, Davies,
and so we will grant it to you. Consequently, De St. Georges,
every individual who wants his farm drained at eickint,
the cost of the railway will apply in that way. If Gordon,
the party lias a good case, without any doubt the Innes,

will t, inJamieson,railway company will grant it, and, in case the Jones (Halifax),
railway company should refuse, a simple applica- Kirk,
tion by letter to the Railway Committee of the Amendment agreed te,
Privy Council will be sufficient to induce them to
call upon the company to say why they refuse. If
they fight it out, the answer of the company is Mr. FISHER. I did
sent to the individual or to the municipality, and COMMISSIONE
the party can send the reply by post. There need
not be any travelling expenses or costs incurred. fouse resumed colsid
Last Session, Parliament considered this matter motion of Mr. Davin, f
fully, as the Railway Committee has considered it Select Commission of En
new, and for that reason I ask the flouse to follow agement of the North-We
the course adopted last; Session and reject the Bill. conduct of Lawrence W.]

flouse divided on amendment of Sir JQhn, A. and the motion of Mr.
Macdonald: thereto.

NÂvys: Mr. DAVIN. After n
cussed the lon. memb

Messieurs Watson) nioved an aend
Amyot, Jones (Digby), takes the same view of th
Audet, Kenny, and we quite agree with
Béebard, Labrosse, construction put upon my
Bergeron, Lang,
Bergmn, Lanigevin (Sir Hector), sire to enquire generally ir
Borden, La Rivière, ' Departnent, neyer entere
Bourassa, Laurier (Lieut.-Gen.), was to enquire into the nm
Boweil, Livingston, force by Commissioner ReCameron Macdo(alW elland
Campbeff, Macdonal (Sr ol enquire into the gent
Carling McDonald ?Vietoria). force, and still less, as t(
Caron (Air Adolphe), Moflougaîl (Cape Breton), Depaxtment, as semebodChapleau, MiKay,
Cimon, MeKeen, thing neer entered my he
Cockburn, MoMillan (Vaudreuil), Minister replied to me wi
Colby, Mara, With a conv.ncing force

urran, Ma Gther biae s
Daly MeigM hon. aGia ut

»avmG Milli (Annapolis),
Sir JOHN~ A. MACDONALD>.

Mitchell,
Moncrieff,
Montague,
Patterson (Essex),
Perry,
Pope,
Putnam,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Robertson.
Scriver,
Shanly,
Small,
Taylor,
Thérien,
Thompson (Sir John),
Trow,
Vanasse,
Weldon (Albert),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Elgin),
Wood (Brockville),
Yeo.-85.

YS:

ieurs
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Macdonald (Huron),
McCarthy,
MeCulla,
McMillan (Huron),
McMullen,
McNeill,
Mulock,
Neveu,
O'Brien,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Purcell,
Roome,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Semple,
Somerville,
Tyrwhitt,
Wallace,
Watson,
White (Cardwell).-47.

and motion, as amended,

ot hear the motion put.

R HERCHMER.

eration of the proposed
or the appointment of a
quiry respecting the main-
st Mounted Police, under
Herchmer, Commissioner,
Watson in amendment

my motion had been dis-
er for Marquette (Mr.
ment to it. My seconder
e amendment that I do,
it. I may say that the
notion, that it showed de-
to the management of the
d my head. My desire
anagement of the police
rchmer, andas for a desire
eral management of the

a desire to attack the
y has suggested, such a
ad. The right hon. Prime
ith bis usual power, and
that never deserts him,
ng one or is not so strong.
member for Frontenac
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{Mr. Kirkpatrick), and the member for Selkirk about it, cômes forward to try and discount
M r. Daly) came into the debate ; and I tle efforts of a North-West nan who repre-
au bound to say that I was somewhat dis- sents the North-West. I do not think it was
appointed, because I know what an able man the a very brotherly thing, I do not think it was a
mmuîîber for Frontenac is, I know that lie has very correct thing; it was a thing, certainly, that
been a long time in Parliament, he has been 1 would not do to him if le came forward, know-
speaker of this House, and he is a man of great ing sometling about Manitoba, and made a motion
expurienice ; but lie contributed nothing to the about Manitoba, even if I did fot know the
ar,,umient against my position for the best reason question, I would core to tle conclusion tlat my
in the world: he knew nothing whatever about colleague knew ail about it, and 1 would standup
the subject on which lie spoke. Then came the to vote shoulder to sboulder with lim in this fouse.
hon, niember for Selkirk, who is an able man, and Now, the lion. member suggests that these gentie-
w ho, as we know in this House, can make a good men asked something from Colonel Herclmer.
speeuli on any subject about which he knows any- Wly, Sir, wlat could Colonel Herclmer lave to
thing. But it so happened that on this subject he give tbem?
knuw nothing whatever; his argument was what Some lon. MEMBERS. A permit.
I woiild call a sugar candy argument. He told us
that he found Commissioner Herchmer a very nice Mr. DAVIN. He las no power to give tlem a
fellow waereber te met him, tliat lie was ail tliat permit.
w admirable in a man. te told us that wlien- Mr. SOMERVILLE. A canteen.

tlie asked anything from Commissioner tercl-
ier. Commissioner -lercliraer did it for h vm, Mr. DAVIN. We will core to the canteen by-

tierefore Cmmissioner iHverchmer was exactly and-bye. He lias no p wer whatever to give a
wlit a commander should lie. 0f course, the force permit. I do not know wihat lie could gie these
of that reasoning nobody can resist. It is logical, gentlemen that they could ble refused. But I
it strong, it is powerful, nobody can resist a do know that these gentlemen are men of the
reiLSn of that sort, and the Ilouse of Commons higlest respectability, tiey are representatve
owr to lie proud that niy lion. friend condescends men, and knuwing the opinion of the Terri-
tiaddress arguments of that sort to it. But, Sir, tories they came to the conclusion they did.
i lion. friend. knowing notliing wliatever about now, tlere is only one point in te speech of
tWe subject, had to invent some sort of argument, the rigit hon. gentleman to whicl I wish to refer.

id as lie had nu real arguments to give, lie gave gie thouglt-I dare say tlat lie had, probably,
is siormises. sorne reason for thinking so-that I showed some

Sone bon. MEMBER. Order. personal feeling; lie did not question my motives,
M- lAVIN. Order! Wlio calîs ont order? but lie thougit I siHowed some personal feeling.
o, wreroNow, Sir, I leard afterwards, tiat some peple
er, knyhing fromt Commissioner Herchmr nd mslf

"It las been said that the North-West Assembly
'assel a certain resolution. It may be that nearly every
m.eiuber of the North-West Council has come loto contact
vwih Colonel Herchmer, and that probably they haveasked hin to do what Commissioner H1erchmer did not
see fit to do."

Wiy, Sir, was anything more monstrous ever ad-
dr essed to an assembly like this about another
assemlîy? In order to support the position that
lie takes up, that Commissioner Herchmer is a fit
colinider of men, lie tells us that the Assembly,anv iiieinber of which is capable of standing up
to any inember of any Provincial Assembly youhave-I hold that the members of the North-West
Concl, man for man, will compare with the
Ineli)ers of any Assembly in Canada-my hon.frienl , in order to support his position, declaredtiat these men asked something from Colonel
lercliner that Colonel Herchmer did not give ;
theefore, they improperly, according to his con-
strlution, solemnly passed a resolution that wassent down to the Government of Canada against this

fro Wel, Sir, I think myself that my hon. friendfro elirk was put very hardly to it when he hadto resort to such a surmise, and to palm ot such a
suralise in this House by way of argument. Now,1 rather cmplamn of my hon. friend for this reason.I aml e e is, m a sense,a North-West member.ani ere advocating the interest of the North-est territories, I am here advocating the inter-Ist f the people of those Territories. I know what

n, aLkng about, ] know al about the police, I
o hal about the needs of the Territories, andai hon friend fron Selkirk, who is in a sense aa Ž\urth.est man, without knowing at all

have had some personal difference. There has
never been an iota of personal difference between
Commissioner Herchmer and myself. The whole
North-West was attacking CommissionerHerchmer
for twelve months before I ever said a word about
him. Prominent men came to me again and again
and said: " Why, everybody throughout the
Territories is attacking this man. Why don't you
do something?" I did not lift a hand against him,
I did not say a word against him during those
twelve months, when the whole North-West
Territory was up in arms against him. I did not do
it for this reason, that we had been friends, we were
friendly, and not one word did I say against him.
The very first time anything was said against him
in any place where I could control was when he
did a most high-handed act. There was a young
man in the police force engaged to a young woman,
and on the very eve of the marriage he was ordered
off because Commissioner Herchmer disapproved
of marriages in the force. I at once telegraphed
down to the authorities here, and ultimately we
had that settled, and the marriage took place. But
that was not the only case, for there was another
case of the same sort. A sergeant wrote to the
Commissioner that he wanted to get married, and
the moment he did so the Commissioner said he
would take his stripes off if he married. He does
not make any bones about the fact that he is
opposed to marriages in the force. That is all right,
but he has no right to act in such a high-handed
manner as he did in these cases. That was the
first time in any quarter that I could influence, any.
thing was said against him, and it was last year.
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I was rather surprised at the strong attitude taken
by the right hon. the First Minister, because
there is a member of the Government who could
tell him all about the feeling in the North-West.
The Minister of the Interior could tell hin all
about the feeling in the Territories in regard to
Commissioner Herchmer. The hon. Minister was
up there last summer, and he did not find any
dificulty in declaring that he thought Commis-
sioner Herdhmer unfit for his position,

Mr. DEWDNEY. I beg the hon. gentleman's
pardon. If he refers to me, I say I made no such
remark.

Mr. DAVIN. If the hon. gentleman made no
such remark while he was up there, and if he has.
made no such remark since he came back here,
all I can say is that men, who are prominent men
and as truthful men as any men in this House,
must have dreamed lie said so. Of course, I
accept the hon. gentleman's statement. But
accordîng to the word of men, who, up to the
present statement of the hon. gentleman, I have
believed to be men of veracity, the hon. gentleman
had stated that he recommended Commissioner
Herchmer for his position, that he was sorry he did
so, and that he believed he had made a mistake.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I would like the lion. gen-
tleman to name the party who stated that.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name ; name.
Mr. DAVIN. Certainly that is a very easy thing

to say. It would not be desirable that I should
naine the party. Any one who is acquainted
with the debates in this House is aware that it is
not the thing to name people

An hon. MEMBER. Then, why did you say
so if you will not naine him ?

Mr. DAVIN. I will challenge the ion. gentle-
man to deny it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. Give us the
naine.

Mr. DAVIN. Let us get an enquiry now.
ýome hon. MEMBERS. Name ; naine.
Mr. DAVIN. It is not necessary to give the

naine. Let us get an enquiry, and I will put wit-
nesses in the box that will swear

Some hon. MEMBERS. Naie; name.
Mr. DAVIN,-that the hon. gentleman, when

he was up there last summer, suggested that there
should be a round-robbin signed by all the officers
of the police to the First Minister, to complain of
Commissioner Herchmer. I will put a witness in
the box that will swear it, and I will swear that
since he came back here lie said so. I will put the
witness in the box.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Then, both the hon. gentle-
man and his witness wil tell a falsehood.

Mr. DAVIN. Let us have an enquiry, and I
will put him in the box. I say that it was not to
one party, but to more than one that the hon.
gentleman, when lie was up there last summer,
stated his opinion about Commissioner Herchmer's
unfitness.

Some ion. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. DAVIN. Of course, I will accept the
hon. gentleman's denial; but if there be an en-
quiry I will prove that. Anyway, it will be very

Mr. DAvIN.

interesting to hear the hon. gentleman rise and
express his opinion in this House in regard to
Commissioner IHerchmer. He can now express his
opinion. 1e can state if he thinks the Commis.
sioner is a proper man for the position, and he can
openly, in this House, contradict the statement
made to me, not by one but by several parties, as to
what he said. Those persons may have invented
it, may have dreamed it, I may have been imisin-
formed, but the hon. gentleman will have an op-
portunity of stating the facts. I stated speciti.
cally, when I addressed the House before on this
subject, the charges against Commissioner
Herchmer.

An hon. MEMBER. No.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes ; I did. I do not think the
hon. gentleman was in the House then; I think lie
was away. If he is exercising himself at the cat-
calling business, he might as well exercise it soie-
where else than in this House. The member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) thought that I did
not act on strict parliamentary principles in nak-
ing a motion for an enquiry and not stating ini tie
motion the charges against Commissioner Hercli-
mer. I think that in the annals of the British
Parliament he will find that some of the first
parliamentarians England ever produced have
made motions of this kind, and have stated their
charges in the speeches they made to support the
motions. If that were not so, there was a reasoin
why it was not necessary on my part to do it. And
the reason was this : These charges had been
published in the newspapers for months and mîonths
before this House met. Commissioner flerchiier
was, therefore, familiar with then, and when
the motion was put on the paper for an enquiry,
he and his friends could have been easily
informed as to what the charges would be. It
was not, therefore, necessary that I should
specify the charges. But I was, of course,
very grateful for the powerful support given to
the general attitude I took on that occasion by
so great a man in Parliament as the lion. miembher
for West Durham (Mr. Blake), and also lby
the distinguished leader of the Opposition. The
distinguished leader of the Opposition dwelt ona
point in respect of which I will say a word. .
confess that if I showed feeling I do not regret it.
I am not so constituted that I can know gross ifl-

justice has been done, that gross oppression has been
exercised without feeling in regard to it. If I hulV
shown indignation I am not sorry, because the
circuistances were calculated to excite inlign1a-
tion in the breast of any man who feels as le ought
to feel. There were some matters I did not ien-
tion when the subject was up before. One of the
subjects I should have deait with, but I thought
I had made a sufficiently strong case, was this, that
Commissioner Herchmer has established, .

Regina,'a boycott. The Board of Trade of Regina
sent to the First Minister, within the last few
days, a petition in regard to this officer, in whicl
it states what is true, because the leading n'en1"
the Board of Trade know well it is so, that the
first time I moved in the matter against Commis
sioner Herchmer I did it at their pressure and at
their suggestion; and the moment the Boarmer.
Trade, which embraces all the proinen ea
chants in R egina, passed a resolution agaiW
certain course that ommissioner HierchmnertoO<>
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w-hat did he do? He boycotted every one of their business by reason of this man having a low
theni, except one-it will please hon. gentleman of rent, or having no rent to pay for the premises;
the Opposition to know that the exception is a That being the case, he is, of course, in a position
prominent Reformer, who had not taken any to fight on velvet, while other traders have to
part i the proceedings-and the Commissioner fight as best they may. I object entirely to the
would not allow any of his men or offi- system of giving tickets in the canteens. A man,
cers to go to any of the stores to buy whether he has money or not, gets his beer on
anything, and a regular boycott was established. giving a ticket, and the result of this is that
Now, Sir, if the House will remember, when that many of the men, when the end of the month
canteen, which my friends are anxious to know so comes, have no money to draw. It is all gone to
much about, was established, I protested against the canteen. And when the men go to the pay-
it. We had a meeting with the gentleman who officer to draw their pay, he brings forward these
occupies the position of Deputy Minister in regard tickets and deducts their amount, so that the
to the Mounted Police Force, and I wish to say officers of the Government are collectors for the
tiiat lie is an able man, and I believe that his canteen. I entirely object to that system. The
management is probably the most effective of the right hon. gentleman stated what is perfectly
management of any of the Departments. At that true : that a large percentage of the men whose
meeting there were present leading merchants who time is up, wish to rejoin the force, but I know
are members of this House, and some of whom had whereof I speak when I say that some of these
been up in Regina, and they proved to the satis- very men rejoin it because of the fact that when
faction of every one of us, that the prices at their time has expired they have not a cent to
which things were sold at the canteen, were bless themselves with, because this system has
higher than the prices charged in the stores in 1 drawn every cent from them. They have nothing
Regina, which shows that from the point of view to go out on the world with, and they are
of price or quality, there was no reason for the very glad to re-enlist. We know very well
course taken. I have in my hands the Queen's that when a man can get beer on credit
Regulations and Orders for the Army, and one of there is not the check to prudence nor the
these regulations in reference to canteens is : check to caution which there would be if they

" When canteens are established in barracks it is to be had to pay ready money ; and there is a strong
clearly understood that soldiers are in no way to be temptation for these men to go beyond their in-
prevenned from resorting to markets and establishments come. Now, Mr. Speaker, the right hon. gentle-ni the neighborhood.")a eypoel wltuo h perneo
Well, Sir, if you are going to establish a canteen man very properly dwelt upon the appearance of
on regimental lines, you ought to have acted the corps ; and it was very hard to have my own
upon that principle, but we can prove that the strong admission as to the ability of the corps, and

oment that canteen was established, a boycott as to their fine appearance ; used as a point against
was placed upon the stores at Regina, and the the position I take. Of course, if the reasoning is
menvi l and officers were prevented froin frequenting correct, which was also made by some hon. gentle-
it. Another of these regulations for the arm is: inan, that if a corps has a good appearance and

t. eo has good forn, and if that proves that the man
if The ceonmanding officer is not to be on the committee is fit to command, why, of course, if the corps wasihere is one captain available for it. Presidents ofcanteen committees are, when practical, to be exempt in a bad state you would have to argue that the
of servng on boards of survey, &c." man was unfit. But, Mr. Speaker, as a fact, I
It is. of course, very important that the com- rather think that the right hon. gentleman a
mander of a force should not take a very close little over-stated the condition of the force before
nterest in the canteen, but we can show that this the timne Colonel Herchmer took charge of it.

man has been taking as deep an interest in the Certainly we, in the North-West, never saw any
caInteen as if he had in fact some share in the evidence of demoralisation in that corps at all.
profits. I do not say he has, because I know When there were three or four hundred men in
it)thing about it. Another regulation in this the Territories, without a railway ; when the

book is : Indians were warriors, when they had not been
"No officer of the regimental staff is to be appointed a subjected, and cabbined, cribbed and confined on

menber of the regimental committee, and the canteen their reserves, I need hardly say that that force ofSi1 be managed by a committee of sergeants." a few hundred men-not the thousand men we
Now, when this canteen was first established, a have now-must have been in magnificent con-
malt fr om the outside, in no way connected with dition to do the great work they then did. Of
the Police Force, was brought in to run the canteen course, I do not contradict the right hon. gentleman,aid to make a profit upon it ; whereas in the regi- because he is in a position to know, but so far as
miiental canteens of the British army, all the profit we have known in the Territories that force has
gces to providing newspapers, books and what not, never been in a demoralised condition. If therefor the reading room. Again a regulation of the was any little laxity in 1883, the brother of Coin-
anny says : missioner Herchmer, who has really done great

The canteen sergeant is to be under the orders of the things for the force, came down to Regina and veryOrtaIittee of officers. Hisposition will be that of steward soon set it right. We know, from the example ofniitredtoh'n' not of contractor, snd he is not to be r- the British army, that you nay have a magnifi-Dl e oh1ve any interest whatever in the profits ox thecanteen. The proceeds of the sale will be handed over cent force under a very indifferent commander.
eers, b the canteen sergeant, to the committee of offi- Take, for instance, the Six Hundred. The mancers, and a rent for the canteen wil also be charged to who was torturing the life out of Macaulay to de-c-er the -os9t of maintenance of the building." fend him, when Macaulay was Minister of War,tone of the things mentioned in the memo- the man whom Kinglake, and every writer whoril that has been sent to the right hon. gentleman, has written about war, has utterly condemned as as tliat the tradesmen of Regina are discounted in commander, was the commander of that magnifi-
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cent regiment, which made that charge of imperish-
able memory. Every one now admits that Cardi-
gan, the commander of the men who rushed against
death and fate in that charge, was unfit. I cannot
certainly think that the reasoning of the right hon.
gentleman was conclusive, in the respect that a
good force is evidence of a fit commander.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. DAVIN. I will come to the question when

it is time. Mr. Speaker, I could reiterate the
charges that I made against Colonel Herchmer,
and give the names of the persons who are ready
to prove them. But I do not think that is desira-
ble ; I think it would be unwise to do it; and I
do not think it is necessary to add definiteness to
the case which I have made. I have made de-
finite charges; I have risked my position before
the North-West in making thein ; but I tell you,
Sir, in making these charges I have expressed the
opinion of the North-West. There is not a news-
paper in the North-West that has not supported
me in doing so, and my hon. friend the member
for Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall) has seconded
the motion, which was to have been seconded by
my hon. friend from Alberta (Mr. Davis), who
was not in the House at the time I made it. The
fact is, no member from the North-West can vote
against the motion, and bave a fair chance of re-
election. Some hon. gentlemen think they know
more about the North-West than I do; but I
make these charges with a full sense of the respon-
sibility that attaches to making them. I make
them here in a House where these things ought to
be dealt with. This House is the supreme inquest
in this Dominion, and if it can possibly happen
that such oppression, such Russian tyranny, as
has taken place in the North-West Mounted
Police under Commissioner Herchmer can be
maintained in Canada, it is of evil omen for the
future of this great Dominion.

Mr. MACDOWALL. As I was the seconder of
this motion, I think it is only right that I should
say something on this occasion. At the time I
seconded it, I explained my position. I did so, as
the hon. member has explained, because the
seconder was absent. At the same time, I stated
the reasons why I advocated the granting of a
commission of enquiry into the conduct of Com-
missioner Herchmer, were that the press of the
North-West brought certain charges against him,
that the North-West Assembly had reiterated
those charges, and that they had been made here
by a member of this House on his own responsibility.
For my part, I do not know anything about the
specific charges which the hon. member brought;
but I listened to the debate throughout, and I
thought the idea of the hon. leader of the
Opposition, that the motion should be eut down,
was a good one, because for my part I could not
imagine any one desiring to have an enquiry made
into the management of the North-West Mounted
Police, for every one throughout the North-West,
as my hon. friend fromn Assiniboia has himself said,
must acknowledge that the management of that
force is most excellent in every way. My hon.
friend from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) said that
in bringing this motion before the House, we were
bringing a direct charge against the Prime Minis-
ter, as he was the Minister in charge of that force.
On that point I take direct issue with him, and

Mr. DAvis.

there are precedents in the English Parliament to
support my view. Some years ago certain charges
were brought against one of the responsible per-
-manent officers in the War Office, and an enquiry
was made into them. The charges were found
proven, but the Minister in charge of the Depart.
ment was in no way affected ; and I do not think
that this motion implies any reflection whatever
either on the Prime Minister or on his very able
Deputy. The hon. leader of the Opposition, in the
course of his remarks on this question, said :

" I do not see any cause for enquiry into the manage-
ment of the North-West Mounted Police at large, but if
the resolution had been confined to asking an investiga-
tion into the conduct of Colonel Herchimer, I would be
disposed to favor it."

I myself thought that the easiest way to secire
this object was to strike out of the motion the
words " into the management of the North-Mest
Mounted Police ; " but later on the hon. meiber
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) more f ully explained
the meaning of the words of the hon. leader of tie
Opposition. He suggested that upon the wlhole
the best disposition that could be made of the
matter this Session would be to have a departmental
enquiry, and I think myself that that would be the
best disposition to make of it. For my part, I have
no personal charge to bring against Colonel
Herchmer ; but I do not take back one word whiclh
I said in the previous debate. I believe thar Coim-
missioner Herchner, perhaps from his tempera-
ment, or for some other reason, is not the best
man possible for the command of that force. I
believe, if he is continued in the command of that
force, it will become demoralised. At the saine
time, I believe it is one of the finest forces in the
world, and one that every man in Canada nay be
proud of. I do not know- of any serious charge to
bring against the character of Commissioner
Herchmer, further than this, that I think his
appointment was not a very good one, and I think
the sooner it is changed the better it will lbe for
the force. Therefore, I am inclined to support the
suggestion of the hon. member for West Durhiami,
that a departmental enquiry be made into these
charges, and that the Government deal with the
Commissioner as they think right.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I should not have made any
remarks on this subject had not the hon. niemmiber
from Western Assiniboia singled me out particn-
larly as a inember of the Government who should
know sonething of the circumstances counected
with his attacks on Commissioner Herchimer. I
may say that Commissioner Herchmer was an old
officer of mine, having for several years occupiled
the position of Indian agent in one of Our iiost
important agencies. I found him to be a hsasrdh-
working, ambitious, reliable and honest ofhicial,
and I am certain he is not guilty of many of the
accusations brought against him by the hon. niei-

ber for Western Assiniboia. As the bon. gentle-
manl has stated, I was one of those who recoi-
mended his appointment to his present position,
when I understood that it was to become vacant,
and I did it because of the experience I had had of
him, and, also, because of the experience I had had
of the force for several years, during the time f oc
cupied the positions of Indian Superintendent tud
Lieutenant Governor. I came to the conclusion rUiet
the force required a first-class business man ; an
knowing that Commissioner Herchmer had had
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considerable military experience, and believing, should like to know wlether lie charges his
from what I knew of him, that lie would make a mileage here and gets paid it every year. He las
satisfactory officer for the position, I recommended no more business to do that than las any officer
hii,. He had been in charge of the commissariat of the Dominion a right to travel on a pass and
department on the boundary commission, which I tlen charge the amount to te Government. Tle
understood lie had conducted with great ability. hon, gentleman las stated that lie neyer lad any
The force, which, when Col. Herchmer took charge, personal feeling against the Commissioner of police.
consisted only of 500 men, was as capable and as 1 ar quite sure le ougltnot to have any personai
active, and composed of as good men as it is to- feeling against him, because I am satisfied that
day. The work in the older days was very differ- on many occasions the Commissioner of Police las
ent from the work to-day. There was more treated him, certainly as a friend, and not as an
responsibility, then, thrown on the men. Thy enemy. If I recolleet rightly, wien the Governor
were oftener thrown on their own resources. They General was up there, ani a review took place in tle
lad to deal with the Indians as they met them, barracks, it was doubtful w-etler Colonel Hercl-
wild from the plains in very large bodies, and on mer reviewed those troops or the lon. nenber for
several occasions I had opportunities of seeing West Assiniboin; for I understand lie not only
wiat those men and their officers were made of. reviewed those troops, but also the Governor
At the same time, it was well known that there General and lis party, in a buckboard driven by a
was a certain amount of looseness and want of cayuse, a spotted old horse So mucl was the
discipline in the force, and it was thought that 'ion, gentleman in the way that lie had to le le(
Col. Herchimer would make a good man to remedy ont of the yard witl the sergeant at eacl side of
that. From my knowledge of the force since lie the pony. If tle Conmissioner lad carried out
has had charge of it, I believe that not only has wlat was requested of hin by the sergeants, the
the discipline been greatly improved, but the busi- lion, gentleman would have found himself in the
ness altogether, of the force, has been carried on guard room, and, therefore, I think lie las some-
in a much more satisfactory state than heretofore. thing to be grateful to Colonel Herclmer for. The
As I stated the other niglt, the cost per day of lon. gentleman las stated that Colonel Herclier
the men is a great deal less than it was a few years las prevented lis officers from buying at sone of
ago. I know that Col. Herchmer, when lie took these stores ut Regina, the proprietors of which
charge, was in this position, that lie had to objected to bis keeping a canteen. Ioes the lion.
deal with parties in different parts of the gentleman want to make this buse believe tlat
Territories who had been doing business with the the Commissioner las power over lis oficers to
difirent officers in those localities, away from prevent their trading wlerever tley please in
leadquarters, and where, as the reports only come Regina?
in at very long dates, a proper, strict supervision Mr. DAVIN. Yes.
could not be kept, such as is exercised to-day ; and Mr. DEWDNEY. Nonsense. Colonel Hercliier
those men, when they had to do business on lias no more power in tînt respect than the hon.
business principles, felt-a number of them-very member for West Assiniboia and I ai sure lis
iiuch aggrieved at the action taken by the Commis-
sioner. That is one of the principal reasons which i
has led to the strong feeling against the Commis- attenpted to give sud an order. I do not pro-
sioner, and which, I own, does exist to a very great pose ttae up tie imegof t tue longer,
extent in the North-West Territories. The ion. havng g e y iews n re to He mais
mieiber lias made some very serious accusations soe Ieleviee s a a l m a le way,against the Commissioner, not only with regard toCouisoe, ny rgr regard to lis temper. I dlare say lie lias. I have
tyrannical action, but also against his honesty. I reason to know that myseif, but at the saine timebelieve lie has insinuated that lie was interested in I do not believe the accusations made agaînst him.
a canteen started at Regina. That, I believe, is linve no (oubt tlat the lon, gentleman las not
uîtterly destitute of foundation. I assert that been very particular as to the way ii whiclî le
(olonel Herchmer was never interested one single obtained lis information, but I do not believe theiota in that canteen, and I defy the hon. gentleman
to pr-ove that lie was. I know Colonel Herchmer Commîssioner is guîlty, and I for one would le
too well to believe for a moment that lie could be very sorry to see am investigation or a commission
gu1ilty of anything of the kind. One of the lion. granted, sucl as the hon, gentleman asks for.
gentlenan's charges was that while Col. Herdhmer Mr. SOMERVILLE. Before this question is put,
has passes, lie charged his railway fares to the I wish to say a few words. I do not think that the
Governmnent. Well, I have seen a great attack which las been made on the lon. member
umuiber of those officers of the police, for Assiniboia was a fair attack. I think lie las

travelling from one end of the country to the other, been endeavoring to disclarge lis duty, and I am
aid I have seen them, with passes in their pokets, satisfied thît the opinion of the North West is in
pay their fares, and they have stated that the 1 accord with lis in regard to Colonel Herdlmer's
passes given to them, were given to them as pri- conduct in the management of tle police force.
ate mndividuals, and they did niot consider they It is îot only the Regina Leader whidl las

could be expected to travel on those passes. They taken Colonel Herdlmer to task, but every
paid their fares, and I believe that was the proper newspaper pnblished in the North-West las
system to adopt. I believe any man who has been teeming witl criticisma, for more than a
received a pass from a railway company and whio year, of Colonel Herchmer's conduct. Wlen the
is a public officer lias no business to use that in. hon. member for Assiniboa brouglt this mat-
lus Public capacity and then charge his fare. If I ter before the buse last Session a great many
am not mistaken, the hon. gentleman himself, who members were under tle impression that it was auale this accusation, travels on a pass, and I personal matter between hon and Colonel Herda
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mer ; but where there is so much smoke there some of the effects of his ili-temper; and fot satisfied
must be some fire, and every newspaper in the with hullying and tyraunising over those who were fot in
North-West has been criticising adversely and con- a position to resent it, h aven had the impudence te

atteanpt to interfere with civilians. If these absurd out-
demning the conduct of this officer for the last year. bursts of temper had cnly occurred during the Governor's
The charges, therefore, must be in some respect visit, wa might understand them, but they are of constant
correct, and the Government ought not, therefore, re folowing acacunt of Mr. Hechmer's unpardon-
to resist the appointment of a commission to able behavior at Banff, published in the Leader wo can
enquire into the conduct of this officer. I have had vouch foras beingahsolutalytrue: '1e(Mr.Hercbmer)

centto m extactewent np to Banff, and at the hall, behaved as if hoe wassent to me extracts from nearly every newspaper the host. He was insolent to evarybody, most insolent te
in the North-West. This in itself shows that the ac- the nan he was bound to respect. After the bail, Mr,
tion of the hon. member for West Assiniboia is not Mathews (manager of the C.P.R. hotel) had a few friend
of a personal character, and that he is not actuated Dn a privateroom, amongst them Mr. Cyoschen. sou ofthe Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Pocklingtoa, anu
by personal motives, and is not endeavoring to English gentleman in the employ of the Govarnnent,
persecute this officer. I will read the quotations I Capts. Cuthbart, Allen, Burnett and Macpherson, Mr.
have before me, which I think will show that the Baker, Genaral Manager of the North-Western, Mr.Buchanan and one or two others. Thay hoard anme furioue
hon. member for Assiniboia is discharging a public individual rush at the door, try to open it, then kîok
duty in seeking to obtain redress, not only for the violently at it. It was openad. Herchmar enters in a
police force of the North-West, but for the people towering passion, and abuses and insulte bis officars in the

who esie tere Thre e no a inge nwepperpresenca of civilians, threatens to ?et Mr. Pockiingtonwho reside there. There is not a single newspapereut
in the whole of the North-West Territories wbich orders the officers out-ordered, it ic said, Mcpherson to
supports Col. Herchmer in his conduct towards the put them under arreet. Hie orders were not oheyed.'

forc. fera s a extactfroa th Sasatcewa The latter part of the story we can siightly correct.force. Here is an extract from the SaskatchewanHercmer firt appeared at th super which
Herald: Mr. Mathews gave to a few frinds attar the hall he

"complainad that theGovernoranaral was beingditurb-
"Fora cmpiint haa han adeagansted. Mr. Mathews promptly told himi that, if the Gev-

For a long time complaints have been made againstword
Commissioner Herchmer and his management of the to that affect. Mr. Harchmer had hefore this ordered
Mounted Police force under his command. In the North his officers to bava the table. Ha thon went away, and
they generally took the form of connection with the' returned latar on more furious than aver. This time ha
management of public contracts, but in the South they orderad bis oficers to aithar leave the table or send ln
embrace charges of wrong-doing and tyranny over his thair rasignations, stating that ha did not care a d-n
officers and men. So serious are some charges that it which they did, and that at ail avents they were under
seems incredible they should have been allowed to go arrest.
unchallenged so long. But they are so specific and "lIt le difficult to find language lu which to express dis
numerous that they establish his unfitness for the posi- approval, not oniy cf Mr. Herchmer's action at Banff, but
tion he occupies. and demand investigation. In fact we of bis whole management of the police force. Bath iu
cannot sea how Mr. Herchmer has allowed thm and ot of tha force ha is the most thoroughly hated ad
often repeated without taking steps to vindicate bis detestad man in the North-West Territorias. fie men
character by asking for a commission of enquiry or in hata hlm; aimost cvery civilian with whom ha bas ever
some other way. coma in contact bates and despises hlm. Whare ho could

" The muatter bas been taken up by the House of hava made a friand ha seame te have prefarred te inake
Assembly, and their petition for a court of enquiry will an enemy. Men who neyer spaak iii cf any one find that
in al probability be granted. Messrs. Ross and Secord, they cannot control themeavas when Mr. flrchmcr is
who move and second the resolution, know there are spokon cf. He bas provod himself capable ofthe mast
grounds for their action: and it is a serious reflection potty moannees; ha wili listen to tales about bis officar
upon Mr. Herchmer that the resolution was carried hrought to hlm by a constable, and encourages asneakiag
unanimously. undorband systom cf spying and reporting amoug ail

"The Leader gives the specimen 'Justice,' as adminis- ranks. He taike about bis officers to outsiders, and dis-
tered in Regina. In one case, Sergeant Mahony, said to eusses bis future plans regarding the force wîth nigger
be one of the most efficient men in the force, was fined Pullman car porters. He le a man as wrocchediy nuit te
$30 for saying he would drink no more beer in the command the Mouuted Police force as could ha ound in
canteen ; in another, a favored policeman was fined $10 the whola Dominion. Ie bas nef the neceesarY niiitaY
for breaking into the Commissioner's cellar and stealing expariance; ho bas not the ahility, and ha bas Dot the
a quantity of beer ; so it would appear that where a man right temperainent te occnpy ce responsible a position.
drinks beer he can command immunity for the crime of A commander may lie sovero. and stili retain the respect
stealing it. The resolution reads: and osteam of bis mon. Mr. flerchmer's sevrity anlOuts

" Whereas certain very serious statements have been te tyranny and brutality. with no redeeming features,
made on the floor of the House, reflectine on the con- and inspire only loathing, hatred and couteapt."
duct of the Commissioner of the North-West Mounted
Police ; hc it resolved, that an humble address he pre- This ie not an extract from the Regna Leader, lt
seated through His Honor the Lieutenant Governor frou the MacLeod Gazette, edited a gentleman
to His Excellency the Governor General, praying that who supports this Govern-nent, and who, thore-
the matter be enquired into. Carried unanimously." fore, ought te have coma weight witb the First
That is the opinion of the Saskatchewan Herald. Minister in inducing him te grant thie enquiry-

Mr. MUOK A oenmn rgn ire je another extract from the Calgary Trib lieMr MULOCK. A Government organ ?
Mr. SOMERVILLE. I suppose all these papers An hon. MEMBER. Je that a Governuent

in the North-West are Government organs. Then paper?
here is the MacLeod Gazette, which is edited by Mr. SOMERVILLE. 1 do net know whatstripO
Mr. Wood, a strong supporter of the Government: of politie this paper bas, but it expresses the opi

"Mr. Commissioner Herchmer cannot look back upen ion of the North-West, and 1 ventura te say that
the visit of the GovernorGeneralto these Territories, and ail the papere up there are supporters ef the G0v
the part that he played in connection with it throughout, ernnent of the day, just as the members they send
with very much pleasure or satisfaction. Commencing
at Regina and ending at Banff, he seems to have behaved tue
more like au irresponsible lunatic, unfit to be at large, Mr. MACDOWALL. 1 do let know what
than in a manner becoming the dignified and cool-headed
commander of a thousand men. On occasions when one
might have expected to see a display of cool judgment, makes to the repressentatives of the North_ est
Mr. Herchmer seems to have lost all control of himself. in this ouse, when he says they are alway
and to have raved like an overgrown school boy. Few of
his officers, with whom he came in contact during the port the
Governor's visit, seem to have escaped without feeling the Nomth-West, 1 believe, are independent, and

Mr. SomERvILL.i.
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tihe iembers from the North-West are equally
independent.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I am glad to hear that the
hon. mnember for Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall)
is going to turn over a new leaf. I did not know
before that he was an independent member of this
House. Certainly he bas alWays voted for the
Government. Here is the extract from the Calgary
Tribuine to which I was about to refer:

" If the charges brought against Col. Laurence
Herchbmer, Commissioner of the North-West Mounted
Police, by the Regina Leader are true, and if Com-
missioner Herchmer held a commission in the Imperial
Service-vere he Commander-in-Chief or subaltern-a
court-martial would be held, and he would find himself
cashiered forthwith. We do not, however, knmw what
penalty is visited upon an officer in the N. W. M. P. for
conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman.' The

l-ader, in its issue of Thursday last, makes assertions
which, if proved, make this officer no more fit to hold
tie position he does, than the most pronounced hoodlum.
Bit in that paper's issue of Tuesday the charges are
more definite, and assume a far more serious aspect.
Nine charges are brought, as follows:-

1. We say he does not know his business, and cannot
put the men through their facings without having a slip
of paper prepared for him with the words of command.

-2. We charge him with tyranny to officers and men,
and eruelty.

" 3. With interfering with the medical men in the treat-
ment of their patients.

4. With unrighteousness in dealing with defaulters.
"5. With having inaugurated a systemu by which men

drink away their pay before they get it.
" 6. With using for himself and family the institution

of whichi he is the head in the Territories as if it was a
private matter appertaining to himself.

"7. With yieldng to his prejudices against certain
na tionalities-French Canadians-Irishmen-Scotch men
-Eglish-speaking Canadians-all nationalities except
one.

"8. With forcing police officers who are magistrates
to aet contrary to their consciences.

"9. With illegally awarding punishment on evidence
not taken before him, imprisoning men he has never seen
contrary to the statute.

- If proved, any of these charges renders Commissioner
Herchmer unfit to be in command of any body of men-
and if proved several of them are sncb that Commander
Hlerchier is not ouly unfit to hold the position he does,
but be is unfit to be an associate of gentlemen. Charges
2 4, 8 and 9 are too serions to be believed, and yet it
appears almost incredible to believe that a respectable
nsewspaper would bring such charges against a publie
nan. knowing the severity of the penalties that would be
entailed, were the charges to prove without foundation,whether they are truc or whether they are false, these
charges should be made the subject of a most searching
enquiry, for the resent state of things is a crying scandalto uie whole of the Dominion.

" If the charges are truc, Commissioner Herchmer
ehould be dismissed from the force; if the charges arefalse and malicious, then should the writer of the articles
be punished to the utmost limit of the law. It will beseen that the matter bas been brought before the noticeof the iembers of the Legislative Assembly, and onemeniber has mqde a motion with reference to Comn.Herehmer forcing police officers to act contrary to theirConseiences-a crime of the deepest dye. These chargestine member in question, Mr. Baultan, says ha is lu apos t

'On to prove. We sincerely trust he is not. What asrme of things to hold up to the world - a commandingoflieer se base as to force his officers to act against theiretusieees--ubordinates so weak and backboneless thattueY could allow themselves to be influenced by their sourior officer, however blustering or overbearing. Thewlh e affair is very discreditable and requires a stronglight to be thrown upon it. We doubt much if Com.hLerehmser should continue to hold his position until hehas taken stepS to clearhimself, orthe Dominion Govern-ruent have ordered an investigation to be made. We trust, for the sake of the honor of the force, the charges
ln'y prove without foundation, but if truc that thesi erninent will dismiss se worthless and faithless a-servînt.

Here is another extract from the MacLeod Gazette.
. ttin sorry to weary the House, but I think it is
inportant that the evidence from the Territories

where this man presides over the police force,
should be out on record in this House, to show
that the Government ought to grant this commis-
sion which has been asked for by the hon. member
for Assiniboia. I will read what the MacLeod
Gazette says :

" The feeling that Mr. Commissioner Herchmer must
go is practically an unanimous one throughout the North-
West. The Government are fully aware that every charge
made against him by the Regina Leader and the Gazette
are absolutely true. A strict investigation will prove that
sncb is the case, and it would be a public disgrace to
retain him in his present position without such an inves-
tigation. It is not altogether improbable that the Govern-
ment will get rid of him quietly, and so avoid the very
unpleasant alternative. An investigation would comple-
tely prove the truth of everything that bas been charged
against him--of interference with police justices of the
Speance of overbearing and tyrannical conduct toward both
is officers and men, of encouraging a system of under-

hand spying throughout the force, of incompeteney in
handling a large parade, of trying and sentencing police-
men who have never appeared before him, and upon
evidence not taken by himself, of insolence to those with
whom he bas had business relations, of unfairness and
worse in letting contracts, and of generally behaving in a
way which shows him to possess an ungovernable temper,
an to be entirely unfit to occupy his present responsible
position. All these things can be proved, and the Govern-
ment know it. An investigation before a proper tribunal,
or prompt dismissal, is what is demanded,not only in the
North-West, but in the east. In this demand eastern
newspapers of al shades of opinion have joined."
I may say with regard to this sentence, it is a fact
that not only the newspapers of the North-West,
but the newspapers in the Province of Ontario and
other Provinces, after perusing the evidence which
lias been furnished by their contemporaries in the
North-West, with regard to the conduct of this
uan, have cone to the conclusion, that the charges
are well founded, and that an investigation ought
to be had in regard to his conduct. Here is what
another newspaper says, the Lethbridge News:

" THE CHARGE AGAINST COMMISSIONER HERcHMER.

"We have no desire to circulate in the columns of the
Newss scandalous stories in regard to persons occupying
official positions, nor do we wish to kick a man when he
is down; but in regard to Commissioner Herchmer we
think we owe a duty to the public to be silent no longer.
Very grave and serions charges have been formulated
against the Commissioner, which cannot be allowed to
rest without the most searching investigation, unless the
Government are prepared to sec the discipline and effi-
ciency of the Police Force impaired, if not ruined; unless
they are willing to allow the administration of justice in
the Territories to become a subject of contempt and dis-
gust.

" It bas been charged against the Commissioner in the
North-West Assembly that he bas grossly interfered
with the judicial functions of those of his subordinate
officers who are justices of the peace, dictating to them
the nature of the decisions they were to arrive at, and
the sentence to be imposed, and the Assembly bas peti-
tioned the Dominion Government to investigate the
charge by a Royal Commission.

" Nothing that could be charged against a man in Mr.
Herchmer's position could well be more serions than
this; the justices of the peace in the Territories are
called upon to decide summarily in many cases of great
mportance, and bave power to inflict very large pen-
alties and long terms of imprisonment. It goes without
aying that unless the people in the country have the
most complete confidence in the integrity and independ-
ence of the magistrates, the administration of the crimi-
nal law in the Territories must be brought into contempt.
With even a suspicion that police officers sitting as J.
P.'s are not judging of the merits of the case conscien-
tiously and independently, but are biassed by stringent
nstructions, or what amounts to nearly the same thing,
pressing advice from the Commissioner, how can there be
any confidence in the honesty or justice in the tribunal?

' Whether these charges are true or not there should
not be a moment's unnecessary delay lu ie most strict
nvestigation of them. They must be proved true or
false ; the people must be satisfied that the fountains of
justice are clean and pure, and if the Commissioner is
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guilty of the charges laid against him he must be re- alleged false statement about a sirloin of meat. It has
moved. since turned out his statement was perfectly true. The

" Scarcely less serions are the charges made by the whole of August tbis man was boozy, more or less, under
MacLeod Gazette and Regina Leader against the Com- the influence of this 4 per cent. beer. He drew his savings
missioner of gross misconduct in connection with the late out of the bank and must have spent $100. He wasdrunk
visit of the Governor General to the Territories, and of on the last day of August andgiven two months by Major
habitual tyranny and injustice in bis administration of the Cotton. As soon as the Commissioner came to Regina it was
force. The air bas been full of rumors and scandals read out in orders that he was dismissed the force
about Mr. Herchmer, but we have not seen fit to notice On the 9th of September he was marched to the orderly
them before ; but now that the public press of the Ter- room to receive the pay for August. His pay was $21.7.
ritories bas deliberately accused the Commissioner of $18.66 was read out for canteen stoppage. Now we have
gross misconduct, tyranny and injustice, giving instances to give orders to the canteen on printed tickets when ve
and details, the matter cannot be allowed to rest without go on tick, and the ostensible rule is that the canteen man
an investigation. It would be a public scandal and dis- shall not give more than $5 tick. Davis said lie would not
grace to allow a man to occupy the position of Commis- pay $18.66 unless his tickets were produced. Captain
missioner of the Police Force with such charges hanging Gagnon looked for tickets and could find tickets for
over him. The Commissione r himself should be the first only $9; so Captain Gagnon closed the book. Next dav
person to demand an investigation. No honorable man Herchmer had the man before him and said: ' So yo4
should allow such charges to be made without calling won't pay $18.66? I wouldn't trust you across the room.
upon the authors of them to substantiate them, or without I'il stop it.' Davis could say nothing. If he said a word
proving their falsity before some competent tribunal. he would get extra imprisonment. There was 82.25 stoqs

" We have no wish to prejudge Mr. Herchmer; all we page for a pair of overalls by the Quartermaster. So that
say is that with such serious charges formulated against when this man, whose fault was caused by temptation
him, the Goverument cannot retiain him in the position, placed in his way by Herchmer, was turned out of bar-
nor can le, as a man of honor, continue to fill it, without racks, ha had 69 cents. He had to go from man to ian
a strict and impartial investigation of their truth or begging a few clothes-and this man, if there was any dif-
falsity. By all means let us have a Royal Commission, flculty, would be ready to risk life and limb for Queen
and let it get to work as soon as possible, and we can only and country, for lie is a fine strapping young Englishman.
hope that Mr. Herchnmer can clear himself of the accusa- " Another case showing Herchmer's interest in colleet-
tions made against him." ing beer money: A. Campbell, regimental shoemaker,
Now, Mr. Speaker, what stronaer evidence could always had plenty of money. Gagnon read out to hin

$1.80 for canteen money. He said be did not owe it. He
be placed before this House and before the coui- was brought before Herchmer and asked if lie was willing
try, that this man is unfit to hold the position he to pay it. He said not. He knew that Herchmuer would
occupies ? The public press of any country is sup- be down on him and he deserted. He was brought betore

._ t o i e the Commissioner, who gave him twelve months. At tie
posed to reflect the opinion of the people, and the same time Greenway was brought before him for the
opinions of the people are expressed in these ex- same offence, and got only thirty days. Eleven months
tracts whiclh I have read from many of the leading extra for disputing a beer account with Berehmer. The
jounals af the North-West. I may say that I ,nacanten, Mr. Editor, bas been a curse, a temptation and a

have scores of other extracts which I could read to " When men are in prison look at the way they are
this House, giving testinony in the same direction treated. In the summer, when a bate- was sent to water
proving that this mian is entirely untit for tise posi: the tyrant's garden, he said to them: 'If you don't do it

well I will put you on bread and water.' And evein on
tion le occupies, and that the Governient ought Sunday they are not allowed to rest, but are made to pipe
to grant a commission to enquire into his conduct the head ropes."
so as to give confidence to the people of the North- I might go on reading extracts without nber
West Territories, that not only the administration with regard to the conduct of this man and the
of the law will be carried out with justice and with management of the North-West Mounted Police.
effect, but that the control of this police force will When the opinion of the newspapers of the North-
be placed in the hands of a man who is fit to man- West is so decided, when there is an unanous
age a force of men, and who is not carried away by opinion with respect ta the conduct of tiis toast,
outbursts of passion on every occasion, and wso there should a no hesitation on the part of tie
will not allow his personal feelings and spleen to Gaterument ta grant the enquiry asked by tie bot.
influence him in the administration of bis position member for West Assinibola (Mr. Davin>. It S su
as head of the police force. Now with regard to la the interests of Commissioner Hercsser
the charge made by the member from West Assini- himself, lu the interesto of the people of tie
boia with regard to the canteen. I have a letter North-West Terrîtories, and in the interesta of tsis
here written by one of the members of the police Hanse and the country ganerally that au its-

force which appeared in one of the papers out there.. tigation shold ha made, and that this ma
The Minister of the Interior, I believe, disputes the shonld be proved gnilty or innocent of the chantes
correctness of the statement made by the memuber bronglt agaînat hlm by almost every uewspaPerii
from West Assiniboia with regard to the conduct of the North-West. The attempt made by sOii5C
this officer in the management of the canteen. This members of the Goverument, and by sane lion.
is the letter from one of the members of the force. gentlemen opposite, to impute wrong motives tadia
He says hon. member for West Assiniboa (Mr. DaVin) With

" An outrageons case which bas occurred shows Herch- respect ta his conduct in this matter, is fot credlt
mer as forcing men to pay liquor bills, The canteen has able, knawing that the opinion in the NorthWest
been a curse. That 4 per cent. beer is poisoned with la solidiy agaist the conduct of C
drugs." Herchmer, and that the people in tie NorthVîCOt
I am not prepared to give evidence with respect Territories and the newspapar press of the couiitrY
to this, but -no doubt the hon. member for West demand at the handa of this Gavernment a praper
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), night give evidence with i cannot se hua'.
respect to the 4 per cent. beer. He-continues the Gvernnent eau refuse to grant the rettsSt

" It knocks a man al out as the worst Montana whiskey made to have a praper investigation ld. Lt las
will not do. It creates a thirst for it as no other liQuor beau stated that tie Government should euira
will do. No matter how cold, it foams right up, not, I
need not say, with the properheadof beer. A man'named' inta the matter. It is ail verye1i far the
Henry Vincent Davis joined the force September 26,1887. ment ta enquire into the conduet of ana of tiscir
He had a staff appointment the whole time. No previous own officers, but such an investigation wvul 1ot
misconduct was against him. Captain Deane once fined
him $2 for a little horse play-splashing a brother con- as effective and satisfactory as an i 7 estigatol
stable with w ater. In Angust he was admonished for an conducted with open doors by a Comittea of tlis

Mr. SOMERVILLE.
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House or by a Royal Commission, and, therefore,
the amendment proposed by the hon. member for
Marquette (Mr. Watson) should be supported by
every member of this House, I do not care what his
political opinions may be, who desires to do justice
in the premises and see that justice is done to the
people residing in the North-West Territories.

Mr. FISHER. There is a phase of this question
tiat has not yet been touched upon, although some
of the facts read by the hon. member for Brant (Mr.
somerville) had a bearing on it. I find a petition
from th e Board of Trade of Regina in which there
area numberof paragraphs relating to the canteen at
that place, and in one of those paragraphs I find a
statement in regard to a matter which this House
has more or less under charge. Paragraph 8 reads
as follows:-

" We regret that the canteen is upheld by the authorities
on the plea of discipline. It is instead a standing disgrace
to say that in a country almost prohibitory our Govern-
nent should encourage and foster a beer saloon, right in
muidst of a body of Dnen whose dut y it is to confiscate
spirituous liquors, to say nothing of the temptation it is
to those young men, many of whom are sent to this
country by parents thinking they are sending their sons
out of the reach of liquor."
This is a petition sent not by a temperance body
setting forth the evils of the liquor tratfic, but by
a body of gentlemen organised as a board of trade
and organised to regulate commerce, and this body
<leelares that this is a standing disgrace to the
country. Knowing what I know by correspon-
dence and what I have seen in the public press, it
is important that a publie enquiry should be held
into the conduct of the Mounted Police. I know
nothing of Comnissioner Herchmer, and I know
ieothing about any personal controversies regarding
hit or as to his dealings with the force ; but when
1 find such a statement as this made by the Regina
Board of Trade, and whichl regretto say isborneout.
by other statements and letters received from the
North-West Territories in regard to the manner in
w hich the liquor traffic is carried on, it is really ne-
cessary an enquiry should be made. In this connec-
tioli it hasbeensuggestedthat a departmentalenquiry
would be sufficient to meet the case. It is evident,
however, f rom the statements made by the Minis-
tel of the Interior this evening that a departmental
entluiry would not be a satisfactory one, for the
Mîister seemus to be quite satisfied with the
actions of Conimissioner Herchmter, quite satisfied
w ith the conduct of the officers and the manage-
ment of the force. WTe can quite understand that
a departmental enquiry conducted by gentlemen
5pPoinîted by the Minister, who is apparently coin-
P Itely satisfied with the position of affairs, would

> be one satisfactory to the people of the North-
West or the people of Canada at large. But I
arMte confirmation in other ways of the necessity of

til enquiry, and it is a confirmation which leads
Itl to believe that the Governient are not wholly
blamîeless in regard to the liquor traffic, and,therefore, I would suggest that an enquiry should
le conducted either by a Committee of the House
Or by a Royal Commission. I will read an extract
froim a letter I have received in regard to this
quîestion. The writer says :
beThe present state of the liquor laws is most deplora-

selYal (Lieutenant Governor of the Territories)
gran ýeinit t ail aPppicants irrespective of wliat use

und emade of same, and hotels are selling right along
Lindler the nose of the officiais. I enclose a elipping froa corres ondence in a Winnipeg paper referring to thispoint. can vouch that the report is true not only of this

place, but ail along the line, and the general impression
is that the Government favor the introduction of license,
and that Royal is working up the license sentiment for
them. As regards 4 per cent. there is none of it sold.
There were a few consignments at first, but the wash was
a bastard beverage pleasant to no one, and anything fur-
ther sold has been nearer 40 per cent. than 4 per cent."

This, Sir, is the evidence of a gentleman who
was well acquainted with the country, and who
was in business, not in Regina, but in a neigh-
boring place, and who knows the position of affairs
with regard to the liquor traffic in the North-West
Territories. The newspaper clipping which lie en-
closed to nie is the following, and it goes even fur-
ther than his own words:-

"The prohibitory law supposed to be in force in the
Territories is, under the administration of the present
Governor, the veriest farce. He has laid down the princi-
ple that ie has no right to grant a permit to one man and
refuse one to another, se he grants them to ail applicants.
The proprietors of both hotels in this town are now sell-
ing liquor with scarcely any attempt at concealment.
The modus operandi js to get ail the boarders and bar-
room loafers to apply for permits. The proprietor sup-
plies the permit fee and imports the liquor under the per-
mit. Should the poliee make a search and fiud liquor (as
was done here not long since), he produces enough of these
permits to cover the liquor found, and the police, I un-
derstand, are imstrueted to accept such as satisfactory.
Such, certainly, was never the intention of the Act, but the
officiais, allowing the law to be made a farce of, are
designedly, some think, working up a feeling among the
people tlia even straig t license is better than the pre-
sent systeun (as administered)."
Now Sir, that is a pretty state of affairs to be heard
of in regard to the administration of whatissupposed
to be, and what has on various occasions been
boasted to be, a prohibitory liquor law in the
North-West Territories. It is evident from this
statement, and from the statement which mîy hon.
friend from Brant (Mr. Somerv-ille) read a few
minutes ago, that the way in which this law is
administered and is enforced by the Mounted Police,
is not carrying out the full intention of the law
when it was passed. It is true that you can hardly
expect the officials there to carry out this law when
such encouragement is given them, as that they have
a canteen establishel, as I understand, for selling
liquor, right in their barracks at Regina. If a
gentleman who controls that force, so far forgets
himself as to be concerned in the management of
that canteen and the selling of liquor there, as he
apparently is. to lis own force and to those men
who are entrusted with the carrying out of this
prohibitory law, it is no wonder that we have the
evidence that that law is a farce, and that the
carrying out of it is a disgrace to the community,
and a disgrace which reflects not only on the people
of the Territories, but upon the whole people of
Canada, and upon this Parliament, for this Parlia-
ment is responsible for the law. I can tell the
hon. gentlemen who sit on the Treasury benches,
that they are responsible for the fact that this law
is evaded in the way it has been.

Mr. DALY. I move the adjournment of the
House.

General LAURIE. I cannot couceive wlat
bearing the remarks of the lion. gentleman who-
spoke last has upon this question which relates to
Colonel Herchmer's conduct in the command of his
corps.

Mr. DALY. There is a motion before the Chair.
I moved the adjournment of the House.

An hon. MEMBER. He is speaking on the
motion.
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General LAURIE. I would wish to offer one or
two remarks on this question. It does appear to
me that it is going rather far,, that the House
should be asked to appoint a committee to enquire
into a dispute between a commanding officer and
some of his men It is going far beyond the usual
practice of the service, and I presume the Mounted
Police are dealt with and handled as an ordinary
military body. I can quite understand that a
complaint of the commanding offlicer's unfitness
to command should be brought up in this House,
and that it should be dealt with by the Department.
It is right that the head of the Department should
make enquiries and report to this House the result
of his enquiries ; but to press that a parliamen-
tary committee should be appointed is, I think,
going further than is necessary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a Royal
Commission that is asked for.

General LAURIE. I understood that it was a
parliamentary committee, but surely this is a matter
for departmental enquiry -? Th at, I think, would be
sufficient to deal with the case. I certainly think
that Commissioner Herchmer, after the way his
name bas been bandied about, might j ustly ask that
his conduct be enquired into by the Department,
but, certainly, a Royal Commission is beyond the
needs of the case.

Mr. DAVIN. I bope that my bon. friend
from Selkirk (Mr. Daly), who takes such a deep
interest in this question, will not press his motion
for an adjournnent of the debate. I think it is
not desirable that the question should be evaded
in this way, and I would rather see the amend-
ment of the bon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson) voted down, than evaded in that style.
Now, in reference to what the Minister of the In-
terior said about myself and the visit of the Governor
General, I took some interest of the visit of Ris
Excellency. I accompanied him next morning on
to the grouind, where he shot, and where he made a
bull's eye. I had the honor of dining in his com-
pany, and I sat by the side of His Excellency.
Of course, Sir, I grant that I drove in a buck-
board, and I drove a small broncho, which the bon.
gentleman describes asa cayuse, with some contempt.
I am not at al surprised that lie should regard a
cayuse and a buckboard with contempt. I cannot
afford to flaunt in a carriage and pair as he can ;
I did not have his advantages, and if I had had
his advantages I migbt not have made the use of
these advantages that lie bas made. I was not for
ten years trying to pick the eyes out of the country ;
I was not for ten years occupying a high position,
and the whole fime, with my eyes open, watching
how I could fatten ny own purse. I was not
doing that, and so I can only afford to keep a
cayuse, and I cain only afford to drive in a buck-
board ; but, Sir, I would rather drive that cayuse
and sit in a buck-board than drive in a carriage
and pair, and to feel that the noney that bought
the carriage and pair had been got in an improper
way.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must ask the bon.
gentleman to withdraw that.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I cannot allow the remarks
of the hon. gentleman to go unchallenged. I must
ask that they be withdrawn. I think they are
most uncalled for. I will not allow any man, par-

Mr. DAY.

ticularly the bon. member for West Assiniboia
(Mr. Davin), to make that accusation against me,
without asking him to withdraw it. If lie does
not withdraw it, I will take means to make him
withdraw it.

Mr. DAVIN. That part of my remarks which
is unparliamentary, I withdraw. I said

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; withdraw.
Mr. DAVIN. I will withdraw any part of my

remarks that is unparliamentary. I said-
Some bon. MEMBERS. Chair.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The bon. gentle-

men charged the hon. Minister of the Interior with
having obtained money to buy a carriage and pair
improperly.

Mr. DAVIN. I have not.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKIER. That was the direct

charge.
Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, if I
Some bon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. DAVIN. Won't bon. members allow mue
to withdraw ? Mr. Speaker, I state that I did not
make that charge. I withdraw that remark, if it
is understood so. What I stated was, that I had
not made money in a certain way, but if that is
considered in any way as a charge against the
Minister of the Interior, I withdraw it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I had hoped that
after the discussion the other night, on this
motion, the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) might
have been satisfied with what I said on the
matter, and I am especially sorry to hear that
he bas followed this up, certainly, in a very
hostile spirit towards Commissioner Herchmer.
The hon. member for North Brant (Mr. Somerville)
bas quoted a number of newspapers generally ad-
verse to Commissioner Herchmer, and has used
very strong language in respect to hirn. If you
read thein carefully, however, you will see
that they are exceedingly vague in their state-
ments, and that two or three of them apparently
are entirely ignorant of the charges themselves,
but quote from the Regina Leader, and say that it
is worthy of all credence. I do not say that the
Regina Leader is not worthy of credence when it
know s the facts which it professes to state; but I
am afraid that all these papers have allowed them-
selves to be carried away by the unpopularity of
an officer who strictly performs his duties, especially
when those duties are of an exceedingly unpopiilar
nature. To show the animus which pervades these
newspapers, you find the statement made which I
refuted the other day, that Commissioner Herchier
was utterly unable to put a body of soldiers through
their drill, that he had to get a sergeant to help
hin to do it, that he could not ride, and all that
sort of thing ? I stated that Commissioner Herch-
mer was a soldier, who had had four years' ser-
vice in the regular army, that he had been
noted as a good drill at once ; that in the
first year of his service, when he was hardly
more than a recruit, lie was employed as an il'-
structor of musketry at the depot of his regimenît,
and that he had held subsequently positions il, the
army showing that his soldier-like qualities were
recognised by his commanding officer; therefore,
the charge that he could not control a force was
absurd in itself. So with the other charges. NoW,
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the amendinent of the hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. Watson) is a limitation of the motion of the
hon. member for Assiniboia. His motion was that
tiere should be an enquiry into the management of
the force aswellas intotheconduct of Commissioner
IHerchumer ; the amendment is that there should be
an investigation into Commissioner Herchmer's con-
duct. Well, it is a very serious matter to issue a
Roval Commission for the purpose of investigating
the character of any officer holding a responsible
ofice. It presupposes that there is a very strong
case made out, somewhat in the nature of the find-
ing of a grand jury, before such a commission
should be issued. Now, I have the charge of, the
Mounted Police force in ny Department, and I
w ould be unworthy of my position if I allowed an
officer in my Department to be run down because
he bappens to be unpopular, for causes which are
not laid before the head of his Department. It
has been said that he is such an oppressor that
his officers dare not make complaints. Why,
that is a charge against the oficers as bad as
any that could be made against their com-
nanding officer-,that they are such a parcel.

of cravens, such cowards, so unworthy of the name
of gentlemen, that they would submit to be treated
as no gentleman ought to be treated, and would be
afraid to make complaints. They have not made
complaints, and, therefore, we must hold that these
men, who are holding commissions and worthily
performing their duties, have no real conplaints to
inake. So it is said the soldiers and the non-
commissioned officers have been afraid to make
complaints. Well, a great number of them have
left the force, and they have not yet made com-
plaints against Comiïsssioner Herchmer. So that
there has not been any real or substantial com-
plaint laid before the Government or the head of
the Department from any reliable source whatever.
As I stated the other day, I have heard a good
deal of Commissioner Herchmer's infirmities of
temper. Well, we are not all angels, and his
particular failing is, perhaps, an impulsiveness, a
too great desire to be a disciplinarian without
perbaps the tact of managing and at the same time
acting so as not to cause unpopularity. But, with
all that, as I stated before, and as my hon. friend
the Minister of the Interior has stated to-night, he
bas brought the force into a high state of discipline.
They have never been more efficient, I may say have
never been so efficient, as they have been since
he bas been in command. The hon. gentleman says
that there was not anything inthe statement I made,
tvhich I think was a conclusive answer as to the
popularity of the force. I stated the other night
as a fact that during the last few months out of
something like 120 constables and non-commis-
sioned officers, who had servel their five years, 75
had re-enlisted for five years more or three years
more, I am not sure which, and that a number
who had got their discharge and went away had
come back after a while and re-enlisted. The
hon. gentleman belittled that, and said that
it was because they had spent all their money at
the canteen. How absurd is that ! Those men,
while in the force, had looked out for their home-
steads and had acquired them ; they are not all
drunkards ; the vast majority of them are respect-
able, sober men ; and even those men who might
have been improvident and spent their money
during the time they were in the force, every one,

knows are strong-handed fellows, and that in the
North-West they could get employment at once,
on the very day they left the force-and my hon.
friend behind me says that a great many of them
have money in the savings banks, showing that
they had been laying up so that after they served
their time in the corps they would have a little
money to start with on their homesteads. As
regards the canteen, and the arrangements about
it, Commissioner Herchmer is perfectly free from
any charge of impropriety, because the canteen
was authorised from headquarters by myself, and
I approved of it as the best means of keeping
the men sober and regular in their habits,
for the saine reason that canteens are esta-
blished in every regiment in Her Majesty's
service, for the purpose of keeping the soldiery
from straying about and getting into low haunts of
dissipation, and destroying their morale. The
canteen is strictly managed. It is managed by a
committee of staff sergeants, men of approved good
character and conduct, and who see that every-
thing sold there is, in the first place, of good
quality. It is like a co-operative establishment.
There is only beer kept there, and that can be only
got on a permit from the Lieutenant Governor. So
that the canteen is a means of keeping the men
sober and regular, and preventing their straying
off to all the shops and inns where forty-rod
whiskey and every other abomination are sold.
With respect to the Board of Trade at Regina, the
petition, though professing to come from the
Board of Trade, comes from the Council of the
Board of Trade. There were, I think, nine
present, of whom five voted for the resolution,
and four against ; and the object of the peti-
tion may be gathered from the letter addressed
to myself by the secretary of the Board of Trade,
enclosing the petition. He gives the following
reasons for it :

"I have the honor, by direction of the Couneil of the
Regina Board of Trade, to forward you a copy of the peti-
tion praying that the canteen at the Regina barracks may
be closed up at once, as it is very detrimental t o the mer-
chants of this tow. Some of them are almost dependent
upon the barrack trade for their living."

The merchants want to sell the beer and the whis-
key, and object very much to these sales being
made in the canteen, managed by the men theni-
selves, and where they obtain goods of good quality
at reasonable prices--at wholesale prices, I take it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is that the meaning of
this petition ? Or, rather, does it not mean that
the men can spend their money in that way, which
otherwise would go in the purchase of other goods?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Do they not sell
groceries at the canteen ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, they have
a right to sell groceries. They have the right to
buy as ceaply as they can.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not under
the National Policy.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be
no objection to that. I would be quite unworthy
of my position were I to allow this investigation
into the conduct of Colonel Herchmer who, I be-
lieve, to be a good officer and a good man, although
he has considerable infirmities of temper. The
charge is made against him of dealing improperly
with contracts. I do not believe a word of that.
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I believe all contracts with respect to the supplies
for the Mounted Police are sent to the Comptroller,
Mr. Frederick White, by whom they are passed,
and without the assent of whom not a contract can
be given. I was going to say that I would oppose
this motion altogether, although I felt there was a
good deal to be said for the suggestion of my hon.
friend from the West Riding (Mr. Blake) who said
that there should be a departmental enquiry ; I
would not even consent to that, because there is
no prin facie case made out for a departmental
enquiry, had it not been that Commissioner Herch-
mer has asked for such an investigation; and it is
my intention to order a departmental enquiry. I
consent only because Colonel Herchmer asks for it,
otherwise I would not agree, unless ordered by the
House, to have even that enquiry. I oppose both
the amendinent and the original proposition, and
I state it is my intention to have a departmental
investigation, at the request of the Commissioner,
into all the charges made heretofore or which may
be presented against him when that departmental
enquiry is undertaken.

Mr. FISHER. I was very much surprised-
Mr. DALY. I withdraw iny motion to adjourn.
Some hon. MEMBERS. You cannot do it now.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He can, for he

had no right to make it in the first place.

Mr. FISHER. It is too late now for the leader
of the House to make that exception. I must say
I was very much surprised at some remarks which
fell from the leader of the Government on the sub-
ject of the canteen, to which he alluded in such
feeling terms. The right hon. gentleman has, on
several occasions, spoken about that matter, but
has never come out boldly in expressing his views,
and those of his Government, on this question of
the liquor traffic. A more damaging exposure of
mismanagement in the North-West, as regards the
liquor traffic, I have never heard. The First Min-
ister told us that he authorised the establishment
of the canteen in the barracks at Regina, in order
to save the Mounted Police from coming out and
getting liquor in the town. But the hon. gentle-
man must know perfectly well that in the
Territories liquor is not allowed to be sold,
and these men, to whom he gives this license,
are the very men who are the instruments of
seeing that liquor is not sold in the Territories.
These men are setting the example, by the author-
ity of the hon. gentleman, to the inhabitants, of
drinking their beer whenever they think fit to buy
it and everything else as much as they like. In
that territory in which the hon. gentleman knows
it is his duty to Parliament and the country to see
that liq uor is not sold and to see that the laws of
the land are maintained, he gives his authority
to have these laws violated, and the very men who
ought to see that the law is carried out are encour-
aged in breaking them.

Mr. LAURIER. It is with some degree of dis-
appointment that I have listened to the remarks of
the First Minister on this occasion. I hoped the
last time this question was before the House, that,
when it came before the House again,the hon. gen-
tleman would be disposed to deal with it in a man-
ner totally different from the spirit he exhibited
on this occasion. True, he has consented to a de-
partmental enquiry into the charges made against

Sir JOHN A. MCDONALD.

Commissioner Herchmer, but lie has given his con-
sent, not because these charges have teen brought
up by a member of this louse, not because they
are supported by the press and Legislature of the
North-West Territories, but simply because the
Commissioner has agreed to it. This is the very
worst of all reasons that could be given. The best
and the only reason for granting the enquiry, is
that charges have been made, which are not frivol-
ous. I hope that the enquiry will satisfactorily
disprove the charge; but when charges of the kind
are made by a member of Parliament, speaking ou
his responsibility and under a sense of his reputa.
tion as a member of this House, and when they
are supported by the whole press of the North-
West Territories, without distinction of politics,
and by the unanimous voice of the Local Legisla-
ture, lie is entitled to better treatment than the
hon. gentleman proposes giving him. If the hon.
gentleman had stated, on the charges being made,
that lie would have a departmental enquiry, I, for
one, although the investigation would not have
altogether satisfied me, would have been disposed
to accede to it. But, under the circumstances,
I think the hon. member for Marquette ought to
stick to his motion, and have a vote takeni.
What is the only answer given to-night to the
charges which have been brought against Com-
missioner Herchmer ? I say now that I have not
the slightest prejudice against Commissioner ier-
chimer ; I do not know him ; but he is a public
officer ; he is not privileged, and lie cannot be
privileged any more than any other public oflicer.
If charges are brought against him, it is the duty
of the Government to have them investigated, and
it is the right of that officer, as well as it is the
right of the country, to have those charges properly
investigated. The only answer which has been
made is that the hon. member who brought the
charges is animated by some prejudice against Mr.
Herchmer. It seems to me that as much animus
was displayed in the reply as in the attack; it
seems to me that there was as much passion dis-
played in the reply of the Minister of the Interior as
there was in anything said by the member for West
Assiniboia(Mr. Davin). TheMinisterof theInterior,
in one part of his answer, said that all the charges
brought by the member for West Assiniboia were
untrue, and lie specified one of these charges, and
defied the lion. member to prove it ; but, at the
same time, lie refused hin the enquiry. At the
same time that he made the challenge, lie tied
the hands of the hon. member. That is not the
way for this House to deal with charges
which are made against a public officer. These
charges may be untrue. I hope they are untrue;
but how are we to decide upon that question? If
there is no reason to-day for an enquiry into the
conduct of this public officer who is charged witlh
these offences, not only by one member of this
House, but by the whole voice of the North-West
Territories in which he is now serving, if there is
no occasion now for enquiry, when shal there te
an occasion for enquiry into the conduct of any
public officer who is charged with malfeasance of
office? I say that, if.there is no occasion for such
an enquiry now, there never can be any occasion
for such an enquiry. The Minister says that no
member of the force has complained. That may
be a reason more or less good, but if no member of
the force has complained, if no officer of the police
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force has complained, is not the voice of the people
as represented in Parlianent and in the Local
Leislatiltre as powerful as any complaint of an
ofeicer or inember of the police force? I hope my
bon. friend will persist in his motion and will
divide the House upon it.

31. WATSON. I have no intention of with-
dawing my amendment. I am rather surprised
that the Minister of the Interior should try to
shield his officer in the way he bas done. I sup-
posed lie would endeavor to shield him, but I
thougbt that, after these charges had been brought
l a supporter of his own, be would be willing to
grant a commission. As far as a departmental
coinunhission is concerned I amu satisfied that it
w ould simply amount to a whitewashing of this
othcer in regard to these charges, whether they
are true or false. I do not believe they would
ever he properly investigated. We find now that
the Miiister under whose direction this man is
acting says that everything he does is right. We
find that the Minister who says he appointed him
to his present office declares that lie does every-
thing that is right. He says that since Mr. Herch-
mer has been appointed, the cost per man of the
police force bas been much less than it was before.
These arguments are most absurd. It was absurd
to use such an argument as that, when we know
thbat all the stores are now taken in by rail
instead of by cart, as they were previously. As to
the efliciency of the force, which the hon. gentle-
man bas increased under Mr. lerchmer, I contend
that the North-West Police force never did better
work than they did when there were only 300 men
there, when the country was practically a wilder-
ness, w-lien there was no railway communication,
and w-hen they were commanded by Major Walsh
and Colonel Macleod. I do not think that hon.
gentlemen will state that the 300 men who were
there at that tine did not perform as good or
better service than the 1,000 men are doing to-day.
The fact that Commissioner Herchmer was a
soldier before his appointment to this office has
very little weight, in view of the evidence we have
had produced before committees of this House
within the last few weeks in regard to other mili-
tary officers, and should not be accepted as proving
that lie lias been doing nothing wrong. I think
that, as we appointed a commission to investigate
the charges against another officer high in the mili-
tary ranks and not without results, which will
probably be reported to this House within a few
days, we should also have a commission to
iivestigate the charges against Mr. Herchmer.
The First Minister says that Mr. Herchmer bas
asked for an enquiry, and that, if he had not asked
for it, he would not grant it, but Mr. Herchmer bas
asked for a departnental commission of enquiry,
knowing very well that it would prove nothing. I
an satisfied that the country will not accept simply
a departmental commission. I must say that I was
surprised at the course taken by the bon. member
for Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall), who backed up
the member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) when he
made his motion. That hon. gentleman bas evi-
dently been consulting some members of the Gov-
erment since thon, and now he is quite satisfied
with a departmental commission. We know that
it takes a very little to satisfy that hon. gentleman.
I hope that the recommendation which has been

made by many members of this House, and by the
North-WestAssembly, who voted unanimously that
a commission should be appointed to investigate
these charges, will be accepted. I have recently
seen men high in position in the North-West Ter-
ritories who have told me that nearly every one of
these charges could be proved if a commission were
granted. I, therefore, hope that this resolution will
be adopted.

Mr. DALY. It was not my intention to take
up any of the time of this Flouse,-

Some bon. 2MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) The hon. gentleman

has spoken.
Mr. SPEAKER. A great deal of this debate

bas been irregular, but the hon. gentleman bas
already spoken in moving his amendment.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) noved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Mr. DALY. It was not ny intention to take up
the time of the House if the hon. member for West
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) had not referred to myself.
He said I should have stood shoulder to shoulder
with him. If I stood shoulder to shoulder with
the bon. gentleman, in matters which he brought
up in this House appertaining to the North-
West Territories, I think I should be like our
friend McGinty, down at the bottom of the sea.
I think this House, fron the exhibition that bas
been made by the hon. gentleman here to-day, will
come to the conclusion that so far as the North-
West Territories are concerned, they might well
say : " Save us from our friends, if we are to be
represented as the bon. gentleman bas done to-day."
Now, I have no more interest in Colonel Herchmer
than any other gentleman in this House. I have
told the House upon a former occasion that the
only reason I had for saying something on his behalf
was to see that justice should be done to him, and
that a proper course should be taken in this
matter. The right bon. the Premier who is at the
head of this Department, in a former debate, stated
that he had investigated every one of these charges
made against Commissioner Herchmer and found
they had not been proven. I would refer to page
2764 of the Debates, where the bon. gentleman
spoke as follows, referring to the bon. member for
West Assiniboia :-

" Ail the cases he bas mentioned, or almost all, have
been enquired into, and in most of them his conduct bas
been supported; in some of thein ho bas been told that
he has been a little too severe, and it would appear that
his decisions have been reversed; but on the whole he
bas proved himuself a good officer, his whole soul is in the
efficiency of his force, and he bas secured that object
thoroughly well."
Now, Sir, 1, for one, think that was quite sufficient
to satisfy me, and at least the majority of this
House, that the right hon. gentleman had made an
investigation, and when he cornes down here to-
night and tells this House that he, at the solicita-
tion of Mr. Herchmer, is going to order a depart-
mental investigation, that at least ought to be
sufficient to satisfy every hon. gentleman in this
House that that investigation will be properly made.
I do not think that the insinuation made by the
hon. men>ber for Marquette (Mr. Watson), who
has just sat down, should have the slightest weight.
The source from which it comes is sufficient to pre-
vent any person in the North-West Territories or
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Manitoba from attaching any weight to it, and charges that have been made agaixst him is that
when that hon. gentleman says that this investiga- lie lias done lis wlole duty only too well. 1 a,
tion will be a farce lie is insulting this House, fot going to take up any more time of the fouse
because when the Premier, who is at the head of except to refer to a staterent made by the hon
that Department, says that a departmental investi- member for Brome (Mr. Fisher). 1etookoccasiollto
gation will be held, we have a right to believe that, refer to His Honor Lieutenant Governor Royal, an(l
at all events, it will be a thorough investigation, to charge hir wîth granting permits indiseriminate-
more especially when it is held at the solicitation ly, I am not lere to defend Mr. Royal, but I know
of Mr. Herchmer hirnself, who will be called upon sufficient about tle manner in whicl those permits
to disprove these charges, and I think we may rest are granted to say that neither Mr. Royal for bis
satisfied that justice will be done. Now, what are predecessor ever granted permits indiscrininatey
these charges? Is there a single statement that Tley are only granted on investigation to tie
the lion. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) party wlio makes application for tler. Possibly
lias made here to-night, or is there a single charge a great deal of tle iii-feeling that las been created
in the paragraplis from newspapers that have been against the present Minister of the Interior, who
read by one hon. menber, that is specific ? The was then Lieutenant Governor of the Province,
charges are general throughout, they are mere was occasioned in connection witl the granting 0f
assertions. Every paper which lias made the pernits. We know that tlere are numerous cases
charges quotes from the Regina Leader, that is of men wbo have gone to that country for the pur-
edited by the hon. member for Assiniboia. I say pose of avoiding the contaminating influences of
that there is an animus running through this whole liquor. Tbey would write to the Lieutenant Go-.
thing fron one end to the other. This is a matter ernor, wlo wouid make an investigation, and, upon
of personal spite and spleen upon the part of the finding that these men were respectable people, lie
hon. member for West Assiniboia. H1e lias been would send them a permit. When that permit
the sewer was given, their wives and tleir frîends would

Some lion. MEMBERS. Order. write to tle Lieutenant Governor to say that these
men lad corne to that country for the purpose of

Mr. DALY. If I have said anything out of avoiding the temptation to get liquor, upon which
order, I withdraw it. I was going on to say that lie would refuse to continue them the permits, and
lie lias been the conductor gas pipe through which every nan whom lie so refused wouid become bis
this stuff lias been poured throughout the length enemy. Tlere are now a great many instances of
and breadtli of the Nortli-West Territories. lielias men in tlie Northi-West Territories wlio are hostile
listened to every litthe petty charge and lias to the present Lieutenant Governor for that
repeated it, to revenge hbinseif against tliis gentle- reason. No doulit tlie gentleman wbo penned
man, and lias spread it broadcast in the Regina that letter whic was rend by the lion. member for
Leader, and tlie press troughout the country lias Brome is one of tem. At ail events, I was quite
taken up the charges that bave been reiterated, one ainused at the criticis tle lon, gentleman made
after the other, by the lion. gentlenmen and by bis upon the Lieutenant Governor, saying that lie as
newspapers, who have been making a mountain ont encouraging people to so liquor in a probibitory
of a mole isils. We know that the lion, gentleman, territory. Neither that gentleman nor many ore
witli the claractor of bis nation, is only too, glad with him couid watci every policeman and esery
to have a sweet morsel to roll under bis tongue, individua in t e Nortli-West Territories, to keep
and lie rolis it until it grows into, you migt say, tliem from drinking liquor. The lion. gentlen
a large miud bail, wbicl lie flings at bis oppo- said tldey were seling this 4 per cent. beern rte
nents. So far as these charges are concerned that canteen for the purpose of giving the men a whole-
bave been brouglt against Commissioneriercmer, some beverage. I do not know wioter it is
I have not the slightest doubt that since the right
lion, gentlemen bas stated to-night that
they will be investigated by the Department,
the investigation will take place and that it
will be thorough. I am perfectly satisfied, also,
that when that report is laid before Parliament, as
it will be, we will see that every one of these
charges, or at all events, the greater part of them,
will melt away into smoke. We will find it made
evident, then, that the hon. member for West
Assiniboia lias merely fanned the flame. There is
no doubt in the world, from the manner in which
lie lias addressed the Housc to-night and from the
manner in which lie addressed this House on a pre-
vious occasion, lie lias a personal feeling against
Commissioner Herchmer. I only ask that lion.
gentleman to show towards Commissioner Herchmer
the same charity as that gentleman lias shown
towards him upon several occasions. I am satisfied
that if lie will extend that liberality to the Coin-
missioner that the Commissioner lias extended
towards him, and if lie will let the Conanissioner
alone, that gentleman will do his full duty to the
satisfaction of the head of his Department. I think
that the sole reason for a great many of these

Mr. DrLY.

sone beverage or not.

Mr. WATSON. Did you ever drink it?

Mr. DALY. I do not drink it. I have no douibt
you have. I have no doubt the lion. member is more
familiar with red ink, Perry Davis' Pain Killer
and other drinks of that kind. I gnay say that sO
far as the temperance question is concerned in the
North-West, liquor is not prohibited there, and it
would take five and ten times the present nniber
of Mounted Police to keep liquor out of that colin-
try. When the Lieutenant Governor stated that
these men were able to get this liquor in Regina,
lie was stating what the member for West Assii
boia will not deny, lie cannot, that liquor can be
got in Regina, it can be got anywhere in the
North-West Territories, notwithstanding the very
great fines that have been inflicted upon imen
for bringing it in and selling it there. I Will
say to that hon. gentleman that it will be well for

him to go up and see that country and to investigate
these matters, before he comes here to take the Posi-
tion of being the onlytemperance man in this louse.
We have the bon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jan-
ieson), .and the bon. member for Queen's, N
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(Mr. Freman) who are probably as great temper-
ance men as he is ; they have heard the debate here
to-niglt, but we have not seen them getting up
and taking exception to the remarks of the
riglit hon. gentleman and the Minister of the
Interior. We know that in times past, in this
House, they have taken a position on the temper-
ance question in opposition to that of the right hon.
gentleman, but they do not feel called to do so in
this instance. In reference to this investigation
which the hon. gentleman has promised, I am
satisfied that it will be thorough. It is in the
interest of the right hon. gentleman himself as the
head of the Department, it is in the interest of the
)epartment, it is in the interest of Commissioner

Herehmer himself, to have the investigation. As
I have said before, my only interest is in seeing
justice done to Commissioner Herchmer and justice
done to the force. It has been stated by the
hon. member for West Assiniboia and by the hon.
memnber for Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall) and
not been denied, that this force is in an efficient
condition ; that being so, the conduct of Commis-
sioner Herchmer cannot be subversive of discipline,
but it is subversive of the discipline of that force
that these charges should be published througliout
the length and breadth of that country and upon
the floor of this House. I say it is in the interest
of the force itself and in the interest of Commis-
sioner Herchmer, that an investigation should
be held at once, that it should be thorough,
and I have no doubt, after the promise made
by the right hon. gentleman, that it will be so
held, and that it will be thorough.

Mr. MACDOWALL. Before the debate closes
I wish to say a few words following the hon.
nimnber for Selkirk (Mr. Daly). He says that both
the hon. nember for West Assiniboia and myself
have spoken of the efficiency of the force, and that
the fact of my having spoken of the efficiency of
the force was evidence that the charges of the
North-West Assembly and of the member for
West Assiniboia were untrue. Now, Sir, I think
that he was illogical in that statement. What we
meant to say was that the material of the Mounted
Police force could not be excelled anywhere. I
believe at the same time that some of the officers
i the Mounted Police are as good officers as can

be found anywhere. The right hon. gentleman has
pronised us a departmental enquiry into the
conduct of the Commissioner and into the charges
bronglit against him. For my part, I am perfectly
satisfied with that course. I believe it is a proper
course to take, and I am perfectly certain that such
an enquiry will be carried out in a proper spirit,and that the right hon. gentleman wiIl be guided
by the results of that enquiry. I will, therefore,
Vote for the motion for the adjournment.

Mr. MULOCK. During the course of this debate
hon. gentlemen opposite at one time during the
speech of the hon. member for West Assiniboia
(Mr. Davin) made a demand upon him that I think
was not a fair one. The hon. gentleman was speak-
ig of certain information lie had received, and hon.

gentlemen opposite demanded from him that lie
should give the name. Now, I do not understanda member of Parliament is compelled or expected
or under any obligation to give the name of an
informer if he choose to rely upon the information,and if he pleases from his place in the House to
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take the responsibility of giving that explana,
tion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no such
rule as that.

Mr. MULOCK, I say that a communication so
given to a member is to this extent privileged, that
you have no right to ask him to give the name, or,
if lie refuses, to comment on his refusal ; otherwise,
it will be impossible for grievances to be made
known by persons who would shrink perhaps from
having their names published. The hon. member
for Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall) has boasted here
of his independence, and I think we have on former
occasions within very recent time had an opportl
nity of judging how far lie is independent. I
believe we were told by him a short time ago, just
as we have been to-night, that, in regard to a cer-
tain transaction, there was no foundation for it
whatever ; and yet when, by force I may say,
this House issued a proper tribunal to make an
enquiry, it came out that the hon. member for Sas-
katchewan (Mr. Macdowall) was entirely in error.

Mr. MACDOWALL. I think the hon. gentle-
man lias made a mistake. What tribunal has been
issued, and what decision lias been made by that
tribunal ?

Mr. MULOCK. If the hon. gentleman desires
me to refer to the matter I will do so. When the
hon. member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) made
charges against a certain officer, the hon. gentle-
man for Saskatchewan stood up and declared there
was no foundation for those charges.

Mr. MACDOWALL. I think I was perfectly
justified in the course I adopted.

Mr. MULOCK. I cite that as an illustration of
what an unsafe adviser the hon. gentleman is, when
we see him to-night declaring that lie will be
satisfied with such an enquiry as the Depart-
ment proposes to make, an enquiry that will be,
according to the admission of the First Min-
ister himself, an enquiry to defend itself.
I was pleased at the chivalrous words that fell
from the right hon. the First Minister. He said
that the officer accused was in his Department,
and that lie would be unworthy of the high position
he occupied if he did not rise to defend him. I
think it was his duty to defend his officer, and I am
glad the right hon. gentleman has acquired so much
chivalry, because a year ago I rememuber another
hon. gentlemen spent two hours, an hon. member
behind me says two days, in attacking an officer
under the Government. But the First Minister
never rose to defend him. He allowed him to be
attacked during two hours, to be within the mark,
and although I asked the First Minister if lie had
nothing to say, or if the Minister of Public Works
had nothing to say, not one of the whole baker's
dozen of the Cabinet rose and said a word in his
defence. I will now state why I am not satisfied
with the proposed enquiry of the Minister of the
Interior, irrespective of what I have already
stated. The hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick), when the matter was up before, said
this was an attack on the head of the Government
and upon the Government, and he would vote
against it, as it amounted to a declaration of want
of confidence in the Government. That is an unfair
position in which to place the question, but if hon.
gentlemen opposite say that is the proper light in
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which to construe this proposed enquiry, it is per- in discharging their duties to their country, they
fectly clear we cannot have a Government enquiry render themselves hable to be ungenerously treated
by the Government in regard to their own conduct. in this House, and, doubtless, by those opposite,
Then the Minister of the Interior bas pre-judged the outside this House.
case, and he bas disqualified himself from giving Mr. SOMERVILLE. Lt think it is important
an unbiassed decision. He has stated that these that the fouse should be put in possession of the
charges are wholly foundacionless; and if he has tizne when Commissioner Herchmer made applica-
disqualified himself, how much more bas the First tion to the First Minister for an investigation in
Minister done so, for in the most unqualified way regard to these charges. I would ask the First
he declared that this gentleman whose conduct ÎS Minister if he wisl state to tie fouse the date of
criticised is incapable of having committed the acts the letter which was sent by Commissioner
with which he is charged, and that he bas not done Hercbmer to him, asking that an enquiry should
so. The First Minister is not going to have an en- be made?
quiry to show that his whole opinion of this man's
character is wrong, that he is entirely mistaken, t r bere. IDON r he at
that he at his age is so poor a judge of human char-
acter as to have been mistaken. No. The First Mi- Mr. SOMERVILLE. Vas it previous to this
nister is going into this enquiry for the express pur- debate in the fouse or since?
pose of whitewashing bis own officer, feeling that Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has long ago
he himself is charged. I say, then, it is due to the been said that he would be quite willing to have
officer in question that his conduct should be tried the matter investigated.
by an independent trib-unal. Let no pcrson mis- Mr. SOMERVILLE. The First Minister stated
understand my position in voting for this enquiry. that he had long ago received a request from Coin-
I have not allowed my mind to be in the slightest s e
degree prejudiced against the Commissioner by bd
any of these circumstances. I do not attach any e mae in this matter. us memory must enable
importance to these ex parte statements, but I him to say wheter that as been sent before the
repeat that bis usefulness as a public man is gone
unless bis conduct is investigated by an indepen- since.
dent tribunal that will conduct this enquiry openly Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will be able to
and publicly and aIlow ail parties to appear and tell the hon, gentleman to-morrow.
prove the charges if they can, and, if they fail to Mr. DAVIN. The bon. member for Selkirk
do so, to have this officer reinstated in tbe good (Mr. Daly) in opposing tbe amedment of my hon.
opinion of the people, which is bis due. , there- friend for Marquette (Mr. Watson bas imade a
fore, say that inasmuch as the hon. First Minister speech, which I think, wben he reflects son it, he
and the Administration generally bave by their will be ashamese of. t was an ungenerous attack
action displayed prejudice, they are not to be con- without the least provocation, because when 
sidered as disinterested persons, anditis, therefore, commented on bis argument, I deat with is
necessary that an enquiry should be conducted by argument, and in analysing bis argument, I spoke
disinterested persons under sncb sufficient guaran- as one gentleman migbt speak of the argument of
tee as will entitle the wMtnesses to be examined another, and I spoke as a friend. The hon. nier
under oath, and in order that the public generally however gets up, and witout a shadow of found-
may tender evidence. A departSnental enquiry is ation, he makes the suggestion that, in some way or
an enquiry of a friendly character, it is one ia other, I had received some favor of some kind fron
wbicb sto evidence is taken under oatb; and bow, Commissioner Herchmer. state, Mr. Speaker,
therefore, can it be an enquiry in regard to facts from my placein Pariament, that there is notatitte
wbich are in issue ? These charges are tot going of foundation for any such statement. Lt is a state-
to be admitted. There will be a conflict of testi- ment for which he bas no the least justification
mony. How, therefore, can an effectuaib enquiry and it is made with the same recklessness in which
be carried out by the Department ? Sncb a pro- he vented bis surmises against tbe legisative
position is not a satisfactory one to the country or assembly in the North-West, in bis previous

So the cause or to the officer in question, and I de- speech. Sir, the bon. gentleman farom Selkirk (r.
plore, for that reason. that when an bon. mem- Daly) is a man -of hu tor, do not know that I can
pr of this chouse, the hon. member for West ca l him a man of wit; bis repartees nearly aliars
Assnboa (Mr. Davin), chooses to take upon take the for of some personal fling, and hen

inmelf the odium and the onus of pressing for my hon. friend the member for Saskatchewan (mr.
such an investigation as the hon. gentleman pro- Macdowall) interrupted him dering this debate,
poses, he should be inade the party accused. and told him there was n foundation whatever
Some non. gentlemen have sougt to urn the for saying that the members for this fouse had
whole debate against hisn. Just as we know been refused anything by Commisioner terchines
the counsel in a case turns against his fellow be at once said that, "I did not say that, but
counsel, w en there is no other defence. I think if the cap fits you, you can wear it, w-a InOst
that the conduct of those who have criticised refined, a most dehicate sally. Lt stanps the
the conduct of the member for West Asoiniboia hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) as ainr
(Mr. Davin) is not worthy of the occasion. Lt of quick wit and ready repartee and as one cap,
is fot jut to the hon. gentleman, it is no juast to ble of being an ornament to easny assenblY,
this Parliainent, it is ot fair that when any hon. And, Sir, to-night, what does this hon. It iosat
gentleman, ia a sense of duty, wishes to take do, who L thought was a personal friea ofimine,
upon himself la the interet of the country, an The hon. gentleman frnds it necessary t ( get Mr, net
npleasant taak that he should be attacked, and ta defend Mr. Herchmer, but th attack me for doig
that hon. members of this House shoud feel, that whatthe hon. member for North York(Mr. Mulwk)

Mr. Muxoc.
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properly describes as a nost unpleasant duty. Does
aiv man suppose that it is a pleasant thing for
me to be opposed to the right hon. gentleman at the
head of the Govermnent ? What can I gain by
taking a course which the right lion. gentleman is
opposed to, and when he is opposed to it, it means
his whole party.

Ai hon. MEMBER. Not all of them.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes; because lie has great influ-
ence, and properly great influence over his party.

Mr. McMULLEN. With one exception.
Mr. DAVIN. No; there is no exception. The

riglit hion. the Premier has as much influence over
the mailn who is speaking now as lie has over any
of his party. I may tell you that if the frowns of
the right hou. gentleman have any terror for me,
it is only because of my affection for him. It is
that alone which arms that frown with terror for

ne. But, Sir, I say that nobody can have influence
ov er me to the extent of preventing me doing my
duty ini this House. I have a duty to perform and
I do not care how it may result to myself. I can
piarody the words of Edmund Burke and say:-

" I know the map of Canada as well as any man, and I
know that the course Itake does not lead to preferment.''
But, Sir, I am taking a course to do my duty, and
when I do this, my hon. friend from Selkirk
(Mr. Daly) who, in a sense, comes from the West,
and who shows to-night, as lie has shown before,
that lie knows nothing about this question, comles
forward to throw unworthy and foundationless
flings at a man that lie ought to consider and regard
as a colleague. The other day I treated him very
differently. The other day lie came to me and to
other North-West members; he wanted to organ-
ise a deputation of remonstrance to the Minister of
the Interior. I and others agreed to go with
him ; I agreed to make that remonstrance, and
what did the hon. member do? He funked and
fled like a coward.

Soime lion. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. DALY. I wish to make a personal expla-

nation.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. DALY. I rise to the question.
An bon. MEMBER. Don't interrupt him. Wait

til1 lie is finished.
Mr. DAVIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I was quite

ready to go with the hon. member, but as I say he
went to Montreal, and we heard no more about
the deputation.

Mr. MU LOCK. What was it about?
Mr. DAVIN. It does not matter now, but I

want to show the way I deait with him. The hon.
memuber for Selkirk said that there is nothing
specifie in the charges I made. Why, Sir, any one
who followed my statement knows that I did
make specific charges, and the hon. member for
W est Durham (Mr. Blake) who was a little déftant,
said, notwithstanding, that while there were somegeneral charges, some of thein were so specifie that
they ought to be taken into account. Yet the
hon. mlember for Selkirk gets up and he has sum-
Imuoied audacity enough-I do not think that is
too strong a word to use-he has summoned auda-
city enough to stand up and say there were no
Specific charges, when the evidence to the con-
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trary is recorded in Hausard. The hon. member
also quotes the right hon. the Premier, who said
that some of the charges had been investigated,
and some had been found not to be true. Of course,
it is implied by that that some were found to be
true, and I believe that it is a fact that some of the
decisions of Mr. Herchner have been condemned
by the Departnent and have not been allowed to
be carried out. Now, Sir, I repeat that I have no
personal end or aim in this course I am pursuing.
I am expressing the opinion of the Territories.
That is my sole object in doing this unpleasant
duty, and when 1, so to speak, find myself like
Ajax defying the lightning, I think it is
pretty hard to see the issue abandoned, another
issue sought to be raised, a red herring to be drawn
across the scent and the mind of the Hlouse diverted
from what is really before us.

Mr. DALY. I desire to make an explanation.
The lion. member says lie agreed to corne with me
on a deputation to the Minister of the Interior,
and that I funked it by going to Montreal. I desire
to say to the House that such is not the fact. It
was on Saturday, I think, that I saw the hon. gen-
tleman, and on Sunday I received a telegram at 9
in the morning, asking me to go to Montreal. I
went there expecting to get back on the Tuesday,
but, unfortunately, I was detained and did not get
back until Wednesday. When I was in a position
to go with the other members, the hon. gentleman
was not to be found, and that is the reason the
lion. gentleman did not corne with me.

Mr. DAVIN. That is not so. When the hon.
member came back from Montreal, I asked him
what about the deputation, and he never said a
word whether lie would have the deputation or
not.

Mr. SPEAKER. That has nothing to do with
the question.

Mr. MITCHELL. It would be very interesting
to some of us on this side of the House who have
listened to this discussion if these hon. gentlemen
would tell us what all these troubles were about,
and what this remonstrance with the Minister of
the Interior was for. Were they refused a favor ?
Was my hon. friend opposite ambitious for a posi-
tion in the Department of the Interior ? It has been
said they were both ambitious for it, and thought
the hon. Minister ought to have stepped down and
out and given them the place. I think they would
gratify some gentlemen on this side of the House if
they would take us into their confidence and tell
us what all these troubles are about.

Motion to adjourn withdrawn.
louse divided on the amendment of Mr. Watson:

YEAs:

Amyot
Bain (Wentworth),
Barron,
Béchard,
Boisvert,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Brien
CampLell,
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Casey,
Choquette,
Cimon,
Davies,

ssieurs
Gillmor,
Godbout,
Innes,
Jones (Halifax),
Kirk,
Lang,
Laurier,
Livingston
Macdonald (Huron),
McMillan (Huron),
McMullen,
Meigs,
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Mulock,
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Davin, Neveu, Mr. BLAKE. When the proposai was made
De St. Georges, Paterson (Brant), for a Select Committee with the object which the
Dessaint, Purcell,
Doyon, Rinfret,
Dupont, Robertson, would be necessary to give special instructions'to
Edgar, Ste. Marie, the Comrnittee. 1 ar glad to observe that that
Eisenhauer, Scriver,
Ellis, Somerville, fa
Fiset, Trow. though 1 think it should have been accepted in
Fisher, Watson. the first instance. 1 agree that this is tht best
Geoffrion, Wilson (Elgin).-52. way to remedy the defect iu the instructions, and

NFys: that the motion ought to h pass.
Messieurs Motion agreed to.

Audet, Landry2Bergeron, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Bowell, LaRivière,
Boyle, Laurie (Lseut.-Gen.),
Cameron, Lovitt,
Cargill, Macdonald (Sir John),
Carling, Macdowall,
Carpenter, McOnhia,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), McDonald (Victoria),
Chapleau, Mcbougsld (Picton),
Cochrane, McKay
Cockburn, MeMilln (Vaudreuil),
Colby, Madili,
Coughlin,Mas,
Curran, Mis (Annapolis),
Daly, Moncrieif,
Dawson, Montague,
Denison, Patterson (Essex),
Desjardins, Pope,
Dewdney, Porter,
Dickey, Putnam,
Dickinson, Riopel,
Earle, Roone,
Ferguson (Leeds and Gren.), Smnl,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Smith (Ontario)
Ferguson (Welland), Taylor,
Freeman, Temple,
Gigault..Téin
Grandbois, (Sir John),
Guillet, Trwit
Haggart, suasse,
Bale, Wallace,
Hall, Wardy
Hesson, Weldon (Albert),
Hickey, White (Csrdwcll),
Jamieson, Wilmot,
Joues (Digby), Wilson (Lennox),
Kenny, Wood (Westmoreland).-76.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. member for Brock-
ville has not voted.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville.) I have paired with
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
I would have voted against the amendment.

Amendment negatived, and main motion nega-
tived on the sanie division.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 1 a.m.
(Tuesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TuEsDAY, 15th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ALIEN LABOR BILL.

Mr. TAYLOR moved :

That the Select Committee to whom was referred Bill
(No. 9) to prohibit the importation and migration of
foreigners and aliens under contract of agreement to
perform labor in Canada, have leave to make a special
report.

Mr. MITCHELL.

Mvir. lA i Ln. 1 nOW Deg leave to present the
report of the Committee.

OFFICIAL DEBATES.

Mr. DESJARDINS presented the first report of
the Select Committee to supervise the Official Re-
port of the Debates of the House.

CRIMINAL LAW.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 65) further to amend the Criminal Law.-
(Sir John Thompson.)

(In the Committee.)

On section 2,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This section was

allowed to stand, in accordance with the suggestion
of the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon), in
order that it might be redrafted. But on coin-
paring it with the original Act, I think, it will
answer all purposes and had better remain as it is.

On section 6,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would ask the

Committee to reconsider section 6, for the purpose
of adding a sub-section. The object of the anend-
ment is to prevent cases, which may possibly
occur, of penalties being inflicted on females who
have committed the offence under constraint or
fear ; and the way in which I propose to deal with
this, is by providing that it shall be discretionary
with the court or judge, to inflict punishnent or
not in such cases. These are the words I propose
to add :

Provided that if the court or judge is of opinion that
the female accused was a party to such intercourse only
by reason of constraint, fear, or duress of the other
party, the court or judge shall not be bound to impose any
punishment on such persons under this section.

Mr. BLAKE. I must confess I have soime ap-
prehension that this is hardly likely to efficiently
serve the purpose which I suggested for the con-
sideration of the hon. Minister. I suggested the
case in which a female of tender years-aiid it is
upon such that this offence is committed-who had
succumbed under the influence of fear, would be
exposed to the penalties of the criminal law. I
am not, however, at the moment, prepared to pro-
pose any more adequate remedy than the one pro-
posed by the hon. gentleman, but I confess mY
objections are not completely removed.

Mr. LAURIER. I would suggest to the hon.
Minister of Justice whether it would not be better
that the female offender should not be punished.
As a rule, she is always a person who is more or
less under the control of the maie offender. Such
cases as have come to light, are cases of assault of
the father upon the child>; and under such circum-
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stances, if you make her liable to punishment, she making the female offender subject to a penalty in
miglit be advised not to give evidence which would this matter. I followed carefully the remarks of
ineriminate herself. The end of justice, which is the Minister of Justice, but it did appear to me that
to punish for any infamous crime, would be best the one point upon which he laid most stress was
served if the male offender were alone punished. that, where these parties were defying public

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.. No doubt, in most opinion and defying State and Church together, by
cases, the rule proposed would be a just one, but, continuing to live together, there was no way of
not by any means, in all. There have been some preventmg it except by makng both parties liable
cases in which the female has been guilty in as to penal servitude for a term of years. If the male
high a degree as the other party to the offence, and offender is subject to this punishment, it seemns to
of perfect conpetence as regards freedom from re- me that there is no necessity for inflicting the
straint or duress. I had, when introducing the penalty on the female offender. If, in addition
Bill, a letter from a very high authority stating to the natural reluctance which such parties
there was one notorious case-- and I mentioned it would have to bear testimony, you add the pun ish -
in moving the second reading of the Bill-in which ment, even in the modified form which has been
the father lived in this condition with his daughter, suggested for the female, you will, I think, inter-
and they had a number of children. They defied fere with the ends of justice. I know that the
all reinonstrances and threats on the part of the Minister of Justice is anxious, as we are, that this
authorities. In such cases, the only possible horrible brutality, which has, I am, sorry to say,
mseans of preventing the continuance of the offence occurred too frequently of late years, should be
woul be to punish both. stopped, and I go with him so far as to think that

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me the example imprisonment and flogging should be inflicted on

does not at all justify the theory, because it 1$ the guilty party ; but I believe the guilty party to
evident that the father must have obtained author- be, not in nine cases out of ten, but i 999 cases
itv over the child when of tender years, and have out of 1,000, the masculine offender.
kept that authority. Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) When this takes place

ic JOHN THOMPSON. But if she is under the form of marriage, both parties can be
o age and the milf hilrn convicted by evidence apart from themselves ; but,hae and the niother of a large family of chldren, when the crime is committed without the form ofsue is cespoîssibie. marriage, the only evidence which would be con-

Mr. LAURIER. Yes, but she must have been clusive would be that of one of the criminal
debauched and demoralised at an early day. It is parties ; so that, if you shut the mouths of both,impossible to suppose this offence was committed you will rather defeat 'the ends of justice than
except on one of tender years, who was unable to assist them. I would suggest whether, in that
resist, or unaware of the gravity of the offence. I case, it would not be better to let the woman go
cemember a case in Montreal, sone twenty years free, so that you will ensure the right to obtain
ago, i which the father had taken advantage of her evidence.
liii daughter, some twelve or thirteen years of age. Mc. CURRAN. I thik the vecy fact that the
His children were brought up in such a state of woman would give evidence would be a guaranteeinsnorality and degradation that it would be hard to the court and jury that she was not guilty, andto visit any crimniai intent on the child. would ensure her acquittal. I sympathise entirely

Mr. BLAKE. I would submit for the consider- in the views of the hon. member for West Dur-
ation of the Comnittee, and especially of the ham (Mr. Blake) and his colleagues. I am sure
Minister, that we have to deal with the balance we are all of the same opinion. To My mind, weOf conveniences and inconveniences, and with the are making a big step if we adopt the views of the
balance of difficulties on one side or the other. In Minister of Justice; but I should like very much
the great bulk of cases, I think it will be admitted, to see that in all cases where the offence has notthiat you have but one criminal, and, if the chance been committed under the form of marriage, theof bringing that criminal to justice in the great bulk female should be considered innocent.

atie cases is going to be diminished by a law which Mr. BLAKE. It is possible that we may beiakes the other party, who is not substantially drawing anAct here which will defeat itself in theeciiisissal, liable to fourteen years' imprisonment, great bulk of cases. What is going to be doneare we not, for the sake of the exceptional case when you are indicting one or other of these twotr e-hid tihe hon. gentleman bas alluded, and in persons ? First, you indict the man, who isregarL to which the observation of my hon. friend generally the principal offender. The woman will
om Laurier) is of cogency, that this must have not be bound to criminate herself; it would beaw eced by the criminality of the male, taking extremely unlikely that she would run the risk ofv-ay our chances of unishmg the criminals i the doing so. My hon. friend says she would be

held not guilty.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think that the Mr. CURRAN. The presumption of the courtdanger of a suppression of the evidence is removed would be that she is not guilty.

Lv the penalty which is provided. This seems to Mr. BLAKE. But we are dealig with the
lee thne 11y way by which to stop the offence, to probability of advancing justice, of securing thelep oth the offenders know that they are liable t, condemnation of the really guilty party, and
bieshoeI ink that is safer than it would when the woman is liable to be placed in the dockto declare that the female shall not be punish- ou account of the commission of this outrage onable under any circumstances. herself, by her own relative, it may be, you can-
to -i- RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like not impress upon her a calculation of chances that

S oin iny protest to that of my hon. friend from by giving ber evidence, though proving herselfQnebec East (Mr. Laurier), as to the inexpediency of guilty, she may yet be making a door of escape.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We will let that

clause stand.
Mr. BERGIN. I would like to recall the atten-

tion of the Minister to section number 2, of his
amended Bill. If it is at all like the original Bill,
it is likely to do very serions damage in the coun-
try. Now, if this becomes law, as it appears here
in the original Bill, no man will be safe to take
employment in any mill or factory in this country,
where females are employed, because, at any
moment he would be liable to blackmail ; in any
quarrel, or any ill-feeling, or any spite on account
of his refusal to raise the wages, or to give them
holidays, he will be liable to be victimised by a
bad girl, or two or three bad girls, who may associ-
ate together for that purpose. I think the
Minister would do well to reconsider this clause,
and to make it less broad than it is. It is not con-
fined alone to the superintendent of a factory, but it
extends to any one who is employed with females,
who has anything to do with the control or the
direction of a female in the factory in which she is
emnployed.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to find that my
hon. friend has taken exception to this clause. I
pointed out this very objection when the Bill was
under discussion in its original shape, and I have
not altered my views at all. I think the Bill is
very severe upon the proprietors of mills, upon
the managers of factories, and the worknen eau-
ployed in them. If the Bill is a necessity at all, it
should go a great deal fnrther, and include all
females who are employed by men, whether as
housemaids, or cooks, or servants, or typewriters,
or shop girls-or any class of that kinîd. I think
it is unfair to place a certain class at the mercy of
what ny lion. friend has described as loose women,
and leave another certain class perfectly free. I
must again reiterate the objection to the second
section of the Bill in its present form. Eitlier
there should be less of it, or a great deal more.

Mr. BERGIN. I must correct the statement of
my hon. friend, who describes as loose women
those employed in factories. Of course, where
there are a large number of women, five or six
hundred, or a thousand, it would be very extra-
ordinary if there were not some impure women
amongst them. But I do not think any one ought
to characterise the girls employed in factories as
loose women. As a fact, I believe they are as
virtuous a body of women as there is in the com-
munity. I quite agree with my lion. friend from
Nortliumberland, that if this Bill is to apply only
to factories, it is a reflection upon the character of
girls employed in labor, to their very great dis-
advantage. I quite agree with my lion. friend,
that this Bill, if it becomes law, ought to be applied
to other classes of women who, as lie says, are em-
ployed as housemaids, or cooks, or shop girls, or
typewriters, and Government clerks as well.

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to put my lion. friend
right. I certainly did not class the girls employed
in factories as loose women. I meant to say, that
there is in every community certain loose women,
and my lion. friend referred to the fact that there
ought to be protection against loose wome1i. I did
not for a moment pretend to convey the imputation
that the class of girls employed in workshops or
factories are of loose character. As my hon. friend
says, there are in all communities women of that

Mr. BLAKE.

class. I think, with him, that this section either
goes too far or it does not go far enough. Either
protection should be given to all women in the
employ of any person, or the section should be
struck out altogether. It is my belief, that we
would best conduce to the morality of the country
and to the prevention of what, I fear, will be a
very serions ground of trouble, by striking out the
Bill altogether, for there is an element of black-
mail contained in that section of the Bill that this
House ought not to legalise.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The subject was fully
considered the other day, and the Committee
divided upon it. I am not able to modify mny
views in regard to it, but hon. gentlemen will see,
from the reprint of the Bill, that the section has
been modified since its introduction, by allowing
the testimony of the accused person to be given in
all cases and requiring corroboration on the part of
the prosecution. If lion. gentlemen desire the Bill
to be more stringent and to apply to a larger class
of female employees, let them draw a clause to
meet the case and I shall be glad to consider it.

Mr. MITCHELL. If women thirty years of age
require protection where they are employed, either
in factories or mills, girls and women employed in
domestic service, in the Civil Service, or in any
kind of enmployment equally require protection.
Under these circumstances, I contend that either
the Bill should go further and be made applic-
able for the protection of all women as against
their employers, or else this clause should be struck
out. I move that section 2 be struck out.

Mr. BLAKE. I suggest to the lion. imember for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), that his motion
would be inconclusive; but he should wait until
the Committee report, and move his motion with
the Speaker in the Chair. We have already
divided once on this provision in the Committee.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to allow-
ing the matter to stand over until Mr. Speaker is
in the Chair.

On section 16,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose the addition

of the words " or a fine of $500."
On section 18,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. On moving the second

reading of the Bill I explained the object of this
provision. I stated that it had been asked for by
various labor organisations, who understood that
the law at present was not sufficient to exempt
them from punishment in the simple case of re-
fusing to work. The present law with respect to
trade combinations is this :

" No prosecution shall be maintainable against any ver-
son for conspiracy to do any act, or to cause any act to be
done, for the purpose of a trade combination, unless such
act is an offence punishable by statute."
The amendment I propose is simply this:

No prosecution shall be maintainable against any person
for conspiracy in refusing to work with or for any eue-
ployer or workingman, or for doing any act or causag
any act to be done for the purpose of a trade combinatiOn,
unless such act is an offence punishable by statute.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it considered to be the
law at the present time, that a combinatioi
among workingmen, agreeing not to work li aiïY
particular capacity or in any particular emnploY
ment, is an offence against the law ? It seeis tO
be a new offence against the law.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Members of trade statute which we have on thissubjeet is 35 Victoria,
organisations have been so advised, but that is not chapter 31, passed in 1872, which was a law with
my impression as to what the law is. My impres- reference to threats, violence and molestations. It
sion is that they were not indictable for a con- provided as to certain defined acts, which were the
sniracy unless the combination was for some- acts it was thougbt expedient to make punishable
thing beyond that, and included, something in specifically--certain defined acts arising in the con-
the nature of intimidation, coercion, or the boy- nection of workingren with one another, and
cottilg of a person who does work. But if there is maybe, of employers with one another-and it made
a simply agreenent among the men, in accordance these acts punishable by imprisoument, with or
with their rules, that they will not work for an without hard labor, for not more than three months.
employer, it does not render them liable to punisb- There were provisions in that statute for the pro-
ment, They have been advised accordingly, and secution, under the procedure for summary prose-
they have also been advised to the contrary ; and, cutions, by justices of the peace out of sessions; and
under these circumstances, I think it is well to a power to appeal was given. There was, also, a
say that they are not liable for a simple refusal to very proper provision that the master, or the rela-

saorku tive, or connection of the iaster, should not sit as
.r. MIITCHELL. Under these circumstances, a justice of the peace in such prosecutions. That

1 think there can br no great objection to the Act was not found satisfactory, and in 1875, by 38
ainendpent proposed by the hon. Minister. I have Victoria, chapter 39, that law was repealed tnd
iîever uuderstood that workingi-nen were liable for other specific provision was made, which, however,
a refusil to work, and I am glad the Minister in itself was nnsatisfactory. In the followiug
agrees with me, although a different opinion has year, i9 Victoria, chapter 37 (1876) was passed,
been given. s think it is quite proper that work- for which, being at that time Minister of Justice,

ien may combine and agree among thenselves I happen to be responsible. Now, by the first
tmat they will not work at any particular rate of section of that Act, the Act of the previous year

tages for any particular set of individuals, if they was repealed, and by its second section the repeal
confine the combination to that. I do not think of the first section of the original Act, 35 Victoria,
there should be any penalty for that, and I asi was eontinued, and for it was substituted a more
glad to find fr0111 the hon. Minister that under the satisfactory section, as I conceived, a as Parlia-
law there is no offence. ment approved. That new section dea t wit the

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am keeping words matter as affecting the relations of men generally,
which are in the statute and which in the Bi v and nt of particular classes of men, and it applied
had oMITitted, na Udely t to these relations certain conditions which were

ýFor the purPoses of a trade comnbination." constituted into crimes. Certain particular kinds
What I called attention to, in movihg the second of offences, now often called boycotting, and parti-

rea(iii, ws, hattheBillas 8ke fo wold aveculai' cases of a nîiarked and defined offensive char-
the efnct of rendering non-punshable certain con- ectore, sper 3 itatio l wsrepalea

r erstood t oingainst wee cieon wse, wTespecifi i y were made offences, and
aesl to ork, anI agad the Minitern it w as proviued that they should be punishable by

law, alwiouh the words of the first and second the alternaticte of fine or i(p8isonmewtsumparile;
ngies : but that, istead of there being an appeal, if the

- maember of a trade combination," accused party objected to beig tried before the
tas thought, went far in restricting offences to summary tribunal, the case sould forthwith be
those punishable by statute. We bave confined treated as an indictable offence and prosected as
the wording to : snch accordingly. Then the fourth section estab-

hdoes any et or cause any act to be donc for the purpose lshed for the first time the law as it stood until
c tombination.m the Revised Statutes, with reference to this parti-
Mr. BLAKE. My opinion is, that the revision cular subject of conspiracy, and its provision is that

of the statutes bas effected a very serions ang preju- to waich I particnlarly wsh to draw the attention
icial alteration of the law, in respect to the par- of the Cof rittee and the Minister of Justice. The

ticular class of transactions to which this law was fourth section provided:
devoted. For îny part, I 'was apprebensîve, when I "That no prosecuinsa emitial gis&'w the clause in the shape in which the h'on. gen- cto hl emitial gis

tienn popoed ~- -' bard easns erson for conspiracy to do any aet, or to cause aay set to he" p , and ite wici lie donc, for the purpose of a trade combination, unlss suchP5 d\e, tnat the diminished effciency which the law actfs n offence inditable by statute, or is punishable
eads under tbe ReisedStatutes, would be altogether ctder the provisions of the Act hereby ameded; nor

removed. I rn therefore, n iglad see that shacn anw person who is convicted under any snc arose-
ami o e nto cution, e iable to any greater punishament tha is pro-

lhatever be the prefatory chan es, the eon. gertne- vided oy fc statute, or by t e said Act as hereby
ni has, at any rate, resolved to leave that a aendel, forthe act of which he inay have becn coi -

diiihed effaceucy intact. My acs p cpressio c a oret i re f h
il that the original effciency ought not to have The statute then defines what a trade combina-
then mmpaired ; that the reference to that particular tion i . Now mark tbat tbe law of conspiracy -as
thess of offences with whch the Revised Statutes thus swept ont of ail operation in connection with
deal, and which was originally deat with by prior ets doue for the purpose of a trade combination,
legislation .to wbich I sha refer, shoutd remain, except in two classes of cases unless the act doue
a rd that the whole and entire vigor of the excep- was an offence indictable by statute, or nless it
tiO

1 
which was made as to statutable crimes was an offence punishable under this particular

dioald be preserved. In order that the position Act, in which case, though not necessarily,. an
tich I take on this subject may be apprehended, indictable offence, it was an offece of that particu-
g will bave to trouble the fouse with a brief lar character and defined in that particular unay by
reference to the statutes as they stood. The earliest the very Act itself, as have described a moment
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ago. Therefore, the law of conspiracy was abro-
gated, as to trade combinations, except in this
particular class of offences defined, and in all cases
of such graver offences, as are offences indictable by
statute. Any conspiracy, then, for purposes of
a trade combination, to do an act punishable
only at common law, or punishable by statute
under summary procedure, was no longer criminal
and remained no longer capable of being pro-
secuted under the law of conspiracy. If it were
one of these minor offences, not raised to the
gravity of an offence indictable by statute, if
it were a minor offence punishable summarily,
it was swept out of the law of conspiracy altogether,
if done in concert for the purpose of a trade combina-
tion. Such was the law, and so it stood and gave
satisfaction until the Revised Statute passed ; but
in the Revised Statute, I find, an alteration was
made, and it reads thus:

" No rosecution shall be maintainable against any
person for conspiracy to do any act, or to cause any act to
be done, for the purposes of a trade combination, unless
such act is an offence punishable by statute."

So that you no longer have the rotection, as to
the gravity of the excepted offence, which ex-
isted up to that moment. All offences which are
punishable by statute, even though of the most
trivial character, and punishable in the lightest
way and by the most summary procedure, are
once more, by the Revised Statute, drawn within
the wide net of conspiracy, even though they are
things done for the purposes of a trade combina-
tion. This is a distinct enlargement of the excep-
tion, certainly not contemplated by me when I
proposed the legislation, or by the Houses of
Parliament which passed it at that day ; and you
will readily perceive that, having had a special
interest in this legislation, I was surprised when I
found that that diminished protection which was
still awarded by the Revised Statute it was pro-
posed further to impair by substituting offences
punishable by law " for offences punishable by
statute." I am glad we are going back thus far,
but I hope we shall go back still further •I hope
that all the protection which was given, and advi-
sedly given, against the effects of this obnoxious
law of conspiracy by the Act of 1876, will be
restored by Parliament, and that the attempt-I
do not know with what design-for all I know, it
may not be a designed attempt-to diminish that
protection and to enlarge the exception, will not,
now that the attention of Parliament is called to it'
be persisted in, but that we shall find Parliamen'
disposed to restore in its full vigor and efficiency
the Act of 1876. Now, Sir, this law of conspiracy
is a very wide law. I declare that the alteration
which has taken place renders it impossible to say
how small a matter may not now be punishable as
a criminal conspiracy, and introduces lamentable
uncertainty into the operations of trade com-
binations. I have extracted a statement made by
a very eminent legal authority, an ex-Lord Chan-
cellor of England, in one of the very latest debates
in the House of Lords, upon the subject of the law
of conspiracy, and I will trouble the House by a
perusal of it, inasmuch as it shows how wide is that
net which the law of conspiracy spreads in order to
catch the subject. Lord Herschell said this :

"I think exaggerated importance bas been attached to
the expression'criminal conspiracy.' Many most excellent
people have been guilty of criminal conspiracy without

Mr. BLAK.

being deserving censure. The law of conspiracy is awide net spread by the law of our country. An agree-
ment between f wo jseople to commit a trespass is a crijn-
nai conspiracy, for if is to do an unlawful act. An

agreement between husband and wife to smuggle goods
into this country would make them guilty of cririnal
conspiracy, for it would be an agreement to do an illegal
act. When I come to this sublect, I get a little uncom-
fortable, for I am not sure that when I visited the United
States I was not guilty of criminal conspiracy myself. It
bas been held that any combination to avoid the Maine
Prohibitory Liquor Law is criminal conspiracy. I
have a recollection of going to a watering place where
the nrohibitory law was enforced. The landlord of
the hotel was not allowed to sup ly spirits for pay-
ment, but prorised to obtain them for his custom-
ers. There was an item in mny bill under the
head of 'sundries' which covered the cost of the
spirits, and I am afraid the innkeeper and I were
guilty of criminal conspiracy. Any noble lord who bas
had experience of the criminal courts will know the
length to which the law of criminal conspiracy bas been
carried. I am not prepared to say that any agreement to
do an illegal act, or to do a legal act by illegal means, is
not a criminal conspiracy. There is a case which is an
apt illustration of my contention that there may be
criminal conspiraey, even to boycotting, without much
moral blame. There is a case now pending* * * in which
it bas been held that an agreement to boycott was an
illegal conspiracy: and I apprehend that every illegal
conspiracy is a criminal conspiracy, because it comes
clearly within the definition. That is the case of a con-
spiracy by highly respectable steamship companies to
treat people in a certain manner and so effect their trade.
Although these companies may be guilty of criminal
conspiracy I arn sure they will not feel themselves
morally to blame."

Now, Sir, what I want to press is this : that, as the
law stood as the Parliainent of 1876 passed it, we
abstracted altogether from the operation of the
law of conspiracy, all acts done in pursuance of
trade combinations, which did not fall within one
of these two categories : first, that the act was iii-
dictable by statute, and so in its nature a grave
offence, and, second, that the act was one of the
offences specified in the statute itself, and which
were particularly germane to the question of trade
combinations. For anything outside of these, that
the parties combined to do, they were free fromi
being prosecuted for conspiracy. The revision of
the law has changed that, to the detriment of the
efficiency of that protection, by substituting the
phrase " punishable by statute " for the pirase
" indictable by statute," and has, therefore, per-
mitted the application of the law of criminal con-
spiracy to acts, trivial and minor acts, done in
pursuance of a trade combination, though those
acts be not either ndietable by statute or withiin
the range of the specified crimes enunerated in the
Act itself. What I ask the Committee and the
Minister is that the efficiency of the protection
which was given in 1876 shall be restored, an
that a form of words shall be adopted which wil1

accomplish that result.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We are dealing with
a class of offences in respect of which labor organi-
sations, or, as they are knowan by statute, trae

combinations, feel apprehensive of inefficient pro-
tection under the laws which allow theim to be
formed. The legislation is restricted entirely to
such trade combinations. The particular case iii

respect of which the apprehensions of these trade

combinations exist, as I stated to the Committee a

few moments ago, is the indictnent for refusing to
work with or for any employer or workman. 11
respect of that, the amendment which I propose
completely covers the case. It declares that tley
shall not be liable for refusing to work with or for
any employer or workman. On reviewing tie
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clause which I had drafted for that purpose, but for all their purposes. Since the Bill was intro-
which was not as wide as the one I propose, the duced, they have issued a circular, to which the
labor organisations passed resolutions and memo- hon. member for Montreal (Mr. Curran) drew my
rialised privately, by circular, members of the attention yesterday, and a copy of which I received
House, asking that the Bill should be amended in this morning. That circular contains the follow-
the direction in which I have framed this amend- ing resolution :
nent. They were willing to accept the provision in " Be it resolved, that we ask that Sir John Thompson's
the Bill, provided I substituted the word " statute " Bill to further amend the criminal law be amended by
for the word " law " in the last line of section 18. inserting the word 'statute' in place of 'law.'
But I have gone a step further, and, in order that In addition to that, some eight or ten delegates,
their request be satisfied, I propose to declare representing all the trade and labor organisations,
that in no case shall they be prosecuted for waited upon the First Minister, the Minister of
refusing to work with or for any employer or Agriculture, the Minister of Marine and myself,
workman. It seems to me that in doing that I the other day, and made the request that the
meet the practical difficulty which has arisen, and simple change should be made in my Bill of in-
I conply with the request of those who have con- serting the word " statute " for "law." I think
sidered this question fully for the last few years, the section I have proposed will be an improve-
and who are most concerned in it, the trade organ- ment, and gives them further protection even than
isations themnselves; and I may say to the House that; but considering, as the hon. member for
that they have not merely considered it from their West Durham has said, that it meets the request
own point of view and their own knowledge of the put forward by these organisations, and, as far
law, but they have been carefully advised as to as I can see, meets all the practical difliculties, it
every question which might arise out of it. Under would be well to rest content with that much for
these circumstances, I hope the hon. member for the present, at any rate, unless a practicul case is
Vest Durham, after having stated the views he put forward calling for a change.

lias expressed, and having explained what his view Mr. CURRAN. Judging by the observations
is as to the distinction in the law prior to the of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
revision of the statutes and now, will not press the it would uppear as if there will not be as muel
Conmittee to widen the provision which I state to protection as forserly. Whnt we must nîso take
the House; and the House will be already aware, into consideration is the fact that these organisa-
from the requests they have had from the labor tions are advised by legal gentlemen outside, whose
organisations, meets every practical emergency views are very diferent to those expressed by hon.whiich has been suggested, and meets to the fullest gentlemen here. I have often myself, when con-extent the requests made. versien with these people, found that points which

Mr. BLAKE. Well, I retain my very strong appeared very clear to nie, were taken exception
opinion that a very important protection to the to by them, under udvice gi-en them elsewhere.
labor organisations i-n the exercise of their power The hon. the Minister of Justice has met the request
of combination has been removed, and that their of these people on their owln ground, and, per
position i-s extrenely impniredv; but ifter the hon. haps, to some extent i-mproved upon it. It isIlitleinan's statemient that le ha i-gd communi- probaly well to gihve then m what they ask.
eations from the labor organisations, ad that they Mr. BLAKE. When w-as called upon tohave iiformed hi-m that they are perfectly s vtis- legisinte on this subject, I gave what I thought
fipd wit this egislation, I shat not now ne wiser was right.
for thein than they are for themselves. Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have gien, not

ofr. LAURIER It seems to me that the labor only what I thought was r-gît, but more tian theyogaisations scarcely apprehend the distinetion sked, and do not propose to give any more.
wlhice bas jst been proposed hy my hon. friend
i-tons Durham. It i-s certinly a very i - satisfied with the clause introduced by the Minister
Pi-sotant difierence, thoughi technical, and prohnhly of Justice, for I feel i-t i-s going i-n the direction ofona tat account overlooked hy the organisati-on granting the relief which tie labor organisations
ned if the attention of the organisation had been require; but I would caîl tie attention of thefraled to it, they would have only been too gld to Minister of Justice to the fact that in the report,avail themselves of the more stringent protection Mr. Elliott, the president of that organisation, in
wi hsu beppsted by my hon. friend. referring to the clause introduced hy me iast

fir JOHN THOMPSON l The very section Session, stated that clause ws introduced B lute
wintha is ow proposedand b oug t to have men- and the clause was so crudely drawn that it wouldtined it sooner, out of deference to the ion. me- not meet the acceptace of the luhor organisations.
lier' foi West Elgi-is tIhe proposition le sul- The Minister of Justice, however, lias uccepted thecaittlled to the House lavt year. o hink he did so clause, as I introduced it last Session, wl-ch the pre-at the request of the labor organisation. I know, sidet of tie organisation said would not suit their
tiat after the Bi was i-ntroduced by hia, dele- purpe, and le ougît to remove tmn crudity w-th
gates fron the labor orencisation waited upon whchitisencumbered. Iwouldfurt-errecommed

ittdst every uember of the bouse and requested i to have cossusication with Mr. Eliott, su tît
tieir support for the Bill. But the Bill was not le may get the approval and endorsation of Mr.sstroduced early enough to reach all its stages. Elliott. If tie clause was 80 crude and unsatisfac-telegaces from a number of these labor organisa- tory when it emanated fron my hands and appearedt'os met members at the beginning of this Session, upon the Order paper is my name, I cannot under-requested that some such clause should be stand how it could lave improved so very much by
pii-,ed. I proposed the clause which is in the emanating from the iands of the Mini-ter of Jus-ey distinctly agreed asufficient tice. I suppose tie organisations of trade and labor

to by them, un ~~~Dvc ie hmeswee
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are very honest and sincere and candid, and I should
judge the Minister would do well to reconsider
the matter, and see whether the clause merits the
approval of Mr. Elliott.

Mr. BLAKE. I read that correspondence, and
I inust say I formed the conclusion that the real
opinion of Mr. Elliott was that it was not the
clause that was crude, but the hon. member for
Elgin.

On section 21,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose merely to

make a verbal amendment, by adding to line 10 the
words " by the defendant." This is necessary for
the neaning of the clause.

majority of cases tried before the unpaid magis.
tracy, the evidence is taken in the Most imperfect
form, and the magistrates are not bound to take it
in writing at all. My experience is that, even
where the evidence is taken in writing, it is merely
transcribed as a memorandum. I would suggest
to the Minister that he should insert the proviso:

Provided that the court appealed to is satisfied that the
personal appearance of the witnesses cannot be ob-
tained.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the word
"cannot" is rather strong, but I will agree to
this amendment:

Provided that the court appealed to is satisfied, by
affidavit or otherwise, that the personal attendance of
the witness cannot be obtained by any reasonable efforts.

On section 22, Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Do you propose to
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This embraces two allow testimony as to the credibility of the witness

important provisions. In the first place, it pro- in the court below?
vides that the appeal from summary convictions Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
shall be to a judge alone, and not to a judge and Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The courts have hel
jury. The hon. member for Queen's, P. E.I., called the coutrary. I know of cases whero an unscru-
attention, the other night, to the fate of appeals pulous party has left the country, so that lis
made against convictions under statutes, concerning evidence could not be obtained in the appeal court,
which public sentiment is strong. Revenue cases and the court would not permit any evidence as to
form a very remarkable class in which convictions his credibility.
are continually defcated, by the effect of public Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Perhaps, before the
sympathy. The principle upon which, I think, Bill goes through, the hon. gentleman will cal1 u'i
appeals of this kind should be regulated is that, asa
there is no jury permitted in the court of first
instance, it is illogical that there should be a jury Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I have raised the ques-
in the more efficient court to which the appeal tion myself.
is taken. The other clause is intended to meet the Mr. BLAKE. I think the statement of my lon.
difficulty of obtaining the presence of witnesses on frîend (Mr. Milîs), that two cases have corne mith-
appeal, when the original conviction has taken in bis own experience, should be a sufficieit
place on their testimony. I have mentioned cases reason for guarding against that danger.
which have occurred in British Columbia and
elsewhere, where convictions have taken place ir Jh N TO P N Af ter the worlt
under the Indian Act, for selling liquors to , the asrd he Iropose o add tne ors
Indians, for bringing liquor on the Indian reserve,
and others ; also cases under the license laws and to any other fact material to tie enquiry."
under the Canada Temperance Act, where the Scction, as amended, agreed to.
conviction before the magistrate bas very frequent-
ly taken place on the testimony of witnesses whom
it is almost impossible to keep in the country tion of the Comnittee to section 2,5, whiub iiitro)
without imprisoning them. It is, therefore, pro- duces the practice of taking a staterent for the
vided here that, when the testimony has been opinion of tbe court, and I propose to add tie l-
taken in writing and signed by the witness and lowing as sub-section 14:
certified by the justice of the peace, that evidence Where, by any special Act, it is providei that there
may be taken on the appeal. In answer to tbe sha be no appeal frou auy conviction or order, ne Pr9
observation of the bon. member for Queen's, P. E. I eeding shah be taken under this section in any case 111
(Mr. Davies), as to the obvious danger of the which sncb provision of sucl special Act applies.
evidence being taken by the justice of the peace in Mr. TAVJES (P.E.I.) I understand now, after
a very crude form, I have endeavored to provide reading this sectionmore carefully, that it will not
against that by stating that it shall be taken in corne into effect at ail unless mies are made k tie
writing and signed. It seems to mue that, in that court of appeal under Act 2 Victoria, chap. 40- 1
way, we remove as far as possible the danger of the aeadl . tise
evidence being taken loosely or carelessly. court, the section will be practically T

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) I retain my original being tbe case, the opposition I intended to Aer,
opinion. I thoroughly approve of the change will withdraw.
which the Minister has made in taking away the Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is dependent 011
right of trial by jury on an appeal. One or two the judges. 1 now ask the Committee to Fetl51 1
magistrates might try the case, but when it was to the notices of ameudments that I gave, aoc'
appealed, either party was allowed to have a jury, flrst as to section 30. I may explain brif',
though the tribunal was supposed to be more effi- to assist the Committee, that the flrst tWO 're
cient. I am not satisfied, however, that the hon. the sections which are iatroduced at the r. eqUeet
gentleman is wise in introducing the proviso at of the Provincial Governments n al
the end of thé section. There may be individual Nova Scotia, and are in accordance with Proviil
cases in which it might be desirable, but, when legislation on the same subject. Section ýo le ai
you pass general legislation to meet individual extension of thé provision in the Revised Stattes.
cases, you are apt to go wrong. In the vast which enables prisoners to bo transferred froi One

Mr. WILSOI ( w (Elgin).
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prison to another ; and this will provide that when
an offender lias been sentenced, he may, by order of
the Governor General, be transferred for the
reiainder of his term of imprisonment to any
industrial school of the Province. The next
section provides that he may be directly sentenced
to an industrial school, subject, of course, to the
control of the Provincial authorities who may
find, at any time, that a school is overcrowded.
We propose to act with their consent. In the
case of a transfer from a prison to an industrial
school, the consent of the Provincial Government
is obtained. In regard to the 31st section, I may
state that the Halifax Industrial School is a
Protestant institution to which the Police Court
in the city of Halifax lias power to send offenders.
This will extend the power to the whole Province :
boys may be sentenced there from any part of the
Province. The Provincial Legislature is making
arrangements with the municipalities to provide
for the maintenance of the boys after they go
there. Everything will be conditional on the
iunicipalities making arrangements for their
support.

On section 33,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. St. Patrick's Home

in Halifax is a Catholic institution. It is proposed
to extend the provisions with respect to it from
the Halifax Police Court to the whole Province.

On section 37,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This provision is to

amend a provision in regard to St. Patrick's Home.
In 1887, an Act of this Parliament was passed
allowing the ticket of leave system with respect to
boys in St. Patrick's Home in Halifax. It was
passed at the instance of the manager of the insti-
tution, and, to a large extent, was an experiment,
and the experiment has been found to succeed very
well. The provision of the statute with respect to
ticket of leave is simply this : that when a boy
bas been sentenced to the institution for a certain
length of time, lie may receive a ticket, signed by
the superintendent of the home, the magistrate who
comnitted him, and the Minister of Justice,
authorising him to go at large ; and it contains a
provision that it is subject to revocation at any
tiine when the boy commits an offence. The man-
agers of the institution, however, think it necessary
that a further amendment should be made in this
direction : that when a boy who is allowed to go
at large, is found to be incorrigible, lie shall be
subect to serve the rest of his sentence without
beig formally convicted again. W e propose,therefore, to amend it in the direction of allowing
the magistrate to issue his warrant immediately on
the application of the superintendent of the home;
but I propose to leave it discretionary with the
mnagistrate as to whether lie will issue his warrant
or not.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) This section is giving
excessive powers, and might be liable to abuse.There is no limit as to time. A boy may have
been out of the home for years, and there is noth-mug the manager of the home is called upon to do,except to declare that he has reason to believethat the boy has misconducted himself. The boy
ruay have left Halifax and gone to St. John, or
Muontreal, and the superintendentmay have received
information on which he may make a bonafoide

application, and yet the information may be exag-
gerated and wrong. Great injustice may be done,
and some check should be provided. If the super-
intendent of the home lays his information, declar-
ing he has reason to believe that a boy who lias a
ticket of leave has muisconducted himself, that boy
should be brouglit before the magistrate, who
should hear and determine on the information, and
not commit the boy back to the home unless lie is
satisfied that the information laid is correct.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is a provi-
sion in the Revised Statutes on the subject, which
meets the hon. gentleman's objection to some
extent. It must be remembered, however, that
the boy is out on a ticket of leave ; and moreover,
the institution is conducted by a religions order,
on the most humane principles. The statute con-
tains a provision limiting the age at which boys
can be placed there, and limiting the term to five
years. The provisions with respect to tickets of
leave, may be found in chapter 183.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I may call the bon.
gentleman's attention to the fact that section 70,
sub-section 2, to which he has referred, does in a
certain sense make provision for the contingency I
anticipated might arise. But the section he intro-
duces now eliminates all these checks. Of course,
no Minister would arbitrarily withdraw a license;
lie would make proper regulations to see that jus-
tice would be done to the boy, but errors might
arise.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the
Minister whether he makes any provision for the-
period of time over which the Minister and the
magistrate may excise control of a boy ? Is the
time limited, or is this power to continue during
the whole life of the boy ? It seems to me that if
there is no reason for cancelling the license within
a specified period, there ought to be no right to
continue the punishment. Suppose a boy bas
served out half of his time, and more than half the
remaining period bas expired. I do not think the
Minister and the magistrate should have power to
order the boy again back to prison.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think it is quite
clear, that under these circumstances they cannot
send him back at all, because the sentence would
have expired, and there is a provision which says
that the sentence shall run from the day it is im-
posed.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think there should
be some provision for a judicial enquiry upon the
second representation of wrong-doing, before he is
sent back to the reformatory. Suppose the
parents, or the relatives, of a boy think lie is badly
treated, there is no provision to meet that case.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We can make that
discretionary with the magistrate.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the rights of
the parties ought be determined by law, and not
left merely as matters of discretion.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think the Minister
should provide, that before a boy is re-committed,
there should be some investigation to show that
the information laid by the superintendent of the
home is well founded. There may be the utmost
good faith in the party laying the information,
but he is speaking of a boy not under his im-
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iediate control, and such extraordinary powers
are liable to abuse. The boy should have
an opportunity before being re-committed, of
excusing or explaining the charges made by the
superintendent, and showing grounds why lie
should not be re-committed. The hon. Minister
has sufficient knowledge of humanity to know that
facts are exaggerated and distorted, and sometimes
assume a different shape after a person has made
an explanation. I think there should be some
enquiry before a boy is re-committed.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will ask that this
clause should stand over until I have an oppor-
tunity of considering the lion. gentleman's sug-
gestion.

Mr. LAURIER. I notice that the ticket of
leave can be put an end to on the information of
the superintendent that the holder of the certifi-
cate is " misconducting " hinself. That is a very
general term and very undefined. Is there any-
thing which explains what this " misconduct"
would be ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is not, but I
will look into the matter carefully. The next
clause provides for escapes from industrial schools,
and for misconduct in these schools.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It seems to me that
this clause is scarcely consistent with the recent
judgment of the Court of Appeals ; that where
there is any violation of a statute, the Provincial
Legislature shall state what the punishment shall
be. Now, the Minister not only provides that
those who escape shall be punished under the
authority of an Act of Parliament of Canada,
but also under the Act of the Legislature of any
of the Provinces.
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way of demurrer, whether the land being in the
United States, the title deed came under the
Larceny Act, as there was nothing in the Act to
show where the land was to be.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would add the
words : " wheresoever the lands or goods may be
situated."

On section 19,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The section I pro-

pose to add to this is a provision for the taking of
evidence in a foreign country in a criminal case,
and it is proposed that the judge of any superior
or county court having criminal jurisdiction, may,
on information being given him that any person
who resides out of Canada is able to give material
information relating to the pending case. ap-
point a commission to take the evidence upon oath
of such person. The procedure will be as nearly
as possible the same as that which prevails in civil
cases.

Mr. TISDALE. The evidence should be pre-
sented before the jury as nearly as possible as it is
given. Question and answer should be taken and
fully transcribed.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Should this not be made
applicable to Canada also, so that a person re-
siding in British Columbia, for instance, could be
examined by a commission in a criminal case pend-
ing in Nova Scotia ?

Committee rose and reported progress.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not see anything House again resolved itself into Committee.
unreasonable about that. The violation of any (In the Committee.)
statute is punishable by the Legislature which Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In view of the strong
passes it ; but it seems to me not unreasonable,
when the Local Legislature has provided a place of expression of opinion in the bouse this afterlooii
detention, for this Parliament to step in and pro- in regard to section 6, I propose to exempt fromls

-vide that it shall be a misdemeanor to escape from punihment the female, and have remodelled the
that place. section in that sense. I also propose to d rop

section 37.
On section 18, Bill, as amended, reported.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The addition which

I propose to add to this clause is intended to de- Mr. BERGIN. I give notice to the Minister Of
,ne what constitutes valuable security. Section 2 Justice tlat I shail move an amendient on the
of chapter 164 in the old statutes gives a definition third reading.
,of valuable securities, which includes receipts.
That definition, before the revision of the statutes, VAYS ANI MEANS-THE TARIFF.
extended to all the statutes ; but in consequence of bouse again resolved itseif into Committee 0f
the transposition of the statutes and their separa- Ways and Means.
tion in the revision, that definition no longer ap-
plies to the Act relating to threats by which muoney
or valuable securities are extorted. In a recent Buttons of vegetabIe ivory, horn, hoof, rubber, Vul-
-conviction in the Province of Quebec, the article canite or composition, 10 cents per gross, and 25 Per cent.ad valorem.extorted by threats was a receipt, the point was Mr. BECHARD. When the Comsnittee rose
reserved, and the court decided that a receipt was St d mornin
not a valuable security in the meaning of this Act, îir y g, I thut w as therstoO(
although it was in the neaning of the Larceny Act.

sat again, those lion. inesabers wlio did not secl5ire
Mr. TISDALE. In the first part of the section, an opportunity of expressing their inion upon

the valuable securities consist of securities whether the imposition of a duty on importedour, W0 11ld
in Canada or other British possession, or any be allowed to do so. Therefore, with Your ler-
foreign state, but in the latter part of the section, mission, I wish to make a few observations on that
dealing with titles to lands or goods, nothing 18 part of the tarif. During the debate which bas
defined as to where they may be situated. In taken place, it as been said by some hon. le"-
,Ontario, some years ago, a question was raised by bers who sit on the ministerial benches, that tie

Mr. DBviEs (P.E.I.)
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increased duty upon imported flour does not in-
crease the price as long as we produce in this
country a surplus of wheat. I must confess
frankly that for many years I, myself, adhered to
that theory as being sound, and I considered it
a safe rule whereby a man could be guided
in his appreciation of questions of this kind. But
experientia docet, and facts on several occasions
have demonstrated that that rule, like many other
rules, although pretty good in its general applica-
tion, is not without exception, and is not infallible.
Now, Sr, we import into this country a large
quantity of flour for home consumption. During
the last year ending 30th June, according to the
official documents placed in our hands, we im-
ported for home consumption, 258,813 barrels of
flour, for which we paid the sum of $1,000,301,
an(l we paid in Customs duty, besides, the sum of
8129,407.15. Now, Sir, who paid that duty?
Surely it must be the consumer or the producer.
That flour was imported from the United States,
and I think the opinion which is entertained by
hon. gentlemen opposite, that that duty was paid
by the American producer to the Canadian Gov-
ernment, is inadmissible. The price of flour in the
markets of the United States is not determined by
the demand for the article in the Canadian mar-
k-et, but is determined by the demand on the mar-
kets of the world, and principally in the British
market. Therefore, when a Canadian importer
wants to buy flour in Chicago, for instance, he has
to pay for that flour the price which it is worth
there, and when he enters that flour in Canada, he
is obliged to pay to the Customs the duty imposed
on that flour by the Canadian Government. But
he does not lose that duty ; that duty is refunded
to hin by the retail merchant to whom he sells the
flour, and who, in his turn, is refunded that duty
by the Canadian consumer. If, in this case, the
duty was not paid by the Canadian consumer,
how could it be pretended that the imposition of
such a duty promotes the interest of the wheat
producer in the western part of this country ?
Perhaps I may receive the answer which I have
often heard given in this House before when ques-
tions of this nature were discussed, that the benefit
to the Canadian producer comes from the fact that
the duty secures to him a larger control of the
home market. But, Sir, that control of the home
market is secured to the ho'me producer by restrain-
ing foreign importation by means of a Customs
duty. Now, I ask, what advantage, what benefit
could the home producer receive from the im-
position of a Customs duty, intended to secure
to hiin the control of the home market, if it
does not at the same tine increase the price
of the articles consumed in the home market ?
Sir, I believe that this duty is paid entirely by
the consumer, and that the opinion that the pro-
ducer pays the duty, is in this case, at least, an
absurdity. Sir, I protest against the increase of
the duty upon flour, and in fact against any duty
inposed upon that article which is a prime neces-
sary of life. Flour should be admitted into this
country duty free, but when a specific duty like
this is imposed upon flour, the duty becomes un-
just and oppressive, as it taxes the bread of the
poor as much as it does the bread of the rich ; it
taxes the bread of the poor workingman whoearns it by hard daily labor, as much as it taxes
the fine wheat bread of the rich man who has the

means of enjoying the delights of life and of the
for niente. But why is this duty imposed ? Cer-
tainly it is not for the purpose of revenue. We
have a large surplus of nearly two millions
of dollars ; the necessities of the revenue do
not, therefore, require an increase of that duty
upon that necessary of life. That duty is a blow
dealt at the Province of Quebec in particular.
It is well known that Quebec is not a wheat-
producing country. A large number of farmers
do not sow wheat at all and prefer to buy their
flour. Spring season is late there ; the farmers
cannot sow wheat sufficiently early to ensure a safe
crop, and the wheat crop is a very uncertain one.
Hence a very large number, probably the great
majority of the farmers of that Province, do not
sow wheat at all, because they find it more profit-
able to purchase flour. In some localities it is
sown in small quantities, and sometimes there is
not sufficient raised to produce the flour required
for the farmers' consumption. The whole impor-
tation of flour in the Dominion last year for home
consumption was 258,813 barrels. Of that quantity
Quebec imported for home consumption 199,816
barrels, or about four-fifths of the whole impor-
tation. For that flour the Province of Quebec
paid $749,138, on which a duty was imposed
of $99,908. Supposing the importation to reach
the same quantity during the present year, the
duty paid at the increased rate proposed would
reach $149,862. I repeat that this duty weighs
more heavily upon the people of Quebec than upon
the people of any other Province in the Dominion,
and this duty, instead of being increased, should
be entirely removed. During the Session, we have
been informed that the hon. the Finance Minister
received deputations from the millowners of the
country, who presented their claims and submitted
that their profits were so snall that the duty on
flour should be increased. The hon. Finance
Minister agreed to their representations, and he
now proposes to impose heavy sacrifices upon the
people for the benefit of that class of manufactur-
ers. If the farmers of Quebec and the Maritime
Provinces also should choose to send delegates to
interview the Finance Minister, and ask him to
do something in the direction of giving them pro-
tection in compensation for the many sacrifices
imposed upon them by this Government, I wonder
what the Finance Minister would answer to them.
Doubtless, he would tell them that they receive
protection in the home markets for the sale of
their hoises, cattle, sbeep, hay, potatoes, and
many other articles of farm produce. He would
add that the Government had imposed an increased
duty on imported meats, and thereby granted them
a high degree of protection. But the farmers
would not fail to reply to him : " Sir, you come
very late with your duty on meats ; the protective
system has been in operation 10 or 12 years, and up
to this time you never thought of imposing such a
duty in order to stimulate the production of meat in
Canada. But when you pretend that you give us
protection in horses, cattle, sheep and other farm
products, you are mistaken. We of the Eastern
Provinces do not import them, because we do not
want them ; on the contrary, we export them in
large quantities. You cannot give us protection in
respect to those articles. With respect to horses,
sheep and cattle, only British Columbia, the North-
West Territories and Manitoba import any quantity
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of them, and they do so because it is cheaper to
import them from the United States, lying on the
frontier, than to buy them from Ontario." They
would no doubt add: "You cannot give the farmers
of this country any protection whatever, to compen-
sate them for the heavy burdens imposed upon them ;
that is beyond your power ; and the only thing you
could do would be to secure the farmers good
foreign markets where they could sell their produce
with advantage. That is the only thing we ask,
and we have a right to expect it from you." But
of all the foreign markets where Canadian farmers
can sell with advantage their produce, certainly
the most advantageous is the market of the United
States. The official documents prove that nearly
one-half of the produce of the farms of Canada is
exported to the United States ; andthatnearly fifty
per cent of our whole commerce is done with that
country, notwithstanding the double barriers which
have been erected on both sides of the line to
impede that trade. But hon. gentlemen opposite
do not want that market opened. To-day they are
opposed to reciprocal free trade with the United
States. During two or three previous Sessions
when we were discussing this question, those hon.
gentlemen agreed that they were in favor of
reciprocity, but they limited it to the exchange of
natural products. But this year th ey told us very
frankly that they do not want reciprocity even to
that extent. In former years, and in 1878, those
gentlemen preached the National Policy as a means
of securing reciprocity. Now they maintain pro-
tection with a view of preventing reciprocity with
the United States. I am glad to see that the ques-
tion will be placed squarely before the people at the
next election. Hon. gentlemen opposite will go
before the country maintaining the National Policy,
whilst the Liberals will go to the people upholding
the flag of reciprocal free trade between Canada and
the United States. That will be the battle ground
where the forces of both parties will meet. I have
reason to believe that the Liberals may have full
and complete confidence in the result of the conflict.

Mr. McMULLEN. Willthe Minister of Customs
state why this specific duty is imposed ?

Mr. BOWELL. There is a specific duty at pre-
sent on buttons. If the hon. gentleman will turn
to Section 71 of the Tariff Act, he will find that
buttons, vegetable ivory and horn, are dutiable at 10
cents per gross and 25 per cent. ad valorem. Buttons
made from other materials have been added to this
list, making all bear the same rate of duty, and the
reason why these qualities or kinds have been
added is because they are now manufactured in
Berlin, or in the County of Waterloo, very exten-
sively. The protection which was formerly given
to the other class of buttons has induced the manu-
facture of the class added to the item, and they
have been placed on the same rate of duty, purely
for protective purposes.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am out and out opposed
to a specific duty. You cannot impose a specific
duty without doing an injustice to the cheaper
quality of goods of the same kind. Now the
common button to go on an ordinary coat will
pay a specific duty, the very same as a button
worth ten times as much, and consequently, I
object to a specific duty on the ground that it
strikes at the goods which are used by the poorer
classes, and relieves to an extent, the wealthier

Mr. BECHARD.

portion of the community, who buy a better class
of goods. It is the same in ai lines of goods .
specific duties are unjust. I may say this, and i
hope I will be permitted to add to what my hon.
friend behind me said ; that, in my humble opinion,
the Opposition in this House, in the face of the
statement of the Government that they had a sur-
plus last year and that they expect a surplus
next year, will not be discharging their duty if they
do not oppose at every stage, every single increase
that is proposed by these resolutions. I contend
that the Government have no right whatever to
ask the sanction of this House, and particularly the
sanction of the Opposition, to increases of duties,
in the face of their declaration that they had a
surplus last year and will have a surplus next year.
By what right do you ask us to consent to this
increase of duties imposing additional taxa-
tion on the people ? I repeat that, in my
humble opinion; the Opposition are not dis.
charging their duty to their constituents,
or to their country, or to the principles
they hold that burdens upon the people shall be
sufficient only to meet the annual demands upon
the Dominion treasury, if they permit these resolu-
tions to pass which increase the drain upon the
resources of the people. Although it has been
shown that when the hon. gentlemen on the Treasury
benches were in Opposition they declared that the
Government of the day had no right to a surplus,
and that my hon. friend in front of me (Sir Richard
Cartwright) was worried night after night by de.
clarations that he had no right to ask the House to
grant him a surplus, yet these hon. gentlemen now
in power ask us to consent to the passage of items
which inflict additional taxation on the people in
the face of their declaration that they anticipate a
surplus next year. If that is protection, it is pro-
tection gone wild and gone mad. If this is the
legitimate outcome of the National Policy, then,
Sir, I contend that it is time that the people of
this country should study what the National
Policy means. I am not going to further detain
the House. I presume it is the desire of the Com-
mittee to pass these items ; but so far as I am per-
sonally concerned, I shall lose no opportunity of
expressing my views and offering every legitimate
opposition to the passage of increased taxation on
the people of this country, in face of the statenent
.of the Govermnent that they have a surplus. 1
feel that I would not be discharging my duty to
the people who sent me here, if I did not offer op-
position to every item of taxation the Government
proposes.

Clocks and clock cases of all kinds, 35 per cent. ad
valorem.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would like the Ministerto
explain why he charges for clocks and dlock cases
25 per cent. ad valorem, while he charges for gold
watch cases only 10 per cent. ad valoren.

Mr. BOWELL. Where do you find that?

Mr. McMULLEN. It is in your tariff, yOu
ought to know.

Mr. BOWELL. I think the hon. gentleman has
been reading some other item. Under the old
tariff watch cases were 25 per cent. ad valorelsî and
the works were admitted at 10 per cent. It has
been discovered that the cases and works are inm
ported separately and that they are siunplY put
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together by a pin. The original tariff was for the

purpose of protecting the manufacturers of watch
cases in Canada ; and watch movements not being
mnanufactured in Canada, they were allowed to
cole in at 10 per cent. We have increased the
dutv so as to make it more equitable. The duty
on clock cases is increased to 35 per cent., while
the inovements, except for tower clocks, which are
largelv nanufactured in Canada, are 10 per cent.
I have no knowledge of any such item as that to
which the hon. member for North Wellington

lc. McMullen) refers.
Mr. MIULOCK. Are there any factories for the

manufacture of clocks in Canada now?
31r. BOWELL. I think not.
1r. 3MULOCK. What became of the clock fac-

tory that used to be in Hamilton ? Did it flourish ?
MIr. BOWELL. It flourished out, some years

ago.
Mr. MULOCK. It failed, notwithstanding the

fostering care of the tariff.
Ml. BLAKE. I remember very well when the

duty was put on to help that flourishing industry.
Mlr. MULOCK. Inasmuch as the last duty of

25 per cent. wiped out that industry, is this new
duty of 35 per cent. to make that dead industry
deader still, or what is the object of it ? Poor
people are particularly affected by this duty. We
know that the poorest classes of clocks, which are
found in every household, are manufactured in enor-
nious quantities in the United States and in Eng-
land, as are also certain classes of watches, like the
Waterbury watch and the Waltham watch. How
is it expected that any possible tariff can be in the
interest of the people while we have so limited a
narket ?
'\r. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman's re-

collection will carry him back far enough, he will
reniember that the clock industry never has
been in a healthy state, either under the present
tariff or any other, owing to the extent to which
these articles are manufactured in the United
States and in Europe, and the large markets they
have to supply. The duty of 35 per cent. on
clocks has existed for eight or nine years past ; I
suppose it was imposed in the hope that it would
enable this industry to continue; but as the
mîdustry did not continue, the tariff was changed,

and the duty on watch cases which are manu-
factured in the country, was fixed at 25 per cent.,
ani on the movements at 10 per cent., the latter
not being manufactured in the country. For the
reason I have already explained we have raised
the duty on cases to 35 per cent., as well as on the
comuplete article, allowing the works to be brought
in at 10 per cent. The cases are manufactured
very extensively both in Toronto and in Montreal.

Mr. MULOCK. Does the hon. gentleman
expect that 35 per cent. duty on clocks will cause
that industry to exist even in a feeble state ?

.M1r. BOWELL. I am not prepared to say that
it will, but I think it will induce a much more
extensive manufacture of the cases.

Mr McMULLEN. I notice that my quotation
was an error, taken from an old tariff instead of
from this one. But, in my opinion, it is unfair to
un'pose a duty of 35 per cent. on clocks, while you
admit watches at 25 per cent. A clock is some-

thing that every man must have in his house, but a
watch is not of the same necessity.

Mr. BOWELL. We are not proposing an in-
crease in the duty on clocks. It has been the
same for some years.

Mr. McMULLEN. But I say you should re-
duce the duty, as you have too much money now.

Cocoa paste and chocolate, not sweetened, one cent
per pound.

Mr. BOWELL. This is an error ; it should be
4 cents a pound, making the duty equal to the 25
per cent. duty which exists at present, the article
being valued at 18 to 20 cents a pound. The duty
is made specific in order to prevent the numerous
frauds that occur in its importation. I also wish
to add, "and other preparations of cocoa."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
reason for taxing that at all when you admit tea
and coffee free. Cocoa is a very useful and desira-
ble article of food or drink for many people, and
it appears to me that on the principle on which
you mc.ke tea and coffee free, you should make
this free.

Mr. BOWELL. It is more of a luxury than tea
and coffee.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not
know that. Many people use it as a substitute
for tea or coffee.

Collars of cotton, linen or celluloid, 24 cents per dozen,
and 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. This appears
to me to be a nost outrageous imposition. Here is
a tax of considerably over 60 per cent., taking the
average value of these collars, put on-for what
reason under heaven ? I suppose for the purpose
of encouraging some trumpery manufacturer, and
for that purpose every person in Canada has to pay
this enormous tax. This is out of all reason and
proportion. The average value of collars imported
is considerably under a dollar a dozen, in the case,
at any rate, of one or two of these articles, and
you tax them two-thirds of 100 per cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. Apropos of this item, I
may state what a leading importer told me about a
year ago in relation to the duty on ladies' collars.
He told me he had made a Customs entry a few
days before, and in estimating the tax, first specific
and then ad valorem, he found it actually amount-
ed to 145 per cent. of the value of the goods. My
hon. friends put this at 60 to 70, but I should not
wonder if it was over 100 per cent. This system
can be called nothing less than a system of legal-
ised fraud. Why not make the tax at once so
much ad valorem, and let the people know what
they are really paying ? I believe that when this
system was first adopted the Government had to
send to the United States for an expert, a man
naned Young, for the purpose of inducting them
into this method of taxing the people, without their
knowing what they had to pay. This is a most
outrageous system. The Government should say
honestly and squarely: We will tax you on collars,
50, 60 or 70 per cent., and then people will know
what they are paying; but by this system of so
much per dozen and 30 per cent. ad valorem, the
people do not know what they are paying, and that
feature of taxation runs through the whole tariff.
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Mr. McMULLEN. These collars cost from 3 pressing the poor man to the wall. 1 think, by
to 5 cents apiece, or 40 to 60 cents a dozen. as wlat my hon. friend fror Charlotte (Mr. Gil1mof)
ladies' collars will, wholesale ; you put on 2 cents says, the Minister of Customs must be pressing
a collar, which makes a tax in itself of from 30 to the poor woman to the wall, and I arnot sure
40 per cent., and then add 30 per cent, ad valorem, that he would fot corn within the terms of the
and the total tax comes to 65 and 70 per cent., Criminal Law Amendment Act.
and on the cheapest kinds of collars, 100 per cent. Mr. BOWELL. I repudiate the insinuation of
This specific duty strikes heavily at the poorer the hon. member for Northumberland, but if 1
article, while the more expensive article is not ever core within the provisions of the law, 1 wiîî
taxed in anything like the same ratio. Collars
costing 30 cents a dozen will have to pay the same Blake toedefend mese is West fitted for
specific duty of 24 cents as collars which cost 60 tm
cents a dozen. In all these specific duties you
strike at the poorer article, used by the poorer Cotton cordage and cotton braided cords, 30 per ce.
classes, while the better article, used by the ad valorem.
higher classes, is taxed a comparatively light duty. Mr. MITCHELL. 1 must again put in my plet

Mr. BOWELL. No doubt the tariff works pre- on behaîf of the poor unfortunate fishermen. 1
cisely as the hon. gentleman says, but he forgot to think this is very unfair. There is no Cotton
mention that the dearer collars are met by the ad cordage tlat I know of made in this country.
valorem duty. The specific duty was adopted for There is some hemp cordage rade, but this Cotton
the purpose of meeting the undervaluation upon a cordage is used largely in the fishing boats on the
very inferior quality of goods brought into the coast of the Province fron which I core. 1 do
country, and the ad valorern duty was intended to not suppose the Ministry have any bowels of cen-
catch, if I may use that word, the more valuable passion for the fishermen, thougl they have e
article. Bowell who las no compassion.

Mr. MITCHELL. Was that the only reason Mr. McMULLEN. Tle lon. gentleman ray be
for adopting that system? rigt to complain on behaîf of the fishernen, but,

Mr. BOWELL. That was the only reason 1 if le were a fariner and found bu ws charged 35
know of, and to give, of course, a good high pro- per cent, on binding twine, le would have a great
tection. This is the old tariff, with the addition of deal to coinplain of. Tle fislerren are allowedte
the word -"celluloid. " import seines and nets free of duty.

Mr.MULOCK. A cottoncollarwhicwillcost Mr. MITCHELL. Are you sure of that?
one-third the value of a linen collar will have to Mr. BOWELL. Yes look at the old tarif.
pay the same specific duty. In other words, you Mr. MITCHELL. We are dealing with the
charge 6 cents on a cotton collar as against 2 cents new tarifs.
on the linen collar. You are acting on the prin- Mr. McMULLEN. My impression is that there
ciple: "To him that bath shatl be given, and from is no increase in the tarif in that matter. I wish
hirn that bath not shaîl he taken even that whic r the Government would reduce the tax on bindi,
lic bath.e" s it fair that lie should prest to the wallw
the poor man, as lie is now doing By aking hir ane
pay three times more than the more fortunate man? Mr. BOWELL. We have not corne to that.

Mr. BOWELL. Ibere are no cotton collars The reason for this duty is that the t read now
made.

Mr. MULOCK. Then why are you taxing cot-
ton collars ?

Mr. BOWELL. There are collars made with
cotton inside and linen outside.

Mr. GILLMOR. I see that this duty on collars
amounts in some cases to 33 per cent. specific, and
.30 per cent. ad valorem, on collars costing $1.50 a
dozen. Another class of collars, worth $1 a dozen,
is charged 50 per cent. specific duty, and 30 per
cent. ad valorem, so that you are taxing a large
proportion of these collars of that class 80 per cent.
There are many of those articles at that price
which, notwithstanding that you are protecting
them here, are imported and sold to the poor people
aU over the Dominion, and these you are taxing 80
per cent. The idea of taxing a poor girl, who
wants to make herself agreeable, 80 per cent. for a
little ornament ! Should a maid or a bride be
compelled to forego her ornaments ? I think the
last thing you should tax is one of this kind, which
young women enjoy so much. On many of these
articles you are chargiMg 100 per cent., and I say
it is an outrageous tariff.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend from North
York (Mr. Mulock) says that by this tax you are

Mr. MrTcHELL.

bears a duty of 2 cents a pound and 20 per cent. ad
valorem, and this cotton cordage and cotton braided
cords is made very extensively in Ontario and in
some other parts of the country. The item in the
free list in regard to lines and twines is not inter-
fered with.

Mr. GILLMOR. That does not make the cord-
age free to the fishermen. I received a letter front
a fisherman, who is a friend of mine, the other day
in reference to this duty. He says:

"To talk about the bounty we get, it is a bag of wind.
Why, the extra duty each man pays on manilla that was
free to fishermen until the Tory party got in power, S
more than double the bounty. It makes no difference i
we use home-made manila, it costs more per fathomn than
the American, for it is not so nicely made, it weighs more
per fathom. We get more fathoms for the dollar and pay
the duty,thanto purchase the home-made manila. Yes,
we will have to quit. Arn completely ruineel sinte the
Tory party got in power. I want you to get a place for
me in British Columbia; get a chance for me to work at
aný' business,

I cao sel 1 goods if you can get a chance for me with
some of the men who come to Ottawa; you speak to them
for me; I must quit here. Our fishermen can't live ; they
have cut me up ; they can't pay their debts, and that
means ruin tous andl it is getting worse and worse cery
year."Y
I know that this protective duty on the ropes that
are used by the fishermen and others, is siiMP'y
shameful, it is simply scandalous. It is Poor
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mnaterial, and it will weigh so much more a fathom,
no maitter how much duty you put on, and they
will have to buy American ropes for their fishing
business, and American boots. Talk about the
bounty ! Why, the difference between one pair
of boots they are compelled to buy in Canada and
diose they can buy abroad, is more than the
bounty you give the fishermen. What they pay
extra in fitting out one boat for a few months'
work, or the extra duty they have to pay on the
rope thev use in fishing, is more than all the
bounty you give the fishermen. It is simply
shameful.

Mr. BLAKE. The fact of the matter is, these
poor fishermen would go and hang themselves if it
were not that the tariff makes the rope too dear.

'\r. MITCHELL. Did I understand the Min-
ister to say just now that cordage for fishermen
was free ?

31r. BOWELL. No ; lines and twines.
Ir. MITCHELL. Lines and twines are a coin-

paratively snall matter compared with the
cordage for fishermen. In the existing tariff,
cordage of all kinds is 1¼ cents per pound and 10
per cent. ad valoren. I was wrong in supposing
that the hon. gentleman said it was free, but I
want the hon. gentleman to take into considera-
tion the condition of things amongst the fishermen,
and make it free for them.

MIr. BOWELL. This is a re-arrangement of the
tariff, without any increase of duty upon Unes
and twines, to which the hon. gentleman refers.
I know that lines and twines are cheaper to-day
than they were when this high tariff, as the hon.
gentleman termus it, was placed upon the Statute-
book. There may be reasons for that ; the hon.
gentleman may give other reasons. But I am not
p)repared to admit that it would be in the interest
either of the fishermen or the manufacturing
industries of this country, to put the articles on
the free list, for the reason that they are extensively
mnanufactured in Canada. From my knowledge of
the invoices and of the importations, they are
sold much cheaper now than they were five or ten
years ago.

Mer. MITCHELL. My hon. friend talks about
lines and twines-I never mentioned them. I said
the cordage the fishermen require for outfits for
their boats, ought to be upon the free list. It is a
nost dangerous occupation, and one that is followed
entirely by poor men who have hard work to make
a liVing for themselves and families. If you want
to encourage the fishermen, you ought to put
upon the free list, not only lines and twines, but
the far more important article of cordage, which
is required for outfitting.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The statement just
made by the Minister of Customs is one, I think,that will create some astonishment, namely, that
this duty on cordage is in the interests of the fish-
ermsen, as well as in the interests of the manufac-
turers. I would like very well if the hon. gentle-
nan could explain to me how it can be in the

mnterest of the fishermen that the duty on cordage
should be placed at such a very high rate. I re-
menmber when the Liberal Government were
1n Power there was, in the commencement, no
duty on cordage at all, and when my hon.
friend in front of me (Sir Richard Cartwright),
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who was Finance Minister, placed a duty of
5 per cent. on cordage, I remember still the in-
dignant protests that were made by the pre-
sent Minister of Customs, and by the whole Tory
party throughout the country, that a Liberal
Government were going to injure the fishing and
shipping interests of this country by imposing a
duty of 5 per cent. on cordage. It is really most
refresrning to hear the hon. gentleman talking to-
day of benefiting the fishermen by increasing the
duty on cordage to 20 per cent. As bas been
observed by the hon. member for Charlotte (Mr.
Gillmor), these duties take away more than
the bounty which is given them. These high
duties naturally involve high prices. The hon.
gentleman says that cordage is much cheaper
to-day than it was some years ago. That
is another observation which is hardly warranted,
I think, because the hon. gentleman will remember
that cordage is an article, like others, which is
affected by the value of the raw material, and if it
is cheaper to-day than it was some years ago, it
would be 20 per cent. cheaper still if this duty
was not imposed. The fishermen along our coast
have to buy this cordage, and it is a very heavy
item in their outfit, and I do think that, consider-
ing the position the finances are now in, the
Minister of Customs should take this into account
and see whether he cannot make some reduction
on the article. I know that in spite of the high
duty which is imposed against the American
cordage, a very large quantity of it is used by our
people in preference to Canadian cordage. We
have a rope-walk in Halifax, one in St. John
and one in Montreal. They inake a fair article; I
do iot know very much about it, but I know that
I hear it constantly remarked that the American
article is very much cheaper, even at the differ-
ence of value. The hon. gentleman will see that,
by keeping on this heavy duty, he is putting a
heavy burden upon a class of people not very well
able to bear it. He is putting on them a still
heavier burden in the shape of increased duties on
beef and pork which they are compelled to use,
and the flour which they have to buy. This burden
will be insupportable, and I do not wouder that
the correspondent of my hon. friend writes to him
that they will have to abandon that mode of getting
their living. With the duty on pork and beef,
and this high duty on cordage, and the other arti-
cles which fishermen require in their daily occupa-
tion, it is more than that industry can bear, and I
think the hon. gentleman has noi been well advised,
I repeat, in putting all these duties upon that class
of articles.

Mr. GILLMOR. With regard to cordage being
cheaper in Canada under this arrangement, my
hon. f riend from West York (Mr. Wallace), who
was chairman of the Combines Committee last
year, could tell us something about cheap cordage.
There are some four or five factories for making
rope in Canada-not more than five or six, at any
rate. Evidence came before the committee that
these factories went into an arrangement and com-
bination and put up the prices of cordage in
Canada, and each one of the manufacturers under-
took to make a certain amount of cordage during
the year, some more and soie less. Those manu-
facturers that made less really obtained more money
than those who manufactured more cordage, and
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there was one concern that received between $4,000
and $5,000 for making none at all. By obtaining
their " combine " price they were able to allow one
establishment to lie idle and pay it thousands of
dollars. And yet hon. gentlemen opposite talk
about the benefits conferred on the country by the
tariff ! The moment manufacturers have an oppor-
tunity under this tariff to make a combination on
rope, in which line there are only five or six manu-
facturers in the Dominion, they come together,
and in an hour an arrangement is made and up go
the prices. I know this has occurred. I went into
a store to purchase a little cordage myself, and I
was charged from 2 to 3 cents per pound addi-
tional three days after a " combine " had been
made, and this without any reason except that the
manufacturers had united to put up the prices and
divide the spoils obtained froin the fishermen and
all purchasers of cordage. Members of the Cem-
bines Committee present know that this is a fact,
and this was the immediate result of the tariff
arranged to encourage rope-making in Canada.
This protective system conduces to nothing else
than combines.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. member has not
told the whole story. Mr. Massey, who is a manu-
facturer of implements, and a large purchaser of
binding twine in Canada-

Mr. GILLMOR. I did not speak of binding
twine ; I was speaking of cordage.

Mr. WALLACE. Binding twine, according to
Mr. Massey's evidence, is cheaper in Canada than
it is in the United States. It is true that we had
at one time a combination, but the combination
was destroyed, and now there is very little danger.

Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Massey told us in the
Combines Committee that he could not buy binding
twine at reasonable prices, and that he would be
compelled to go into making binding twine him-
self.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). From my recol-
lection of the evidence I cannot agree with the
statement made by the hon. member for Charlotte
(Mr. Gillmor). I think we had only one manu-
facturer of cordage before the committee.

Mr. GILLMOR. We had two, one from Mon-
treal and one from St. John.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I thought we
had only one, from St. John. That witness dis-
tinctly stated that the combination did not affect
the price, but that the rise in price, to which the
hon. member has referred, was caused by a com-
bination in the United States, which obtained a
monopoly of the raw material out of which
cordage is manufactured.

Mr. GILLMOR. There was before that com-
mittee a manufacturer of cordage in Montreal,
who had gone into the combination and had broken
it up, because he thought $6,000 might as well go
to the people as to a firm which did not manufac-
ture any cordage.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Mr. Massey stated
positively that he was opposed to the present price
charged for binding twine. He said that the raw
material came into Canada free, and the manufac-
turers had the benefit of all the duty upon the raw
material in the cordage, and the price charged was
too high. He went on to state that we required
3,000 tons of binding twine.

Mr. GrLmoR.

General LAURIE. .The hon. member for Hali-
fax (Mr. Jones) has pointed out that rope is very
largely used by the fishermen in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and especially on our own coast. I wish to
point out as an advantage arising fron the stimu-
lus given to the manufacturers, that, with all the
rope our people consume, only $3,125 worth was
imported from the United States last year.

Mr. MITCHELL. They could not import it on
account of the high duties.

General LAURIE. An industry has been estab-
lished and home consumption created, and our
people have been called upon to pay only $659 in
duty. Therefore, instead of this being an enor-
mous burden, it is a very trifling burden on the
people.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am surprised that an intel-
ligent gentleman like the hon. gentleman who lias
just spoken, who represents a fishing county in
Nova Scotia, should actually rise and put forward
as a reason why there is no hardship inflicted on
the fishermen, the fact that only $659 duty was
charged on rope imported into this country. The
duty of 30 per cent. is so high as to compel our
people to take the inferior article manufactured by
these " combines " protected under this high tariff.

Mr. MACDOWALL. In the course of the dis-
cussion which occurred on the Budget the other
day, the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson)
made certain statements as to the amount of duty
paid by farmers on binding twine, and they were
answered by the hon. member for Selkirk (Mr.
Daly). It was proved by the latter hon. gentle-
man, that binding twine is sold at a lower price
retail, than it is sold at wholesale in the United
States.

General LAURIE. Referring to the assertion of
the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), that our fishermen have to put up with
an inferior class of cordage, I distinctly assert that
the rope they are able to obtain from our owl
factories is quite as good as that which they are
able to import.

Mr. MITCHELL. I happen tolhave been largely
engaged in shipping and suip-outfitting for about
twenty years, and I happen to know sonmething
about the trade, as perhaps my hon. friend inay
do. I, therefore, speak from experience. Our
mariners and seamen infinitely prefer American
manila to what is manufactured here. The bon.
gentleman said that only $6,000 worth of cordage
was imported. Why not make the duty 60 per
cent., and then there will be none imported. That
is a specimen of the logic used, to show that this
tariff does not impose hardships on the people.

Mr. EISENHAUER. I import a good deal of
rope during the season, and I find that it is much
preferred to Canadian manufactured rope. It is
considerably lighter than that made in Canada.
On that account it is cheaper to use American rope,
and the quality, moreover, is softer, and it wears
better. Hon. gentlemen opposite would lead tIhe
country to believe that hi gh duties lower the price
of articles. Surely they do not intend to lead the
country astray by declaring that a high tarif ts
the effect of making articles cheaper, for that is

really nonsense. It is a piece of injustice on the
part of the Government to increase the duties 0n

rope and other articles used by the fishermen, Who
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are about the poorest class of the community,
especially the shore fishermen. On the other hand,
Newfoundlanad fish is allowed to come in free of
duty, and so our fishermen are not protected, while
compelled to pay heavier duties for the benefit of
the manufacturers. I repeat that it is an injustice
to levy taxes on the poorer classes, to put money
into the pockets of rich manufacturers. It is true
that some articles the fishermen use while prose-
cuting their calling are free of duty, but, on the
other hand, the families of fishermen will suffer from
the high duties imposed on all the goods they con-
sume. It is a great mistake to levy taxes on bread
and other necessaries of the poorer people, while you
leave them only cornmeal and molasses at a trifle
lower duty, and which are supposed to be cheap-
ened under the tarif. I again insist that it is a
great wrong to be constantly levying taxes on the
poorer classes for the purpose of putting money into
the pockets of the rich.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is in error
in saying that we are increasing the rate of duty.
It is only a re-arrangement of two items. If the
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) had said we
would be ill-advised in continuing the rate of duty,
it might apply with some force, but when he says
we were ill-advised in raising the duty lie was in
error, because we do not propose in this matter to
change the tariff. This proposal is only to take
the words " cotton cordage" out of the items
which bear one and a quarter cent per pound and
10 per cent. ad ralorem, and to make it a separate
item, leaving a duty of 30 per cent. The cordage
referred to by the hon. member for Northumber.
land (Mr. Mitchell) and others, still remains as it
was under the old tariff. Whether that isadvisable
or not, I do not intend to discuss now. I think
the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) would
find some difficulty in pointing to any remarks of
mine with reference to this item in 1874, for which
he said he then denounced the then Minister of
Finance. I do not think it requires me to say to
those who have known me, and who know the views
I entertain on trade questions, that I always spoke
in favor of a protective tariff ; whether that was
right or wrong I will not discuss now, but if I did
speak on the tariff in those days, it must have been
on general principles. I am certain I said nothing
about imposing a duty on cordage.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. Minister does
flot perhaps remember the occasion, but it was
when it was supposed that my hon. friend in front
of me (Sir Richard Cartwright) was going to bring
down a tariff increasing the duty generally, and
when his leader then was prepared, as it was well
known, for a speech either way.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not know that. Not my
leader.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Yes; and the leader of
the party, practically ; that is the present High
Comnissioner. He then denounced the Govern-
ment of which I was a supporter for having entered
the thin end of the wedge of protection. I do not
remember having heard my hon. friend the Minis-
ter of Customs taking exception to the views then
pronounced by Sir Charles Tupper. The question
of protection was not then before the country, andit was only in their extremity, finding that they
could not get the ear of the country in any
other way, and at a time of extreme depres-
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sion, that the Conservative party announced their
National Policy, and that the hopes that they
held out to the employés and to the mechanics,
and to the laborers generally, that they were
going to reap a great advantage from such
a policy, placed them in the position they hold to-
day. My remarks which were objected to by the
Minister of Customs were to the effect that I
thought lie had been ill-advised in increasing the
duties on articles such as beef, pork and four,
which the fishermen were obliged to purchase and
which they could not raise. If the Government
required an increased revenue fron these articles,
I thought it was time that they should consider
the whole question of the National Policy and not
burden these poor people with further heavy
taxes. The hon. gentleman and his friends took
exception to a duty of 5 per cent. on cordage when
the Liberal Government was in power ; and I
think that can be proved by reference to the
debates of the House at that time. The hon.
gentleman has gone back on the principles of
himself and his party from that time down to the
present, and lie has gone on imposing duties on a
class of goods which bears very heavily on the
poor fishermen who cannot afford it. His last
proposal, to put a duty on beef and pork, is another
illustration of this, which the hon. gentleman
cannot deny. Unless lie is going to amend this
tariff, and allow them to have beef and pork at a
lower rate, he cannot get over the dilemma lie is
in, that lie is now proposing to put very heavy
burdens on the shoulders of a class of people who
cannot afford it.

Mr. BOWELL. It is very singular that the
lion. gentleman (Mr. Jones),with all his knowledge,
cannot understand what I stated. The last re-
marks lie made were,that I was imposing additional
burdens on the people who use this cordage. I have
already explained that there is no change in the
rate of duty on this article. It remains the same.
It is somewhat singular logic for one of the leaders
of the Opposition to accuse me of having gone back
on my principles, and then in the same breath to say
that I increased the tariff still higher than before.
If the hon. gentleman had been in the House as long
ago as 1869 he would know that one of the first
speeches I made in this House-whether it had any
effect or not I will not discuss-was in favor of pro-
tection, and I complimented Sir Alexander Galt,
then Minister of Finance, on the course lie had pur-
sued in placing a duty on woollens, and especially
on blankets, which induced the manufacture of
them in this country to a very large extent, and
which caused them to take the place of the article
previously imported from Europe.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What year
did you say ?

Mr. BOWELL. 1869.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understood

you to say 1879.
Mr. BOWELL. Yet the hon. member for Hali-

fax (Mr. Jones) tells me I have gone back on my
principles. I, individually, have always advocated
the principle of protection ever since I knew any-
thing of politics. I am not going to argue the
question whether I am right or wrong, or whether
my hon. friend who sits opposite me, who is a free
trader pure and simple, is wrong. But whether I

33983397



[COMMOINS]

am right or wrong, the charge of going back on the
principle does not lie at my door. I hold the same
views on this question I have always held, and I
state from long experience-although it may be
ridiculed-that the putting on of a high duty upon
many articles will reduce their price.

Mr. McMULLEN. Pshaw.

Mr. BOWELL. It may not reduce it in the
first instance, but experience in this country has
taught us that the competition among the differ-
ent manufacturers has reduced the price on most
of the articles that are manufactured in the coun-
try to-day, and that they are manufactured in the
country now, notwithstanding the tarif, and sold
at as low a rate-many of them-as they are in
the United States.

.Mr. McMULLEN. Oh, not at all.
Mr. BOWELL. It would be impossible for the

bon. member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
to keep his mouth closed for at least five minutes
when any one is speaking, while he indulges in talk-
ing himself for two or three hours at a time. If
he will learn to act with ordinary courtesy, we will
end our discussion in a much better spirit. He
should allow us at least to finish our remarks. I
do not expect to convert him, because that would
be an.impossibility, and I have not that power. He
is too fixed in his opinions, but I listen to him with
all the attention I possibly can, but if he can show
me I am wrong I will be glad to acknowledge it.
I rose to resent the assertion of the member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones) that I, now or on any other
occasion so far as trade is concerned at all events,
have gone back on the principles I held.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hope, and 1
rather incline to think, that the Minister of Cus-
toms is generally more accurate in matters of
detail than be has shown himself now. The House
will observe, that the ion. gentleman says he
complimented Sir Alexander Galt, in 1869, for
putting on increased duties on woollens.

Mr. BOWELL. No; previous to that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You were

not in Parliament previous to 1867.
Mr. BOWELL. But he introduced a Tariff Act,

puttiag on a duty on woollens, before I caine into
Parliament. It was for this I complimented him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understood
you to say that in 1869 you complimented Sir
Alexander Galt in this Parliament. Now in 1869,
the tariff had been reduced to a uniform rate of 15
per cent. or thereabouts, and the First Minister of
this Dominion took occasion, in my hearing, to
state that he was extremely glad to see that the
tariff had been reduced from 20 per cent. or there-
abouts, to 15 per cent., and that this was a for-
ward step in the direction of assimilating our policy
to the enlightened and generous policy which pre-
vailed in Great Britain. Those were the senti-
ments entertained, I will not say by the hon.
Minister of Customs' leader in 1869, because in
1869, or at any rate in 1870, the hon. gentleman
.. as kicking over the traces and objecting, in con-
mon with myself, very strongly to the induction
of the then Finance Minister, Sir Francis Hincks.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not wish to enter into
what the hon. gentleman's views were, when he
first entered Parliament, whether they were pro-

Mr. BowELL.

tectionist or not. What I have endeavored to
press upon him is this, that the people who have
to pay this 30 per cent. on cordage are a very poor
class, who ought to get some relief. The hon.
gentleman draws a herring across the track to
avoid a specific answer to my question, by speak-
ing of something I never referred to at all. He
answers some of the gentlemen who have spoken
on this by saying that he has not increased the duty
on this item at all. The lion. senior member for
Halifax (Mr. -Jones) tells us that in the changes
which have been made in these 350 odd items,
nineteen-twentieths of theim are increases. Is it
any virtue to say that' he has not increased the
duty on this article ? No; but the lack of virtue
consists in knowing the difficulties of the industry
and not reducing the duty.

Mr. McMULLEN. I just wish to say, in reply
to the hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace),
who compares the price of binding twine in Can-
ada with the price in the United States, that if he
does not know, lie ought to know, that in the
United States last year there was a combine in
binding twine. Do we want to encourage com-
bines here? We are doing it. There is a combine in
this country now in binding twine, as there is in
the United States. But for that combine, binding
twine could be sold at I1 cents a pound in the
United States, whereas it was sold at 17 cents a
pound, and the manufacturers of Canada combiiied
and put it up to the same price here. I know that
binding twine was imported from the United
States last year, and after paying the duty of 25
per cent., was sold cheaper than the Canadianx
twine. That is a legitimate outcome of the
National Policy which we have in this country, and
which they have in the United States. But you may
preach to the Minister of Customs for a month to
show him the pernicious character of his policy,
and you make no impression on him whatever,
simply because he is blindly attached to it. You
might as well try to shampoo an elephant with a
thimbleful of soap-suds.

Cotton denims, drillings, bed-tickings, ginghams, plaids,
cotton or canton flannels, flannelettes, cotton telînis
cloth, or striped zephyrs, ducks and drills dyed or
colored, checked and striped shirtings cottonades, Ken-
tucky jeans. pantaloon stuffs, and goods of like descrip-
tion, 2 cents per square yard and 15 per cent. ad
valorem.

Mr. BOWELL. This is the old item, with the
following words added : " flannelettes, cotton
tennis cloth, or striped zephyrs." They were
formerly rated under this heading at some ports,
but at others they were passed at different rates.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the
hon. gentleman state the lowest rate and the
highest per square yard at which these goods are
invoiced ?

Mr. BOWELL. I am informed that these
articles will range from 8 or 9 cents to 25 cents a
yard.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That would
make a difference of from 20 to 40 per cent.

Mr. McMULLEN. This is another evidence
of the pernicious operation of this specific duty.
The cheaper kinds of these goods are used by the
poorer classes for dress goods, and the better kind
is used for making pantaloons and ginghams for
dresses for children, and it is unfair to impose 2
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cents a yard on these goods without reference to
their value. It gives an advantage to the rich
elass over the poor class. I do not think we
should lose any opportunity to point out the
pernicious effects of this system, which strike
in, every case at the poorer article. I suppose
that is done because the poorer qualities are made
in this country.

Mr. BOWELL. They are all made here.
Mr. McMULLEN. Then wby put on this spe-

cifie duty ? If they are all made here, the specific
duty is not necessary ; the ad valorem duty is quite
enough.

Mr. BOWELL. The duty was put on in order
to protect the manufacturers, and since the pro-
tection bas been given they have establisbed their
inills, and all these articles are now manufactured
in Canada.

Mr. McMULLEN. If they are, the specific
duty is not necessary.

Collars of cotton, linen or celluloid, 24 cents per
dozen and 30 per cent. ad vatorene.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is an
enormous duty, ranging from 60 to 66 per cent.,
and on the lowest class it must reach 100
per cent. The same observations are applicable
to it as to the duty on collars. Why is
there such an enormous departure in these parti-
cular articles from the general rate ? Are there
any manufacturers which the hon. gentleman
thinks specially deserving of encouraging, and how
many are there, if any ? It seems to me outra-
geous that the whole people should be taxed for
the benefit of one or two manufacturers, who
cannot employ very many hands.

Mr. BOWELL. This was classed among the
tariff items in 1882, with the object of protecting
the manufacturers, and all I am now doing is add-
ing the two words, " celluloids " and " xylonite."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But the pro-
tection given is out of all proportion to that given
in other articles, and there ought to be some
special reason for such extraordinary protection.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not know of any. It is
Sinply for protection.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But, surely,
a protection of 100 per cent., or even 60 per cent.,
is m1ost monstrous on an article in ordinary use.
A protection of 35 is bad enougb, in all conscience.

Hammocks and lawn tennis nets and other like arti-
es manufactured of twine, N.E.S., 35 per cent. ad
rl'em.

Mr. BOWELL. These were not enumerated
under the old tariff, but were rated at 25 per cent.
and the twine 5 per cent., so that really the article
ont of which they were made bore a higher rate of
duty than the manufactured article. We have
given a special rate of 5 per cent. above the article
ont of which it is made.

Drain pipes, sewer pipes, cbimney linings or vents,
and inverted blocks, glazed or unglazec, earthenware tiles,per cent, ad valorem.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Does this include
drain tiles ?

Mr. BOWELL. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is drain tilingexempted ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is provided for in the old
tariff, and has not been interfered with. The only
change we have made by this item is to add chim-
ney linings or vents, inverted blocks, glazed or
unglazed, and earthenware tiles. There is no change
in the rate, except in one or two articles, which is
at 25 per cent

Feathers, viz.: Ostrich and vulture, undressed, 15 per
cent. ad valoren.

Mr. McMULLEN. You should increase the
duty on that which will bear a duty, and take it
off sonething else. The hon. gentleman admits
this kind of thing at 15 per cent., and charges
35 per cent. on a pair of common cuffs which
a poor woman bas to wear.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Vulture
feathers belong properly to the combines, and must
be lightly taxed.

Apples, 40 cents per barrel.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. We import a few barrels,

but for every barrel that comes in from the United
States we export more than two. If we put 40 cents
a barrel on these apples, it is only human nature to
suppose that the United States will put the saine
duty on our apples, so it will be fulfilinent of the
old adage, that a man may cut off his nose in order
to spite his face. Last year the Province of
Ontario imported 14,162 barrels of apples, and
exported to the United States 119,504 barrels, or
nearly twelve times as mnuch as that Province im-
ported. It is interesting to note the reason why
the people of Ontario import these few barrels of
apples. There are early apples which ripen in
the Southern States long before any apples are
ripened in Ontario. Is there anything particularly
wrong in our having a few ripened apples brought
in before we have any of our own ? Then, Quebec
last year imported 31,096 barrels of apples. A
large portion of the Province of Quebec is not fitted
for raising apples, and I would ask if there is any
reason for taxing the people there 40 cents a barrel
on the small quantity of apples which they import.
Nova Scotia has also been a sinner in this respect.
That Province imported 3,370 barrels from the
United States, but they exported 19,997 to the
Unted States. They imported those apples for
the saine reason as the Province of Ontario did.
The apples ripen earlier in the United States than
in Nov.a Scotia. Is there anything wrong in the
people of Nova Scotia desiring to have a few early
apples before their own are ready to use? Nova
Scotia is one of the best apple-growing countries
on the face of the earth, and that Province has
sent back to the United States six barrels of apples
for every one which it has imported. New Bruns-
wick, some parts of which are not fitted for the
raising of this kind of fruit, imported 9,609 bar-
rels. Is there any sense in making the poor peo-
ple there pay 40 cents a barrel on these apples ? It is
the same thing in regard to other Provinces. This
is a fair illustration of the way in which this tariff
is going to work. This might be looked upon as a
small matter, but it must be taken into considera-
tion as a part of the system which the Government
has adopted of endeavoring to force the United
States to refuse to us reciprocity in these natural
products. I need not point out to the House that
the Government has gone back on its principles in
this matter. In 1879, when the Government in-
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augurated the National Policy, the reason given
was that they wanted to force the United States
into a reciprocity in trade, and that, if they did
not succeed in that, they would have a recipro-
city in tariffs. Their main object was, as they
said, to obtain reciprocity in trade, and they
inserted a clause in the Act providing that,
whenever the Americans threw off duties on
natural products, Canada would do the same. I
need not point out how loath the Government
were to carry ont the law which they themselves
had passed, but it was only after we had been
exporting to the United States these articles free
of duty for some time that they threw off the duty
on apples and other natural products which the
United States had admitted free. Now, however,
the Government have thrown off the mask and
have declared that they believe that reciprocity in
natural products would be detrimental to this
country. They are trying to provoke the Ameri-
cans to reprisals, and to compel them to lay
duties on these articles. I have pointed out that
for every barrel of apples we import, we export
two. The Government are trying to compel the
Americans to charge twice as much on what
we export as the amount charged on what we
import. This is a fair sample of the system of
protection. It is taking $2 out of one pocket to
put $1 into the other. I suppose this is called
statesmanship, but if a private individual were to
follow that course, sure and certain ruin would be
the result, unless in the meantime his friends took
the matter into their own hands and confined him
in a lunatic asylum.

Mr. BÉCHARD. I agree with the hon. gentle-
man who bas just spoken. This item was placed
on the free list some few years ago. Why lias
that been changed ? Last year we imported
78,798 barrels of apples, at a cost of $128,782, and
exported to the United States 144,618 barrels,
which brought us the amount of $230,208. It is
clear that trade has been to our advantage, and I
cannot see why we should return to the old duty.
Is it not to be feared that a retaliatory duty may be
imposed upon our apples, the exportation of which
brings us more money than we pay for those which
we import. I know that people in some villages on
the Richelieu River, and other places, get their
living by importing apples from the United States,
which they transport to the interior portions of
the Province of Quebec, where they sel1 them.
Some apples of this kind are very cheap in the
United States; but with this specific duty of 40
cents a barrel, it will kill that trade altogether,
because the duty per bushel will be more than the
price paid for the apples. I think, therefore, it is
clear that this duty will ruin that trade with the
United States, and injure the country on the whole,
more than it would benefit it.

Mr. BOWELL. I desire to add to that item the
following words as an amendment : "including
the duty on the barrel," in order that the package
clause may not be applied to the place where im-
ported. As the House is aware, packages contain-
ing articles bearing a specifie duty, are also rated
at 20 per cent.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How much revenue are
you going to lose by it ?

Mr. BOWELL. We got no revenue before, and
I do not suppose we will lose by it.

Mr. ARMSTRONG.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Coming, as I do, fron a
section of the country where a very large number
of agriculturists have extensive orchards, and
where extensive exportations of apples are made
every year to the United States, I think it my
duty to protest against placing this duty upon
apples, because, as was stated by the hon. meniber
for Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong), it must be borne
in mind that by this action we are inviting the
Government of the United States to retaliate and
place a duty upon apples which are exported from
this country into the United States. It must be
evident to every man of common sense that by
this duty we are injuring the farming community
of this country who are extensively engaged in the
production of apples, because, throughout the
Niagara district and in the counties west,
a great many farmers are engaged almost
exclusively in the growing of apples, and
they find the United States market the
most profitable market in which to sell their
apples. Why, Sir, it is a common thing in the
fall of the year, in apple time, to find Ameri-
can buyers coming into every county and every
township in the section of the country where I
live, and buying up the whole produce of a farm
in the apple line; therefore, I say it will be a
direct injury to the farmers of the country to have
this duty imposed upon apples. It bas been shown
by the hon. member for West Middlesex that we
export double the quantity of apples that we im-
port, and if the Americans retaliate and place a
duty upon our apples going into their country, we
put by this item a direct tax upon the farmers of
this country ; we injure them to the extent of this
duty for the simple reason that we would be unable
to export our apples on the same terms as we for-
merly did. I say on behalf of the farmers of this
country, who are largely interested in the produc-
tion of apples, that this is an imposition upon then
which the Government should abstain from making.
It is well known that the farmers cannot be pro-
tected like the manufacturers. The manufacturers
can be protected ; they have been protected, and
the Government of this country know that
they have been protected, from the fact that
they have on nany occasions received assistance
fron the manufacturers of this country in order to
enable them to carry the elections. We know
that funds have been subscribed largely by the
m'anufacturers' association of the country ln order
to bolster up this protectionist Government. On1ly
the other day, in the citv of Toronto, at the anfnuai
meeting of the manufacturers' association, I ob-
served that the fees have been raised to $25 from
$10, which they formerly were. What do they
do with these fees ? What does the manufac-
turers' association of this country require these
fees for? I say these fees are levied upon the manu'
facturers throughout the length and breadth of this
land, not for legitimate purposes in connectiof
with their organisation, but for the purpose Of
creating an election fund for the support Of tyis
protectionist Government. When an opportnmitY
is offered t~o the Goverumeut to refrain f rom an
iujury to the farming commnity of this country,
which will induce the Americans. in whose counf-
try we find a market for a large portion of our
apples, to put on a duty equal to the duty that we
impose upon their apples coming into this country,
I say no man who bas the interest of the farmning
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community at heart will support the Government
il, this monstrous proposition.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman does not
surely mean to say that we find a market for the
larger portion of our apples in the United States?

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The hon. members for
Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong) and for Iberville (Mr.
Béchard) have read a statement from the blue
book published by the Government, which is the
authority for the statement which I make.

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman will look
at page 676 he will find that we sent from the
different Provinces last year of apples, green or
ripe, 144,618 barrels to the United States, and he
will find on page 675 that we sent to Great Britain
619,217 barrels.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is to
say, you send twice as many to the United States
as you inported from them. I fail to see how that
neets my hon. friend's argument as to the extreme
folly of imposing a duty here. The fact that we
send a large number of apples to England does not
in the slightest degree affect my hon. friend's argu-
ient that when we only buy one-half as many from

die United States as we send there, it is a very
foolish thing to tax them.

Mr. BOW ELL. It may be very foolish, but the
statement was made positively that the United
States was the principal market.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No.
Mr. BOWELL. I say it was. That was the

only point to which I referred.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was not

ny hon. friend's statement.
Mr. BOWELL. It was precisely his statement;

I think I did not misunderstand him. When I
pointed out that there were three times as many
barrels and more, nearly five times as many barrels,
sent to England as to the United States, it was
siiply to show that England was the principal
market for the product of Canada.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. My contention was based
ipon the export of apples from the section of the
country I come from, in the Province of Ontario.
When I commenced my remarks I spoke of the
section of the country I come from. Everybody
who knows anything about the apple-growing
district of the Province of Ontario, knows that a
large portion of the apples exported fron that sec-
tion go to the United States. I do not pretend to
say that the larger proportion of the whole country
go to the United States. I was only speaking of
the section of the country where I live.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is equally
wrong in that statement.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. gentleman is wrong
again. If lie would look at the exports from
Ontario lie will find that there were 80,000 barrels
Iore sent to England than to the United States.

Mr. BOYLE. I do not think it is a reasonable
thimg that we should be deterred from protecting
our fruit-growers by the fear that the Americans
wili put a retaliatory duty upon apples. As the
Finance Minister stated the other day, we are now
endeavoring to build up a national policy irrespec-
tive of the United States, and this holding up ourhands in horror, in fear that the Americans may do

something if we do something, I think is unworthy
of the Canadian Parliament. In reference to the
export of apples, I find, from an American almanac,
figures given for the year 1888, showing that of the
apples which the Americans imported from us not
one barrel was entered for consumption, but all
were for export again. Moreover, the United
States itself is an exporting country for apples.
They exported, in 1888, 487,000 barrels to other
countries, so we cannot look for any live market
there for our apples. The 144,000 barrels export-
ed from Canada to the United States were bought
by speculators to be reshipped to England, so if
the Americans do put a duty on our apples, it will
only have the effect of increasing the trade between
this country and Great Britain direct, instead of
through Anerican buyers.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Since the removal
of the duty two years ago, our apple trade has
gone up by leaps and bounds. Instead of our
apples being sent to the United States for purposes
of exportation, they have gone to Chicago and
the western market. If the duty is not reimposed,
we will have an exceedingly large trade in that
direction ; but if we impose this duty, the trade
next year will be less than for the last two years.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Where are the apples con-
sumed in the United States that go from the
Niagara district and from the County of Huron.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. A great many apples are
sent fron my district to the Western States. A
friend of mine two years ago sent 5,000 barrels to
Denver, Colorado, where they were sold for at the
rate of five apples for 25 cents. The Minister of
Customs defends the imposition of the duty on the
ground that we send more apples to Great Britain
than to the United States. It is a very childish
argument that, because we send a great quantity
to Great Britain, we must destroy our American
market. It is part of the Government's policy of
endeavoring to cut off all intercourse between us
and our best customers.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I repeat it. Our aggre-

gate trade with Great Britain was equal to
$80,500,000, while that with the United States
reached over $94,000,000. I insist that the
Government have taken a step calculated to
destroy our trade with the United States. One
year the Government are endeavoring to negotiate
a commercial treaty with Spain ; another year
with France; another year are sending delegates
and samples of goods to Australia ; another year
we are sending to Cuba and subsidising steamers
to establish a little trade with the West India
Islands, while at the saine time we are endeavoring
by every means in our power to destroy the great
market that lies at our doors. The men who are
guilty of such a policy are fit candidates for a
lunatic asylum.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Our exports of apples
from Ontario to Great Britain reached 199,000
barrels, and to the United States 119,504 barrels.

Mr. CARLING. How many did we import
from the United States?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. 14,000 barrels.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I speak for my section of
the country, and I repeat that our American
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neighbors come in and buy our apples and take
them to the United States. Even' admitting that
we export more barrels to Great Britain than to
the United States, from Ontario, I say that this
change in the tariff will be a direct injury to our
people, who, for years past, have sold their apples
in the United States; for I utterly fail to under-
stand how the Government expect to benefit our
farmers by attempting to destroy a market in the
United States for 119,504 barrels of Ontario apples
every year, and smaller quantities from the other
Provinces. We are destroying the market of our
apple growers, and we are not offering any benefit
to the farmers for the injury we are inflicting.

Mr. TAYLOR. How are we taking away the
market for our apples? The markets still remain.
So far as we are concerned, we are not interfering
with the markets, for the Americans can come in
here and buy our apples. We are simply legislat-
ing for Canada.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. These remarks are made
by a gentleman who is retaliating against the
labor laws of the United States. This is the
gentleman who set himself up to defy the United
States Government on the St. Lawrence River;
this is the gentleman which is now engaged in
an enquiry to ascertain what we can do to pre-
vent American labor coming into Canada. He
promises this House that the United States Gov-
ernment is going to stand idly by and see this
Government impose a duty of 40 cents a barrel
and not retaliate. Americans are like Canadians,
and if we are going to retaliate, they are going to
retaliate in turn and we may expect nothing else.

Mr. TAYLOR. We have as good a right to re-
taliate as have the Americans, and the hon. gen-
tleman says the Americans will, no doubt, put a
duty on apples going in froin Canada. The
Americans,by their Alien Labor Act,haveprevented
laborers from Canada crossing the line and work-
ing in the United States, and yet residing in Can-
ada. I have here documents to show that at
Point Edward twenty-six families were added to
the exodus, which the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and other hon.
gentlemen opposite are, no doubt, glad to see
taking place every other day, on this account.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Why do you not issue a
proclamation against it ?

Mr. TAYLOR. The exodus is going on, simply
because the United States say their Act provides
that Canadians living in Canada cannot perform
work over the line. Yet the hon. gentleman finds
fault because I want Americans to be placed on
the same footing as Canadians, and to say that
Americans resident in the United States cannot
perform work in Canada. I have no doubt the
hon. gentleman will support my Bill at the proper
time. He does not want to cringe to the United
States or to any other country. We want fair play
in labor as well as in apples.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. We do not want to cringe
to the United States, but we do not want to
induce them to retaliate, and to impose a duty
upon an article we desire to export to that
country ; and it is interfering with the interests of
our farmers to impose this tax on apples coming
into Canada, in the retaliation which must fol-
low by the United States Government putting a

Mr. SOMERVILLE.

similar duty on apples sent in there. I would like
to ask the hon. gentleman if he is not the man,
who in the committee vas proven to be one of the
sinners engaged in employing American labor in his
carriage factory at Gananoque. I am not a member
of that committee ; but I understand, from a gen-
tleman who is a member, that the only evidence
which was produced before that committee, witi
regard to the employment of alien labor, was to
the effect that the inember for Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
was the only man in Gananoque, or in that neigh-
borhood, who employed American labor; and yet
he gets up in this House and talks his patriotie
sentiments about keeping Canada for the Cana-
dians-he, the very man, who is chairman of that
committee, and who is actually the guilty partv.
He is the only man who is proven before that com-
mittee to be guilty of actually employing alien
labor in his own factory.

Mr. TAYLOR. I just want to say to the hon.
gentleman that that statement is untrue. We do
employ in the factory belonging to the com-
pany of which I have the honor of being president,
some four families who have removed over fron
the United States. They were Irishmen by birth,
and were not American citizens at all. They came
from the United States, engaged with us; removed
their families to this side of the line, and added to
the population of Canada, and they have resided
in Canada since the three years we have been run-
ning our factory. That is bringing the exodus the
right way, and not doing, as my hon. friend wants
to do-forcing the people from Canada to the
United States.

Mr. BOWELL. I have no doubt, my hon.
friend from Brant (Mr. Somerville), has read the
fable of the wolf and the lamb, for he is now playing
the part of the wolf. He has told us that if we
dare to put on this 40 cents a barrel duty on apples,
the Americans will retaliate. Why, the MeKin-
ley Bill, which proposes a duty of 25 cents a
bushel on apples, was a week or ten days before
Congress, before the Finance Minister made his
Budgets peech. The hon. gentleman is, therefore,
accusing the lamb of mudding the water up the
stream, though he is far up the stream. At the
same time it would be just as well for hon. gen-
tlemen opposite to state facts as they exist, and not

to be accusing the Government of adopting a poliC
which may lead our neighbors to take another
course, which might be, as the hon. member for
Brant (Mr. Somerville) argues, injurious to us.
From the facts before us we know that the proposi-
tion to put a duty on apples was made to Congress
before we propounded our tariff at all. I have jst
one word to say to my hon. friend from South
Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong) who is generally fair
in anything he says. He attributed to me certain
remarks which I never uttered. I said nothing
whatever on the point to which he referred It
was a creation of his own mind, and he set up a
little man and knocked him down again most

valiantly. The only object I had in rising, was to

point out what I really did say, without any argu-
ment. apart from the statement, which was that the
figures given in reference to the exportation Of
apples were not correct, in accordance with the
trade returns. I made no argument.

Mr. LANDERKIN. You scarcely ever do.
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Mr. BOW ELL. It is not necessary when refer-
ring to you. If I were replying to the hon. gentle-
mail who bas interrupted, I might say it is impos-
sible to reply to any arguments when lie speaks,
because he never utters any.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is evident from what
tie Minister of Customs has said that the House
can easily discern why this duty of 40 cents a
barrel ias been placed upon apples. He bas told us
that the Tariff Bill, now under consideration in the
Uniited States, provides that there is to be a duty
of 25 cents a bushel on apples going into the
United States, and this paternal Government of
ours, feeling and dreading that the United States
Government would get the start of them, and put
on this duty before they could succeed in putting
it on, have made up their minds that they should
put a duty of 40 cents a barrel on apples before
tie United States Governnent have passed this
proposed law. I maintain that is no justification
for this Government putting on this duty. The
United States Government have not as yet legal-
ised or passed that tariff, and it is doubtful
whether it will be passed. I think that this Govern-
meut have shown undue haste in endeavoring to
retaliate against the United States, before the
Uinited States has sanctioned this duty which the
Minister of Customs talks about, as likely to be
iimi)osed on our apples going into that country. I
hold that this is a very ill-advised act on the part
of the Canadian Government and that it is not in
the interests of the farmers or of the apple growers
of this country. I fancy that when the time comes
tie apple growers of this country will tell the
(Governîuent that this duty is not in their interest.

Mr. CARLING. I would say to the lion. gentle-
misan that the quantity of apples imported into
Canada fron the United States, last year, was
70,000 barrels.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We know
that ; it has been stated six or seven times already.

Mr. CARLING. It was stated by an hon.
gentleman that the import was only 30,000 barrels.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The other
figures were given half a dozen times over.

Mr. CARLING. You might have known it,
but the House generally did not seem to know it.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I would just wish to say
to the Minister of Customs, who accused me of
ilisrepresenting him, that if I did misrepresent
hims I lad no intention of doing so.

Mr. BOWELL. I believe that.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. If I have done it I am

sorry for it. The Minister of Customs made a
statement just now that the McKinley Bill is
before Congress. I wish to ask him if he is welladvised on that fact, and if it bas been reported

Pilon by the Comnittee of Ways and Means ?
Mr. 1BOWELL. I find the whole tariff in the

hew York Tribune. I will look and see what it
says lu regard to it. Perhaps some of the hon.gentleman's colleagues who have been down to
Washington, can give more information on this

Point than I can.
- Mr. LANDERKIN. Is it the Minister of Mar-
ine and Fisheries you refer to ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did notbelieve it was possible that we should have a Cana-

dian statesman, or one who calls himself so, so
excessively ill-advised as to the constitution and
practices of the United States, as to use such an
argument. It is an exhibition of most gross ignor-
ance on the part of any man in Canada, who
calls hinself a statesman, not to know more, or
appear to know more, of the usages of the United
States Congress in dealing with these muatters, than
members on our Treasury benches appear to do.
Now, Sir, the hon. Minister of Custons ought to
know-and if he does not, I should think that any
child in our schools who has had the opportunity
of receivimg an ordinary common school education,
could tell him-that the Constitution of the United
States is so wholly different from ours that the
action of any of their committees, whether it be
of Ways or Means or any other, bears not the
slightest resemblance to the action of himself and his
colleagues in now bringing this matter before our
House. The fact of the matter is this, Mr. Chairman.
A proposition to amend the United States' tariff
by the Ways and Means Committee of Congress
can be in no respect put in comparison to the
action of the Canadian Government in bringing
down a proposition to this House on their owni
responsibility. Prior to the action of the Govern-
ment in this matter, the chances were a thousand
to one that the McKinley Bill as it now stands-
and particularly that part of it that affects us-
would have no chance of passing. There were
strong interests which were opposed to the
McKinley Bill; there are still considerable inter-
ests which are opposed to it; but, Sir, the action of
these gentlemen opposite has enormously strength-
ened the bands of the men who would like-
I will not say to deliberately injure our comn-
inerce-but to pass measures which will be
exceedingly injurions to the best interests of a
very large number of theproducers of Canada. Until
this Government had acted, untilthis Government
had introduced these retaliatory measures-for such
they are, on their authority and on their responsi-
bility, there was a very good chance indeed that
these items in the McKinley tariff would not pass.
I hope thev will not pass even as it is, but I tell
you that the hon. Minister of Customs and his
colleagues have done all that mortal men could do
to imperil our trade of $94,000,000 with the
United States, and to induce the United States
Congress to pass the almost prohibitory clauses
contained in the McKinley Bill; and in su doing
they and their supporters are in the highest degree
traitors to the best interests of the Dominion of
Canada, especially the interests of the agricultural
classes.

Mr. BOWELL. The usual flight of oratory and
indignation has been exhibited to-night by the
hon. member for South Oxford, and the usual
epithets have been thrown across the House of
utter ignorance of the constitutions of the United
States and Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Quite correct.
Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is getting

almost as bad as the gentleman behind him; ignor-
ance, presumption, and almost every other epithet, is
constantly being thrown across the House by that
hon. gentleman. I am inclined to think that lie is
under the impression that the whole knowledge of
the world is concentrated in his own cranium. I have
no objection to his thinking that, or to his accusing
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me of ignorance, whether political or otherwise;
it is a matter of very little consequence to me. If
he thinks it is not beneath his dignity to indulge
in epithets of that kind, we on this side can afford
to accept them for whatever they are worth. If
the McKinley Bill is no indication of the feeling of
the people of the United States, or of the feeling
of Congress or the House of Representatives, how
is it that he and his friends have been continually
hurling across the House, the fact that a Mr. Hitt,
with whom it has been said the hon. gentleman
has been in close communication for some time
past, has introduced a resolution into the House of
Representatives affirming the principle of mre-
stricted reciprocity or commercial union, or what-
ever he calls the fad ? Is he so ignorant of the
constitution of the United States, as not to know
that the inere introduction of a resolution-and
any member of Congress can introduce such a re-
solution-is not an expression of the feelings and
intentions of the people of the United States
until it has actually passed or become law ? Yet
the hon. gentleman has told this House and
the country, over and over again, that that is
an expression of the feeling of Congress, that
they are extending the olive branch to us, and
that we should accept it, when in fact it is of no
more effect than the McKinley Bill. Let the hon.
gentleman put the cap on if it fits him. The
McKinley Bill is as much an opinion of the people
of the United States, while it is before the Com-
mittee of Ways and Means, as the resolution of
Mr. Hitt is. He can indulge in his epithets just
as long as he pleases; all I can do is to commend
him to the people when he appeals to them again,
when lie can hurl them forth with just as glib a
tongue as he has done so often in the past, and I
venture the prediction that the result will be just
what the past result has been of such speeches, and
epithets, and language, on his part towards gentle-
men who happen to differ from him on the trade
question or any other question. I am quite will-
ing to be styled a thief, as he insinuated the other
night, or to be called ignorant of the constitution
of the United States, or anything else that pleases
him. I admit that I had not the early advantages
which the hon. gentleman had; but I am not pre-
pàred to admit that I do not understand the con,
stitution of the United States and the constitution
of Canada just as well as he does, with all bis
advantages and all the wealth with which he is
surrounded. I am quite willing, so long as it
pleases, that he should continue to accuse us of
ignorance, presumption, audacity, thievery, and
everything else he chooses, and leave the people to
judge between us.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman is tolerably aware that I shall use just
such language as I please within the limits of
parliamentary rule, and if you find me out of order
you will not find me unwilling fo retract ; but I
am perfectly within the limits of parliamentary
order in describing the hon. gentleman and his
colleagues as manifesting the most gross ignorance
of the constitution of the United States, and I
repeat the statement. What did the hon. gentle-
man say ? Why, he compared these propositions
brought down by the responsible government of
Canada with the propositions advanced by a par-
ticular committee of Congress. I did not say that

Mr. Bow.EL.

the resolution passed by the Committeeof Congress
had no weight ; but I pointed out that that
resolution, in the stage to which it had advanced,
was utterly inadequate ground or reason for any
action being taken by this Parliament. Ours is a
cabinet government, as the hon. gentleman I sup.
pose knows, or ought to know, while theirs is a
presidential government.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not know that, of course.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Judging fron

the language lie used in reply to the hon. member
for Brant, I supposed, and I had a right to sup-
pose, that the hon. Minister of Customs was en-
tirely ignorant of the fundamental differences
between our Government and that of the United
States. The point is this, and the hon. gentleman
has not attempted to meet it. An ordinary Tariff
Bill, such as that now before the United States
Congress, is subject to perpetual and constant
modification; and I point out to this House, but
more especially to the people of this country,
whose interests are going to be most prejudicially
affected by just such clauses as this under discus-
sion, that if these gentlemen had held their hands,
if they had not wantonly challenged to retaliation
the people of the United States, there was a strong
probability that the adverse interests in the United
States, which would be more or less affected by the
passage of this McKinley tariff, would have
put such obstacles in its way that it would
never have got through. I tell these hon. gentlemen
that by their most imprudent, their most
insane folly, because it amounts to that, they
are, by every clause of this kind, putting the
strongest possible arguments in the hands of
those persons, whoever they are, who wish to
injure the trade of Canada with the United States,
to enable them to enforce all the oppressive
prohibitory measures contained in the McKinley
tariff. If the hon. gentlemen had possessed any
sort of proper appreciation of their position, they
would have waited at least until the McKinley
Bill had passed one House of Congress. Had
they then chosen to pass retaliatory measures,
there might have been some show of propriety for
them, though we might have doubted their wis-
dom ; but they have been guilty of an extreme
lack of statesmanship, and I shall repeat here and
on every hustings if need be, that if our barley
trade, our egg trade, and our whole trade of
$94,000,000 with the United States is destroyed,
the\hon. gentleman and lis colleagues more than
all others will be responsible for it and the injury
that will follow, by their foolish conduct 1i
inciting the people of the United States to a war
of tariffs.

Mr. COLBY. I do not think the hon. Minister
of Customs endeavored to give, or thougit of
giving, this House any exposition of constitutiona
law, either as regards Canada or the United
States. He has simply muentioned the fact that
the McKinley Bill had been published to the world
before the propositions which have been submitted
by the Minister of Finance were made knownl.Ie
did not attempt to say that the McKinley Bill Wa
in any sense in the position of a measure broug
down by a Cabinet Minister under our s.ystem Of
constitutional government; he did not go mito that
feature of the case, but simply stated the fact as
is, and that gave an opportunity to the hou.
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gentleman-an opportunity of which he availed
Sinself with a good deal of eagerness-to rise,
and, with real or simulated indignation, attempt
to sit upon the Minister of Customs. Well, the
Mlinister of Customs is a very knotty stick to sit
upon, and any gentleman who attempts to sit upon
him will not usually find that he is occupying a
very comfortable seat; and I do not think that
gentleman, or any other gentleman who goes out
f his way deliberately to sit upon the Minister of

Customs, will be any the more comfortable or happy
for having donc so. But this is quite aside from
the mark. The hon. gentleman has told us that
he proposes to declare in this House, and upon every
platform in the country, that if this McKinley Bill
becomes law this Government will be responsible,
because of the tariff they introduced. That may be
very good party tactics, very good partisan talk, but
there is not one single word of truth or one particle
of common sense in it, and nothing will convince
the reasoning men of this country that it is any-
thing more than simple political clap-trap. The
McKinley Bill is the deliberate outcome of the
strong sentiment which governs the minds of the
dominant party in the United States, and whether
that party change the tariff this session or not
loes not depend in the slightest degree upon the

action of this Government. That Bill will be carried
or defeated, just as members of Congress deen it to,
he for the advantage or not of the people of the
United States, without any reference to us. No
subject has occupied the serious attention of the
public men of the United States, for the past year
or two so much as the unfortunate condition of the
agricultural classes in the Eastern and Northern
States in the Union. I took the opportunity, the
other evening, of referring to the condition of the
farmers in the State of Vermont, and hon. gentle-
men opposite resented that comparison, because,
they said, Vermont was not a fairly representative
agricultural State. Well, I would refer them to the
State of New York, where, according to the report
of the State agent, real estate bas depreciated
thirty-three per cent. in the last ten years. It is
a fact well known and undisputed, that, in the
Eastern and Northern States of the Union, there
is miost serious depression. Party men will attri-
bute that to one cause or the other, but the think-iug men of the United States are of opinion that
thus depression is the result of causes which could
lot be controlled by any fiscal policy whatever.

M\lr. MILLS (Bothwell). Flies on the wheel.
IMIr. COLBY. Flies on the wheel, if you like.It is controlled by a condition of affairs which ean-

not be remedied. It is the competition of the
West with the East ; the opening up of newvirgin lands in the West, those large cheap farms,
nd the application of labor-saving machinery, bywhich one man can do the work of ten men ; and

it la the low rates of transportation from the West
tu the East, which have also been reduced three or
t urfold within a few years, so that the produc-
.ions of the Western States are brought as cheaplyiuto New York and Boston as the production fromarms less than two hundred miles away. Thebutter from Iowa comes into New York and Bostonn refrigerator cars, as cheaply as butter from theýtate of Vermont in the ordinary car, and in far
better condition, and the cheap corn in the Westcuntruls the prices of grain in the East. It is

from that competition that these eastern'farmers
are suffering. It is inevitable ; it is regrettable,
but it cannot be prevented. The local market,
which was an excellent market a few years ago to
those in proximity to the large manufacturing
towns and cities, has lost its advantage, because the
farmer in the West has as cleap and almost as
quick access to it as the farmers in thejEast. This
condition of affairs is exciting every farmer in
the Eastern and Northern States, but besides
that fierce competition which he must meet fron
the West, he has also to meet the milder com-
petition from the Canadian farmers in the mar-
kets of New England and New York, and
along the border, and he says it is quite enough
to be compelled to be subjected to the inevit-
able competition of his own people without being
subjected to the competition of the Canadian
farmer. In the exercise of their rights they call
upon the legislature of their country to defend
them from that competition, competition of a,
milder form, but still competition from the
Canadian farmer. They are represented in the
cabinet by Mr. Blaine, by Mr. Proctor of Vermont,
and in the Senate by Mr. Edmunds, by Senator
Morrill, the author of the Morrill Tariff, and by Mr.
Frye. They have an able body of influential men
representing them, who will defend their interest,
and it is that sentiment which has caused agri-
cultural protection to be a leading feature in the
McKinley tariff. Whether we did or not change
our tariff, their course would be the same. The
hon. gentleman who has just spoken ought to
know the United States very well. He visits it
sometimes; he studies in it sometimes ; he visits
New York and Washington ; and I appeal to him
to tell me whether any large portion of the people
of the United States really take an interest
in the tariff as between Canada and the United
States ? Does California care a rap what tariff
exists between us ? Do Colorado, Texas, the
Southern States feel any interest in it? Do the
Middle States know anything about it? How
many of the people of the United States really
know what tariff there is between Canada and the
United States, outside these people on the border,
who feel the competition of Canadian goods in the
markets which are already flooded by the products
of the West? It is the people who call upon the
public men to put a stop to that by a high tariff, and
their public men are able, influential men in the
Cabinet and in Congress. Hence the McKinley
Tariff was a foregone conclusion, and nothing we
can do can have any effect either as regards its
coming into force or not coming into force.
Instead of the people of Canada reproaching the
present Government for having foreseen a thing
which, I say, was inevitable, they will thank us
for not resting without action for a year or two, or
three years ; they will thank us for foreseeing what
anyone who had any judgment might have foreseen,
that agricultural protection was about to be
adopted in the United States, and for adopting in
self-defence protection for our own industries.
No truer word has been uttered than the state-
ment of the Finance Minister, when he said that
no portion of this tariff, was conceived with any
feeling of retaliation. This tariff was matured
by the judgment of those who desired to protect
the agricultural interest in this community. This
Government believes that the farmers of this
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country' should feed the people of this country,
that the farmers of this country should feed the
lumbermen of this country, that the farmers of
this country should feed the manufacturers of this
country. It cannot be disputed that the lumber-
men of Canada find the farmers very good cus-
tomers. What better customers have the lum-
bermen than the farmers, who are spread all
over this broad Dominion, whose buildings are
principally constructed of lumber which they have
to buy froin the lumbermen ? Let the lumber-
man and the manufacturers, who sell so much
to the farmer, be willing to reciprocate, and to
buy from the farmer as they sell to the farmer ;
and so give the Canadian fariner the Canadian
market. We know that two million dollars worth
of pork products comes into this country every
year, displacing and crowding out of the market
here, what should legitimately be the profit of the
Canadian farmer on his own produce. I am speak-
ing generally on this subject, and, consequently, I
refer to that particular item as a convenient illus-
tration. I say that this Government has adopted
a policy of agricultural protection in the interest
of the farmer. Gentlemen on the other side sneer
at it. They say we want to placate the fariners
bv this in order to get their votes. We will not
be deterred by sneers of that kind from pursu-
ing the clear path of duty. That path is open to
us, and it is to give the Canadian market to the
Canadian farmer. We, in Canada, are able to pro-
duce all the meat-foods which the people of Canada
can consume. Look at the great North-West,
with its almost unequalled facilities for the pro-
duction of food, whether beef or pork, or any
other kind. lu placing these duties we not
only help the people of the North-West alone,
but we help every Province in the Dominion
and every part of the country, even as far
as Prince Edward Island. My hon. friend
fron Compton (Mr. Pope), who is sitting at my
side, brought up two carloads of pork from Prince
Edward Island to use in his own shanties, and he
is intending to buy more from Prince Edward
Island. He prefers to buy pork from Prince
Edward Island, and from the farmers in the
Eastern Townships and in Canada generally, to
buying the western corn-fed pork from the United
States. I believe this industry will be bene-
fited by the policy of the Government. I believe
that the lumbermen of this country are a liberal-
minded body of men. I believe that they are
perfectly prepared to take their share in the
fortunes of this conntry, and I believe that they
are willing that the farmer shall have the means
to live as well as themselves. I believe that the
manufacturers of this country and the working-
men of this country will not complain because
we ask them to eat the food which Canada pro-
duces-Canada, which is an agricultural country
par excellence. I only rose to say that I believed
that the McKinley Bill, or any other Bill provi-
ding for agricultural protection in the United
States, was a necessity with the Republican
party which is now dominating the United
States. That party could not have done any-
thing else if they acted in accordance with their
record, and with the policy which they have
propounded and supported. If there was a free
trade Congress and a free trade Government, and
if a free trade sentiment prevailed throughout

Mr. COLBY.

the United States, some other panacea might lave
suggested itself to the Government there, but, as
public sentiment exists in the United States, thits
agricultural protective tariff was one of the in
evitable and necessary things which must grow
out of the present condition of affairs. That
may for a time inconvenience us and prove a
temporary injury to some interests, but I believe
that, in the end, it will prove to be a benefit to
the country at large by making us more indepen1 .
ent and self-contained, by throwing us more upon
our own resources, and by enabling us to becomae
an independent country. If not, if this shouli
have the effect of injuring, not temporarily.
but even permanently, some great interests in
this country, hon. gentlemen on this side of tie
House are not prepared to whine or comîplain
about it, and to say that the United States are
not entitled to do in these matters as they
please. It is the duty of the Congress of tie
United States to look after the interests of tlie
people of that country, and, therefore, it is their
duty to pass a Bill, similar to the McKinley Bill.
if it is in the interest of the people. It is also
our duty to look after the interests of our people.
We should not say to the people of the United
States that they are doing us an injustice. They
are simply doing their duty in the interests of their
own country. It is our duty to look after the iii-
terests of this country, and if we find foreigners
sending in large quantities of produce which ai le
profitably raised by the farmers of Canada, it is
our duty to protect our farmers, and to relieve
them froin that inconvenience. This tariff was
conceived in no spirit of retaliation whatever, but
any one night have foreseen what were the prede-
termined, what were the inevitable results of the
election to power of the present party wlaich is
dominant in the United States.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is quite
unnecessary for me to say that I wholly and en-
tirely take issue with the hon. gentleman (Ml.
Colby) in every part of his speech ; and I tell the
hon. gentleman that I believe he knows a great
deal better than his political exigencies permit hun
to state. I believe that he is wholly mistakenl
in thinking that the McKinley Bill was at ail
a foregone conclusion, except in so far as 'te

suicidal folly of himself and his colleagues haoe
made it so. Now, Sir, it is just such conduct, il
is just such speeches, it is just such a foolisi
policy as we have had enunciated by a gentlelmaii
who ought to have known better, the Presidelit of
the Council, which has sent, in all human proba
bility, a million of the choicest members of ouir
population from our country to the United States.
It is this policy of protection-this suicidal contei-
tion with the United States ; it is this policy Of ex-
orbitant taxes specially directed against the inter-
ests of the farmers, as shown by every hine of tidis
tariff, not excepting these items we are now dis-
cussing, which have caused agriculture in Canad
to be less profitable than it ought to be, and which
have contributed to send, as I have said, so01e"
thing like one in four of our adult male popula,
tion, if not one in three, to the United Stttes.
quite double and treble the numbers atnal
the hon. gentlemen got into power and the National
Policy was inaugurated. The hon. gentenai telld
us that the condition of agriculture in the ijnited
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states, at any rate in the eastern and northern colleagues, not merely did his leader, not merely
arts, is extremely deplorable, not being able to did his press and his followers, but he himself

arteeie, apparently, that if, after 27 years of pro- has repeatedly held out this policy as the one

tectio, the condition of United States farmers is best likely to secure the desirable end of reci-
elorable, as he and his friends state it to be, procity in natural products, which we heard

tiere never was a stronger argument put forward this hon. gentleman tell us the other night
here or elsewhere against a protective policy than would be an unmixed calamity to the farmers of

tihe cond<ition of these favored portions of the Canada. Now, Sir, what is the use of all this ?

Enilted States. The hon. gentleman says that The hon. gentleman cannot pretend to say that
there are certain causes that cannot be controlled. these additional taxes are put on for revenue, be-
so say we, so say 1, and the House cannot have cause his colleague, the Finance Minister, has told

forgotten with what denunciations this very Cham- us that we have a surplus secure for the present
her rang when I told the hon. gentlemen opposite year, and for the next year and for the year after.
that it was not under all circumstances in the What earthly good will it do our farmers to
power of the Government to produce prosperity. increase the revenue in this manner? I repeat to
sir, they insisted that a Government that could him, as I have told hin before, that as regards
not prosduce prosperity by Act of Parliament was the one article in which perchance a few
not worthy to sit on the Treasury benches, and farmers may obtain the advantage of an additional
nuw, Sir, we are told that thiere are uncontrollable tax upon pork, it would be infinitely more bene-
causes. He says there are some causes that are ficial to the farmers of Canada if he were to
not controllable by the Government of the United admit, as we have repeatedly asked him to do,
States which lead to the present unfortunate posi- corn free to feed the pork, and they would inake
tion of a large number of the agriculturists. But ten times as much out of that as out of the paltry
thierc were causes which were in the highest degree duty of one or two dollars additional on pork,
cuntrollable, and chief and foremost among those which pork will be used by the lumbermen, and
causes were the enormous burdens of taxation as the hon. gentleman well knows, and every
inflieted in the interest of protected manufacturers gentleman here knows the truth of what I am
on the people of the United States, and though, saying, the lumbermen will continue, notwith-
perhaps in a lesser degree, inflicted in the interest standing this increase of duty, to buy the vast
of the combine and of the protected manufacturers, portion of their supplies, just as they do now, in
on the agriculturists of Canada. That is a con- the Chicago markets. He knows, and they know,
trollable cause, and the hon. gentleman knows it that no greater shan and delusion was ever put
wx ell, and it is to an enormous extent by reason of on the Statute-book than this duty on pork, in so
the plunidering tariff in the United States, by far as it is declared to be a duty which will bene-
reason of the fact that the hard earnings of the fit our farmers. I tell the hon. gentleman again
people have been wrung fron them under the guise that so far fromn this duty helping the farmers, he
of law, to fill the pockets of persons like the hon. and his friends are doing all they can to strengthen
gentlemsan and his friends, and the friends who the hands of those parties in the United States who,
subsilise him and act as paymasters for himself and are clamoring for an increase of duty. Now, Sir,.
tise present Government, that the condition of the the hon. gentleman is very well acquainted with
farmuers in the United States is such as he des- the United States. I do not know whether he was
eribes it, and the condition of the farmers of bons there; 1 believe le was educated there, an ad-
Caniada is such as I have described it. That is the vantage whicl did not fail to my lot, and 1 ratIer
reason, and that is the controllable cause, and an think the hon, gentleman is connected in many and
easily reinovable cause, and so long as that cause near ways witl the United States. le knows very
existS, just so long will the condition of the farmers well, aîd bis argument shows it in the clearest
of Canada more and more rapidly approximate to possible manner, that this McKinley tarif at the
tise condition which he has described of the farmers present moment is only supported by a nere frac-
nf the United States, until it may well cone to tion of tbe people of the United States, that a very
pass that the farmers in Canada may be selling large number of States take no interest in it. le
lani as he tells us the farmers are selling it in the knows perfectly wcll that the two parties it Con-
be-t parts of Vermont for $3 and $5 ais acre, with gress are alnost equally balanced, that this Bil
all iluprovements thrown in. That is the goal to must pass in all humai probability lu this Congress,
whlich we are hastening, and in no one way are we or it will neyer pass. I believe, to-day, tbat the
nsastening towards it faster than by just such Republican party have a lare majority of eigît on
enactmneits as the hon. gentleman is inviting us to the floor of the House of Representatives; I doubt
put on the Statute-book. if they have even that. That Congress expires this

Mr. COLBY. With the advantages of unre- year ; tbeir successors are elected, 1 tbink, in the
tricted mouth of November. Now, there are nany and

rcciprcity.nunterous interests in the United States hostile to
Pir ICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Unrestricted this Bil. There are also, as he truly says,

reciprocity means free trade and the abolition of a certain infinential and dexterons politiclaîs
large anount of our taxes, and it will bring about to wlo y have a persoual interest or a politi-
us a vastamnountof prosperity. Now, the bon. gentle- cal interest in pnshing this Bil throuqb.
inan, andi I thank him for it, the first of all his col- I appeal to this buse. Is it possible
leagues, bas thrown off the mask. For ten or twelve for as man to play more directly into
long years the whole policy of the hon. gentleman the han s of the very gentlemen whom the Presi-
and his friends, and theirpress, has been to persuade dent of the Conil named as heiug desirous of
tise agriculturists of Canada that he and they were pushing this Bil througb, than for the Cabinet of
"ost desirous of bringing about reciprocity in Canada to introduce these retaliatory resolutions?
na1ural Products, at any rate. Not mereîy did hs Why, Sin , ot t of bis mouth le is covicted. le
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adnits distinctly there is only a small portion of
the United States that have an interest in this
Bill, that there are a small lot of influential
politicians who may desire to bring it about, and
he professes to be incapable of seeing how powerful
a weapon lie is putting into their hands for the
purpose of bringing about their object. Now,
Sir, I know what I am speaking of, as well as the
hon. gentleman, and I tell him this : That no
single act could have been brought forward in
Parliament less calculated to benefit the farmers of
Canada, and more certain to play into the hands
of the knot whom he speaks of, and who may
desire to put these duties on our products, than the
identical provisions of this tariff which we are now
considering.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I desire to say a
few words in answer to the hon. gentleman who
has just taken his seat. He says that the President
of the Council appears to be acquainted with the
people of the United States. I have no doubt the
President of the Council is acquainted with the
people of the United States, and I think the lion.
gentleman who has just spoken is himself trying to
become acquainted with the people of the United
States, if all reports speak true. Now, I do not
know what objection there is to the President of
the Council being acquainted with the people of
the United States, and knowing what they are
doing. I would like to ask the hon. member for
South Oxford how the present resolutions before
this House could be the cause of the McKinley
Tarift, when the McKinley Tariff was introduced
two weeks before these resolutions were introduced.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Iwill answer
the hon. gentleman's question, if he wishes. I
never said this was the cause of the McKinley
Tariff, but what I do say in this : If the McKinley
Tariff is passed these resolutions will be the cause
of it.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I believe an inti-
mation was given at Washington as to what course
would be pursued by this Governnent, in order
that Congress might so shape their resolutions as
to form a policy for the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) at the next
general election. To show that this is true, I will
read a report sent from Washington, indicating
that the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright), as leader of the Reform party in
this country, will, when he gets into power, use
the Reform party in order to bring about such
legislation as will be pleasing to the people of the
United States. I find a Washington despatch to
the Boston Globe as follows:-

" Though the most important of the American neigh-
bors of the United States, Canada is not represented in
the Pan-American Congress, that country is embraced in
Mr. Blaine's plan. Operating directly through Mr. Hitt,
now Chairman of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs
and in co-operation with the Liberals or free traders of
the Dominion, Mr. Blaine has succeeded in rousing on
the other side of the border a tremendous feeling in favor
of unrestricted reciprocity with the United States, as
shown by the vote on that proposition a few days ago i,
the Canadian Parliament, when the reciprocity party
carried their side.

"Sir Richard Cartwright, leader of the Canadian
Liberals and the coming Premier of the Dominion if his
party can gain aseendancy over the Tories, has within a
month or six weeks been in Washington in consultation
with Mr. Blaine. The agreement was then reached
between the two statesmen that while Mr. Blaine was
pushing reciprocity with South and Central America in

Sir RicHARD CARTwRIGHT.

the Pan-American Conference, Sir Richard Cartwrightwas to do all in his power to lead Canada up to free tradewith the United States."
I think I am justified in saying that the hon.
gentleman is well acquainted with the people of
the United States ; that he knows as mucli about
the legislation, as much about the purposes and
desires and future operations of the statesien of
that country, as he knows about the purposes of
the statesmen of this country. But I do not think
it was a handsone spectacle that while this Parlia-
ment was sitting, the hon. gentleman, being accre.
dited by the people of a constituency as their
representatives on the floor of this House, should
go to Washington and be in free consultation with
the statesmen of the United States as to the kind
of legislation they should introduce in order to
push the people of Canada into passing such legis.
lation as might be conducive to the welfare and
prosperity of the people of the United States. We
have desired, and for years we have endeavored to
bring about reciprocity.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). That is, a reci-

procity based upon such an arrangement as will
suit the people of this country, but not unrestricted,
undefined and undefinable reciprocity which hon.
gentlemen opposite are talking about at present.
In what have all our negotiations resulted ? What
was the result of the negotiations conducted by the
late Hon. George Brown when lie was accredited to
Washington ? No attention was paid to him; even
his representations were not considered by the
House of Representatives or the Senate; he was
treated with contempt by the people of the United
States.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Never.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I, as a Canalian.

have no desire to be placed in that position any
longer. We Canadians can live as Canadians by
ourselves if the United States do not care to trade
with us. It is in no spirit of hostility that this
tariff, or any other tariff, has been introdineed into
this House. Lt is framed directly in the interests
of the people, and, especially, latterly, in the in-
terests of the farmers. This particular item under
discussion is placed in the tariff at the desire of the
apple growers, who raise apples for the home mar-
ket, or for export. If this is the desire of the apple
growers, which it is, why should not the Govern-
ment introduce legislation in order to give then a
market in this country ? Hon. gentlemen opposite
would lead us to believe that the only market
for the produce of the farm is to be found in the
United States. Our great markets are Liverpool
and Europe, and all our surplus products m0ust
eventually find their way there. For this reason.
that this continent as a whole is an over-producing
continent in agricultural products, and if we sel
in the United States, we sell for middlemen who
transfer the products to Liverpool and receive the
benefit, and also the price of the transportation.
Not only does the middleman receive his profits,

but all the railways receive payment from Canadian
farmers for the transportation of these productO
So there is nothi consumed in the United States

that is grown in Canada except in this sense, that
instead of eating one bushel of Anerican wheat,
the people may eat one bushel of Canadian d heat
and export the bushel of American wheat. Afdse
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it is with respect to the meat question. England to-
day isfilledwiththe deadmeatsof the United States.
)o you pretend that the United States is a market

for Canadian dead meat ? The Americans are not
allowed to land live stock in England, but they
send in dead meat. Thus it is clear that the
markets of the United States are in no sense
narkets for the farmers of Canada. It is true that

Canadiai products are sold to the United States,
but they are sold to middlemen who send them to
the Europeanl market. Look at Chicago and Buffalo
to-day and at the elevators and refrigerators that
are filled with American grain and meat, and any
man will be convinced that the United States is
in no sense the direct market for the product of
the Canadian farmer. The producers of Canada
have a right to the best and most careful consider-
ation of any Government, whether Reform or Con-
servative. In this sense, and in every sense, this
Government has acted correctly. Give the Cana-
dian producer the Canadian market, and thereby
build up the great producing element in this
country not only in nanufacturing but also in
farm products.

Mr. GILLMOR. I have been nuch amused at
the speeches to which I have listened. The hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat has told
us that they do not want our products in the
United States. Why, then, have we been selling
the Americans more than half the exports of
Canada ? Why has not the National Policy,
which has been in force eleven years, changed the
current of trade and taught the Canadian people
where they might obtain most money for their
products ? We have had the humble confession
of the President of the Council that Canada is
now in a state of depression, that half of the
people are poor and ground down ; and the
renedy he proposes is that you should go to work
and cheat and plunder the other half to help those
in distress. That is the logic of the arguments of
hon. gentlemen opposite, that because the farmers
are depressed underprotection, thereforethelumber-
men who are not quite so much depressed must be
called upon to give them $2 or $3 more a barrel
for pork ; and because the farmers are depressed,
therefore operatives and workingmen and all
engaged in other callings have to be compelled
to put their hands in their pockets and
assist the farmers that the National Policy
has impoverished and you cannot deny it.
That is the trouble with our friends on the other
side of the House. They talk about the depression
of the agriculturists in the United States, and the
depreciation of farm property in Vermont, New
Hampshire and other States, but I can tell them
that the cause of that is 27 years of a false, perni-
c'ous, and ruinous protective policy. My hon.
friend says that the policy of the ablest men in
Congress is to relieve the farmers. Now, withregard to the shaping of a fiscal policy, I myself
think that nations ought to be independent. I
think that the United States ought to shape their
own policy and that Canada should shape her
POhcy. I would not allow any other man to regu-late my affairs, and if I was responsible for thenation, neither would I allow an outsider to meddle
in my business but I hold that we, in Canada,should not follow the pernicious example which

as ruined the agriculturist of the United States.

It is excessive taxation that has ruined them, and
it is excessive taxation that will ruin our farmers.
They are not all on the one side in Congress,
in favor of this protective policy ; not by a
great deal ; they are very evenly balanced,
and some of the ablest men of that country
are proving that the depression of the agricultural
interest is due to excessive taxation. Abundance
of agricultural products is not the cause of business
depression ; yet the policy he proposes is that
the people of Canada should have less to eat
and less to wear and less comfort of every
kind. In order to feed the hungry and to clothe
the naked in this country, we have got to pay
two prices for everything we want. What a
false and pernicious policy ! I am glad to see
that the people of Canada are not to be bood-
winked by this policy any longer, and the Govern-
ment, knowing this, propose to skin another
class of the population in order to help the
agricultural classes, as they say, whom they have
already skinned and ruined by their protective
system. I suppose my hon. frieuds are sincere,
but I regret that they are not more enlightened
upon trade questions. Now, let us examine the
causes which have made the agriculturists of
Canada depressed. The goods imported into
Canada last year amounted to $74,475,139, on
which we paid duties to the extent of $23,-
742,316. It is under the mark to say
that the people of Canada consume three times the
amount of goods and wares of all kinds, that
are manufactured in the country, than those
which were imported, and that would make the
consumption $223,435,417. Now, I contend that,
as the people of Canada consume three or four
times as much as they import instead of paying
duty on imports amounting to $23,742,316, we pay
nearly $100,000,000 on the goods manufactured in
this country,whichgoes in the pockets of the manu-
facturers. Not only have the farmers been pay-
ing this $23,000,000 on imports, but they have
been paying a tribute of nearly $100,000,000 to
the manufacturers. There is no doubt about that
at all, and that is what the ablest men of the
Democratic party and the revenue tariff party
in the United States are declaring to-day. I
will quote to the House a few extracts. Ex-
President Cleveland in his last message to Con-
gress says :

" That the tariff renders it possible for those of our
people who are manufacturers of certain articles which
are protected and taxed to sell them for a price equal to
that demanded, for the imported goods that have paid
the Customs duty, so that it happens that while compara-
tively a few use the imported articles, millions of our
people who never used any of the foreign products, pur-
chase and use the things of the same kind in this country
and pay therefor nearly or quite the same enhanced
price, which the duty adds to the imported article."

Now, I have gone into the stores in many places
in Canada, and I have talked with the merci ants,
and I have found that there are three or four
times as great a quantity of the goods manu-
factured in Canada, sold to farmers and to con-
sumers generally, as of the imported -goods. I
am assured by these merchants that, without any
exception, they always add the duty to the price
of the manufactured domestic articles. Let me
quote from anothez able man in Congress, Mr.
Benton MeMillan, whom I have no doubt the hon.
President of the Conucil, and other gentlemen,
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know to be among the ablest men who hold a seat
in Congress. He says:

" It is estimated that for every dollar paid into the
treasury on imported goods, there is paid to the manufac-
turers of this country five, so that the tariff taxation costs
not only what is paid into the Custom house, but the in-
cidentai increase of expense upon all, or a greater part
of the dutiable goods mnade and consurned in the United
States. The lowest estimate that can possibly be placed
in this increased cost to the people is hundreds of millions
of dollars."
I quote from S. S. Cox, member of the House of
Representatives of the United States, in a speech
of last year :

"It will not be doubted that it is an under statement
that to get $200,000,000 into the treasury it cost $1,000,-
000,000."
In another part of the same speech he says:

" If I am correctly informed the sun thus paid is five
or six times the amount of the duty."
These are extracts from speeches made in Congress
by these able men who have clearly pointed out
the cause of the depression among the agriculturists
in the United States, and the sane cause applies
to the depression existing among the farmers in
Canada. There is no reason lu the world why
Canada should be depressed, were it not for the
enornous cost of living and the added cost of
everything they use on their farms. Everything
they use is taxed, and our friends opposite must
know it. What lias come over hon. gentlemen
opposite when they are obiged to admit that there
is depression in Canada ? They told us that there
was to be no depression in the country when they
got the National Policy well under way, and after
they had it in operation, when oats or barley or any
other commodity went up a cent a bushel in price,
no matter from what cause, they pointed to the
National Policy as being the means of increasing
the price. What can they say now, when every-
thing is depressed in Canada ? How do you expect
the country eau improve by taxing the meat on
the workingmen and the laborers all over the
country, who do not now get fresh meat more than
once a week, and some of them not more than once
a month? How are you going to help them by
doubling the price of meat and pork? Is that
policy kind to the poor, the hungry, and the
needy,? Is that the way you are going to help the
workingmen, by making the articles of absolute
necessity for their existence twice as dear as they
would be under free trade ? I am a free trader. I
want to see the people getting their food and
clothing cheap, and that is the evidence of good
times for me. But your policy is to keep out
everything the people desire, and make it as dear
as possible, and by that means make this country
rich, and comfortable and happy.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to say a word or two
on this item, coning as I do fron a county which
is largely interested in the apple trade. I suppose
there is no county in Ontario so deeply interested
in it as that county, as it is well known to be parti-
cularly adapted to fruit raising. This duty of 40
cents a barrel on apples will not, I think, be of
much advantage to the farmers of Canada, for this
reason, that we import 70,000 barrels, and export
some 763,000, so that it is quite clear that we pro-
duce a great many more apples than we need. It
must certainly be to our advanpage to import the
small quantity we do or else we would not import
them. I find that the Province of Ontario imports

Mr. GILLMOR.

only some 14,000 barrels, but the Province of
Quebec imports a very large quantity. There is no
doubt that these apples come from southern cli-
mates and ripen before our own crop cornes into
market ; consequently, the importation is an
advantage to the people of Canada, and to put this
duty of 40 cents a barrel on these apples will be of no
advantage to our own people, but will only injure
those who have been in the habit of importing those
early apples. I think it would have been far better
to have allowed those apples to come in free, be-
cause they do not enter into competition with our
own fruit at all. It is perfect nonsense to say that
this is going to be a protection to our farmers,
when we export so much more than we inport.
Now, I may take this opportunity of saying that,
in my opinion, it would have been far better for
Canada if no changes whatever had been made in
the tariff this year. I quite admit that some of
the changes will benefit the farmers in the part of
the country from which I come, notably the in-
creased duty on pork; but while I would like to
see those farmers benefited, yet I cannot but
recognise the fact that every single dollar you are
putting into their pockets comes out of the pockets
of the people of the other portions of the Dominion.
If the Government had the interests of the farniers
at heart, they could easily, in a great many ways,
have helped them without increasing the burdens
of the people in other parts of the country. For
instance, salt is an article of prime necessity
to the farmers of Ontario. In my own county it
is estimated 20,000 barrels of salt are consumed
every year for different purposes, besides a large
quantity which used to be applied as a fertili-
ser to the land, and I am sorry to see that
in all these changes there has been no change in
the duty on salt, which is subject to a duty of 15
cents per 100 pounds, besides a heavy duty on the
barrel. In the town of Courtright, in the County
of Lambton, salt was selling, last fall, at the wells
at $1. 10 a barrel, while right across the River St.
Clair, at Marine City, in the State of Michigan,
the same kind of salt, with the same weight in the
barrel, was selling at 60 cents a barrel. Our firm
deals largely in salt, and we had occasion to pur-
chase five or six carloads for our own use, and we
bought that salt floated across the river and put
on the cars at Courtright for 60 cents a barrel.
This was early in January of this year. So that
the farmers of Ontario have to pay 50 cents a bar-
rel more for their salt than they ought to pay, or
than they would pay if the duty on salt were re-
moved. The firin who sold us that salt told us
that the average price for salt in Marine City, last
year, was 56 cents a barrel, at which price they were
enabled to meet all expenses and pay a handsomne
dividend to their stockholders. While they could
do that by selling their salt at 56 cents a barrel, our
salt men in Ontario have been charging $1. 10 a
barrel. There is this also to be borne in mmd, that
the Government get scarcely any revenue from salt,
as there is very little imported into Canada, and if
they have the interest of the farmers at heart, why
do they not remove that duty altogether? By that
simple act they would enable the farmers of Ontario
to save 50 cents on every barrel of salt they buy,
and my own county, which consumes 20,000 barrels
every year, would save $10,000 a year on that
article alone. There are many other things on
which the duties could be reduced to the great
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advantage of the farmers, without increasing the
burdens of the people in other parts of the country.
I amn sorry that any -changes at all have been made
in the tariff this year, and I believe the action of
the Government in making them, and especially in
re-imnposing the duties on apples and green fruits,
will, as the hon. member for South Oxford has
said, cause the Americans to increase their tariff.
As the President of the Council has stated, there
is great pressure brought to bear upon the Ameri-
Can Go-vernment in order to help the farmers of
tie New England States who are suffering from
sev'ere depression. Lands in those States have
decreased in value and beconie unproductive in a
giett imeasure as they do not raise the grain they
formnerly did, aud the whole tendency of public
opinion in the United States has been that some-
thing must be done to help these farmers. That
las been the cause of the agitation for the imposi-
tion of duties on goods from Canada, but, as the
hon. gentleman also stated, a large portion of the
people of the United States neither know nor care
anything about Canada. California has no interest
in anything imported from Canada. The southern
States are equally indifferent, but if it was going
to þe to their interest to have a lower tariff imposed
by Canada, they would support the Democrats
in their efforts to reduce their tariff, and
thus get their goods into Canada free. Conse-
quently public opinion in the United States has
been sonewhat divided on this point. A large
portion of the people are in favor of increasing
the duties on goods from Canada, and a large
portion are opposed to that. The action taken by
the Government at the start held out no hope to the
people of the United States that we were in favor
of free trade relations, and especially the unfor-
tunate words of the President of the Council, that he
an1 bis Government were decidedly opposed to
reciprocity even in natural products. For my life
I cannot sec how any man who looks at the inte-
lests of this country can help acknowledging
that reciprocity with the United States in
natural products would be greatly to the advan-
tage of our people. I cannot conceive anything
that would increase the welfare of Canada so much
as a reciprocity treaty with the United States.
\\ hen we look at the great quantities of exports
which we send there - all our barley, horses,
wheat, eggs, lambs, sheep and horned cattle of all
kinids. Why do we send them there ? Simply
hecause it pays us best to do so. We would notsend them there if we could get more anywhere
else. We are trying now the experiment of
growing two-rowed barley to send to England;
hut our farmers tried that experiment years ago,and it fell to the ground, because they found that it
paid them best to send their barley to the United
States. We send our cattle there and our lumber,
ecause it pays us to do so. Look over the Trade

and Navigation Returns and see the enormous
qluantities of goods which Canada sends to the
United States, even under a thirty-five and
furty per cent. tariff It will be the worst
Possible thing that could happen this Dominionif by any chance the legislation now beforeCongress should pass. If a duty is placed
uPion barley, horses and cattle, that will practical-
Y xclude our stock and our grains from that mar-ket. Therefore, I think the course we are takingto-day in raising our tariff, and especially in
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replacing on the dutiable list those goods which
we put on the free list a few years ago, cannot
fail to have the effect of proving to the people of
the United States that we are not in favor of re-
ciprocity. They need not entertain any doubt on
that subject, since the President of the Council has
said that the Government are opposel to recipro-
city, and that it would be the very worst thing that
could possibly happen for the farmers of this Do-
minion. I regret very much that those changes
have been made. We might have reduced the
duty on coal oil, our people are taxed to death.
Coal oil can be bought in Detroit for one-half the
price we must pay here. Not only the farmers,
but the mechanics, artisans and manufacturers are
suffering very much on account of the stringency
of the tariff. It is known that when the crops are
poor and prices low, that affects all other branches
as well. I will not detain the House longer, but
will conclude by again expressing my regret that
those changes should have been made in the tarif,
as I believe they will have the effect of stiengthen-
ing the hands in the United States of those
who are in favor of the McKinley Bill.

Mr. MASSON. I will only take up the time of
the Committee for a few minutes, in reply to the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down. The state-
ments of the bon. gentleman with reference to this
duty upon apples are in keeping with the statements
of the Opposition in reference to all duties for the
protection of farm products. He has told us most
positively that the duty on apples will not increase
the price even to the growers in his own county,
although he admits his is an apple-growing county,
but he declares the duty will increase the price for
the consumer all over the rest of Canada. Such
statements carry their own contradiction, for they
are not reconcilable with each other. It is the
claim of free traders generally that the duties in-
crease prices, but if they do they mnust increase the
prices to the producer as well as to the consumer.
When we find this one-sided free trade class declar-
ing that the duty does not increase the price to the
producer, but does to the consumer, we have a new
version of the free trade doctrine. The protec-
tionists on the other side appreciate the fact that
the duties enhance the price at first, and, if the
condition of the producer is not immediately
enhanced, at all events he obtains a better market.
This policy produces a home market, which every
one who is acquainted with questions of trade must
admit is the best market. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site contend that, while this increases the price to
the producer, it does not increase the price to the
consumer, that the price finds its own level, and
in the end it does not cause any increase of price
to the consumer. We heard it stated the other
night that the increased duty on flour would
not benefit either the farmers or the millers, and
yet we were told that it would increase the price
of flour to the consumer in the east. We were
told by the member for North Wentworth (Mr.
Bain) that the increased duty on flour would not
increase the price of flour in Nova Scotia or the
other Eastern Provinces because there was a differ-
ent class of producers who were contendin for that
market, that the producers of America ani the pro-
ducers of Canada were competing, that the wheat
crop of the Western States was brought into compe-
tition with the wheat of western Canada, both of
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them seeking their markets in the east. It has
also been stated that in Boston and other eastern
markets, Canadian flour, either in bond or out of
bond, could be purchased at the same price as
American flour. We were told that, so long as
Canada exported one bushel of wheat or one barrel
of flour, such duties as these would not enhance
the price. What are the facts which are patent to
every farmer who studies the market as the quota-
tions are published in the newspapers ? The mar-
kets in Canada have, for nany years past, been
better than the markets in the towns and cities of
the United States in comparison with what they
were before the introduction of the National
Policy. The statement is made that the duty will
not increase the price of apples, and I have no
no doubt that the hon. gentleman will apply the
same reasoning to the duty on flour, although I
understand that a short time ago he desired to
have the duty on flour increased. And for what
reason? The bon. gentleman would apply one
rule to flour and another rule to apples, but
that might be accounted for by the business which
the lion. gentleman follows. From the evidence
which we have as to the existing price of flour and
fron what we know as to the markets of the
United States and of Canada, I submit that the
increased duty will prove a benefit to the farmers
and the millers of Ontario. It has been asked why
such a benefit was not given years before. The
argument of the hon. gentleman is that there was
no necessity for protecting flour when we were
exporting it; that, while we were producing a sur-
plus of wheat and flour, and exporting more than we
were importing, a duty could have no effect in rais-
ing the price. It was not until the evidence of the
Trade and Navigation Returns was produced in re-
gard to the last financial year, when we were brought
face to face with the fact that Canada had imported
over half a million barrels of flour, equal to a million
and a quarter bushels of American wheat, ground in
American mills into flour, and imported to be used
by the people of Canada, that the fallacy of the hon.
gentleman's argument was apparent. The hon.
gentleman says that a great many of the American
people do not care much about Canada, that they
have not cared much for the interests of Canada in
any part of their history, that they abrogated the
reciprocity treaty which existed from 1854 to 1866,
in their own interests and not for the benefit of Can-
ada. He says that neither of the two great political
parties in the United States think of framing a tariff
for the benefit of Canada, that both those parties are
determined to frame their tariff entirely regardless
of the interest of Canada. He might go further,
and say that neither of these two parties is in favor
of free trade or of anything like it. The question
involved in the last presidential election was not a
question of free trade against protection, but of an
honest and fair protection against prohibition. The
present tariff in the United States, which is very
high, was originally framed not for the purpose of
protection but for revenue, and now they are cling-
ing to the high duties which have been imposed re-
gardless whether the people are taxed beyond the
necessities of protection or not. One of the political
parties in the United States holds the view that the
duties are too high, but they are as strong protec-
tionists as the other party, though they desire that
the tariff should be framed for the purpose of protec-
tion simply, and not for the purpose of taxation.

Mr. MASSoN.

The hon. gentleman said lie was grieved to hear the
President of the Council state that he was opposed
to reciprocity in natural products, and I mnay saythat the iajority of the farmers in Ontario are
pleased that the Government, through the Presi-
dent of the Council, have stated that they are
opposed to reciprocity in natural products. It was
a very strong Liberal farner, a great supporter of
hon. gentlemen opposite, whom I first heard
make the statement " you are protectionists for
the manufacturers and not for the farmers. You
are willing to give away the protection you have
given the farmers, if the United States will gihe
reciprocity in natural products. " That was tlhe
statement of a supporter of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, who knew that the farmers of Ontario w-ere
obtaining a benefit by the tax put upon the impor-
tation of natural products, and he feared that this
Governiment would carry out some scheme tnt
would allow natural products again to come in free.
I believe it was the bon. gentlegian who followed
the Finance Minister in the Budget debate, who
first stated that an increase of duty on farni pro-
ducts was a bid for the votes of the Ontario farniers.
That statement showed that he recognised the fact
that the farmers of Ontario would appreciate the
benefit which this Government was offering theim.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Will the hon.
gentleman explain why the Government is offering
reciprocity in natural products to the United
States every day by their statutory offer?

Mr. MASSON. Such an offer was put upon the
Statute-book and was assumed to be enforceable by
hon. gentlemen opposite in detail. Such an offer
was placed upon the Statute-book when it was be-
lieved, by supporters of the National Policy, that
reciprocity in trade would be better than recipro-
city in tariff. That was the statement maie then,
and honestly made, for the reasons I explained the
other night, that the people looked back to the
good times of those years and forgot the other
circumstances that caused the good times, and
gave credit to reciprocity for them. But our
experience for the last Il years has shown tliat
our markets to-day in Canada are better, rela-
tively speaking, than they were before ; they
show us that where we were below the Amnerican
markets, comparing market with market, w-e are
now above them ; they show that where our ex-
port price before was way down below the Amer
ican export price, for the last three years our ex-
port price has been higher. I refer more particul-
arly to the larger products such as wheat and grain.
We find with regard to them that when American
grain came in free-and the same thing applies to
apples-their grain, their apples and their fruits
come in earlier than ours. This applies with more
force to grain than to fruits, because fruits are of s
more perishable nature and do not glut the market
so long. But in the case of wheat, before our Cana-
dian farmers had their grain ready for the mnarket
all our large milling establishments had their muilIs
and their storehouses full of American gral ,s
that when our Canadian farmer had to sell bis
grain he had to sell to some trader who would sell
to another trader, and so on until it was sold in

England. Now, the theory on which protectiol
is said to benefit the producer in this case and ale
to benefit the consumer, is that it brings the Conl1
sumer and the producer nearer together. It wd'
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be admitted that the producer who first produces
the article and passes it out into trade is the man
who sells it at the lowest price. The same prin-
ciple applies at the other end -the man who con-
sunes is the man who pays the largest price. Every
hand through which the article passes makes a pro-
fit and increases the price. There is the cost of stor-
age, there is the cost of transportation, there is the
cost of insurance to protect it while in storage and
while in transport. All these things add to the price
until it reaches the consumer. The producer gets the
lower price and the consumer pays the higher price,
and the policy of protection is to bring these parties
nearer together by creating a home -market, so
that the producer may deal more directly with
the consumer. Protection increases the manufac-
turing industries, it increases the population, it
increases the consuming power of the country,
and in doing so it brings the producer and the
consumer nearer together. There are fewer
miiddlemsen between them, and the articles are
also consumed quicker ; there is less cost in
storage, there is less cost in maintaining them,
and, consequently, all this gain is divided between
the consumer and the producer, and in that way
both are benefited. At the very inception the
producer will be benefited by an increase in price ;
in the long run the consumer will get the benefit,
for as production increases, all these things will go
to equalise the price and both will receive a benefit.
Our experience during the last eleven years shows
that our millers did pay a higher price than the
American millers, that the home market W'as higher
than the American market, and the retaining of
our home market higher forced our export market
higher, until in course of time our export market
was far above the export market of the United
States. So that the example drawn from our ex-
perience shows that what was contended for by
protectionists on that point has been realised in
pract]ce.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to have a ruling
fromn the Chairman, whether at each stage in the
discussion of this tariff, it is proper to go into a
general disquisition as to the merits of protection
and free trade. I would like to know, because at
some stage in the progress of these resolutions I
msay desire to take advantage of the ruling.

The CHAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman
is travelling beyond the item.

'Ir. MASSON. I have only been following the
reniarks of severaf hon. gentlemen opposite who
have spokeri on this question. However, I cheer-
fully bow to the ruling of the Chair, and if it is
enforced to the end of the debate, I shall feel that
I have contributed something towards shortening
the debate. I had nearly concluded my remarks
whleu the hon. gentleman interrupted me, and I
will only say further that there is no doubt that
the statement made by the hon. member for Kent
that the American fruit comes in earlier than ours,
is a cogent reason why there should be a duty
Placed upon it, because in coming in before ours it
captures our markets. They are producers also toa arger extent than we are, and they pour in andfilour markets, and thus our producer has got to
seek a distant market for this perishable article,instead of having a market at his doors. In so

oing the prices are not only reduced for the timebut permanently and generally reduced.
108j

Mr. WALDIE. We have listened to a very
able dissertation from an hon. gentleman who
evidently does not understand matters of trade,
because I never heard that our export market
price could be above the price of the market
to which we exported, because the moment
such an advance took place exportation would
cease. I represent a county where apples are
a very large item of export, and where the
people are very much interested in small fruit
culture, but I am not aware that they asked for
the protection of apples. Apples have been free in
this country. And imports of apples have taken
place owing to rates of freight and for geographical
reasons. There were imported in the Province of
Quebec 30,000 barrels, from Rochester, Oswego
and Ogdensburgh, part to be sold in Montreal, and
the balance exported. As they came in free
they paid no duty, but the transportation
charges were beneficial to our railway com-
panies. We are an exporting country so far as
apples are concerned and the quality of our ap-
ples command good prices. If the statements of
the Minister of Customs and the President
of the Council were correct, that this tariff
is a Canadian tariff, there was no necessity
to prove that the McKinley tariff was sure to come
into force. If we are legislating purely for Canada,
the Government had an opportunity in 1887, to
place a duty on fruit, and they did so, and then
they receded from that duty, I suppose in the
interests of Canada. During the discussion to-
day, it has been asserted that, because the Mc-
Kinley tariff was sure to come into force, these
changes in our tariff were justified. That is mak-
ing it a retaliatory tariff, which hon. gentlemen
opposite have always denied. I am not in favor
of a retaliatory tariff, while I am in favor of a
Canadian tariff, and I am quite willing to endorse
any proposition that is in the interests of our
people. I do not think the duty on apples is
required, or is in the interests of the people.

Mr. McMULLEN. I desire to say a few words
in reply to the President of the Council. That
hon. Minister led the House to believe that the
McKinley tariff was virtually adopted by the
United States, and that the course now dopted by
the Canadians was because the McKinley tariff
had become a fixed fact. In the State of New
York, in Boston, Buffalo and several other large
cities a most hostile feeling has been developed
towards certain provisions in the McKinley tariff,
including hides and potatotes ; and it is very
doubtful whether that Bill will become law. The
imposition of the duty on apples was undoubtedly
a great mistake, especially in view of the fact that
we are large exporters of apples. While we export
largely to Great Britain we also export largely to
the United States, and it is not in accordance with
common sense to slap one of your best customers
in the face. The worst feature of the whole action
of the Government is that they are driving the
Republican party to carry out the retaliatory
policy introduced by the McKinley tariff.

Mr. BORDEN. I wish to take exception to
the statement made by the hon. member for Wel-
land (Mr. Ferguson) to the effect that this duty
was inserted at the request of all the producers
and exporters of apples in Canada. I represent a
region of country that expôrts as many apples as
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any other portion of Canada, and I know that market they woul be in a very sorry plight in-
statement is not a fact. On the contrary, the Fruit deed.
Growers Association of Nova Scotia took up this
question and passed a resolution to the effect that Mr. WATSON. 1 cannot allow this item to
they hoped the Dominion Government would not nas without raiSifg my voice in protest against
impose any duty upon apples, for fear that the tnsi -ry unfair and unjust tax on the people 1
United States might retaliate by a corresponding represent. This is a tax placed directly on the
duty. It is only fair to my constituents that I people of Manitoba and the North-West Terri-
should make this statenent, and I have a letter tories, because in those Provinces we do not grow
from the President of the Fruit Growers Associa- apples, and our apples have to core from Eastern
tion, one of the most prominent Conservatives in Canada or from the United States. We are se
the western part of Nova Scotia, and another letter situated in Manitoba that the freight rates are
fron the secretary of that association, also a very against our bringisg them cheaply from Eastern
prominent Conservative, saying they hope the Canada. By this tax you cospel us to bring oar
Government will not reimpose this duty. In ad- apples a thousand or flfteen luudred miles, instead
dition to that, I would remind the Government of allowing us to briag then one-haif tie (lis-
that only during the present Session a convention tance, from the United States. We are toli by
of the representatives of fruit growers in the Do- the Minister of Finance that he has a surpss, asid
minion was held in Ottawa. The Miister of I cannot see any reason whatever why the Govern-
Agriculture was present, amd lie will bear me out 1 ment should place apples on the dutiable list again,
in this statement, that an attempt was miade if it is not for revenue purposes. The balance of
by certain delegates to have a resolution passed trade in apples is in our favor, because whi e we
calling on the Goverrment to impose a dPty on only import 70,000 barrels a year, we export to
appCes, but the resolution was withdrawn. The the United States 144,618 barrels, and to ( oreat
position taken by the hon. member for Welland Britain 619,216 barrels, or ten times more than we
(Mr. Ferguson) is not sustained by the facta; and import. This duty is a hardship on the people of tie
so far from wishing anythCng of this kind, the fruit- North-Weat. If the aouvernment are going to force
growers, at ail events in the eastern portion of the people of the North- West to take their appis
tie Dominion, were exceedingly anxious that it from Eastern Canada instead of from the dites
should not have been done. Independent of those States why do they niot say so? I do ot se
mpinion w have qnoted, I thiMk it is very unfortu- that even the other Provinces outside of Manitoa

nate that the Goverment should have taken this will be benefited by the imposition of this duty.
step. Apples constitute one of those articles con- i 1888, the first year apples were on the free oist,
tained in the famous statutory reciprocity offer and before people got in the way of it, Manitoa

aine to the Government of the United States. ot imported 5,000 barrels from the United States. t
is ane of the articles upon which the Uaited States have no doubt that when the return come dou
withdrew their duty some tinme ago, and to which for last year we will find that instead of 5,(n)
action the Governinent of this country responded barrels we imported 30,000 or 40,000 barrels fron
oly two yars sice. Even supposng, as our the United States, because last year the appe crop
Goverment aim, that the McKin ley Bi is more in Ontario was anmost a failure. If the Goverd-
or less afait acconpli whie I do not admithit ment wished to hep the fruit-growers of tie colsi-
is very unfortunate at this particular juncture and try they would scceed nuch better by pacno
exceedingly unwise that the GoverGment should shrubs and trees on the free ist than by placin t
take this step. Surely they could have waited for duty on appes. It is hard to understand the loiic
another year, and if Americans had adopted a of the arguments of the hon. the President of tie

duty upon apples, and it were then thought Council. A short time ago he told us that free trade
wise that our Government should propose one, imn the natural products of the country wold rsi
it would have been time enogh for them to. the Canadian farmer, but he tels us to-night i a
have taken this course. The hon. member f or lengthened argument that the Americans Do feel
Kent (Mr. Campbell) very properly pointed out that they have to put up a wal of protestiof
that this duty cannot help the fruit-growers of againstthe Canadian farers, because they are cop
this country, while it is a tax upon an important peting successfully against the.American farteG ers

article of food. It cannot benefdt the fruit-growers in the United States markets. I cannot unde'-
because of the fact that the apples imported into stand the hon. gentleman s logic, unless it iS

this country are imported before our own apples are that the position he occupies now is tlot tie
ripe. It is sufficient to look at the trade returns same as that occupied by bhem some years ago,
to prove that the duty wili not have any beneficial when I used to think he talked good sease
dffect. We imported last year only about 70,000 and good logic. As the Chair has ruled thatdMe

barrels of appes, whiie we exported about ten should confine ourselves to the articles under dis-

times that quantity. Admitting even that the cussion, I am not at liberty to reply the argi-

apples imported are used i. this country--whieh ments of the hon. gentlemen opposite, sowme of

K enot at ail established, because it is probable that which are very amusing to hon. gentlemen on tis
host of them were shipped to the old country from side of the House. We heard the member for

Montreal--the sal importation could have no North Grey (Mr. Masson) stating that protection
affect on supply and demand, when it is shown that had done so muc for the farmers that it actully

we exported tan times the qsantity. One hon. forced the price of the product of our fariers

gentleman has spoken about our getting a home abota the prices of the United States. I d not t

market for our producrs. What would be th how lie arrivd at that sort of reasoning for it o
tood of a home markt for our own producers whan hard to undarstand how any natural product cs eur

be axport 700,el barrais of apples? If our pro- country could be forced boya the export prisce

tucers had nothing to d pind upon but the home If the GovrnIment wish to encourage the people te

aplsrmore D aDre sdi hscuty wihmnso.tehn etee poie oeÎ
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raise their own food, they should have admitted the other day that he did not mean to include the
corn free instead of putting a duty upon pork, be- crates in which a number of boxes are placed, but
cause it would be mnuch more in the interest of the simply the small light boxes in which the fruits
farier. They say they are going to admit corn are stored.
free for human food, but why should they not Mr. BOWELL. That is the case. The crates
admit corn free to feed the hogs that make human were never charged duty under the old tariff,food ? Notwithstanding what has been said in this which read the same way as this, except that this
House about the farmers of the North-West by is a lower rate.
lion. gentlemen from Manitoba and the Terri-
tories, I may say that all that we want is a Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is satis-
fair field and no favor, and we are prepared to factory so far as it goes. I am not going to revive
conpete with the agriculturists of any part of the in detail the discussion that has taken place on
world. We don't want you to say that we are apples; but what has been said on apples appies
protected in our beef and pork. We can grow to these items measureably. It is quite clear that
tiiose commodities there as cheaply as any place in the hon. gentleman does not require these duties
the world, but we object to being taxed for every. for revenue purposes, for it is more than probable

thing that is used by the farmers. The people of that the increase will reduce imports, if not des-

Manitoba do want unrestricted trade with the troy them altogether. What we are doing here, it
United States. I regret very much that the Min. appears to me, is open to several objections. In

ister of Finance and the Minister of Customs have the first place, we are going to destroy a valuable

seen fit to again place a duty on fruits, because it and important trade, which is increasing all the

appears to me that it is simply an attempt at tiie ; in the next place, we are deliberately de-
retaliation against the American people. We do priving a very large number of our people of what

not want a revenue, and it appears to me that this nay be called a luxury, but what in this climate
duty is put on for nothing else but retaliation, and is in many respects an extrenely useful, wholesome

will no doubt have great weight with the Amer- and palatable contribution to the food of the peo-
icans in inducing them to pass the McKinley Bill. ple. I will read for the benefit of the hon. Minister

Two or three years ago, after hon. gentlemen op- of Customs and lion. gentlemen opposite an article

posite hîad been arguing that unrestricted trade from a supporter of their own, the London Free
would be injurions to this country, Sir Charles Pe:
Tupper came into the House and stated that so "The idea of raising the duties on such articles as
far as lusmber was concerned, he would not reflect fruits is one that does not now run current with public
on the intelligence of this House by sayin tht necessity or public opinion. The tact is that modern
o tue inemienc ou of be be y y ung vmodes of transit have made it possible for us to avail our-
thie lumbermen would not be benefited by unre- selves of the early fruits that are grown to the south of us
stricted trade. With regard to fruits, I find that at a period of the year when our own fields are still in a
oii the 20th of February, 1889, a question was asked frozen condition. The use of those articles is not only

pleasant but valuable, and it seems to be an unnecessaryi this House as to the quantity of fruts imported interference with the habits of the people to place a tax
into this country when they were on the free list. on them in such a way, to such an extent, as to deprive
The guestion was asked by Mr. Boyle, the mem the general consumer of the privilege of using the ' fruits
for M\onck, and it was answered by the lion. Min- of the earth '-no matter whence they may come-to his

ister of Customs in the followin words adantage.
For once I entirely agree with the London Free

The value of our entire importations from the United Pre<, that this is in every possible shape or waySýta1tes of green fruits, seeds, trees, and articles placcd on
th free list by Order in Couneil of the 4th April, 188, ai objectionable duty. There is no question that
from that date to lst January, 1889, is $831,399. The we were obtaining an immense quantity of valu-
alount of revenue which would have been collected able fruit fron the United States, which could by11) sucb importations if they had not been placed upon
ti frice list, is $219,636. The value of such importations no possibility be produced in this country ; and
from the United States for the corresponding period of there is no question that these duties are re-im-
the Previous year, that is to say, from the 4th April, 1887, posed, not in the public interest, but sinply as ato the 1st January, 1888, was $498,183. The value of our fs
exports to the United States of those articles, from 4th sop to a few fruit-growers m certam parts of the
April. 18B8, until lst January, 1889, is $1.486,022, of which Province of Ontario. For their sake a gross injury
apples anounted to the sum of $1,315,452; berries, $80,- is inflicted on the conmunity, and in particular on0: seeds, &c., $50,000; leaving S40,570 for the smaller several Provinces which arc even less able fhan

fruit appears to sue that if we attempt to reta- Ontario to supply themselves with fruit.
liate on the United States, even with regard to the Mr. GILLMOR. In conversation withi intelli-
dhty on apples, we are going to bu at a great loss, gent men I have often heard it stated that if the
because according tothestatementofthe lion. Minis- Government wish to encourage an industry that
ter of Custosms we exported to the United States would be of vast advantage to Canada, they should
Iarily a million and a lialf dollars worth of fruit encourage the production of jams, jeilies and pre-
between April and January, 1889. It is a very j serves for exportation, instead of importing then
so-nuatter for the consideration of this House, as we do now froma England. The fruits are grown
atnd those who represent the farmers here should on perhiaps the dearest soils mn the world, but mn
in their interest protest against this increase. England they have the advantage of cheap sugar,

abewhile we la Canada caa hardly afford to preserve
c akberries, gooseberries, raspberries and strawber- any fruits for our own use. In the Maritime Pro-to i1. three cents per pound-the weight of thePackage t inudcedn eeg nd eduty Cherrie vinces, whatever may be the case in other parts of

and currants, one cent per quart. Cranberries, plumsand Canada, we have hundreds of thousands of bushels
(iuees, thirty cents per bushel. of native wild fruits going to waste on the ground

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like every year, because we cannot go into the manu-
o ascertain definitely what the weight of the facture of jams and jellies owing to the high price
iaukage means. I understood the Minister to say of sugar. I see by the quotations to-day that
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granulated sugar in England can be bought at three
cents a pound. If it were so cheap in this country
we could produce immense quantities of jams and
jellies from these wild fruits, and send them to
other countries.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to ask the Minis-
ter to explain why he has put these articles on the
dutiable list. I have not heard him give any argu-
ment in favor of the motion. I think there ought
to be a reason assigned.

Mr. ELLIS. The duty on these small fruits is
certainly very objectionable to the people of the
Province in which I live. The course of trade there
is that we import in the early part of the season a
great quantity of these fruits from the United
States, and later on we send back our fruits to
them, so that there is quite a trade both ways.
The markets of Boston, and probably New York,
are supplied with fruits like strawberries a fort-
night later by our growers than they could supply
themselves. Now it is proposed to put a restraint
upon that principle by this tarif. With regard to
peaches and fruit of that kind, which we cannot
raise in the Maritime Provinces at all, the duty
is objectionable, simply because these fruits are
used largely as food when they are in season.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The imposition of this
duty will be considered very objectionable in the
Maritime Provinces. We rely upon the American
market for our small fruits for about a fortnight
before we produce them ourselves, and from that
time forward they come into our market. Later
in the season we send our fruits by steamer to the
American market. That trade is increasing, and
it would be disastrous to that trade if the people
of the United States would entertain the view that
the imposition of these duties generally, and on
these items more particularly, means that we con-
sider ourselves independent of them, and retaliate.
Now, with regard to peaches, no matter what the
duty is, we must get thein from the United States,
as Ontario is too far away for us to import them
from that Province. If we had our choice and could
import our peaches either from Ontario or from
Boston, the hardship would not be so great, but,
under ,the circumstances, we have to get them from
Boston by steamer, which only takes from twelve
to twenty-four hours, while from Ontario the voy.
age would take four or five days. The Govern-
ment are, therefore, making us pay a duty, not to
protect any one, but simply to take more money
out of the people.

Mr. MULOCK. I would ask the Minister what
is the reason for the change in policy ? Two years
ago the Government put these fruits on the free
list, and now they make them dutiable. Have the
Government any continuity of policy, or is it a
mere matter of whim ? I would ask them also
what is the weight of a basket of peaches, so that
we may know what the duty per pound will really
amount to?

Mr. HESSON. Numerous deputations of people
interested in the fruit-growing trade interviewed
the Government on this matter, and I had the
pleasure of forming part of a deputation which
waited on the Minister of Customs and impressed
on him the desirability of protecting our fruit-grow-
ing industry. That industry was depressed on
account of the Americans flooding our market for

Mr. GILLMOR.

a few weeks previous to our fruits coming in, So
that our people could not get a fair price for their
goods. When the American fruits came in first,
our people had to pay fancy prices, from 50 cents
to 70 cents for strawberries, but when the time
came for Our fruits to be put on the market,
they reduced their price to 15 cents and lower, and
flooded our market with their cheap fruit, some
tinmes as low as 5 cents. Therefore our fruit-
growers complained that the Americans had posses-
sion of the Canadian market. If people want these
fancy American fruits, let them pay for them.
They can have peaches at a cent a pound duty.

Mr. MULOCK. How much will that be on the
basket?

Mr. HESSON. Fifteen or 20 cents. A small
basket of peaches will weigh about 20 or 30
pounds, and a cent a pound is not expensive for
peaches. It is perfectly in the line of the National
Policy that these fruit-growers, no matter how
humble they may be, should be able to make their
honest living in their own country, and have the
benefit of their own market. The hon. gentleman
knows well that there was pressure brought upon
the Governent-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Certainly.
Mr. HESSON. And the Government did not,

as the hon. gentleman foolishly did, when lie was
in office, close their ears to the complaints of men
in business who were endeavoring to make a living
in their own country. That is what was wanted
in those times. It was not considered that these
men had a right to be heard. I say that the in-
terests and the industries of this country required
these men to come to the Capital and place their
requirements before the Government. Those who
are not depressed probably remain at hone.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman said
he accompanied a deputation of fruit-growers.
Will he state who they were?

Mr. HESSON. They were from all parts of the
country. The president of the association was here.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Who was lie?
Mr. HESSON. He was Mr. Wellington, of

Toronto.
Mr. MULOCK. Were the consumers represent-

ed on that occasion, or was it simply ex parte .' I
understand that my hon. friends from the Mari-
time Provinces are compelled to obtain American
fruit.

Mr. WATSON. This is a very unjust tax, an(d
I was surprised to hear the member for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson) express himself in favor of it.
I do not know that he represents a fruit-growilng
constituency.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman i-s mstaken.
We exported thousands of barrels of apples in 1 ss.

Mr. WATSON. What we are talking abOut
now is small fruit, which is to be taxed 3 cents a
pound. This is a tax which more than nine-tentihs
of the people of the Dominion will have to pay for
the benefit of the fruit-growers in three counties in
Ontario. I believe this will increase the price of
fruit 100 per cent. Not only that, but these are
perishable goods, and a great proportion of those
which are shipped in are spoiled, and the consler
has to pay for the loss of the retail dealer. This iS
class legislation of the worst kind. I believe that,
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including the package, the duty will amount to at peaches should be dropped. If you are going to
least 4 cents a pound, and, perhaps, 5 cents. raise them in Ontario, and we could get them from

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Can you not grow straw- Ontario, then your osition would be sound, from
berries in Manitoba? your pont of view, tut in the Maritime Provinces

we can neither raise peaches nor can we get them
Mr. WATSON. We grow very few. from Ontario. Therefore this is an entireiy excep-
Mr. BOWELL. The bon. member for North tional tax upon the Maritime Provinces.

York (Mr. Mulock) was anxious to know why these Mr. TAYLOR. You can get tbem from Niagar
luties were re-imposed. Icanonlygive huin the same in 48 hours by express.

answer as I did in regard to other articles. When Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon, gentleman is
the duties were previously imposed upon fruits, entireîy mistaken, uniess you get them by express,
tle growth of fruit was encouraged in this country, which wili cost you five times more than they are
but, after the duty was taken off, hundreds of acres
which were under cultivation had to be diverted wor By ordinayet
to other purposes, and the capital which the fruit-
growers iad invested in those enterprises was lost. Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It is ionsense to talk
I lave heard of cases where hundreds of acres about peaches being sent from Ontario to the Mari-
were added to orchards and gardens to extend this time Provinces. We talked last year about send-
iiiustry and to supply the demand of this country, ing buggy tops froin Ontario to the Maritime Pro.
but, as soon as the duties were removed, the com- vinces; that is possible, but it is not possible with
petition froin across the line was so great that these penches. There is no better evidence of the gross
lands became valueless for this purpose. The Gov- injustice of your protective system than this very
ernmuent believing in giving protection to all classes item. Here is a most desirabie article of food.
of interests-not only to manufacturers, but to agri- We cannot mise it in the Maritime Provinces, and
cuiturists and fruit-growers, but to all other in- we have to go to the States for it therefore you
terests-and believing that we have in this country are putting a direct tax upon the people of the
al the area required to grow the fruits and Maritime Provinces. It cannot be defended even
at the same time to give employment to the on protective pnînciples. It is a gross injustice
people of our own country, have proposed that this but sncb is the demoralising effect of the tarif that
duty should be re-imposed. The suggestion of the even hon- members front the Maritime Provinces
hon. meimber for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) was of a supporting the Government wili be among the first
practical character and deserves the considera- to stand up ani support this tax. I do not blame
tion of the Government. If the hon. gentleman the Minister of Custoras a bit; it is the members
looks at the Trade and Navigation Returns be from the Maritime Provinces thnt I blame for ai-

1il1 fini tn th xotto fcne ris is owing the iniquities of this protective tariff, be.wifid that the exportation of canned fruits i
growing very rapidly. I know that a very large cause if they were true to the people who sent
quantity of canned fruits are being exported froin them here they would be abe to prevent them. Stili,
tie county represented by the hon. member for they will support the Minister of Customs in this
Prince Edward, and I am sure that this industry piece of iniquity, nd in kindred pieces of iniquîty,
will grow just in proportion to the quantity of land for the benefit of a few people in Ontario who may
brouglt under fruit cultivation there. As to bave a very good case as against their immediate
peaches, I an informed that the weight per basket neighbors. Von may have a good case on behaif of
w'il reach from fifteen or sixteen pounds to twenty
or twenty-two pounds. The larger basket, I am ern peninsula of Ontario, in preveuting fruit from
imfuormed, will weigh from one to two pounds, and coming into thnt part of the country, tînt is, f rom
the sialler basket will not exceed a pound and a a protectionist staudpoint but wheu you tax
liaif. people a thousnnd miles away from them, I say the

MIr. MULOCK. Perhaps the hon. member foras n
Lincoîn coud tli s the h tof. them f-buhe piece of iniquity and an injustice. I was surprisedLincoln could tell us the weight of the half -bushel

basket ? to hear the hon. member for York ask if the
.consumers were invited to take part in the discus-\I, Ruuu rm.sxte o wnt-w sion whenthese taxes were agreed upon. He knows

pOulds.tiiat tihe consumer's interest is not considered here,
1r. MULOCK. That means a tax of froin 16 it is ouly the interests of a smali chass the manu-

to 22 cents, so it might average 25 cents a basket. facturers that are considered. Ths ciass of in-
I would like to ask the Minister what the effect terests have ail the consideration of the Govern-
was on the price of Canadian fruits when the ment and they give a good quid pro quo in return.
Amserican fruit was duty free. I have not seen any instances yet where the con-

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot tell, but I s sumer's interest was aitowed to override tînt of
affectel the price of early strawberries. some sail producer.

anpr HESSON. They were sold at Toronto for Mr. HESSON. It is not nusual to see a large
HEliSSO.Te ees quantity of fruit corne down f romnClfona And
, and less than that. I do not think the Maritime Provinces are su far

Mn. JONES (Halifax). I think the Minister away from Ontario ns we are from California. Ve
shouhld drop this item referring to peaches. We have also seen fruit from British Commia, and I
cannot raise peaches in this country except in a have seen peaches, pears, plums and grapes from
small part of Ontario, and we cannot get them in California. I venture to think tint my hon. friend
t 1e eastern part of Canada by express in less than himself has seen California fruit un the markets of
seven or eight days, and by that time the fruit is his own Province. I have myseif seen in Brandon,
spoiled. We shall have to get our peaches from and Winnipeg British Columbia fruits. As PrinceiUnited States; therefore, I thik this item of Edward Island na further f rom thc fruit-growing
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district of Ontario than is the State of California
fron its eastern market, the members froin Prince
Edward Island need not despair of receiving an
ample supply of fruit from Ontario.

Peaches, one cent per pound-the weight of the pac-
kage te be included in the weight for duty.
, Mr. PLATT. Experience has shown that the
Ontario peach crop does not find its way more
than one hundred miles east of Toronto, and even
at Belleville there are ten baskets of the United
States peaches to one basket grown in this country.
Of recent years there has been no extension east-
ward of trade in the western Ontario peacli crop,
and it cannot compete with the American peach
crop even as far east as Montreal. Reference has
been made to the growth of the fruit canning
industry in Pictn. That industry is one that
deserves to be looked after as carefully as the
peach.growing industry, because it is of more gen-
eral importance. The imposition of a duty on green
fruits cannot in any way benefit the fruit canning
industry, and it must have an entirely opposite
effect. Great advantage accrued to this industry
when we had free fruits. One season, when there
was a smaller crop, one of the factories sent to the
other side and got a schooner load of fruits, which
were afterwards canned in Picton. The admission
of peaches free would be of vast benefit to our
canning factories. There could be nothing more
outrageons than the imposition of duties on early
southern fruits.

Mr. WATSON. Has the Minister of Customs
any idea of the quantity of peaches grown in
Canada,

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot tell you.

Mr. WATSON. I thought perhaps the deputa-
tion that visited the hon. gentleman, with a view
to securing the duty would have informed him.
It appears that some years there is hardly any
crop, and if there is any fruit that should be
adnitted free it is peaches. When the bon.
menber for Provencher (Mr. Larivière) was a
member of the Government of Manitoba and made
up a statement of the disadvantages under whici
it was suffering, he protested very strongly against
duties on fruits, and I will be glad to hear froin
him now.

Resolutions reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at

1.45 a.m. (Wednesday).

District of New Westminster, B. C., by the demaise
of Donald Chisholm, Esq., I have issued my
warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to
make out a new writ for an election in the said
electoral district.

PRINTING COMMITTEE.

Mr. BLAKE.- Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I desire to call attention to the report pre-
sented by the Committee on Printing, and to ask
that it may be understood that that report shall
not be adopted without notice being given, as it is
desirable there should be some discussion on it.

Mr. BERGIN. I shall put a notice on the
paper. I refrained from moving the adoption of
the report to-day in order that I might consult the
Premier about it first.

REPRESENTATION OF KENT, N.B.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Orders of the Day

are called, I would like to ask the right hon. the
First Minister whether the rumor is true that a
vacancy had occurred in the County of Kent, by
the appointing of the sitting member to be county
judge, in the place of the late Mr. Botsford.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is true.

OCEAN MAIL SERVICE-ANDERSON'S
CONTRACT.

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the Minister
of Finance whether the attention of the Govern-
ment has been drawn to a letter published in the
Montreal Herald, on the 4th of April, from Messrs.
Anderson & Co., by which it would appear that
the contract with them for a fast mail service was
not terminated for the reason assigned by the
First Minister. The First Minister said that
Messrs. Anderson, having been unable to procure
the necessary funds, had given notice that they
could not carry out the contract, but these gentle-
men reply as follows :

" We consider it due to ourselves to state that the Last
sentence of this extract entirely misrepresents our rea-
sons for surrendering the contract."
It is very important, im view of this statement.
that the House should be put in possession of tse
true reasons which influenced the Messrs. Ander-
son-whether it was on account of the termainsal
points asked for by the Government, or the speed
asked for, or any other consideration. It would b)e
advisable, therefore, to have this contract and the
correspondence relating to it placed before the
House. It is very important, at this stage of the
question, te know exactly how it was viewed 1)
such an eminent shipping firm as the iviessrs.
derson, and it is due to the House that all the
coirespondence relating to the contract should be

H1OUSE OF COMMONS. laid on the Table, so that the public may jusdge
fairly the grounds on which the Messrs. Anders

WEDNEsDAY, 16th April, 1890. gave up the contract.
Mr. FOSTER. With reference to the latter

The SPEAKER teOk the Chair at Three oclock. part of the hon. gentleman's question, as, to
whether or not the Government are preparea to

PRAYERs. lay the contract and papers before the House, this
REPRESENTATION OF NEW WESTMIN- was discussed some three or four weeks ago on a

STER, B.C. motion put by my hon. friend the leader of tise
Opposition, and the First Minister and mVsef

Mr. SPEAKER. I iave the honor to inform replied that it was not in the ublic interest to do
the House that, having received a notification of a so. Matters have not changed since. As regards
vacancy in the representation of the Electoral the question raised between the First Minister and

Mr. HEssoN.
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the Messrs. Anderson, I prefer that the First
3minister should deal with that himself. My re-
collection is, that the Messrs. Anderson did not
carrv out the provisions of the contract because of
their failure, for various reasons, to interest
capitalists in the undertaking, and, therefore, they
surrendered it into the hands of the Government.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman
lias repeated the statement, that the Messrs.
Anderson failed to carry out the contract because
tiiey were unable to supply the necessary capital.
The Messrs. Anderson emphatically deny this. It
is proper, in the changed position of the question
to-day, that the House should be put in possession
of the reason why the contract was terminated.

Mr. FOSTER. I will call the attention of the
First Minister to the matter to-day.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved third reading of
Bill (No. 65) further to amend the criminal law.

Mr. BERGIN nov0ed in amendment:
That the Bill be not now read the third time, but that

it be sent back to the Committee with instructions to
omit all that portion of the second section after the word
Sard" on the tenth line and down to the word "is" on
the fourteenth line of the Bill.

the operatives as being less able to protect their
own virtue than any other class. It is, therefore,
invidious legislation, and seems to me to stigma-
tise one class in the community unfairly. For
these reasons, I think this provision ought not to
be adopted.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I hope the House
will not take the view the hon. member for Corn-
wall (Mr. Bergin) does, although I an aware that
he has considered the subject very carefully and
that he takes exception to the clause for reasons
which influence his judgment. This section, as I
previously explained to the Committee, is intended
for the protection of operatives in factories. It is
one of the measures which were promised in the
Speech from the Throne in relation to labor, and it
was pressed upon the attention of the Government
by the delegates of the Knights of Labor organisa-
tion who were connected with the subject of legis-
lation. I use the report made by that delegation,
not for the purpose of influencing the opinion of
the House on the ground that they represented an
organisation which is powerful as to numbers and
influence in the country, but because they were
speaking for their own class, and they must have
a better knowledge as to the necessity of legislation
of this kind for their own class than the hon.

mem fM Ber n .r g yel.He said : I will state as briefly as possible why I We p
objct o he ors wic I ropsesholdbe x-When persons having such knowledge ask for

object to the words which I propose should be ex- legislation of this kind, I think it would be very
punged. The first portion of the clause, which re- hard for Parliament to turn a deaf ear to them.
lates to a ward and her guardian, is, I think, leg- The statement which they made in their report of
islation in the right direction, but I object to the last year is this :
rest of the clause, because I think it opens the door
to conspiracies and blackmail, and is likely to lead "Although your committee is glad to believe that so
ta much more inuy than benefit to the community. far in Canada the evil does not exist to any appreciable
Ta itie casejry thanager o a pamenty extent, yet by reports from other countries, and through
Take the case of the manager of a department in their knowledge of the conditions which sometimes exist
oe of our great cotton or woollen mills. If, for in workshops and factories where women and girls are
anv reason, whether well or ill founded, one or employed, they are convinced that it would be the part

o p s. of wisdom at the present time to throw around female
more of the operatives desire to get rid of that employés special legal protection against seduction by
mîîanîager, all they have to do is to conspire and employers, superinîtendents and foremen, who, by reason
take advantage of this Bill, and the man will be of their power over them, may be in a position to unduly

b to fielccoerce them. We have, therefore, urged upon the Premier
obliged to and the Minister of Justice the desirability of enacting
iiprisonment. I understand that the Minister legisiation making it a criminal offence, punishable by
of Justice bas provided a certain sort of security severe penalties, for any employer, superintendent, over-
for tie party who is charged, but that is far from seer, foreman or other person exercising authority over a

female employé to have illicit intercourse with such
seuig suficient. It is true that the party may female employé, either with or without consent. The

liuself give testiniony on his own behalf, and views of your committee seemed to meet with the approval
thenl it -ould be a case of one witness against of both gentlemen, who expressed themselves as favorable

.uo , to such a measure, provided proper precautions were
another ; but anyone who is desirous of doing taken against the Act being used for purposes of black-suen an injury to an overseer can very easily ob- mail. We would, therefore, recommend that it be an
taii another to join in the plot, because it is instruction to our successors to press for legislation in the

probable that more than one may desire to remove direction indicated."

the overseer, and in that case the man is coin- I take it that, in answer to a request of that kind,
pletely at their mercy. I know that such things it is not at all sufficient to say that the legislation
have occurred. We know that such cases have ldemanded may be made an evil use of. The same
occurred in my own town, and we must, if pos- arguments-only in a greater degree-could be
sible, protect these people against conspiracies of availed of against any section of our crininal code,
tat kid. Again, I object to this clause because and against any part of the criminal law imposing
it is class legislation. I ai not aware of any punishments of any kind. I say in a greater
reason that has been advanced to justify the appli- degree, because here we have taken unusual pre-
catioi of this clause solely to persons employed in cautions to provide against the abuse of this
a facto'y. It may be said, and I have no doubt it section.
vill be said, that the labor organisations in this Mr. MITCHELL. How?t
ûuntry have asked for protection of this kind for
tise female operatives. The mistake they inake is Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have provided in
thsat tley have not r'emembered that theirs is not this case that-as is provided in only two or three
the onîly class in the community, that there are other cases in the whole criminal code-the
other classes, and I think it is a great mistake on accused person can give evidence in his own
the part of the labor organisations to ask for this behalf. We have also provided that there shall
oPecial legislation, because, in a sense, it brands be corroborative evidence of the testimony of the
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accuser, and that there shall be evidence also
of the previous chaste character of the accuser.
Under these circumstances, not one of the hon.
gentlemen who contested the progress of this
Bill in Committee was able to suggest any other
safeguard that should be adopted, but they met
it with the statement that it was liable to abuse,
and for that reason the people should be refused the
protection to which they are entitled, and which
was requested on behalf of a large section of them.
Now, with regard to the other clauses of this Bill,
I submit it does not lie in the mouth of an hon.
gentleman making an argument against the pro-
tection that is given here to say that there are
other classes who ought to have the protection
extended to them. That, as an argument, would
be available to my hon. friend if he proposed
this Bill should be referred back to Committee
for the purpose of enlarging its provisions and
extending them to other classes. On this point
I have simply to say now, as I said in Com-
mittee, when, I think, the hon. gentleman was
not here to hear me, that we have a particular
request from those who have a right to be
heard for legislation of this kind ; we have
evidence of an evil existing to some extent in this
country, and likely to grow, when we regard the
experience of other countries, and we propose
here practical legislation to meet a practical evil.
When necessity requires this provision to be en-
larged, I think I may hope for the support of the
hon. gentleman to make it extend to any class that
asks for protection, or that shows a case for such
protection to be given. I think, when we consider
the discretion which will exist on the part of the
court, and when we remember the precautions
which are taken in respect to the evidence of the
defendant, it is very difficult to imagine a case
where there might be a successful conspiracy for
the purpose of securing the conviction of a foreman
or a superintendent who is distasteful to the
employé.

Mr. MITCHELL. It will be in the recollection
of the House that when this Bill was introduced
and the hon. gentleman gave an explanation of the
motives and object of the Bill, I took exception to
this-particular section on the ground that it would
prove a fertile source of blackmailing. Now,
that objection still stands. It is a well-known
fact that blackmailing very frequently prevails,
and that women are just as liable, indeed far more
liable, to be the authors of blackmail against men,
than that they should be the victims of the evils
to which the hon. gentleman has referred, and
which he states are the foundation of this section
of the Bill. Now, the hon. gentleman bases this
measure upon the fact that it had been indicated
in the Speech from the Throne. Well, that may
be, but there are a great many features in that
Bill, and it does not follow that because it was in-
dicated in the Speech from the Throne, therefore
every feature of that Bill, every section of it,
should be adopted verbatiîn et literatim in this
House. The hon. gentleman says that the
reason why the Governmnent promised this
legislation in the Queen's Speech was the fact
that the Knights of Labor-I presuine it is from
their report that the hon. gentleman read-
asked that legislation of this character should
be passed. He says they are much better

Sir JoHN THOMPSON.

informed as to the wants and interests of their class
than the hon. gentleman who moved this amend.
ment, or myself, could possibly be. Now, what is
that recommendation which was made by this
Labor Commission ? Their report merely states
that this evil had existed in other great and popu-
lous countries, in large communities on the other
side of the water and on the other side of the line,
where larger crowds of females arecrowded together,
and perhaps with less facilities for keeping the
sexes separate than we have in the factories of this
country ; but the very report which the hon. gentie.
man has read declares that no positive evil of that
kind exists in this country. Therefore, lie asks
this House to adopt legislation in anticipation of
any evil which may possibly arise, but of which wve
have no evidence that it exists at present. I en-
tirely agree with the amendment moved by iv
hon. friend, and it will receive my support. I hold
this legislation is unnecessary, that it is uncallel
for. If the hon. gentleman founds an argument to
this House in favor of this legislation upon the
report of the Labor Commission, then I say this
Bill does not go far enough. What the hon. gentle-
man should do, in order to be consistent, is to
strike out the restrictions that he has introdluced
in this Bill where he uses the word " factory, mill
or workshop," where he says protection is neces-
sary for females associated in labor w here
they are grouped together in buildings, and lie
should apply this very clause to all classes of female
labor, because we know that if they req;ire pro-
tection in factories, mills or workshops, they
require it equally in the wholesale and retail shops,
where they are .grouped together by the dozei,
throughout the chief mercantile centres of this
land. They require it equally in the nomerous
offices where lady type-writers are brought into
close proximity with the people who employ
them and who controlthem ; they require it equally
in offices of the telegraph companies, where you
will find thirty or forty of them grouped together
under one or two gentlemen ; they require it
equally in telephone offices where the saie Con-
dition of things exist, and in the offices of the
Civil Service, where females are employed and who
are under the control of the heads of I)epartients.
I may tell my hon. friend that the Civil sence
has not always been considered the purest place
for ladies to be engaged. The hon. 3dinnster
stated the other day that he had never heard sIch
a thing even hinted at. Let me ask his associates

in the Council, let me ask those hon. geitlelien,

who sit in Council with him every day, whetlher
they have heard anything of that kiid.
Let me ask any member of this House
whether he has ever heard, and I W ili
venture to say that nine out of ten of the memilers
of this House have heard reports of that kind
Then, Sir, is it not required in public school
There is also the large class of servants emOployeI
in the numerous hotels throughout the colntrV

and indeed in every branch or occupation where
females are employed, and where they requeile
protection equally as nuch as they do. in factories•

Now, Sir, I object to the legislation of my hone
friend on these grounds. First, I say that tle
clause is not necessary at all, and that it SSil

afford a strong inducement to blackmailing- l
the second place, if it is required at all, it is unfa
that an important class and the most numllerous
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class of females in this country should be pre.
cluded from the benefits of the protection which
the hon. gentleman says is so necessary. I do not
attach the same meaning to that report of the
Labor Commission that the hon. gentleman does.
I (o not understand that the Labor Commission
have asked for the legislation which the hon.
uenitleman has introduced in this Bill ; they
ertainly have not asked for partial protection to

one particular class of people ; they have asked for

protection to all, or they have asked it for none.
Therefore I shall support the amendment of my
hon friend.

Mr. CHARLTON. It will be in the recollection
Of the House, no doubt, that several years ago I
iaid the honor to introduce a Bill dealing with

offences of the character dealt with in this Bill ;
anti the great objection raised to that Bill in the
discussion of the subject during several Sessions
was the objection raised to-day, that it would lead
to cases of blackmail, that the Bill would lead to
manyîv oflences of that kind. After struggling
three or foui years the Bill becane the law of the
Dominion, and it has been the law for several
vears, and many cases have been tried under it.
It contains the same provisions with respect to
evidence as are found in this Bill. It gives to the
party accused the right to give his evidence, and
it requires corroborative evidence, and I think
expeiience of the public with respect to that Bill,
will be a very good criterion as to the results which
will follow the present Bill. I have never heard
of any case of blackmailing under that Act ; I
niever heard of any attempt of blackmailing under
that Act.

Mr. MITCHELL. Have you heard of the other
eaise ?!

Mr. CHARLTON.
tried under the Act.

Mr. MITCHELL.
naie instances ?

Yes ; many cases have been

Will the lion. gentleman

MIr. CHARLTON. I cannot give them just now.
From time to time reports appear in the news-
papers of trials under that Act; and in the
prautical operation of the Act we have pretty fair
evideIne that it is impossible to blackmail under
its provisions, and it will be equally so under the
prittions of the present Bill submitted by the
1on. Minister of Justice. I do not believe ainy

tIanger exists on that score, and I have no hesita-
tion in supporting the Bill so far as objections with
iPet to blackmailing may be made against it.
ca ree with the hon. member for Northumber-

land (Mr. Mitchell) that the provisions of the Bill
iiglt possibly be extended, but the Bill, so far as

it goes, is a good measure, and I have no fear
thatever that the evil results anticipated by the
hon. inember for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin), and the
hon. Imenber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
witl respect to abuses under it by levying black-
nuil, will ever be realised.

.c. TISDALE. I will read what a learnedjudge of the Superior Court of Ontario said only
yesterday in conection with offences of this sort.
I ai told that a considerable number of hon. mem-

oers f this House do not believe attempts toIlackmail are made in this country, so the remarks
this judge to the jury will be applicable. The
e before the court was one of blackmail, a

money claim for indecent assault. His Lordship,
addressing the jury,

" Spoke strongly of the action of parties who bring
cases of this kind into courtforthe purposes of blackinail.
This was the second action of the kind tried at these
assizes, and a very bold attempt to extort money. ' That
may be tried in some of these cases once too often,' he
said, ' and when the proper case comes up I shall not
hesitate to instruct the County Crown Attorney to prose-
cute for perjury. These attempts at blackmail are be-
coming too common, and the imposition of a long term
of imprisonment is the only way of dealing with' that
class of people.' '

I propose to support the motion of the hon. mem-
ber for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin), and largely for this
reason: I believe if the employés of factories, the
women employed there, were asked the question,
they would say they did not want legislation of
this sort. I am not going to be instructed by the
Knights of Labor or any other class, except those
who suffer, when I am asked to vote for a measure
to pass into law. There may have occurred occa-
sionally cases of seduction, but I have no evidence
that legislation of this character is required, and I
will, therefore, vote for the amendment.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Bergin:

YEAs:
Messieurs

Barnard
Bell,
Bergin,
Bryson,
Cargill,
Carpenter,
Cimon,
Coulombe,
Davis,
Denison.
Desaulniers,
Earle.
Girouard,
Hale,
Hickey,
Iludkpeth,
Joncas,
MeKeen,

Mara,
Marshall,
Masson,
Mitchell.'
Moncrieff,
C'Brien,
Pope,
Prior,
Roome,
Rykert,
Shanly,
Small,
Temple,
Tisdale,
Turcot,
White (Renfrew),
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wilson (Lennox).-36.

NAYs:
Messieurs

Arehibald (Sir Adams), Jones (Digby),
Armstrong, Jones (Halifax),
Audet, Kirk,
Bain (Soulanges), Kirkpatrick,
Bain (Wentworth), Labrosse,
Béchard, Landerkiu,
Bergeron, Lang,
Blake, Langelier (Quebeel,
Boisvert, Langevin (Sir Hector),-
Borden, LaRivière,
Bourassa, Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Bowell, Laurier,
Bowman, Lister,
Boyle, Livingston,
Brien, Lovîtt,
Burns, Macdonald (Sir John),
Cameron, Mackenzie,
Campbell, McCarthy,
Carling, MCulla
Caron(Sir Adolphe), MDonald (Victoria),
Cartwright (Sir Richard), McDougald (Pictou).
Casey, MeDongaîl (Cape Bretenh
Casgrain,M ntyre,
Chapleau, McMillan (Huron),
Charlton, Madill,
Choquette, Meigs
Coch rane, MillsAnnapolis),
Cockburn, Milîs (Bothwell),
Colby, Montagnel
Cook, Montplaisîr,
Corby, Mulock,
Costigan, Paterson (BrantY,
Coughlin, Patterson (Essex),
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Curran, Perry,
Daoust, Platt,
Davies, Porter,
Dawson, Putnam,
Desiardins, Rinfret,
Dewdney, Robertson,
Dickey, Robillard,
Dickinson, Rowand,
Edgar, Ste. Marie,
Eisenhauer, Scriver,
Ellis, Semple,
Fiset, Skinner,
Fisher, Smith (Ontario),
Flynn, Somerville,
Foster, Sutherland,
Freeman, Taylor,
Gauthier, Thérien,
Geoffrion, Thompson (Sir John),
Gillmor, Trow,
Godbout, Tyrwhitt,
Gordon, Vanasse,
Grandbois, Waldie,
Guay, Wallace,
Guillet, Watson,
Hall, Welsh,
Hesson, White (Cardwell),
iHolton, Wilmot,
Innes, Wilson (Elgin),
Jamieson, Yeo.-124.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. MITCHELL. Now that the policy of the
Government in protecting women has been affirmed
by this House, it is due to the consistency of
Parliament that the Bill should be altered so as
to protect all women, whether employed in
factories or not. I hold that hon. members who
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that I do not consider such legislation to be neces-
sary to protect female employés, who are pretty
well able to protect themselves ; but the House
having decided to give that protection, if it (oes
not give protection to these other classes I have
enumerated it will not be acting consistently, and
the legislation of the country will have a peculiarity
about it that will not recommend itself to tihe
logical character of the legislation which it passes.
Therefore, I move this amendment, seconded by
my hon. friend, Mr. Charlton.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am very glad to
see that the lion. gentleman has changedi his
opinions, but I object to the speed with which lie
goes when lie changes his mind.

Mr. MITCHELL. Speak louder; I cannot heair
you.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am very sorry for
that, but I will say it again. I am very glad ii-
deed that the bon. gentleman has changed Lis
mind as to the necessity for a provision of this
kind in the Bill.

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not change my mind:
I changed my action.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am unable, then, to
enjoy the pleasure of understanding the hon. gen-
tlenan as being consistent in this matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. You are very simple.

voted againsu the amendment of the non. meniner Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 1 fancy se, ambe G
-for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin),whicli I had the honor to hon. gentleman is very candid when lie tells the
second, have by their votes declared that they House that lie has changed his action without
endorse the principle of protecting fenales who changing his mind. Now, Mr. Speaker, tie fact
follow pursuits of manual labor, no matter in what in regard to the amendment which the lion. gentle.
capacity. I have, therefore, prepared the followmg man proposes is simply this. We have, with re-
amnendment, which I now move :gard to the Bill as it now stands, a tangible re-

"That the Bill be not now read the third time, but quest fron a responsible body, upon ev-idence
that it be referred back to Committee, with instructions which was before theni and which was before the
to omit the words in the thirteeuthline of the second
section, 'in a factory, mil or workshop, 'and in the four- Government, of the necessity for legislationl as fir

teenth line,'in such factory, mill or workshop,' and in the as the Bill goes. We have no cause, and we have
fifteenth line, 'in such factory,' and in the sixteenth no request, and we have no reason to believe, thiat
line, 'mill or workshop,;' also, in the twelfth line t o more stringent legislation in that line je necessary at
.change the word thirty to 'twenty-one.'"
This will include all classes of female labor, whether the present time. When a case is presented for us.

they are type-writers, to whom we have referred; r wben representations are made for legistos
shop girls, who are employed by hundreds through s triget as that is we will corne til t eu,
the Dominion ; telegraph girls, wlio are also ena- adakta h c i redd ni hn
ployed oy undreds; telephone girls, who are think that the House would not be justified ils

numerously eunployed ; fenale clerks in the Civil making the provisions of the Bill so wide as to

Service, clerks in general eploynent, or feCale ensure what the mover of this amendment desires,
eoaric, ter mngneral scmpolsfoym ore femenamely, its ultimiate defeat. As regards the pro-
tcoursym the numerous schools fromone nedd visiioned i this amendient, It
the country to the other. If protection is needed wscniee ncmite twsdvdduo
for girls in workshops it is also needed for girls as considered lu committee, it was divided byam r t

sui cornrittee, it was carried by a rnajority cf tWO'
employed in stores, telephone and telegraph offices to one in committee, and it was carried on repre-
and in the Civil Service, and I wisli this House to tencaion cmiee t waseth ca sesohad
be consistent, as I desire to be consistent myself. sentations maie teo this House that case Lad
I do not approve of such legislation as is proposed ccurred ecalling for the intervention of tie liaW
by this Bill ; but the House having adopted the saredpat tersti the i o ager too shport.
principle, I bow to its judgment, and now thatwe e re s at firct in the Bi, was altogethe tomit
have decided that protection of female employés Under these circumetances, I tlink the Cot.rnltteo
is absolutely necessary, let us make it general, and s
give type-writers, telegraph and telephone opera- Mr. BLAKE. I must say, Mr. Speaker, thats
tors, shop girls, wonen in the Civil Service, females do not think the lion. the Minister of Justice WzVs
attending our schools, that protection. The pro- in a very fortunate position to throw upon my hou-
posal should recommend itself to the good sense of friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchel) trie
this House. It will be carrying out that moral charge of a change of opinion. It is quite true
legislation of which the hon. member for North that the hon. gentleman is relieved to Some extet
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), two or three years ago, set from that difficulty by the frank statenlent oh tie
so bright an example, when you, Mr. Speaker, used hon. member for Northumberland, whicl 1 bave
my name as the seconder of his motion. I repeat understood from the beginning to be his attitude-

Mr. TISDALE.
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thuat lie had not, in fact, changed his opinion. Upon
the propriety of his pressing the House to inake
wlit he thinks a bad law a worse law, of course
opions may differ. My own view is, that if I
entertained the opinions of the hon. member for
Northunberland I should not propose the
.ainendment. I do not think there is any
oblitation upon us, because we think that
legislation is bad, to make it worse. But with
reference to che suggestion which the hon. Minister
of Justice made, that he was surprised to find a
change of opinion, and the speed with which that
opinion was changed, I repeat that I do not think
lie was in a very fortunate position to institute

a criticisn upon my hon. friend fron Northum-
berland. I am of the opinion, also, that the hon.
Minister was in a very unfortunate position when
lie proceeded with another part of his argument-
iii fact, the only other part of the argument
whicli was put forward by him-that we were the
recipients of no request, no suggestion, no war-
rant of any kind, for passing such legislation as
tlhis. Why, Sir, the Bill which we have before us
contains a clause just the same as that which the
lion. inember for Northnmberland proposes, with
the exception that it is more enlarged than that
suggestel by the hon. member for Northumber-
land. The Bill, as the hon. the Minister of Jus-
tice, the organ of the Government on this occasion,
introduced it into the House, as he requested the
sanction of this House for it, as lie called upon
us to pass it, as lie proposed it to us, as a good
aid requisite law, contains, I say, language differ-
ing froni that of the language of the amendnent
of tle hon. member for Northumberland, in this
only, that it is larger. It is the same, in fact, with
the exception that it does not contain a limitation
of age. The second clause of this Bill, as the hon.
Minister of Justice, upon first thoughts, brought it
dow-n to us, reads thus :

" Every one who,being a guardian, seduces or has illicit
connection with his ward, or who seduces or has illicit
connection with any wonan or girl of previously chaste
character, who is in his employment, or who, being in a
common employment with hirm, is, in respect of lier em-
Ployment or work, under, or in any way subject to, his
controi or direction, is guilty of a misdemeanor and liable
to two years' imprisonment.
So tlat it contains the exact proposal of the hon.
bnemîber for North umberland, except that it in-
cludes no limitation of age, which the lion. member
for Northumberland introduces. Therefore, I say
that we, independent members of this House, whio
are called upon to deal with legislation, can hardly
accede to the view of the Minister of Justice, that
we liad no request to legislate in this direction.
We had a very authentic request ; we had a re-
quest to which the majority of this HoiVe, duringiny long experience of that najority, has lent
ilmplicit obedience, and to which it lias given its
adIesion always. We had the request of the
Government of the day, who proposed the clause.
P>ut the hon. Minister may say : " I have a right
to change my opinion; " and lie may also say:

'econd thoughts are best." Well, Sir, lie gave
lis lis second thoughts, because he gave us the Bill
reprinted, as proposed to be amended in committee.1 have his second thoughts here, and while lie variedother provisions of the Bill, on second thoughts thissecond clause remained the same; so that the im-
proved and more matured and further consideration
of the Minister of Justice, after having the benefit

of time, of the suggestions of others, and of the re-
consideration of his colleagues-his second thoughts
were the same as his first thoughts, and still dif-
fered from the member for Northumberland's
amendment only in the one particular to which I
referred, namely, that his law was larger in that it
made no limitation of age, as the lion. member for
Northumberland does. It was not until the third
time that the hon. Minister had reflected that lie
came down to alter the clause, which lie now says lie
brings forward only because the labor organisations
asked for it. Under these circumstances, I repeat
the observation that the hon Minister of Justice
was hardly warranted in discussing with the hon.
member from Northumberland his changes of
opinion, and that lie was hardly warranted in ad-
dressing to us the proposition that we had no
request for legislation like this. What moved the
hon. gentleman when lie introduced the Bill, and
wliat moved him when lie reprinted the Bill, to
bring in and to continue this clause in the enlarged
sense, I cannot, in view of his present attitude, say.
But, I presume, that it was after consultation with
his colleagues, and because lie and they agreed that
the legislation was wholesome. I believe, Sir, that
it is wholesome legislation ; I believe, that with
reference to those who are in a position of subjec-
tion or dependency, it is very wholesone legislation,
and this legislation is confined to those in such a
position ; and, therefore, because I agreed with the
hon. Minister when lie brought in the Bill, because I
agreed with him when lie introduced it in its second
form, and because I agree, not with the opinions,
but with the action of the hon. member for North-
umberland, I propose to support the amendment.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I may, perhaps, be
allowed to make an observation or two on the
singular speech which has just been addressed to
this House, and in which the lon. member for
West Durham, with very little warrant indeed,
has accused me of inconsistency in reflecting on
the hon. member for Northumberland for having
changed his opinion on the course to be adopted
with reference to this Bill. To start with, I made
no such reflection on the hon. member for North-
umberland. I said that I was glad that lie had
changed his opinion; lie had as good a right to do
it as I had, if I had changed my opinion ; but
what I commented on was the statement that the
hon. member for Northumberland had donc what
the ion. member for West Durham is now doing,
changed his action without having changed his.
opinion. Now, it is true, the Bill, as I intro-
duced it, provided for the prohibition of this of-
fence committed by any employer with his employé.
It was introduced for the purpose of meeting the
very grievance which is now before the House, but
it was defective in this particular, that it was not.
restricted to factories, which was the particular
case we had in hand; and on reflection, and on
conferring with members on both sides of the
House, I found that they were willing that legisla-
tion should be adopted for the particular case for
which it was asked, and that that would satisfy all
demands for such legislation. The hon. gentleman
has taunted me with having second thoughts on
this question, and le has referred to the reprint of
the Bill in which the clause appeared as it was in,
the first print. I hbad uothing to do with the second
print ; I never distributed it or had it distributed ;.
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I asked that it should -be cancelled as soon as I
found that it was about to be distributed, and I
immediately substituted the Bill which was before
the House yesterday.

Mr. MITCHELL. Your name is on the back
of it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not care
whether it is on the back or on the front ; I am
simply stating a fact. But what of the second
thoughts of the hon. member for West Durham ?
The hon. gentleman sat for three days in committee
on this Bill, and during all that time he never
offered the amendment w hich he now thinks should
be inserted in the Bill at the third reading. I should
like to ask him where he got his second thoughts,
and I should like to remind the House that it was
at his instance, on his own motion, and at bis own
pathetic appeal, that the Committee agreed to ex-
tend the age from twenty-one to thirty years.
Now he proposes, on second thoughts, to vote
for the amendment to strike out that change.

Mr. BLAKE. It is not in order to strike out the
,change in age that I propose to vote for this amend-
ment, but because, as I said, with reference to
another clause, a greater amount of justice on the
whole will be obtained by the clause as proposed to
be remodelled than by the clause as it stands. The
remodelled clause enormously extends the class of
cases of persons in a subordinate and dependent
position to which the law shall apply. So extended,
I believe it is wiser and safer that there should be
a restriction of the age, and I believe more good
will be done by passing the clause with the wider
application, but with the restriction of age, than
by confining it to one particular class with the age
extended.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think it is to be re-
gretted that passion or feeling should be introduced
into the discussion of a question of this kind. I
think the hon. member for Northumberland is
ill-advised in coupling the amendment as to the
age with the other limitation in the clause, because
some will be disposed to accept the one portion of
his amendment and not the other ; and I am dis-
posed to accept both. The clause we have passed
says that any person who occupies a position which
gives him an improper influence over a female under
lis charge shall be liable for a misdemeanor. The
three classes included in it are a guardian over his
ward, an employer over a woman in his employ,
and a workman over a female in a common em-
ployment with him who is at the time subject
to bis control or direction. If we adopt the
principle that an employer or workman who
seduces a woman under his control in a factory
should be punished, on the ground that she is not a
free agent, I cannot understand why the principle
should be confined to them. The Bill does not go
so far, with the words struck out, as many hon.
gentlemen suppose. The woman seduced must, in
the first place, be of previously chaste charac-
ter ; in the second place, she must be under
the control or direction of the person who seduces
her ; and in the third place, she must be of a
certain age. I think, therefore, that the principle
we have adopted in the clause as it now stands is
one that should be agreed to without the limitation
which the hon. gentleman has inserted in the last
reprint of the Bill. The first part of the section
refers to a guardian who seduces his ward ; the

Sir Joue TomPsoN.

second part to an employer who seduces a woman
in his employ, and the third part to a man w-ho,
being in the common employment, seduces a
woman who is in any way subjected to his
control or direction. A man in common em-ï
ployment with the woman would not be liable
for the offence unless it were proved at the
same time that the woman was under or
subject to his control or direction. This is the
principle on which we carried the clause-that it
is supposed that the woman is not a free agent.
With these limitations and guards, I submit that
the fresh limitation brought in, limiting the section
to a factory, mill or workshop, weakens unneces-
sarily the legislation, and I shall support the
amendment of my hon. friend.

Mr. MITCHELL. I just rise to say a few
words to set myself right with this House in re-
gard to the manner in which I think the hon.
Minister of Justice has attempted to mislead the
House with regard to my attitude. I appeal to
the members of this House who listened to the
remarks I made when I seconded the motion of
my hon. friend from Cornwall (Mr. Bergin), if
I did not distinctly state that I was opposed
to the extension of the principle, and I sup.
ported his motion because my conviction was that
such protection was unnecessary. I stated dis-
tinctly then, that, as a matter of justice, the
House having decided that this legislation was
necessary, I stood convicted in my own mind that
my judgmeut must be wrong ; and therefore, when
I bowed submissively to the will of the House,
what else was there before me but to ask
this House to make its legislation consistent with
the opinion it expressed. The hon. gentleman
shotld not have attempted to mislead the House
as to my attitude. I will say nothing about the
course of the hon. gentleman and his unifornity
of opinion in relation to this matter. The Ihons.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) has suffi-
ciently dealt with that, and placed my hon. friend
in a queer position. Is lie to be taunted, too-the
hon. member for West Durham bas defended hin-
self, but I mnay say a word in that connection-1
he to be taunted, too, because while he believes the
limitation of time should be thirty in place of
twenty-one, but still finding a larger exteit of
protection to females in my amendment, coupled
with a reduction of the term from thirty. to
twenty, and having the option cither of accepting
a larger protection than be believes to be necessary
or losing the whole, lie should allow the nmor
idea he entertains to be subservient to the larger
benefit. The House has voted that we must give
protection to women. Let us give them that pro-
tection aextensive as possible, and it is the duty
of every hon. gentleman to support the amendmnent.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not agree in the
observations of the hon. member for Northumnber.
land or my hon. friend in front of me (Mr. Blake).
It is very important, in our legislation, that
should undertake to legislate with the view of c
recting grievances, and not undertake to punish
sin as if sin were a crime. In so far as Acts of this
sort affect the good order and well-beinDg of society,
it is important we should consider them. W'here
there is a wrong being done, where there is v
immoral coercion exercised by one party over
another with a view of injuring reputatiol or
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character, we have the right, as a legislative body,
to intervene ; but it does seem to me that if the
House undertakes to go as far as the hon. member
for Northumberland proposes, it will altogether go
beyond the line marked out by any real griev-
anwes w hich have been suffered or endured. Other
hon. gentlemen may hold a different opinion, but I
certainly entertain the view that the clause is
bciter for the accomplishment of the object it has
in view. as it stands, than if it were widened in
tic way proposed by the hon. member for North-
umberland. What does tl1 is clause propose to
deal with ? It proposes to deal with grievances
nl w rongs arising out of the dependency of one

class of the commupity upon another. Does that
dependence extend as wide as the relations between
employer and employed ? I do not think it does.
I do not think anyone here will pretend to say
that is the position of things. In many cases, the
employed are as independent as the employer, and
there is no necessity for protection in such cases-as,
for instance, in the case of ordinary household
service or the employment of educated females.
Does the lion. gentleman pretend to say that a
literary woman, employed as a clerk, stands in the
sane position towards her employer as the ordi-
nary hired woman in the factory ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I say she stands more so.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I believe that state-

nient w ould be regarded by any woman so employed
as an imputation on ber character and ber ability
to take care of herself. Why, a woman in a fac-
tory, if disnissed to-day, knows not where she may
be employed to-morrow. She is only fit to perform
certain work. She may be one of a large family in
straitened circumstances, and from the necessity
of lier position is eititled to the protection of this
House. Does experience point out injuries in other
cases in the same way ?

'Ir. BLAKE. Yes.
IMr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not agree with

mïiy hon. friend. I do not believe it tends to pro-
niote the moral standing of the people throughout
a connunity to undertake to extend protection,
which, experience shows, is not called for and in
cases where, experience shows, instead of the em-
ployed being dependent on the employer, the difli-
culty is to get the employed to continue in that
relation. If the hon. gentleman can show that the
classes here spoken of-those in the factories, mills
and workshops-do not embrace all the classes in
whlich this extraordinary dependence exists, lie
Will nake out a case for adding others; but it
seemls to me, the very wide provision he proposes
by his amendment is not one which experience
shows to be necessary, and therefore I prefer the
Clause, as it now stands, to the amendment.

Mr. MITCHILL. Just one word in reply to the
hon. gentleman.

'Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHARLTON. I move the adjournment of

the House.
Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman asks if

literary women are as dependent upon their em-
Ployers as women in factories. They are ten times
'ore so. The masses of women in factories and
orkshops can find employment anywhere. Can
terary woinen or women in shops ? No, theycaninot ; and therefore the hon. gentleman's

illustration does not apply to the position he has
taken.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference to one observa-
tion of the hon. member for Bothwell, I would say
it has been established by statistics, carefully
obtained in England, that the ranks of prostitution
are recruited, not mainly or even to any large ex-
tent from factory girls, but out of all proportion
from the ranks of domestic servants seduced by
their employers.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I had loped my hon.
friend would not have coupled the two propositions
in the resolution in your hands, Sir, because I find
nyself unable to vote for the whole proposition as
subnitted, although I would be glad to vote for the
proposition to reduce the limit fron thirty to
twenty-one. So far as I am concerned, I have not
changed my opinion with regard to this measure.
I have never thought, and do not now think, that
the measure is necessary; and therefore I voted
for the amendment of the hon. member for Corn-
wall (Mr. Bergin). Although there is a great deal
of force in the argument of the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), that if you adopt
the theory that protection is necessary to any class
of women in any employment against their em-
ployer, or those who are in common employment
with them, you should extend that protection be-
yond the limits defined by this Bill, yet, holding
the opinion I do, that this legislation is not neces-
sary at all, I find myself compelled to vote against
the amendment of my hon. friend, because I hold,
if legislation is bad it ought to be confined within
as narrow a limit as possible. Therefore, while
prepared to vote for the reduction of the age to
twenty-one, I feel obliged to vote against the other
proposition.

Mr. McNEILL. I wish just to say a word in ex-
planation of the vote I shall feel obliged to give
upon the amendment now before the House. Had
I been in my place at the time, I should have voted
for the amendment of my hon. friend the member
for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin), but not having had the
opportunity of doing so, I desire to say that I
think the amendment of my hon. friend from Nor-
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell) only makes the matter
worse, that it only makes the clause more mis-
chievous than it was before, and I think it would
be difficult to adopt any more mischievous legisla-
tion than that which we are now passing. I feel
satisfied that, while we are trying to remedy one
evil, we are opening the door to an evil which is
much worse. I do not desire to detain the House,
but I wish to enter my protest against this legisla-
tion altogether, believing, as I do, that the result
will be that many young men who have had little
experience in life will find that they are the
seduced, and that they are in a position which
will entail a fearful amount of sorrow and suffering
upon themselves and their families. I think that
the mothers of Canada, when their sons are going
to enter upon a city life, will feel still more
alarmed as to the dangers they are to encounter
than they do now, when they find that this Bill
has been placed upon the Statute-book.

Mr. TISDALE. I beg to move, in amendment
to the amendment :

That the Bill be not now read the third time, but that
it be referred back to the Committee, with instructions to
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substitute in the twelfth line of the second section the
word " twenty-one " in place of the word " thirty."
That is the strong ground which I have taken from
the start in regard to this Bill. I regret that I
was absent from the Committee when the change
was made. I had read that clause, and I supposed
that there would be no question of changing the
age. I know of many other members who were
inclined to pass the clause in its original shape,
but they never supposed that such a change would
he made as to raise the age to thirty. According
to our law, if a man or woman ever comes to the
age of discretion it is at twenty-one years of age,
and I strongly object to anything being placed on
the Statute-book which will have the effect of say-
ing that the age of discretion for all purposes is
not twenty-one years. I told the Minister of
Justice that I proposed to move this amendment,
and he asked me not to do it then, but to do it at
this stage of the Bill, so that the business of the
House might be proceeded with. This being an
opportune time, and this being one of my princi-
pal objections to the Bill, I move it now. I am
opposed to the principle of this legislation alto-
gether, but as the House has expressed an opinion
to the contrary, I must bow to it, and I, therefore,
take what, in my opinion, is the second best pro-
ceeding.

Mr. SPEAKER. I would call the attention of
hon. members to the fact that it would be better
to have only one way of drafting amendments to
motions which are before the House. The amend-
ment should be that certain words should be
struck off and others substituted. In this case,
for instance, the amendnent should be that all the
words after the word "instructions " should be
struck out, and then the amendment should in-
struct the Committee to alter the word " thirty"
to the word " twenty-one."

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the sub-amendment
is out of order altogether, as it is not applicable to
the amendment which I moved, and I think it
should not be put.

Mr. SPEAKER. It is in order, because it pro-
poses that part of the amendment be struck off,
and that the latter part of the amendment should
be changed.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, will you allow
nie to correct you ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am correcting the Speaker

on a matter of fact, which, no doubt, has escaped
his attention. I contend that, on that ground,
the amendment is out of order, because it is not an
amendment to the one I have moved.

Mr. LAURIER. My lion. friend from Nor-
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell), I think, is correct on
the point of order. What my hon. friend from
Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) wants, can be obtained by
moving his amendment subsequently.

Mr. TISDALE. I submit that the amendment
to the amendment is in order, if it proposes to drop
a material part of the original amendment. Sup-
posing the amendment of my hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) were lost, would
it then be in order for me to move this amend-
ment ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly.
Mr. TISDALE.

Mr. TISDALE. Because, if I could not move it
then, the House having already pronounced on the
main question, I could not have an opportunity of
proposing to reinstate the age as in the original
Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. As a matter of form, I think the
amendment to the amendment is out of order, but
I think it would be in order to ask the House to
afñirm one part of the amendment and to disaffirm
the other part. At the same time, I have no doubt
that it would be in order for the hon. gentleman to
inove his amendment after the other amendment
has been disposed of.

Mr. TISDALE. I wish to put my motion in
order. I confess that I am quite ignorant of the
technical rules of the House, but I wish my amend-
ment to be put as an amendment to that of the lion.
gentleman (Mr. Mitchell).

Mr. MITCHELL. The question has been called,
anyway.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) I hope the hon. member
for Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) will withdraw his
amendment, because those who are supporting the
amendment of the lion. member for Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell), and are also in favor of the
amendment to the amendment, will be obliged to
vote against the latter. I want to support both
amendments, and if the hon. gentleman with.
draws his amendnent he can move it subse-
quently.

Mr. BLAKE. The lion. gentleman (Mr. Tis-
dale) will certainly get a larger support for his
amendment if he moves it independently than if
he moves it now as an amendment to the other
amendment, because he must see that it will
eliminate from the motion of the hon. member for
Northumberland the words which many members
desire to see adopted.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would advise the
hon. member for Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) not to ae-
cept the suggestion of the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), because he is opposed to the
change suggested by the hon. member, as, in fact,
it was at his suggestion that the age was changed
from twenty-one to thirty.

Mr. BLAKE. That is not a statement worthy
of the Minister of Justice. It amounts to sayig
that my suggestion was disingenuous because ny
opinion as to the age is different from that of the
hon. member for South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale). I
made a statement very clearly to the ion. meniber
for South Norfolk, that if he withdrew his amend-
ment now, he could move it again after this amend-
ment was disposed of, but that if lie moved it
now, it would, if carried, defeat the amendrmaent of
the hon. member for Northumberland ; so that
several members who were in favor of his amend-
ment would have to vote against it in order to
prevent the defeat of the other amendment.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have just one word to say
in reply to the hon. member for South Norfolk
(Mr. Tisdale).

Mr. SPEAKER. I think hon. gentlemen are
getting out of order by speaking several times.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am apeaking on the amend-
ment to the amendment, if it is before the bouse.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has
already apoken on this amendment.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I have not spoken on this

1 ouint.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Let the point of order

he ruled on.
Mr. MITCHELL. Let me say one word to the

bon. gentleman. He knows that amendment
was prepared by myself, and was only to be
smoved in case my anendment failed, and I think
lie is not pursuing a course that will commend
itself to this House.

Mi. TISDALE. I think it is necessary I should
inake an explanation. In the first place, I am
obliged to all the hon. gentlemen who have offered
meu their advice. I always appreciate that, but I

generally prefer to follow my own judgment. It
is true, as the hon. member for Northumberland
savs, that he gave me that amendment; it is true,
lie told me that two others were going to be moved,
but I did not say whether I would support either
of then. It is equally true, as twenty gentlemen,
at least, on this side of the House know, that I
told them not only to-day, but after my interview
with the Minister of Justice, that Iwould move such
a resolution as that. When the discussion took the
turn it did to-day I thought that the most oppor-
tune time for my motion was after the main anend-
ment was lost, and that the present was the most
likely time to carry the amendment in which I felt
an interest, and by which I hoped to shorten the
proceedings. I propose to press my amendment to
the amnendment, and leave the House to decide.

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the ruling of the
Chair, whether the amendment to the amendment
is in order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I decided that the sub-
anendment was in order, inasmuch as it tended
to strike off part of the provision of my hon. friend,
ani to accept another part.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Tisdale:
YEÂS:

Messieurs
Archibald (Sir Adams), McDougall (Cape Breton),
Barnard, MKay,
Béchard, McKeen,
Bell,
Bergeron MNill,
Borden, Madl,
Bowman, Mara,
BrysonMssn
Burns, Mills (Annapolis),
Cargill, CargiliMilis (Bothwell),
Carpenter, Moncrief,Cimon Montague,
Coehrane, Mulock,
Corhy, P

bas-lePrior,
Denison, Putnam,

esaulniers Riopel,bessainRobillard,
ickey,'

EarleRyker,
ElliSte. Marie,Shaniy
Fergsoon (Welland), Smail;uthier,~x5ehierStevenson,

Gîrsît 'Taylor,
Gordon' Temple,

ickeTidale,
upeth,cot,

Ire,,'a Wallace,
asWtson,

Jones (Digby), Weldou (Albert),XennWhite (CRrdwefl),
rklatrick, White (Renfrew),labrosse Wilson (Argenteuil),n0ieut.-Gen.),

McMcKay,
McKen

NAYs :
Messieurs

Armstrong, Besson,
Audet, Bolton,
Bain (Soulanges), Innes,
Bain (Wentworth). Jamieson,
Barron, Kirk,
Bergin, Jones (Halifax),
Blake, Landerkin,
Boisvert, Lang.
Bourqssa, Langelier (Quebec),
Bowell, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Boyle, LaRivière,
Brien, Laurier,
Cameron, Lépie,
Campbell, Lister,
Carlng, Livingstone,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Lovitt,
Cartwright (Sir Richard), Macdonald (Sir John),
Casey, Mackenzi
Casgrain, McDonald (Victoria),
Chapleau, McDougald (Picton),
Charlton, MeMillan (Buron),
Choquette, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Cockburn, Meigs,
Colby, Mitchell,
Cook,Paterson (Brant),
Coughlin, Patterson (Essex).
Coulombe, Perry,
Daoust, Platt,
Davies, Porter,
Dawson, Purcell,
De St. Georges, Rinîret,
Dewdney, Rohertqon,
Dickinson, Rowand,
Dupont, Scriver,
Edgar, Semple,
Eisenhauer, Skinner,
Ferguson (Leeds & Gren.), Smith (Ontario),
Fiset, Somervîlle,
Fisher, Thérien,
Flynn, Thompsun (Sir John),
Foster, Trow,
Freeman, Tyrwhitt,
Geoffrion, yanasse,
Gillmor, Waldie,
Godbout, Welsh,
Grandbois, Wilmot,
Guay, Wilson (Elgin)
Guillet, Wood (Brockville),

Amendment negatived.

Mr. TROW. The hon. member for North Ox-
ford (Mr. Sutherland) has nuls voted.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I had paired. I would
have voted against the amendment.

flouse divided on ameudment of Mr. Mitchell:

YES Âs
Messieurs

Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Barnard,
Barron,
Bergin,
Blake,
Borden.
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brien,
Campbell,
Cargill,
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Charlton,
Choquette,
Cimon,
Cook,
Davies,
Davis,
De St. Georges,
Desaulniers,
Dessaint,
Barle
Bisenfhauer,

Innes,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Lang,
Langelier (Quebec),
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingston,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Huron),
Mackenzie
McMillan (Huron),
Meigs,
Mitchell,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Pope,
Porter,
Prior,
Rinfret,
Robertson,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Scriver,
Semple,
Shanly,
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Somerville,
Tisdale,
Trow,
Turcot,
Waldie,
Watson,
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wilson (Elgin),
Wilson (Lennox),
Yeo.-74.

NAys:

Archibald (Sir Adams), ]
Audet
Bain (àoulanges),
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Burns,
Cameron,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chapleau,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coulombe,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
Denison,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Doyon,
Dupont,
Ferguson (Leeds & Gren.),
Ferguson (Welland), 5
Foster,
Freeman,
Gigault,
Grandbois,
Guillet,
Hall,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Jamieson,
Jones (Digby),
Kenny,
Kirkpatrick,
Labrosse,

Amendment negatived.

eurs
Langevin (Sir Hector),
LaRivière,
Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Lépine,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Macdowall,
McCulla,
McDonald (Victoria),
McDougald (Pictou),
McDougall (Cape Breton),
McKay,
McKeen,
McMillan (Vaudreuil),
McNeill,
Madill,
Mara,
Marshall,
Masson,
Mills (Annapolis),
Mills (Bothwell),
Moncrieif,
Montague,
Patterson (Essex),
Purcell,
Putnam,
liopel,
Roome,
Rykert,
Skinner,
Small,
Smith (Ontario),
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
rhérien,
rhompson (Sir John),
Tyrwhitt,
Vanasse,
Wallace,
Weldon (Albert),
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot,
Wood (Brockville).-88.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the main motion is
put, I desire to get a statement from the Govern-
ment. The majority, I understand, is only 12.
During the term of Lord Dufferin, in 1873, when I
had the honor to be slightly responsible for public
affairs, a crisis occurred, and I recollect that Lord
Dufferin declared at that time that if the majority
of the Government in a division was not greater
than the number of the members of the Govern-
ment in the House, the Government were practi-
cally defeated. I would now like to ask the right
hon. gentleman what course he intends to pursue
under the circumstances ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The majority is
greater than the number of the members of the
Government.

Mr. MITCHELL. Their number is only 12, I
understand.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is 14.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Government is

saved by a majority of 2.
Mr. BLAKE. I wish to direct attention for a

moment to another description of concerted action
Mr. MicHmLL.
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Ellis,
Fiset
GiautÇiier,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Godbout,
Gordon,
Guay,
Holton,
Hudspeth,
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than that to which our attention has been directed
this afternoon, and upon 'vhich I made some obser-
vations yesterday. I refer to the provision with
reference to trade combinations. It is not my in.
tention to engage in the fruitless task of pressing
my views to a division, but I will simply take
occasion to record them. I move the following
amendment:-

That the Bill be not now read the third time but that
it be referred back to the Committee of the Whole, with
power to amend the eighteenth section by omitting the
proposed substituted sub-section of section 13, chapter
173 of the Revised Statutes of Canada, and inserting in
lien thereof, the following:-

" No prosecution shall be maintainable against any per-
son for conspiracy in refusing to work with or for any
employer or workman or for doing any act, or causing
any actto be done for the urposes of a trade combination,
unless such act is an offence indictable by statute, or
punishable under the provisions of the twe lfth section of
this Act."

Amendment negatved.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved third reading

of the Bill.
Mr. McNEILL. I move:

That the Bill be not now read the third time, but that it
be referred back to Committee, with instructions to
amend the second clause by inserting in the tenth line,
after the word " one," the words " being over twenty-one
years of age."
1 wish to explain that the purpose of the amend-
ment is to protect boys under twenty-one years of
age from the operation of this Act. It seems to
me that it is a proper thing that an inexperienced
boy should be protected from this Act. Boys who
come to the city, for the first time, from a country
place, and fall into the hands of designing young
women and are seduced by them, are by this clause
liable to punishment by two years' imprisoinent.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the lion.
gentleman who has proposed this amendment ias
not fully considered one feature of the clause,
which seems to make it unnecessary to adopt a
provision of this kind. The Bill makes it punish-
able for any person, and it desires the age to be
defined, to seduce or have improper connection
with any person in his employ, in a factory, mill,
or workshop. The man is not likely to be under
twenty-one years.

Mr. BERGIN. There are many under that
age who are superintendents in mills.

Mr. McNEILL. I think the word "direction
mentioned in the Bill is a very wide term, and it

is difficult to define or limit its meaning. Any boy
who happens to be a little in advance of some yontlg
woman connected with the same work and has die

direction of it is subjected to the penalty of this

clause. Any boy who has only arrived in the city

a few weeks ago, may be superior in knowledge to
a young woman who came into the factory about

the same time, and have lier as a subordinate,

although she may be a city girl and a very differ-

ent sort of person.
Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third

time and passed. •

WAYS ANI MEANS-THE TARIFE

Mr. FOSTER moved that the Ilouse again
resolve itself into Committee of Ways and leans

Mr. BRIEN. I desire the Minister of Finance
to take up Nos. 171 and 182 with respect t
nursery stock already purchased in the Unite
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States. I find from the information in my posses-
sion that the duty is now practically prohibitive,
and it is necessary that a decision should be arrived
at in regard to this matter. In the section of
country from which I come delivery should take
place now or next week, and if they are not
allowed to take the consignments out at the old
duties much loss will be inflicted. When you add
the new duty to the cost the amount exceeds that
which can be obtained for the stock. If the stock
be not allowed to be taken out under the old duties
the orders cannot be fulfilled. I have a letter here
which I desire to read.

Mr. FOSTER. I have received several repre-
sentations of a similar'nature to those received by
the hon. gentleman. The resolutions must be
taken in order. There are other interests besides
those of nursery stock, and quite as pressing in-
terests, and we will get through the work all the
more rapidly if hon. gentlemen opposite will assist
in the despatch of business.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Mir. BRIEN. Before you left the Chair, Mr.

Speaker, I was calling attention to the fact that I
thought it would be desirable for the Government
to allow trees and nursery stock, which had been
ordered in the United States some time ago, to be
admitted into Canada under the old tariff. These
contracts were entered into in the fall of the year,
when there was no possibility of the men engaged
in this business having any knowledge that a
change would be made in the tariff. In fact, it
might be considered that it was very unlikely a
change would be made in this respect, because it
was only in the year 1888 that trees and nursery
stock were placed on the free list. Neither the
farmers nor the agents had any idea, therefore,
that a duty would be imposed. I have a com-
munication from a gentleman in the constituency I
have the honor to represent, which, with the per-
mission of the House, I will read. It states the
difficulties which will arise unless these articles are
admhitted under the old tariff. It says :

DR. IRiEN, M.P., " KINGaVILLE, 9th April, 1890.
" Essex County, Ont.

. "DEAR SIR,-I write you to-day, asking you to use your
influence with the Minister of Customs regarding thenursery stock which I have bought in the United States,and cannot bring it into Canada on account of the heavyCustoms duty. My stock of grape vines costme $8 er1,000 in New York, while the duties are $30 per 1,9,
being nearly 400 per cent. over value of stock. The dutiesalone are more than what I have re-sold the same stockfor: consequently it is cheaper for me to lose the entirestock for which I have paid than to pay the duty. I amof the opinion there is a great mistake in duties on vines,as 400 per cent. means to prohibit their importation.

"Yours, etc.,
' WELLINGTON WIGLE."

The name of the gentleman who signed the letter
Will easily indicate what his politics are. It may
be said that if the permission is granted in this
case it should be granted in various others, but I
think there are special reasons why this permission
should be granted to those who have ordered this
nursery stock. In the first place, they may not
unable to obtain what they need in this country,
and it l too late in the year now to re-order, so

lO9½

that the consequence is that the country will be
either deprived of the use of this stock altogether,
or those engaged in the business will lose money.
I cannot help but thinking that the Governient,
in imposing this duty, have done so for want of
thorough information on the matter. As the Min-
ister of Customs and the Minister of Finance will
see, the new tariff is entirely prohibitory in the
case of some of those articles. There have been
some precedents for the course which I now ask
the Government to take. It was done in 1887,
with regard to the duty on iron, and I will read
the clause of the Act which refers to this matter.
It says :

" All goods actually purchased on or before the said
thirteenth of May at any place ont of Canada, for impor-
tation into Canada, on evidence to the satisfaction of the
Minister of Customs of the purchase having been so made,
and all goods in warehouse in Canada on such day, may
be entered for duty at the rate of duty in force immedi-
ately before the said day ; but the provisions of this
section shall cease to have force and effect on the first
day of July in the present year, excepting that goods
from the United Kingdom or any British possession,
carried by way of Cape Horn may be entered in British
Columbia under the provisions aforesaid until the first
day of November in the present year."
I will also trouble the House with a short extract
from a speech delivered by Sir A. T. Galt, under
similar circumstances, in 1859. This speech was
made some time after the Budget had been brought
down, and on the occasion of a similar request as
that I am now asking being made in the House. I
might say that wien Sir A. T. Galt made this
speech the changes in the tariff were not anything
so great as at the present time. He said :

" That he had stated last evening that the Goverument
would be prepared to consider the way in which the
important interest of Upper, and he might say Lower
Canada, would be affected by the immediate changes
that were about to be made in the mode of levying duties.

" The Government had taken the matter into consider-
ation, and he was now prepared to state the modifications
which ho felt it his duty to move in reference to certain
articles.

"1st. With regard to tea. Being desirous to interfere
as littie as possible with this article the Government
have come to the determination, that the duty be reduced
from 25 to 15 per cent., and that it shall not take effect
until January next.

" With regard to sugar, he thought the same causes
were in operation which had rendered it convenient to
reduce the duty on tea. But it was intended that the
new system with regard to them should come into oper-
ation on the first of June next, which he thought would
give sufficient time for merchants to make arrangements
to meet it."
The change referred to by Sir A. T. Galt was
simply from a specific to an ad valorem duty ; but
in this case it is imposing a heavy duty upon goods
which, previous to this proposed tariff, were on the
free list, and the reasons for making the concession
which I ask in this case are far stronger than the
reasons which induced Sir A. T. Galt to make the
remarks I have quoted. I might say that, for
my part, I think that this duty is an injustice
to the section of the country which I represent, and
which is largely interested in fruit-growing. The
policy of the Goverument being to protect our native
industries, I think it would he desirable that the
fruit trees should be allowed to remain on the free
list. They are to the producer of fruit what the
raw material is to the manufacturer, and I think
it would have been better policy to have allowed
these fruit trees to remain on the free list. In
looking over the Trade and Navigation Returns, I
find that, in 1889, we exported fruit to the amount
of $1,675,818, which is equal to 37 per cent. of all
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our exports of manfactured goods. Under the
circumstances, I think the least the Government
can do is to allow the fruit trees which have
already been ordered to be brought in under the old
tariff. Unless they do that, a great injustice will
be perpetrated on the people who have ordered
these fruit trees, and no benefit that I can see will
accrue to the country apart from the amount of
duty received. It has been stated that the duties
imposed upon small fruits will be of great advantage
to the fruit-growing sections of the country ; but,
considering the heavy duty imposed on fruit
trees, that advantage will not be very great.
Takiug as a basis the inports of fruit trees and
nursery stock last year, the amount of revenue
that will be received from these duties will
be something like $50,000. What we in our
section are afraid of is, that the re-imposition
of these duties may lead to retaliation on the part
of the Americans. Liviug close to the border, as
we do, we produce mnany small fruits, and I be-
lieve the fruit industry might be cultivated to a
very profitable extent in that part of the country.
I hope, therefore, that the Government will see
their way to grant this slight request, in justice
to the farmers who desire these fruit trees, as well
as in justice to the agents, who had no idea that
fruit trees, at any rate, would be placed on the
dutiable list. They thought that whatever change
muight be made, fruit trees, in accordance with the
policy of the Government, would probably be left
on the free list. I am very anxious to have a
decision on this matter as soon as possible, because
the season is already so far advanced that it is
time that these fruit trees were planted. Unless
an immediate decision is come to it will be too
late for the farmers to order their stock elsewhere,
many of them will lose their purchase money, the
country will lose the benefit of the trees, and a
great deal of inconvenience will result to all
parties.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I quite agree with all that
has been said by the hou. member for South
Essex (Mr. Brien) in reference to this matter. I
think it would be only right if the Government
would allow orders which have been already taken,
to be filled, without imposing the duty. As has
been stated so ably to the House, orders were
taken during the winter ; and I may say that in
consequence of the very large fruit crop which we
had in the western part of Ontario last year the
farmers made up their minds to go into fruit-
growing much more extensively than they have
done heretofore, and, therefore, gave a much
greater number of orders during the winter, and
the duty on these is so large that it will be quite
impossible for the nurserymen to fill their orders
on the old terms. So that I think that, for this
season, at all events, the Government ought to
allow the stock to come in without paying the
duty.

Mr. TISDALE. I wish to endorse what has
been said in reference to this fruit tree business.
I acknowledge that it is very difficult for the
Government, when framing a tariff, to .make any
exceptions, and I think that should not be done
unless a special case is made out. From what I
understand of this fruit tree business, in my
opinion it is a special case, because the trees must
be ordered in the fall, and they cannot be delivered

Mr. BREN.

until the spring. In this respect they cannot be
considered like ordinary goods, which can be
brought in at any time, for the dealers in these
trees gave their orders last fall, when they had no
idea that there was going to be a change made in
the tariff. I think this is one of the cases in whichi
the Government ought to try to see their way to
remit the duty for this year, and I would certainly
strongly urge them to do so. In doing so, I do
not think their action will be inconsistent with
applying the ordinary rule to other things, uiless
a special case is made out.

Mr. LANDERKIN. When I was going west a
short time ago a gentleman engaged in this business
spoke to me on the subject. H1e had been takin
orders last fall and winter for fruit trees, and lie
had not the slightest idea that there was going to
be any change made in the tariff. It was rumnored
about the time I was going home that a duty would
be placed on these trees, and if so it was goinig
materially to injure his business, because ie
was bound to deliver the trees for which lie lad
taken orders, and any duty that might be imposed
would come-out of his own pocket and would be a
very serions loss to him. He urged that the sales
already made should be allowed to be carried out
without the duty being imposed. He appeared to
me to have a very strong case. He stated that he had
made application to the Department of Customs to
that effect, and he was very much concerned about
the matter. I hope the Government will see their
way clear to permit such cases as this to be fairly
considered, so that those engaged in the business
will be able to get them in as they did last year.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentlemen who
have spoken on this matter have made out a very
strong case, but seem to be at a loss for a precedent
on which the Governnent can act. Speaking from
memory and subject to correction, I think I can
give them a precedent which meets the case.
When the tariff was rearranged some few years ago
and an increased duty put on iron pipes and plates
and other articles of which iron formed the chief
constituent, the importers of Montreal and To-
ronto were very much in the position of the fruit
tree men, and several of them applied to me in the
matter., I stated that they had a strong case, and
that they should lay the matter before the Gov-
ernment. They came to the Government in a
body, and I think the Government agreed that
whenever it was shown that an actual order or
shipment had taken place, prior to the imposition
of the extra duty, these things would be allowed in
free.

Mr. FOSTER. I think it was confined to cou-
tract.

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well, to contracts if
you like ;but the principle was recognised that
where actual purchases were made under the old
duty these purchases would not be subject to
the additional duty. While on this question, I
will speak on a cognate subject, that of fruits and
early vegetables. It is a mistaken policy to tax
fruits and early vegetables coming into this
country. On our continent climatic difference
exists to a great extent. It is summer noW Iu
Georgia, Alabama and the Carolinas; ripe
strawberries are growing in those regions, but we
cannot get these luxuries without paying an
enormously heavy duty. Later on, when their

3463 (COMMONS) 3464



[APRIL 16, 1890.]

season for strawberries is over, we can export ours
to the United States and the same remnarks reply
to gooseberries, raspberries and other berries. In
the matter of eggs, too, we get eggs early in the
season from the States, and later on we export eggs
to the States. Why should we have to pay a
heavy duty on these fruits and other products,
w hiih are almost necessities for the health of the
children of this country ? I think the Govern-
ment would show judgment and a proper regard
for the health and welfare of our community if
they would allow these things to come in free. In
aniy case they should grant this request of the fruit
tree men, and carry out the sarne principle with
regard to fruit trees which they carried out with
regard to iron.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The staternent rnade by
the ion. member for Northumberland (Mr.
M\itchiell) ouglit to convince the Goverament that

it is their (luty to follow the precedent they estali-
lisel witli regard to iron. It is well known that
all the orders taken for fruit trees from our
farmers are taken in the shape of contracts. The
agents go around in the fall of the year and get the
farmners to sign contracts for the number of trees
tliev require, to lie delivered i11 the spring, and in
thery case where these trees, shrubs, plants and
grape vines are imported in the spring, they were
bought on fall contracts. The interests of the men
w ho sold the vines and the trees are not the only
interests to be considered, because it is well known
that fruit-growing is becoming an important in-
dustrv all through the Province of Ontario espe-
cially. and, I presume, also in other Provinces. The
farnmers enter largely into this branch of indus-
try, because they find they can make more money
in this way than by growing cereals, and this duty
will be a serions blow to that industry. The dtity
will, in some cases, be prohibitory, and the conse-
quence will be that the agents who have taken
the orders will fail to fulfil them, and the farmers
who have given the orders will be unable to obtain
the stock they intended to plant for the purpose of
statrting or increasing their fruit-growing farms.
Just to show the large amount of money at stake
in this matter, I will read from the Trade and
Navigation Returns the imports in 1889 of fruit
trees and grape vines .

Apple··...............
Cherry ............. ........
Peach ...................

Plum.... .........
Quine..............
Ail other fruit trees and

seedling stock of the saie.
Blackberry, currant, goose-

berry, raspberry and rosebushes............
Grape and strawberry vines.
Shade, lawn and ornamenta

trees, shruba and plants...-

No.
542,886

25,072
84,583
77,752
67,843
9,433

Value.
$37,692

2,024
6,385

11,100
10,823

962

10,056

8,349
6,435

34,731

Total........................ $128,557
tMustbemanifestthatif we imported that quantity

1889, a larger number of orders has been givendurig the past year for importation this spring. It
Would be a great injustice to the farmers and fruit
growers if the Government insisted upon putting a(iuty on the stock coming in this year and orderedby contract last fall. I hope, therefore, they willseriously consider the matter, and not do this
injustice to the farmer and fruit growers.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no
doubt whatever that the regular practice always
has been, and of necessity must be, to decline to
consider cases in a general way parallel to this, but
the Minister of Finance must be aware that this is
done because, as a general rule, merchants are
pretty well able to guess what the tariff changes
will be, and it would be very unfair to assist then
in obtaining moneys that belong to the public.
But this is an exceptional case, and there are pre-
cedents for dealing with such cases. I can give
the hon. gentleman a somewhat analogous case,
though perhaps not exactly the same in detail, but
practically the saine in principle, which occurred,
if my memory serves me, under Sir Francis Hincks.
The tea duty was remitted, and I think Sir Fran-
cis Hncks had then recourse to the extraordinary
expedient of paying a sort of bounty to the parties
'who held tea, and whose tea, as lie alleged, was in
a certain sense depreciated in value by the duity
beîng throw off. Speaking froin recollection, that
was the course taken by the Government in 1871 or
1872, and certainly that would be a greater stretch
of precedent than would lie involved in reco-
gnising the contracts which have been made
under the circumstances stated by oy wion.
friend. 0f course, this is a matter wholly within
the discretion of the Government, and althougli
I think no harm could arise-particularly
after what has been done before-i recogni-
sing these contracts, I am not prepared to press
the matter further than to point out to the hon.
gentleman what has been done by his predecessors.
As to the general question of the ta>r.upon grapes
and apple trees and the like which has been
brought up, I would call the attention of the House
to this fact, which I think should weigh with the
Government. It is of the greatest possible benefit
to fruit growers all over this country to be able to
obtain fresh stock, fresh apple trees, fresh plum
trees, fresh peach trees, and so on. That is equi-
valent to obtaining seed fromu different localities,
and I have no doubt that all over this country, and
particularly in the older seti led portions, it will be
found that a great number of our fruit trees are
dying out and it would be desirable to replace them
by fresh stock from the United State, or elsewhere.
We may discuss this at greater length when the
items are before us in committee, but I call the at-
tention of the Finance Minister to that view of the
question.

Mr. KIRK. This is a matter of considerable
importance to the Province of Nova Scotia, from
which I come. I have taken no part in this dis-
cussion so far, because I felt that the Government,
like Ephraim, have been joined to their idols, and,
therefore, it would be better to leave them alone.
I think that the adage that " those whom the gods
intend to destroy, they first make mad," must ap-
ply to the Government. I rhink they have gone
mad, and for that reason, perhaps, they should be
allowed to have all the rope they want and they
will soon hang themselves. The duty on fruit
trees is of great importance, especially to the east-
ern portion of Nova Scotia. In that section we
have not gone very extensively into the growth of
fruit, though they have raised fruit very exten-
sively in the western portion of the Province.
Recently, however, our farmers, who have been
under the impression that the cimate or the land,
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or both, in eastern Nova Scotia, were not adapted
for raising fruit, have found that fruit can be
raised with profit, though, perhaps, notaswellasin
western Nova Scotia or in some other portions of
the Dominion. Many farmers in eastern Nova
Scotia are beginning to plant young trees and
cultivate young orchards, and with considerable
success. I will give a little of my own experience
in this matter, in order to show the necessity
for the farmers being able to secure their trees
fresh and green for the purpose of planting.
Being a fariner myself, I have been doing some-
thing in this matter in a snimall way. Although I
have tried to raise fruit trees for a number of
years, I have never succeeded very well ; but in
1888 an agent from one of the Ontario nurseries
came to me and solicited an order. I gave a small
order for $5 worth of trees. I forget the number
of trees, but they were to be delivered in the
spring. Afterwards, a gentleman came along who
represented a nursery in the State of New York-
I think in Rochester. I told him I had given an
order to a firm in Ontario for all the trees that I in-
tended to plant the next spring. He explained to
me that the railway connections were so bad that
the trees I would get fron Ontario would very
likely not grow after I got them. I thouglit there
might be something in that, and I duplicated my
order, but I got nearly twice as many trees from the
Rochester firm as from the Ontario firm for the
same money. When I received the trees from
Ontario in the spring the roots appeared to be
dry. However, I planted them ; some of them
died; others were sickly, and renained sickly
to the fall. The trees I received from Rochester
were as green and fresh as when they came out of
the nursery. I planted them ; they grew beauti-
fully, and have been doing well. I do not intend
to say a word against the Ontario nursery, but the
condition of the trees was owing to the distance
they had to be brought.

Mr. DENISON. What firn was it?
Mr. KIRK. I think it was Stone & Welling-

ton, of Welland, Ont. This has been my exper-
ience. I not only got more trees from the Rochester
firm, but better and greener trees, and they grew
better. I do not know how they will turn out
later on. Most of what I got from Stone & Wel-
lington died, while those which I got front the
Rochester nursery thrived. I think, therefore,
that it is wrong for the Government to prevent
us from getting these trees from any place, no
matter where, in a proper condition to grow. I'
do not pretend to say that the fault was in the
firm in Ontario. It was simply that the trees had
to be brought such a long distance and were kept
so long on the way that they were dried up before
they arrived, and were of very little use when
they came to me. Naturally, I would not again
give an order to that firm in Ontario for fruit
trees, becaise, if I were not shut out by the laws
of the land, I would order my trees from Roches-
ter, in the State of New York.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am certainly in full
accord with the hon. gentleman who brought this
matter before the House. There are many reasons
why I think the Government ought on this occa-
sion consider the representations made to them in
reference to granting, for the time being, the im-
portation of fruit trees of various kinds from the

Mr. KIRK,

United States. As has been stated, they have
before them examples, in 1887, where contracts
had been entered into and agreements made
between different parties, and they allowed the
articles that had an increased duty placed upon
them to come in under the former duty. Here we
have an example of this kind, that in reference to
contracts entered into by the Car Wheel Company
to supply car wheels at a certain price for a certain
firm, and the Government allowed the pig iron
that was necessary for the completion of that con-
tract to come in, and the firm were unable to
manufacture the necessary number of car wheels
that they had contracted for. That was only
reasonable. I know this to be the case fron the
fact that it occurred with a firm in the town from
which I come. Then, again, it was only two years
ago that the Government changed the policy they
had been pursuing before that time. Before that
time they had a duty placed upon small fruit trees
coming from the United States, and the
nurserymen here found the Government chang-
ing about so suddenly, having placed duties
upon these trees one year, and suddenly,
by Order in Council, changing or remov-
ing the duty, that they felt an uncertainty, they
felt that they were justified in naking up any
deficiency they might have in their nursery,
by going to the United States and importing a
certain number of trees to complete their orders.
Orders are taken either in the fall or during the
winter, and they have to supply these trees at a
certain figure. Now, unexpectedly-because no
one imagined for a moment that the Govern-
nient had removed the duties on these trees, on
account of their standing order having been placed
upon the Statute-books ever since their fiscal
policy came into operation-they reroved that
two years ago. I say, could any of these nursery-
men for a moment imagine that the Governinent
would suddenly come down and impose a duty
upon these trees and place those individuals w ho
had engaged in these contracts at a disadvantage,
and compel then to pay a heavy duty uîpon fruit
trees coming from the United States ? I do not
think the Government could for a moment expect
these men, after they had entered into a contract
upon the faith of the Government having removed
the duty from these trees, to go on and cultivate
trees in Canada. Now, I say, the Governiment 011
this occasion are bound in honor to allow, for the
time being, all trees to come in here where the in-
dividual importing those trees can give satisfactory
evidence that the contract had been made prior to
the imposition of the duty upon these trees. While
we are appealing to the Finance Minister to deal
justly by the farmers and the farming conmiunitY,
to deal out to then the saine meed of justice which
they granted at the proper time to the rich and
affluent manufacturers, those who are engaged in
the manufacturing industries of iron and other
things, while we are compelled to do that to-day,
it is very soothing, no doubt, to the Financ
Minister, because he goes off quietly to sleep. 1
think that shows the amount of interest the Gov-
ernment of the day take in the farming commuiîty.
I say, in all fairness to the farmers, in ail fairiness
to those small nurserymen, an important class,
these small nurserymen in Canada who have not a
sufficiency to supply all the contracts they hae
entered into, that they should have the dutY
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removed, or, at least, they should be allowed to
bring into the country the amount necessary to fill
all the orders they have taken. I hope that the
Government, though I must confess it is a despair-
ing hope, will consider the just claims of these
individuals and allow them to import their goods
into Canada.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Of course, changes
in the tariff must be kept a profound secret, that
is in the public interest, and when they are
announced they will take parties by surprise, and
in tarif changes there will be more or less hard-
ship entailed upon individuals, and I recognise
that it is a delicate matter to ask the Ministry,
after the tarif changes have been announced, that
they should make an exception in the levying of
these taxes, and it is only when a special occasion
is made out that I think they ought to give it
consideration. I do not wish to weary the House
hy repeating arguments ; no doubt the Ministry
have made up their minds ; at least they have had
the benefit of the views of parties generally in
reference to it. I do think that in this individual
matter that a special case is made out. From the
nature of the transaction, the contracts have been
made necessarily some months ago, and the
lelivery necessarily being delayed, not because

parties were not ready to take them, but on
account of its being the winter season, and they
not being able to ship them, it might be viewed,
it seems to me, as a transaction absolutely closed
under the old tariff. Another point that I may
just mention that has not beefi dealt with is, that
in many cases the people who will suffer hardship
in(ler this change in the tarif are agents, who

will lose, perhaps, all their commission. It will
lot come upon the seller in the United States,

who could view it more pleasantly, nor will it
comne out of the consumerá or be divided among
them, else the burden would be lighter ; but in
many cases the losses will go on accumulating upon
the agent, w-ho is generally a man just earning his
livelihood, and as I understand it, he being un-
able to fulfil the contract that he has made with
these individuals, must suffer the loss himself. A
variety of circumstances might take place. I only
instance this as one of the hardships. I have had
conununications from nurserymen who are inter-
ested in growing stock, and they state they have
to ilnport certain kinds of stock ; so even they are
soIewhat interested in the matter. On general
prInciples it will not do to urge it to its full ex-
tent, but I have made these remarks because my
attention has been called to it, and I have had
some pleading letters from those who could ill
afford to pay the amount of duty they would have
to pay if this change must take place. I have
more faith than the hon. member for East Elgin
Mr. Wilson) in the Ministers, and I think the re-
Presentations made will, at all events, receive their
cousideration.

Mr. BOYLE. I scarcely think hon. gentlemen
oPPosite who have spoken on this subject are really
serious It would be a delicate matter for the
Government tô accede to the wishes expressed byhon. gentlemen opposite. I do not see why nur-
sery stock should be placed in any other positionthan other imnported goods. Great changes have&een made in the tariff in other classes of articles,Such as hardware and dry goods. Orders for those

oods were also given long before the tarif came
own, and if the Government allowed an exception

to be made in the case of nursery stock it would
likewise have to be applied to other articles. The
Government, in taking any steps in that direction,
would be opening for themselves a matter of ex-
treme difficulty. Moreover, decreases in duty have
been made in some cases, and if the principle urged
by hon. gentlemen opposite is adopted I do not
understand why refunds of duties should not be
made in those cases to which I have referred. I
hope the Government will stand to the tarif as it
is, and not make exceptions.

Mr. WALDIE. It must be remembered in deal-
ing with nursery stock that they are perishable
goods. The trees have been removed from the soil,
and are either in course of shipment or have already
arrived, and sold under contract. A loss is entailed
on some one, and it is not reasonable that the Gov-
ernment should cause that loss to fall upon a nur-
sery dealer, a man who is engaged in selling fruit
trees. Those trees having been placed on the
market at rates that were acceptable to the farmers
and fruit growers, the contract should be filled
without loss to the dealers.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The member for
Monck (Mr. Boyle) stated that no exception should
be made in regard to trees. I hold, however, that
they form an exception to almost every other kind
of products. There are only two seasons when they
can be removed, fall and spring ; they may be
ordered at any period during the year, but they
can only be removed at those two seasons. Almost
any other goods can be brought into the country at
any time. Where farmers are prepared to increase
their orchards or plant young orchards the land
requires special preparation for trees, and if the
trees are not forthcoming they have to prepare the
soil a second time. I hope, as exceptions have
been shown to have been made, that this question
will receive the consideration of the Government.
The Government profess to be deeply interested in
the agricultural community. This is something
in which the agricultural community are interested,
and the farmer who plants an orchard is going to
receive an injury unless he is able to get the trees
at the old rates of duty. As an injustice will be
inflicted on the gentlemen who have made con-
tracts with the farmers and the farmers themselves,
the Government should give this matter their favor-
able consideration.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not propose to go into the
discussion of the question at this time, which has
been referred to by so many hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, as to the propriety of putting a duty on
either fruits or plants. That will more particu-
larly come when the item which we are approach-
ing will be before the Committee. I may say,
however, with respect to the question of the reduc-
tion of duties that, as has been admitted by two
hon. gentlemen opposite who are very well capable
of speaking with respect to such subjects, it is a
pretty delicate matter to approach and difficult
to touch. No one knows when tariffs are framed
what propositions are going to be brought down.
The tariff must be brought down at once and
g o into operation at once, and it is impossible
for any branch of trade to previse what changes
will be in the tarif, and the community must take
their chances as to the raising and lowering of
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duties. The precedents which have been cited
are two, I think, only two in all our tariff history ;
one was with reference to the duty on tea, which
occurred a long while ago ; and the other was in
1887, in regard to iron. The hon. Minister of
Customs tells me that only a few days ago he had an
application for payment on some of the tea in store
when the duty was removed, which remission of
duty occurred so many years ago. However, these
t'wo are the only exceptions, I believe, in the course
of our tariff history. With respect to the tea duty,
I do not think that is analogous, and even if it
were, I think it would be a rather extraordinary
policy to pursue from a tariff point of view. With
respect to the question of iron, I think that
transcends the question which has been spoken of
to-night far and far away. Wemust recollect thatin
1887 not only were there tariff changes on iron, but
numerous other tariff changes, and petitions and
representations were made to have an adjustment
of duty or the duty collected on the old rate on
numerous other articles besides iron. It was only
in the case of iron the principle was admitted, and
only in cases where it had been bought and shipped
from the old country, and where it was contracted
for here, and actually sold ; so that other sales had
been made and other operations had been predi-
cated upon the basis of the iron sold. Of course
hon. gentlemen all know how far these shipments
of iron go as a basis for the general trade of the
country, and to what a large extent they would
affect the different interests. If hon. gentlemen
can show that, in the case of nursery stock, so
large and fundamental an interest as that is in-
volved, they would have an analogous case, but I
do not think they have shown it. It is impossible
to give this remission of duty upon nursery stock
and to shut the door upon others which run on
about the same lines, and which are far more im-
portant and far larger than the one which has
been spoken of. For instance, there are importa-
tions of dry goods. Merchants fron different
ports in the Maritime Provinces have written mie,
and they have stated : " We have sold our dry
goods, our importations are later in coming to our
ports than we had expected, when they come they
have to pay an increase of duty, and we have to
lose. the whole of that, because our goods were sold
upon the supposition that the duties would remain
as they were." There would be no justice in allow-
ing the nurserymen a remission of duties, and to
keep the dry goods men from having the same treat-
ment. Hundreds of similar applications on other
lines of goods have come before me and before the
Minister of Customs in the same way. Therefore
I say, to grant this would be to open the door,
and it would be opening the door on behalf of
an interest which is not at all the largest involved.
My hon. friend from Elgin (Mr. Wilson) has a
good deal to say about the poor farmer. If we
discuss this matter about the remission of duties,
we ought to do so without saying it is riding hard
on the poor farmers or upon anyone else. We
ought to discuss it on the fairness of the question
involved. I do not think, however, that this is a
farmer's grievance. I suppose that these nur-
serymen who live on the other side of the line, and
who have agents to sell for them in this country,
will lose something. These agents sell the stock on
commission; they are to deliver at a certain time,
and at a certain price, and the farmer has only to

Mr. FOSTER.

pay that price. It is the nurseryman who has to
deliver the stock. I suppose that the money lost
will come upon the nurserymen, but it will
certainly not come on the poor fanuers.
My hon. friend from Guysborough (Mr. Kirk)
took one illustration on which to found a
general argument. He says that because he
took one order of stock from somebody in Ontario
and it turned out bad, he would, therefore, not
take any more orders from Ontario, and he argued
that there should be no tariff wall to prevent hime
getting his stock from the United States, where
he had placed one order for stock, which fulfilled
his expectations. I may tell my hon. friend that
a great many people who placed orders in the
United States have received stock which is not
fitted for this country at all, and which has
proved an utter failure. The argument would
apply one way as well as on the other. I do not
believe that, from the amount involved, or the
magnitude of the interest involved, or the principle
involved, that we should make an exception in
favor of the nnrserymen. I do not see how it
could be done, while the door is shut against a
great many claimants of a similar kind. The
attention of myself and my colleague was first
called to this matter by the member for North
Essex (Mr. Patterson), who pressed the claims of
the nursery agents before us. I told him at that
time that we would take the matter into consider-
ation, and give a decision as soon as possible. I
think the House must take the decision which I
have foreshadowed to-night as being the only one
the Government can come to in this case. It is
come to, not because we wish to oppress the
farmers, not because we wish to oppress the
agents or the nurserymen, or anyone else, but
simply on the principle involved, and which, I
think, is a general one in all tariff legislation.

Mr. LAURIER. If this duty were imposed with
the object of levying a revenue I would be disposed
to agree with a great deal of what has been said
by the Minister of Finance, because he states that
the tariff, when it is formulated, is laid upon every
one alike, that it would not be fitting that anyboly
should be relieved from the burden, that every-
body must take it as it comes, and if it so happens
it strikes upon someone in particular, this one has
only to submit. This proposition is true, but it is
a proposition which applies only when a duty is
levied with the intention of raising a revenue. 0f
course revenue has to be levied by taxation. Taxa-
tion is a necessary evil, and when taxation strikes
upon this one or the other, he has simply to bear
the burden which is imposed upon himu for the
good of the community. But this principle does not
apply here, because this duty is not levied for the
purpose of obtaining a revenue to carry on the busi-
ness of the country. This taxation is proposed
simply to favor a few individuals who happen to
be nurserymen on this side of the line. The hon-
gentleman says it is not imposed with a view of
oppressing anybody ; but it certainly is imposeit

with a view of favoring somebody, and I ask is it

right or fair, when a tax is simply levied to favor
someone, that you should unduly oppress sole
others who are injuriously affected by the
duties? I can easily understand, if
duty were levied for the common good
and to fill up the coffers of the country in order to
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carry on public business, that these men, even
though they contracted last fall for these goods to
be delivered this spring, would have no complaint,
and would have simply to submit to the universal
law. But when they see that this duty is levied
upon them, and made to oppress them, not with a
view of benefiting the community at large, or for
the purpose of obtaining necessary revenue, but
sinply to favor this one or that one who happens
to be in that same trade, then it certainly seems to
me that they have just as good a right to complain
as the iron importers had a right to complain a
couple of years ago. I cannot see what difference
there eau be in this present instance and the case
of the iron importers. The Minister of Finance
bas laid down some distinction, the force of which
I canot comprehend. He has stated that the iron
trade is a large trade, and that it would create
disturbance in some way, but in this case the
principle of the importation is the same and the
contract is made in advance for the good of those
who happen to want those articles. If there was
an occasion to remit the duty two years ago, there
nust he the same occasion at this present time,
and if there was occasion twenty years ago to re-
mit the duty with regard to the importation of
tea, it seeins to me that the present is a parallel
case. Under all these circumstances, I believe
that the Government ought to accede to the demand
which bas been made on behalf of those wbo have
contracted, last fall, for the supply of those goods.

Mr. TISDALE. I must again refer to- this sub-
jeet, if I be allowed to do so, in order to correct
the hon. Minister of Finance in regard to the
reasons given for this application for remission of
duty. I think he must have been misinformed as
to the grounds of my application to his colleague,
or otherwise I should not take the liberty of ask-
ing the indulgence of the House again. My case
was this, and I know of several other cases of the
same sort, where the dealers themselves in Canada
have ordered these goods; they have sold them at
certain prices, and they are bound to deliver them
now. They had to order them last fall, and as
they cannot deliver them in the winter, they have
to deliver them in the spring; therefore they must
lose the amount of this duty. It is not the nur-
serymen of the United States who lose, but the
dealers here who have bought the goods, and who
are bound to pay for them, and have sold them in
thls country. This duty is, therefore, a direct loss to
the people of this country. That was the case I
Put before the Minister, and I feel very strongly
th1at if a special exception was ever made it should I
be made in this case, because the nurserymen could
not help giving their orders before these duties
were announced. This is not like the ordinary
course of trade, where a man buys and sells right
away, and he takes his chances ; possibly those i
goods msay go up if the tariff is raised, and he gets sthe benefit of that. But the season controls the ioperations of the nurserymen, for they have to givetheir order at a particular time of the year, and
when tbey sell them at a particular price, they îhave to deliver them and they must lose the amount rof this duty. In one case I know a man, who is
not able to afford it, will lose $500, if this duty isnot remitted, and I have been told that there are
a number of cases of the same kind. I think, there-fore, that the Goverment should remit the duty
in this case. s

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not know that it has
been urged on the Minister of Finance that there
is a very peculiar feature in this nursery trade
which, perhaps, does not appertain to any other
trade in articles imported into this country.
Transactions in fruit trees, vines, and so forth, are
usually commenced in the autumn and are con-
tinued through the winter season; the orders are
solicited, the sales made and the prices fixed at
the same time; but the goods cannot be delivered
at the time the order is made, but they must be
delivered in the spring. The sales were made and
the prices fixed before this tariff went into opera-
tion, and the only reason why the goods were not
delivered was because nature barred their delivery
through a portion of the year. In this respect,
this is a peculiar case, and I would impress that
view on the Minister.

Mr. FOSTER. Dry goods importations are in
the same position.

Mr. CHARLTON. The dry goods are not sold
until they are delivered, either by sample, or by
the goods themselves being placed before the
buyer ; but, in this case, the agent cones to a
farmer and he says he has a certain line of nursery
stock to sell, that the price is thus ; and so the
farmer knows what a standard apple tree, or plum
tree, or grape vine is, and what the price ought to
be, and the contract is made, and the delivery is
to take place as soon as nature will permit it-that
is, in the following spring. In the meantime, my
hon. friend intervenes with his tariff and dis-
arranges the whole transaction. That is a feature
of the trade to which, I think, the bon. Ministers
have not given due consideration. With regard
to the cases instanced by the bon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale), I am aware, that in
the county we represent there are dealers who
are importers as well, and who have been making
contracts with the nurserymen in the United
States for supplies which cannot be obtained in
Canada, and they will be the losers. Under all
the circumstances, I think the reasons are
peculiarly strong for making a similar concession
in this case to what has been made before, in our
financial history, on two occasions. I do not think
there is any trade which can present so strong a
case as this for a remission of duty.

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say a few
words

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman will
allow me, I wish to say that when I asked, before
the House parted at dinner time, that we should
be allowed to go into Committee and discuss this
question there, I was met with the suggestion,
wrhich I thought was a very sensible one, that the
discussion might take place when the Speaker is
n the Chair, so that an bon. gentleman should only
peak once. If we are going to discuss it just as
f we were in Committee, it seems to me the
agreement will not be carried out.

Mr. MITCHELL. I quite agree with the bon.
gentleman, and I was only going to make one
emark

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has
rpoken, and Ilope a motion for adjournment will
not be resorted to again simply in order to enable
n hon. member to speak when he has no right to
peak.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I certainly

would not have moved anything of the kind it it
had not been a common practice in this House.
I wanted to put myself right on one point, and the
hon. gentleman right on another. However, I
will defer that.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the hon.
Minister of Finance will find that nearly all the
trees likely to come into the country were ordered
before there was any change made in the tariff.
They must be ordered during the winter, with the
arrangement that they are to be shipped just as
soon as the condition of the country will permit
their being planted. Therefore, the hon. gentle-
man will see that this is not a case of a few con-
tracts having been entered into before the tariff
was changed, but that all the trees and shrubs to
be brought from the United States and planted
this spring were ordered before any change was
made in the tariff, and when there was no duty
upon them; and it seems to me that if the hon.
gentleman would allow these shrubs to come in
under the old regulation he would be only doing
what is fair to the various parties interested.
They are not in the position of dry goods purcha-
sers, niany of whom, not having sold their goods,
will simply add the duty to the price of the goods.
The tree man agrees to sell at a fixed price, and
that is the reason a contract is made ; his order
has been sent to the nursery, and he is bound by
his obligation. In many cases the amount of duty
exceeds the price of the article, so that it would
pay better to lose all that had been paid than to
import the article and pay the duty. Looking at
the way in which these contracts are made, and
the time they are made, it seems to me that the
Government ought not to attempt to collect any
duty on theni during the present season. Any
contracts made in the future should be, of course,
subject to the tariff.

Mr. BOWELL. «The remarks made by the bon.
gentleman on this question are, beyond doubt, true
to a certain extent. Whatever changes are made
in the tariff, some persons must necessarily suffer.
I cannot myself see any difference between the
position of the importer of fruit trees, who has
mace his bargain before the tariff came into force,
and a wholesale dry goods merchant, who, through
his travelling agent, bas sold a large quantity of
goods in different parts of the country, the price of
which is raised by the tariff. If it be equitable to
allow fruit trees, which are sold prior to the im-
position of the duty, to be brought in free, it is
equally equitable to grant the same privilege to a
merchant who can show that he has sold his goods
prior to the imposition of the new duty. I will
give you a case in point. A wholesale merchant
of St. John, N.B., on the day before the tariff
resolutions were announced, entered and paid
the duty on a whole cargo of glass which he had
imported from Belgium, and which had arrived in
port on the 27th April, and an entry made, paying
30 per cent. duty on the glass. He makes an
application to the Department for a refund of the
amount of difference between the present tariff and
the old tariff, which is 10 per cent. How am I to
deal with cases of that kind which are constantly
arising, and they arise in every branch of trade in
the Dominion? My hon. friend, the Finance Min-
ister, said, very correctly, that only the other

Mr. SPEAKER.

day, when I was coming out of the Russell House,
an importer of tea, who has been doing the
same thing for several years, attacked me
on the street, saying that he had not received
justice at the time tea was put on the free list, but
that he should have been repaid a certain sum of
duty which he had paid. Having investigated the
matter, I could not say he was entitled to what he
claimed, but he still persists, and I believe
honestly, in pressing his claim. Ever since I have
been in the Custons Department I have had ap-
plications made for refund of duty in connection
with machinery which was admitted under the
old tarif free, when not manufactured in Canada,
and these applications are made with respect to
shafting and belting and to other articles made in
this country. From what has come to my know-
ledge since this House adopted the resolution with
reference to the iron duty, a good many frauds
have been perpetrated by agencies of foreign
houses, declaring that the goods had been pur-
chased before the addition of the tariff. I merely
give these instances to point out the diffi-
culty in the way of carrying out the
principle the hon. gentleman advocates. I
certainly can see no difference whatever
between a man who has sold one hundred trees
and bas been caught by the tariff, and a man who
has sold one hundred bushels of clover and
timothy seed, and is in the same position ; and
many applications have been made to me, since
the resolutions were presented to the House, for
the free admission of these seeds, on the ground
that they were sold before the resolution was
adopted. If the concession be allowed in the one
case, it will have to be made in the other cases.
To my mind the seed men seem to have a stronger
case than those men who import and sell trees,
because, in some cases, the tree pedlers are the
representatives and agents of foreign nurserymen,
though I frankly admit all of them are not- I
know cases where members of this House who
have purchased trees and plants from American
nurserymen, and that as soon as the tariff was
announced they sent word to them, saying:
We will carry out our engagements, and wil
divide the duty with you, if you will only take
the goods. There are other cases again where,
although the goods have been actually sold and
the sellers responsible for them, the Anerican
nurserymen insist on the agent paying the duty, as I
suppose, in most cases, the purchasers insist on the
delivery being made. I am sure my colleagues and
myself will give this matter, as we have givel it in

the past, our most serions consideration. If there
were any way in which what hon. gentlemen desire
could be done equitably to every branch of business
there would be less difficulty in carrying it oct;
to select a particular trade at the expense of the
others would not be equitable or justifiable.

Mr. COOK. I wish to say a few words on a
matter which is of vital importance to the country,
and particularly to some individuals. I a

matter pertaining to the fisheries in Our inland
waters, and I am satisfied that when it has been
brought thoroughly to the attention of the Govern
ment they will endeavor to right the wrong
which has been done. I will not make any elabo
rate statement, but will confine myself lar ey
reading extracts from papers and frOme
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writfen by individuals interested. The Canadian

Sportsmaan, a paper cdited by Alderman E.

King Dodds, of the city of Toronto, referring to
the fisheries in Georgian Bay, says:

- We had hoped ere this to be able to chronicle a more
enlightened policy by the Minister of Marine in connec-
tion with the better protection of fish in our inland
waters. We have evidence in our possession which very
clearly proves that the present system is altogether in-
adequate, and if the Government fail in their duty much
longer it will take many years of costly work to remedy
the mischief now being wrought, which by a more com-
mon-sense policy on the part of the authorities might
easily be avoided. Illegal fishing is carried on in flic
most barefaced manner along the northern shore of
Georgian Bav, and on a very large scale at that. There
are men engaged in the work who are making thousands
of dollars out of it, and though we are informed that
the Government have been notified of such doings, yet
that no official notice has been taken of it, and the illegal
fishing still goes bravely on."
In another paragraph the sanme writer says

"We understand the steam yacht Cruiser has been in
these northern waters for two seasons past, but for all the
good she does in protecting the fishing interest she might
just as well be tied up at Midland City. We are not ae-
quainted with the captain of the Cruier, the vessel in
question, but we have been told by those who ought t0
knew that lie is totally unfitted for the duties lie is sup-
posed to perform. He knows nothing either of the habits
or haunts of the fish or of the poachers who are so suc-
cessfully plying their work, and we have been told on
good authority that the pilot in charge of the boat is very
much mixed up if he is not in the employ of a ring of
fishermen."
This is a very serious charge. , In the first
place, according to this statemient, the captain of
the Cruiser is not capable of performing the
duties with which lie is charged, and it is further
stated that the pilot of the Cruiscer is implicated
with poachers in this illicit fishing. Then, iu
another paragraph, it is stated :

" Sncb a state of affairs as is here outlined should not
be allowed to exist, and we hope the Department at
(Ottawa will take some steps to ascertain the true condi-
tion of things in those northern waters. How to accom-p ish this work it is not necessary for us to outline. The
lon. Mr. Tupper is a young man of progressive ideas,
and we are confident, if lie wili but charge his mind that
a reforni isnecessary, lie will require no prompting to
select tie proper means to cure the cvil. The regular
oharseer over the stretch of waters we have alluded toias uh chance to detect the law-breakers. If we mistake
tae, fie Iepartment only allows inspectors expenses fortravelling over their territories during the close season ;
iut ther times they obtain information which lu their
judgldent should necessitate a personal inspection, they
woned have to pay their own costs unless the Department
orderd them out. It cen, therefore, be readily understood
Miat an easy time of it the illegal fishermen have. The

hiniter las a wide field for the exercise of his abilities.lae wiole system of fishery inspection on the rivers and
lakes in tuy Province is a howhng farce, and the money

Paid eut by the Government is just so much cash thrownpry. pay n a man $100 a year and then expect him tProperly guard fifty miles of water is an absurdity on the
d eof it and we know of districts where the inspectors
o et nake more than a single trip l the year, andthere oaching goes bravely on all the year round. Ifte Depertmet at Ottawa will put half a dozen shrewd
nfra on tie trail fley will lu six m.onths gather sufficientitore ion fo prove to the Minister that the present

ýy tom is abfolutehy valueless, and that immediate reform
p renessaer if he Government care one straw aboutPreserving flie filsin our fresh waters"

This is a very serious matter, coming from a
Paper edited by such a strong Conservative as Mr.
E. King Dodds. Then, on the 1st April, we find
a letter in the Empire of Toronto, written by a
party who signs his name " Collingwood," and it
1s to this effect :

which desire to point out the existence of an injustice
be ,hrobaed y only requires to be publicly mentioned toe eressed. I have no doubt that the injustice referred

to is quite unintentional, but its effects are very keenly
felt by the fishermen of the Georgian Bay.

" It a . ears that about four years ago a regulation was
passed y the Department of Fisheries at Ottawa for-

idding te use of pound nets in any waters east of an
imaginary hne between Ca pe Hurd and Spanish River.
The district thus cut off includes the fisheries of Colling-
wood, Meaford, Killarney and other most important
stations-the heart of the lake fishing industry. Although
many of the fishermen in this district have large quantities
of these nets, they appear quite willing to abide by the
de artmental regulations, as they admit the pound nets
to e very destructive and hurtful to the fishing industry.

"During past seasons, however, one C. W. Gauthier
bas obtained from the Department a lease of nearly ali
lake waters west of the line referred to, with the privi-
lege of setting pound nets. He bas established fishing
stations at the Duck Islands, Big Channel, Cape Roberts,
Barrie Island and Bay. Grant Islands and North Shore
South Bay or Manitoulin Gulf. Mississauga Point and
River, John's island, on both sides, and Spanish River.
At all these points the pound nets are used, as well as at
Thessalon Point, where another favored party bas a lease.

" If it is advisable to prohibit pound nets at all-and
the fishermen do not den it-the points referred to are
above all those at which the prohibition should come into
effect, as tbey are all favorite resorts for young fish, being
land-locked and protected from the heavy south-west
gales which prevail in the waters east of the line. The
use of pound nets is especially pernicious at rivers, and
none should be allowed either in the rivers or within five
miles of their mouths. It is a well-known fact that the
lake fish go up the tributary rivers to spawn, and from
this it will be seen how exceedingly destructive pound
nets must be at such places as Spanish River, etc.

" All the fishermen of the Georgian Bay ask is that the
prohibition of pound nets be made general, and not confi-
ned to any particular section. Their request simply
amounts to an appeal for justice and the abolition of
special privileges. It is surely not asking too much that
t e regulations which govern them should also govern
Gauthier and others, who are practically the representa-
tives of Yankee capital and Yankee companies.

"Yours, etc., CGLLINGWOOD.

In view of that letter, which appeared in the
Empire on the lst April, the member for East
Grey asked this question, and received an answer
from Mr. Colby as follows :

" Mr. SPROULE asked, Whether it is correct, as alleg-
ed in a communication which appears in the Empire of
1st April, that one W. Gauthier, aTiQherman, has obtain-
ed a lease or license to fish with pound nets in the waters
surrounding Duck Islands or in Bi Channel Cape
Roberts, Barrie Island and Bay, Grant Islands andNorth
Shore, South Bay or Manitoulin Gulf, Mississauga Point
and River, John's Island, both sides, and Spanish River,
also Thessalon Point? If so, is it the intention of the
Department to continue the privilege to Mr. Gauthier
while refusing it to the fishermen of the Georgian Bay ?

"Mr. COLBY. The statement as alleged in a communi-
cation which appears in a cop of the Empire of lst April
is not wholly correct. Mr. C. W. Gauthier does hold
licenses to fish in the vicinity of Duck Island; he owns
the island, having purchased it from the Indian Depart-
ment; lie also holds licenses to fish at Ca pe Roberts, at
Grant's Island, Serpent River Bay and John's Island;
but not at Bone Island Bay, not at South Bay or Manitou-
lin Gulf, not at Mississauga Point, not at Spanish River
nor at Thessalon Point. No licenses to fish with pound
nets have been issued in Georgian Bay since 1885, except
two, one each to Captain Allan and David Porter, in
1888. These were issued in connection with the operation
of procuring ova for the hatcheries. No fishermen have
been refused licenses to fish in waters in which licenses
were subsequently granted to Gauthier. It is not the in-
tention to grant or continue licenses to Gauthier to the
exclusion of the fishermen of Georgian Bay or any other
applicant."
Now, the acting Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
(Mr. Colby) simply evaded the question. It is
well known that Mr. Gauthier represents many
American companies, and these companies have
the privilege of fishing in our Canadian waters to
the exclusion of our Canadian fishermen, and they
use the most destructive nets. I received the fol -
lowing letter from a gentleman in Collingwood a
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little while ago, and I may say that most of the
fishermen there are supporters of the present
Administration, and they deputed this gentleman
to address me on the subject :

"CoLLINGwooD, 24th March, 1890.
H. H. Coor, Esq., M.P., Ottawa.
"DEAR SIR,-I thought I would let you know a few of our

grievances and the way the Government of purity at Otta-
wa deal out fair play. Jt seems about three years ago that a
line was drawn from Cape Rurd, Lake Huron, to Spanish
River. allowing no pound nets to be set to the east of this
line, which cuts us and others out to the eastward; that
we have a stock of those nets to the value of five to six
thousand dollars, and not able to set any of them, which
means a big loss to us; that Mr. Gauthier, Marks, Dobie
and others, have ail the ground west of this line at the
following places: Spanish River, John Island, both sides,
the islands outside of Algoma Mills, Mississauga River
and Point, Grant Islands, and north shore opposite, Thes-
salon Point, Mississauga Channel, Cape Roberts, Barrie
Island, Duck Islands and South Bay, Manitoulin Island.
Those men must be good supporters of the Government.
This s hardly fair, to allow those parties to fish while w e
and others have to keep our nets idle. I would wish you
to inquire how many licenses are paid to the Department.
They cost fifty dollars each license. We would be willing
to lose our stock lu nets if the, Government would do
away with them altogether. It would be better to fish
east of tis line than west, as in the North Channel the
young fish would be protected and not caught off the same
as they are now by those pound nets. Also, we were stop-
ped from fishing a pound net at Horse Island, and since
then the Department have granted a seie lease or
license, one of the most destructive of nets, for it brings

-everything ashore, and the large fish only being shipped,
while the small ones are thrown on the beach to the num-
ber of 40,000 to 50,000 in the season.

"Kindly attend to this and oblige,
Yours respectfully,

"CHARLES NOBLE."

Now, of all the nets that could be used, I suppose
the seine nets are the most destructive. A large
number of small fish are brought to land not fit for
shipping purposes, and they are thrown upon the
shore and allowed to rot. Pound nets are also of
very great injury to the fish, of which they catch
large quantities. The hon. Minister bas, as I said,
in his reply, misled the House-I must say, misled
the House. Whether lie did it intentionally or
not I will not say. I do not think he did it inten-
tionally ; but, if lie did not do it intentionally the
Department should be put in possession of the
facts, so that they may have a knowledge of what
is going on. I have here a copy of a letter that
was addressed to the hon. Minister of Fisheries, on
the 7th April, which I will read :

"DEAR Si,-If not taking too much liberty we, as
good Canadian citizens, would respectfully ask your con-
sideration of the pound net system. We, as a firm, have
in stock, from five to six thousand dollars worth of pound
nets, and on account of an imaginary line from Cape
Hurd to Spanish River, and no nets being allowed (o be
set to the eastward of such line, debars us from setting
,our nets, as ail the available ground to the west of this
line bas been taken up by parties to ail intents and pur-
poses Americans, excepting Messrs. Marks & Dobie, of
Thessalon. Also, there are two pound nets in South Bay
where the young whitefish go for protection in May an
Jue. Also Mr. R. Green lias a license froin Fisiery
Officer Brinkman to haul a seine where we had a net at
our line at Rattlesnake Harbor, Fitzwilliam Island, and
fron which there is fron fifty to sixty thousand young
whitefish thrown away lu May and June. We think it is
hardly fair te allow these people to fish in those bays and
inlets, where the young fish go for protection, and deprive
.other e ually deserving citizens from fishing in the open
lake. he Department must have been misinformed by
one of its fishery officers or those privileges would never
have been granted to Gauthier and others. NowSir, we
know that Gauthier, on the Duck Islands, Missisaga
Channel, Cap Roberts, Barrie Islands, Barrie Bay both
:ides ot John Island, Algoma Mills, Missisaga iiver,
-rant Islands and North Shore, opposite, has in some

Mr. CooK.
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cases two and three nets on the one lead, and bas betweenthirty and forty pound nets in use at Thessalon Point and
Dollar Bay. Marks & Dobie bave some five or six pound
nets."

You will please remember that the acting Minister
of Marine and Fisheries stated there were only
two pound nets allowed in the whole Georgian Bay,
and that these were allowed for breeding purposes;
but here we have the evidence of gentlemen whost
authority cannot be doubted, that in one bay alone
are thirty or forty pound nets set :

" Again, Sir, there has been pound nets set ail winter
in the Spanish River, and the sane was reported to Capt.
Wilson-"

I suppose Capt. Wilson is one of the overseers.-
-" Sault Ste. Marie, wbo came down to make a seizure,
but was sent off on a false trail while the parties sunk
their nets. There bas been between thirty and forty tons
of fish shipped from there this winter, which should have
been left there, as no pound net or seine, under any cir-
cumstances, should be se t or drawn within five miles of the
entrance of any river. As within our recollections nearlv
ail the great rivers were full of fish, and being easily takenl
at certain seasons of the year, have been depleted. Now,
Sir, we believe it would be the best thing for the country
at large to grant no pound net license whatever; but if
any are granted, we will make application for (12) twelve
licenses in the vicinity of Killarney, as our main business
is situate there: but we would sooner lose the whole of
our stock in nets if the Department will issue no licenses
at all. The lightkeeper at the Sister Rocks, above Bruce
Mines, bas two pound nets in use also."
So you see that, although the Minister stated there
were only two pound nets used in the whole of
Georgian Bay, pound nets are used in almost every
direction. I know that in the fall of the year fisli-
ing goes on as if there was no close season at all.
Large fish come to the mouth of the river and close
to the shore for the purpose of spawning, and they
are taken in great numnbers all along the line with
impunity, no one looking after them whatever. I
thought it my duty to bring this to the attention
of the Governnent, and I trust they will look ilto
the matter, because I consider it of vital iport-
ance that some neasures should be taken to prevent
our inland waters from being depleted of fisi.

Mr. DAWSON. The lion. gentleman has drawn
attention to a subject which is of very great interest
in the district I bave the honor to represent, and
which ought to be of very great interest all oVer
Canada-that is, the preservation of the fish in the
great lakes. There can be no doubt that there is
a great deal of over-fishing going on in Lake Huron.
There are so many appliances now between pound
nets, seines and all other sorts of nets, that the
lakes are actually becoming depleted. The fisi
are swept out and sent off fresh, packed lu ice, te
the American market. Our own country derives
very little benefit from them before they are ship-
ped away, and if the present state of hng s col-
tinues for a few years more we will have no it
at all. The Americans, on their side of the
lakes, have succeeded in destroying fish so utterlY
that over long sections of the coast of Lakes Huron
and Superior there are but few fish of any kind
now to be found. On the Canadian side we are

not yet so badly off, as the fish, until noW, haue
been very abundant. They are getting thined ot
in the Georgian Bay, but along the north shore of
Lake Huron there are yet a great maniy. Theeon.
gentleman alluded to the Government vessel. Titre
is no doubt that that vessel is rather too amall for
the service in which ahe i employed. There isot
so much fault to be found with the captain, who '
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I believe, a very good and efficient man, as with
the vessel ; she is so small and unseaworthy that sail
boats can pass her in a storm; indeed, she cannot
venture out when sail boats are able to do so.
'ie tirst thing, therefore, is to provide the cap-

tain with a better vessel, and then he will per-
forn a better service. I repeat, that I believe
the officer in charge is a very good and very com-
petent man, and is very anxious to do his duty.
Tiere is a question connected with the fisheries of
the lakes to which I wish to draw particular atten-
tion ; but, before doing so, I shall first allude to the
renarks made in regard to one Gauthier. I do not
think Gauthier is more culpable than other fisher-
inen. They all endeavor to get all the fish they
possilbly can catch, and he is a very active man,
who has been very successful in securing large
quantities of fish. There are several others who
also fish very extensively. This leads me to draw
attention to the fishing at the Duck Islands. In
a little channel quite near the islands a very
active and energetic man engaged in fishing. He
set pound nets in the channel, and in a few weeks
lie caught 500 tons, which is a very large
quantity. The saine practice was followed in the
same place the second year, and half the quantity
was caught in tiree weeks. He tried it the third
year and caught but few fish. I mention this to
show the disastrous effect of pound nets in de-
stroying the fisheries of the lakes. I could point
to other instances where pound nets have pro-
dunced the saine effect. Further west, in another
portion of my constituency, is the Lake of the
\ oods. There is a certain kind of fisi there which
lias been until now very abundant. I refer to the
sturgeon. The Indians of that part of the country,
and they are very numerous, there being 3,000 or
4,000 on the shores of the Lake of the Woods, have
depended chiefly, if not wholly, on the sturgeon as
their neans of subsistence. I am sorry to say that
the pound net has made its appearance there. The
Inihans were in the habit of herding the sturgeon,
in much the same way as the Indians of the plains
herded the buffalo, and they drove them into par-
tcular parts of the lake. In this way they would
not catch more than they required at a time. It
was their habit to make pemmican of 'them and
store it for the winter. But pound nets have come
along, and the fish have been swept away. The

ians seeing that their sturgeon were being swept
Off became reckless themselves, and destroyed
the fish which they formerly husbanded in large
quantities ; one set of pound nets in the course of one
(lay, I have authority to say, caught 900 large stur-geonsweighmg about 100 pounds each. Nothing can
stand such destruction, and in permitting it we are
tleprivlng the Indians of a means of subsistence.Their game is being killed off, and they have not
advanced far in agriculture ; and so, within a
"ery few years, those Indians will be here denand-
mg support from the Government, and it will havetahe given to them. But this does not apply to
the Lndians of the Lake of the Woods only, but
a o to ather Indians in all parts of the country.

t Salt Ste. Marie for generations the Indianshave depended very largely on their fish. Theyhave been in the habit of catching fish in the rapidsthere, scooping them out by hand nets. Pound
nets have, however, of recent years been introduced,
iot nly on the British side, but on the Americanide, in the channels leading to the rapide, and the

consequence is that the fish are being exter-
minated. They are killed before they reach the
rapids. But, L may say, the Indians are not suffer-
ing as much now as they did a few years ago because
they can now find other employment. A few years
ago they suffered greatly from the destruction of
their fisheries, but they now find work among the
settlers who are coming in. L think hon. gentle-
men of the Opposition have not done justice to the
effort of the Fisheries Department to preserve the
fish. The Departinent has exerted itself to its very
utmost, and at Spanish River and Mississauga Rivèr
they have prevented pound nets being set within a
long distance of the mouths of the rivers, in order
to allow the fish to ascend. Some years ago
the Lndians on the banks of those rivers were
complaining very bitterly, and L drew the atten-
tion of the Department of Fisheries to the fact,
and the Departient immediately took the most
effective measures within their power to prevent
the fish being exterminated or nets set near the
river mouths. I believe, with the limited means
at its disposal, the Department of Fisheries is
doing everything within its power. But when
fishermen froi the American side and from the
Canadian sida came upon tie fishing grounds, and
when the lakes beome regularly covered with
fishing boats and fishermen, how are you to protect
the fish ? It can only be done by stopping fishing to
a very large extent. The population is increasing,
and the people will have fish, and more and
more fishermen every year are engaging in the
business of catching them. There is one thing
that might very reasonably be stopped, and that
is the boat licenses. A fisherman gets a license
for $5, and thereafter sets nets, and catches an
immense quantity of fish, and throws the offal
into the lake and frightens the other fish away.
Those who fish systematically, if left to themselves,
do not do so much harm ; and if the fishing grounds
were leased, or if certain sections of them were
leased, to different parties, those persons would
have an interest in protecting the grounds ; but
the men who have boat licenses are free rovers who
go everywhere and follow the fish. Moreover, the
fishery of the lakes is not like the fishery of the
sea, for in the former case the fish are very easily
exterminated. There are now complaints of the
fisheries on the Newfoundland Banks being des-
troyed, and how much more easy it is to destroy
the fisheries in the lakes? I am very glad attention
has been drawn to this subject, and I hope the
Government will take some steps in regal to it.
It is very important that the Indians should be
protected in the fisheries, and very important to
future generations that the fish of these great lakes
should not be exterminated.

Mr. COCKBURN. I am very glad that the
member for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook) has directed
the attention of the House to the wholesale
slaughter that has been practised on our fisheries
in the northern lakes. I have spent two or three
summers in the district of Muskoka and Georgian
Bay and have witnessed myself the wholesale
slaughter which has been prevalent there. It seems
to me a pity, that while we maintain here so effi-
cient a department under Mr. Wilmot, for the pro-
pagation of fish and their dissemination through-
out the lakes, so little pains should be taken to see
that this money so expended should result in proper
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advantage. It is only to-night that I received from
a friend a letter with reference to the destruction
which has taken place in the neighborhood of the
Manitoulin Islands, and which I will read to the
House :

"The lake is well stocked with fine bass and other
kinds of fish, which should be preserved for sport, but is
in danger of being entirely depleted by fishermen residing
at Mudge Bay, who during last summer-and I am
informed in previous summers-have had ordinary nets,
and trap nets set, with which they have caught tons of
fine bass, shipping the same to Buffalo and other points.
I saw nets of both kinds there last summer and felt
strongly inclined to destroy them. I take my summer
outing on the border of the lake, and hence my desire to
preserve the fish from destruction."
It is not only on the lakes of Muskoka and Ros-
seau that this wholesale destruction is going on,
but it is extending also to the Georgian Bay, and
I was surprised to hear the remarks of the member
for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), which are corroborated
by a gentleman beside me, who tells me that the
vessel employed there to prevent this poaching
and destruction of fish is utterly unable to perform
the duty, that in stormy weather it is not safe for
anyone to venture out in her, and that its move-
ments are so slow that it is unable to overtake and
capture those who may be engaged in this illegal
fishing. I have no doubt that now that the atten-
tion of the Government has been brought to this
matter, when the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
returns from Washington he will display his usual
energy in dealing with it. The fish in our upper
lakes are comparatively as great a source of wealth
to us in Ontario as the sea fisheries are to our
friends in the Maritime Provinces, and they should
be properly and efficiently protected.

Mr. O'BRIEN. This is a matter in which I am
very much interested. But at this late stage of the
Session, and at this time of the night, with im-
portant business before us, I do not propose to take
up the time in a general discussion, which I should
think it my duty to give to it on another occasion.
I most earnestly ask the acting Minister of Marine
and Fisheries to pay attention to the statements
made by the member for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook),
because if they are true, or anything like true, it is
a matter which deserves to be carefully and fully
loQked into. The use of pound nets on that parti-
cular . part of the coast with which I am familiar
has not been permitted by the Department, and
has been practised to but a very slight extent last
year, but if it is true that thirty or forty pound
nets are in operation in the Georgian Bay, either
with thepermission of the Department or contrary
to its regulations, it is a very serious matter. I
hope the Minister will pay particular attention to
this point, because it is the most important of all.
The question of the boat licenses alluded to by the
hon. member for Algoma is altogether too large a
question to be entered upon at the present time,
but the Department of Fisheries must make up its
mind that if the fisheries of these inland waters
are to be protected as they ought, more money
must be expended and their officers must be paid a
little better than they are now. One of the most
useful and efficient of the fishery officers in that
district has a hundred miles of coast to look after,
and the Department only allows him $150 for the
season's expenses. Anyone who knows that coast
knows that they might as well dispense with the
service altogether as to allow such a small sum.
As to the vessel used in the protection service, I

Mr. COcKBURx.

may say that anyone who knows anything about
the Georgian Bay knows that it is In no way suited
for the purpose. I quite agree with the motives
which led the Department to purchase the vessel in
the first instance, but she is not fitted for service
on that part of the lake, although she may be found
useful in some other waters. I would ask the
Minister to give the statements made by the hon.
gentleman to-night his immediate attention.

Mr. McNEILL. I quite agree with hon. gentle.
men who have stated that the Cruiser is altogether
insufficient for the work she is called upon to per.
form. The vessel is not seaworthy, and it is as
much as a man's life is worth to go out with her in
bad weather. We know very well that on the
Georgian Bay we are sometimes subject to very
bad weather, and have a very dangerous kind of
sea, and, therefore, a good seaworthy vessel is neces-
sary. I wish to say also, that the fishery over-
seers should have something like reasonable coin-
pensation for the work they are called upon to
perform. They are obliged to look after the
licenses, and to see that men are not fishing
during the month of November, which is the close
season. At this time of the year, when the
Georgian Bay is very dangerous to navigate, these
men have to go out very often in small open boats,
at the risk of their lives, and they are paid only a
miserable pittance, so that it is most unreasonable
to expect them to perform their duties as thev
ought. I hope that the acting Minister of Marine
and Fsheries will give this matter his imniediate
and careful consideration.

Mr. COLBY. I was not aware that this im-
portant subject would be brought before the House
this afternoon. I can only say, at this moment,
that the observations of the hon. gentlemen who
have spoken on this matter will be most carefully
considered in the Department.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itself
into Committee of Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)

Gloves and mitts of all kinds, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is an
increase. Why is it made ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is an increase of 5 per cent.
We are taking some of the articles which were
formerly free, and putting them on the dutiable
list, as they are now manufactured in the country.
I find that the imports of gloves and mitts amounted
to $346,059 last year, and it was thought only fair
to give an additional 5 per cent. so as to retain the
Canadian market.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is tO
say, this is a deliberate corner for the benefit Of
some friends of the hon. gentleman. These gloves
and mitts are articles of necessity in our cliiate,
and here the hon. gentleman, for'no earthly reason,
for he has plenty of revenue, is deliberately raising
the duty on articles of prime necessity. I can
only say that a more worthless reason I never
heard given. It is only done to help some manu-
facturer. It is regular robbery.

Mr. FOSTER. It will rather have the effect Of
reducing the revenue.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes; it W1ll
add to the tax on the consumer, and at the sale
time diminish the revenue. It is bad every way.
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Fur felt hats, $1.50- per dozen, and 20 per cent. ad
valoreni.

iats and caps, N.E.S.,30 per cent. advalorem.
Ladies' hats and bonnets, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to be allowed to drop
items 73 and 75, and amend item 74 by making it
read, " Hats, caps and bonnets, 30 per cent. ad
ralorem." That will have the effect of reducing
the duty on fur felt bats, keeping the duty on hats
and caps as proposed, and adding 5 per cent. to
the duty on ladies' bats and bonnets. After a
great deal of discussion and consideration we con-
cluded that it would be better to have one item
covering the whole, and to fix the duty at 30 per
cent. It is almost impossible, for instance, in
some cases, to tell the difference between ladies'
hats and gentlemen's bats.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is this not an increase of 5
per cent. on men's bats ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. McMULLEN. I really think there was nuo
necessity for that. I have been in conversation
with sever.al dealers in Montreal on this very ques-
tion, and the general opinion is that 25 per cent.
is amply sufficient to protect the bat manufacturer
of this country.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am informed by a
gentleman engaged in the business of making hats
and caps, that the alterations to the tariff will, no
doubt, give additional protection to bats, but that
the alterations affecting caps really put a duty of
59 per ecnt. on the material, which is a great deal
more than the duty on the manufactured article,
and that the cap maker would receive a good deal
more protection under a 15 per cent. tariff than he
will under the tariff which the hon. gentleman
proposes.

India rubber boots and shoes with tops or uppers of
cloth or of material other than rubber, 35 per cent. advalorem.

India rubber boots and shoes and other manufactures
of India rubber, N.E.S., 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. They were formerly 25 per
cent. Gradually, however, these boots and shoes
were made with the smallest amount of rubber,
ani the largest amount of cloth of different des-
criptions, and were ruled according to the duties
on the different cloths. A great many disputes
arose out of this at the Customs, and we thought
better to make the division between India rubber
boots and shoes with cloth uppers, and boots and
shoes made entirely of rubber, the latter of which
are charged at the same rate as before.

Corset clasps, spoon clasps or busks, blanks, busks,side steels and other corset steels, whether plain, .a-anned, lacquered, tinned or covered with paper or cloth;also buck, bone or corset wires, covered with paper orclth, eut to lengths and tipped with brass or tin, or un-tipPed, or in coils, 5 cents per pound and 30 per cent. ad

.Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
lmnimum and maximum value of these articles?

M% F

to 40 cents per pound, which would make the
average duty 40 to 45 per cent.

Mr. WALDIE. The average is 60 cents a
pound, which would make the duty about 40 per
cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a
very inaterial difference from what the hon. gentle-
man states.

Ferro-manganese, ferro-silican, spiegel, steel bloom ends
and crop ends of steel rails, for the manufacture of iron
or steel, $2 per ton.

Mr. FOSTER. This is the same duty. The
only thing we have added is hub iron. Formerly
we let that in at $2 per ton for the manufacture of
steel, but it is also used in the manufacture of
iron.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
value, on an average, of these articles per ton?

Mr. FOSTER. About $25 a ton.

Builders', cabinet-makers', harness-makers' and sad-
dlers' hardware, including curry-combs, carriage hard-
ware, locks butts and hinges, N.E,S., and tools of all
kinds, N.E.S., 35 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. This is the same duty, but we
have added butts and hinges, which we have
taken from another item, where they are charged 1
cent a pound and 25 per cent. We have added
tools of all kind. A large number of these tools
were scattered in other parts of the tarif at the
same rate of duty, and in one or two instances the
duty is slightly raised, the idea being to include
them in one item.

Mr. McMULLEN. Common butts are things
which are largely used, and it is exceedingly un-
wise to increase the duty on them. A reduction
should be made on harness fittings. These things
are not made here at all, and I have known bar-
ness-makers complain very much about many
things they have to get from the United States,
on which they are charged an enormous duty. Is
this the duty which formerly existed ?

Mr. FOSTER. The very same. They are
made here, I am told.

Mr. TAYLOR. These goods are made in a
factory in Gananoque, which employs eighty
hands in doing nothing else but making harness
trimmings. I would like if the hon. Minister
would insert after the word "hinges " tie words
" brass or copper rivets." We have an industry
with a capital of $135,000 engaged in the manu-
facture of brass and copper rivets. A duty is
charged on the copper wire of 15 per cent. These
goods now come under the tariff as "manufactured
brass or copper, not elsewhere specified," at a rate
of 30 per cent. The makers pay 15 per cent. on
the raw material, and made application for an
increased duty, but, for some reason or another,
these articles do not appear in the revised tariff.
Although the parties engaged in that industry are
politically opposed to me, in justice to it, it is my
duty to advocate their claims.

.L. v3Ltm . 'They vary a good deal. We Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whethertheycalculated the duties to average about 35 per cent. are or not opposed to the hon, gentleman, bis
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At 5 cents per proposition should require littie consideration atPound and 30 per cent. you are really pntting on a the hands of the Finance Minister, if he looks to

duty of somethig like 45 per cent. The hon. the interests of the consumer. I think it would beInember for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) intolerable if applications of this kind were granted,IaYs the average value of these articles is from 30 for I presume the Finance Minister gave this
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subject full consideration when revising the tariff,
and having made a general increase all along the
line, I hope lie will not allow any additional charge
to be hoisted on us in this way.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is in error.
This is a reduction on butts and hinges, which
formerly were charged 1 cent per pound and
35 per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. I will say to my hon. friend from
Leeds (Mr. Taylor) that I do not think this would
be a good item in which to insert that. It has
received some consideration at the hands of my
colleagues and myself, but I would rather not
insert it here.

Mr. McMULLEN. I may state that I was not
making any declaration on my own knowledge, but
was simply giving information which I had received
from a gentleman engaged in the saddlery business.
I was told that the ordinary kind of saddlery and
trimmings were made here, but that the finer kind
was not manufactured in this country, and the
duty upon that was very high.

Mr. TAYLOR. If the lion. gentleman goes into
the Department of Costuns he will find that the
most expensive goods, gold and silver plates and
so on, are turned out by the factory in Gananoque.

Surgical and dental instruments of all kinds, 20 per
cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to,
me that, where there is such a large unnecessary
revenue, surgical instruments, of all things, should
be admitted free. In the first place, they are
tools of trade, and in the next place, as every
medical man knows, no impediment should be
thrown in the way of obtaining the best class of
instruments. I must say that I am amazed that
such things as this should linger in our tariff.

Mr. FOSTER. I miglit be amazed also at the
strong plea of the lion. gentleman on behalf of
surgical instruments as tools of trade, while the
tools of the trade of the workingmen have to pay
a higher duty. Sturgical instruments only bear a
duty of 20 per cent., and dental instruments, which
formerly paid 30 per cent., are reduced.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The lion. gen-
tleman does not appear to understand that surgical
instruments are intended for the relief to suffering.

Mr. FOSTER. I had a faint idea that that was
what they were for.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it is
a barbarity to continue to tax these instruments.
I may say further, that I object to taxing tools of
all kinds. It is no reason for charging this duty
of 20 per cent. on surgical instruments to say that
other tools are charged a duty of 35 per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. The charge comes on the person
by whom they are used.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No doubt the
charge comes on the person who is suffering, and
for whose benefit they are used. No doubt it is a
direct additional tax on the unfortunate; and I
may say without, I hope, hurting the susceptibili-
ties of the hon. Minister, that I regard it as a
brutal and a barbarous tax.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). If the Finance
Minister will reduce the duty to 10 per cent. I

Sir RICHARD CARTwRIGHT.

think it would be a very fair protection to the
manufacturers ; but, I am not disposed to com-
plain very much of this duty, because the Minister
has considered the surgeons in regard to the instru.
ments they require more than lie considered those
who require suspensory bandages. If this dutywere reduced to 10 per cent. there would be a
larger competition in the Canadian market, and
I think the price would be reduced which we hav e
to pay. If the surgeons are charged large prices
for their instruments the money is taken out of
the sick, and in the end it devolves upon the
farmers and others who pay the surgeons. If the
duty were reduced, no doubt the surgeons would
be more lenient to their patients.

Mr. MONTAGUE. This tax is not on the far-
mers, but upon the medical men. These surgical
instruments are not bought for each particular
case, but one set of instruments lasts a surgeon for
a number of years-sometimes for a lifetime-and
certainly no surgeon charges more in any particular
case because lie has had to pay more for his
surgical instruments. As to the different prices of
instruments in the United States and in Canada,
every surgeon knows very well that the surgeons
of Canada do not use very many instruments
manufactured in the United States if they can get
the English instruments, which are very much
better.

Mr. WALDIE. They pay the same duty.
Mr. MONTAGUE. This is a tax on doctors

and not a tax on farmers.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The price of

these instruments is twice as high as it should be,
as the hon. gentleman (Mr. Montagne) knows.
He knows very well that lie can get the same
instrument in the American market at a much
less price than lie can here, and I think that a
little more competition from Germany or England
or the United States would stimulate the Canadian
manufacturer to make better instruments. We
know that the English instruments are the best
that are manufactured. Why should they be
excluded in order to compel Canadian surgeons
and dentists to purchase Canadian goods? I thiik
10 per cent. is quite sufficient protection for any
manufacture.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I must say that I entirely
disagree with the doctors on this occasion. If any
class of the people ought to be made to pay tO-
wards the revenue it is the doctors. I would be
in favor of increasing this duty to 35 per cent. I
think the doctors are well paid, and if we taxed
the doctors and the lawyers I think it would be a
good thing for the rest of the community. It is
ridiculous to hear doctors complaining that they
have to pay a duty of 20 per cent. on these things
which they bring in for use in the practice of their
profession. These instruments last for a lifetimie.

do not think this duty is bleeding any one. The
doctors bleed the public, and they should not
complain if they are bled in the interests of the
community at large. I believe the doctors make
more money than any class of the commuity
except the lawyers. If this money is wanted for
revenue I think we ought to get it out of the
doctors and the lawyers.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). To some extent I
agree with what the hon. gentleman has stated,
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but I disagree with the assertion that the tax upon
surgical instruments is monstrous. I agree with
the last speaker that in proportion to their value
and the length of time they last, and the money
possibly earned by the man who buys the instru-
ment, any surgeon or practicing physician in this
country who has to buy any considerable number
of instruments for his own use must, of necessity,
earn a considerable income, and this is the smallest
possible conceivable tax. I am not for a high tax,
but to say this is monstrous, or burdensome, or
barbarous, is simply ridiculous ; it is the absurdity
of ridiculousness.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, I
happen to know that men quite as high in that
profession as the hon. gentleman is, or is likely to
become if he were to live to the age of Methuselah,
complain exceedingly of the expense of getting
surgical instruments. I know that many skilful
medical men, though, perhaps, not quite so well
supplied with income as the hon. member for
Brant supposes them to be, are prevented, by
reason of the cost, from getting surgical instru-
inents which would be very much to their advan-
tage. For that reason I repeat that taxes of this
kind are in their essence barbarous.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I certainly cannot
agree with some of the remarks made by medical
1ien on the other side of the House with reference
to thie cost of surgical instruments. It is well
known that they are a necessity to the profession,
and we know that in order to get a good quality of
instruments we have to pay a high figure for them.
Tise majority of surgeons purchase their instru-
ments from the old country, they use compara-
tively few of those manufactured in the United
States, and the duty placed upon a high-priced
snstrument is certainly very great. I have no
synpathy with the remarks made by the hon.
lember for Brant (Mr. Somerville). If there is
one man in the House more than another who
raises his voice in fierce tones against injustice,
hardship, and cruelty towards any class, especi-
ally the printers, that hon. gentleman is the very
one to cry ont. On every occasion where there is
an item of expenditure going where printers are
concerned we find him to be the defender of high
prices for them. I would tell him here that if his
knowIedge of printing is not better than his
know ledge of surgical instruments I pity the
p)rinting as well as I would pity the poor un-
fortunate patients if they were to ask him to
select their surgical instruments. To say that
a phlysician should be compelled to use an
inferior knife, for instance, when he has toPerform an operation, is to advocate a cruelprinciple. Every one knows that if you have to
Perform a difficult operation you must have a
good instrument in order to do it skilfully. My
hon. friend would say, no doubt, that it made
very little difference whether you had a fresh
instrument or an improved instrument, or whether
You had an inferior one; that it was not worth
while to go to the trour5le of getting a new instru-
ment. An hon. gentleman opposite said thatPhysicians do not require new instruments veryfrequently. I pity the patient he has to treat ifbe adopts an old fashioned instrument that has
been discarded. I say it is unscientific for any
1 in the profession to pretend that the old
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fashioned instrument used in years gone by are
as efficient for performing an operation as the new
fashioned instruments. Any man, to be proficient
in his profession, requires to keep up with the im-
provements in instruments, no matter what the
expense may be, and he must resort to the very
finest kind of instruments if he is going to be a
successful operator. I say the high duty placed
upon these instruments shows on the part of the
Government neither considerations of jqstice to,
the physician nor of mercy to the patient.

Mr. WALLACE. I am not verymuch surprised
at the violence of the language used by the hon.
member for South Oxford, but I am surprised at
the statements he has made here to-night. He
tells us that it is brutal and barbarous to make the
duty on surgical instruments 20 per cent., that is,
to reduce it from 25 to 20; whereas he, when
Finance Minister, actually increased the duty on
these articles to the highest point in his tariff,
namely, from 15 to I7 per cent. Where was his
idea of barbarity then ? On mechanics' tools and
other tools of that class there is charged a duty of
35 per cent., while on surgical instruments the
duty is reduced to 20 per cent., thus putting them
on a better footing than any other class, which
should be satisfactory to them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman does not appear to be able to understand
the plainest possible distinction. In that case there
was a need for additional revenue; here you have a
surplus of $2,000,000. In my case the duties were
excessively moderate, in this case the duties are
excessively high all around. How can a Govern-
ment better employ a surplus than in applying a
portion of it to the reduction of the duties ? Aiter
all that has been said, it is clear these duties must
press heavily on persons who are suffering, because
everybody knows, who will give the matter one
moment's consideration, that in many cases the
suffering patient would be greatly relieved if the
operator possessed the higher classed instruments
than he can well obtain under this tariff.

Mr. BOWELL. Then the hon. gentleman's idea
of brutality, monstrosity, and all the other adjectives
of which he has such a wonderful command, con-
sists in a 2½ per cent. duty. The hon. gentleman
raised the duty on this article 2½ per cent ; was it
all right to resort to such a robbery, to commit
such an inhuman act, as to tax this article 2½ per
cent. additional when he wanted revenue. Surely
he should have taken some other article in the
tariff instead of adopting the monstrous principle
of taxing surgical instruments. In 1879 when the
general rise took place allthe unenumerated articles
were placed at 20 per*cent. The present proposi-
tion is not to change that duty; it is simply to take
it from one item, making a separate item of it, and
add to it dental instruments, which formerly
paid 25 per cent., and make them 20. That is the
whole story in a nut shell. If we are brutal and
brutes, the hon. gentleman must be an angel-
unfortunately an angel in disguise, for the people
of this country have never appreciated him. That
is the difference.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The difference
is this : He has got a surplus and he is bound,
according to the principles laid down by his own
leader, to use that surplus for the reduction of
taxes. ' I gave the hon. gentleman, the other even-
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ing the exact words which were used by his late
leader sitting on the Opposition side of the House,
.and in order that we might have an opportunity of
'comparing that gentleman's principles with his
practice, I called the attention of the House to it.
Now, if any one disputes it, I will send and get
the Hansard and read the paragraph again. If
hon. gentlemen choose to indulge in this kind of
reply to a reasonable demand for using the surplus
for the purpose of alleviating the sufferings of a
class who desire to have their sufferings alleviated,
we will have a little discussion over it. I point out
that all through this tariff, where you have a sur-
plus, your first duty is to use it for the purpose of
relieving persons in distress. That first duty has
been violated already by the maintenance of the
duty on trusses and suspensory bandages, which I
characterised very properly the other night.
It is still further violated by the maintenance
of this duty now. The duty is utterly insigni-
ficant in amount, and it does not produce any
revenue of moment. I find on looking at the Trade
and Navigation Returns that the value of the
articles imported was $27,827, the duty collected
on which was $5,566. I say it is utterly indefen-
sible under the circumstances to maintain a duty
like this; and for the express purpose of calling
the attention of the House again to the contention
of the hon. gentleman's friends and leaders I will
read to them, as they appear to be so destitute of
memory, and they cannot remember what was said
on that side of the House, what Sir Charles Tupper
said on the subject. He said:

" There never was a time when the hon. Minister of
Finance had it in his power to deal with this question in
a manner more just to the people than at present. He
says we have a surplus of half a million. I say the Gov-
ernment have no right to have a surplus. If they have,
they should endeavor to get rid of it, and the best way to
do so is that pursued by us, and by the Government of
Great Britain-by lightening the taxes on the people."

Mr. LANDERKIN. Who said that ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Sir Charles
Tupper in 1875. It was a year after the increase of
duties to which I referred, or to which the hon.
gentleman referred. It was before this same Natio-
nal Policy, for taxing the people to the very last
sliter for the benefit of certain " combines " and
friends of hon. gentlemen opposite, was introduced.
It was a year after I had made my speech on the
tariff in 1876, when Sir Charles Tupper expected T
was going to announce an increase of taxation,
and that hon. gentleman, being interrogated by the
member for West York, then Premier, admitted
frankly to him that if we had brought down pro-
positions to increase the tariff, that hon. gentle-
man, the exemplary champien of the National
Policy, intended to have attacked us then and
there on behalf of the Maritime Provinces for
having introduced the thin end of the wedge of
protection and ground the people of the Maritime
Provinces under the iron heel of an Ontario
Finance Minister. But, finding we were not going
to tax the people, he made an appeal to a set
of gentlemen who put themselves up for sale,
and who, the moment I refused to buy them,
went and sold themselves to hon. gentle-
men opposite-yea, that was what they
did. There never was an elector who sold himself
for $5 who sold himself more completely than the
protected manufacturers of Canada sold themselves

Sir RiOKmD CaRTwrnoT.

to hon. gentlemen opposite. We did not buy
them, and they sold themselves and their votes to
hon. gentlemen opposite. On that occasion the
late Finance Minister was prepared, whatever
course we took, to take the opposite course, and lie
did not deny it. His principle was simply this :
Whatever policy would pay him best, and give
him more money or get him more votes that policy
he was going to adopt. That is the policy hon.
gentlemen opposite are adopting and acting on
now. This tariff through and through is in defi-
ance of their own recorded statements and propo-
sitions, such as I have read to-night, and yet they
are prepared wholly and entirely to abandon all
the principles they ever advocated, whether reci-
procity in natural products or in regard to the
distribution of the surplus, it matters not to them.

Mr. WALLACE. Would the hon. gentleman
read the speech Sir Charles Tupper was going to
deliver?

Mr. SOMERVILLE. This duty on surgical ins-
truments at 20 per cent. may be deemed an excessive
one. We, however, must take into consideration
that the Government are determined to levy cer-
tain duties on articles imported, and the doctors
should be willing to pay their share. The farmer
has to pay 35 per cent. on his implements. Files
are charged 10 cents per pound and 20 per
cent. ad valorem, and they are used by mechanics.
Picks and hammers weighing three pounds are
charged 1 cent. per pound and 25 per cent.
The shovels and spades which are used by
laboring men, workingmen, mechanics and
farmers, are charged a duty of $1 per dozen and
25 per cent. ad valorem. It, therefore,
appears that imported articles used by farmers,
laborers and mechanics are charged froi 35
to 50 per cent. duty, and the doctors should not
grumble at their instruments being charged 20 per
cent. They can make more money and charge
higher fees than probably any other class in the
community. Indeed, I think that every medical
man in this House should voluntarily rise and offer
to have the tax increased to 35 per cent., because
they are well able to bear their share of the burdens
which it appears the Government are determined
to impose on the people.

Mr. McMULLEN. I desire to say a word in
reply to the hon. Minister of Customs. I under-
stand the Minister is anxious to have these resolu-
tions passed through Committee, and I believe the
Opposition were aiding him, and the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was
endeavoring to facilitate the passage of the items
as rapidly as was consistent with our duties as an
Opposition. But the Minister of Custons last
night embraced the opportunity of hurling acros
the floor very insulting remarks with respect tO
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). The hon. gentleman could not lose
the opportunity to-night of speaking in the saile
strain. But the hon. gentleman must be very dl
of perception if he does not understand the differ-
ence between a tariff drawn from necessity and a
tarif drawn when there is no necessity for the im-
position of duties. When the hon. member for

outh Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) fraied his
tarif, it was to meet the necesities of the Domiion,
but to-night we have a tariff when there is no
necessity for its imposition. I hope the Ministe
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of Customs will hold his wrath in abeyance, and
not allow his spleen to be aroused, as it was last
night, when he got a little opportunity to have
a fling, an opportune ing, at my hon. friend in
front of me, who, I know, is assisting all lie can to

pass these items. I think if the Minister studies
his own interests, and the interest of the progress
of business, he will try to button up his wrath a
little. Just keep quiet now.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no duty on tape-
worns.

Mr. McMULLEN. Just keep quiet now.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.

Mr. FOSTER. With the permission of the
House I will drop item 85 of the tariff. That will
leave the duty on iron tubing the same as it is
now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
duty under the old tariff?

Mr. FOSTER. Six-tenths of a cent and 30 per
cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is
that equivalent to, ad valorem ?

Mr. FOSTER. About 35, I tþink.
Mr. WATSON. This was a proposed change

that I was very much surprised at, and I am glad
to see that it is dropped ; but even under the pre-
sent tariff I think it is a very high duty, and one
which is materially interfering with a large
number of people who use this tubing. Now
tubes for several purposes are allowed in at 15 and
20 per cent. and lap-welded tubes are allowed in
at 20 per cent. to be used in petroleum oil wells.
I (o not see why the owners of petroleum oil wells
have any better right to a cheap tubing than the
manufacturers of radiators for hot water heating.
This is an exceedingly high tax for the people of
Canada, and it is all done for the purpose of
maintaining one rolling mill in Montreal. I hold
that specific duties are very unfair at any time,
but they are exceptionally unfair on this particular
article, because the price of tubing varies very
much. I looked into this matter, expecting that
the duty was to be increased, and I find that the
discounts on this tubing in 1886 were about 80.

Mr. FOSTER. The discounts now are only
about 60.

Mr. WATSON. I say that this specific duty is
very unfair ; for, when the tubing is cheap the
specific duty makes the percentage very high. On
manufactured radiators imported into this country
the duty is only 30 per cent., while you practically
tax the manufacturers of these radiators in
Canada, at present prices, about 53 per cent. ad
valorem. This is very unfair to the manufacturers
of these radiators, for you practically charge a
higher rate of duty on the raw material than you
charge on manufactured radiators, and the result
1s that the radiator manufacturers have got to go
out of the business. When the hot water heating
systen came into foipe some years ago these
manufacturers of radiators started with getting
tubes free. In 1877, the duty was 17ý per cent.';
in 1885, 25 per cent., and in 1886 it was raised to
30per cent., and in 1887 to 30 per cent. ad valorem

d of a cent. per pound. The result has
en that mn who attempted to build up large
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manufactories of radiators for hot water heating
purposes have had practically to go out of
the business, because of the present tariff, and be-
cause the manufactured radiators could be brought
in cheaper than they could be manufactured here.
I would rather have seen the hon. Minister place
these duties at 40 per cent. ad valorem than to
place a specific duty on these tubes, because they
vary so largely in price. Tubes are now worth
$5.67 per hundred feet of 171 lbs., while in 1880
the import price was only $3.37. You can see
that a specific duty is a very unfair duty on these
things, while you allow the manufactured radiators
to come in the country at an ad valorem duty of 30
per cent. I certainly say that you should not have
a higher duty on the raw material than you have
on the manufactured goods, and all for the pur-
pose of attempting to build up one industry in
Montreal. There is only one industry in Canada
which makes these tubes, and I can say, from my
knowledge of using Montreal and Scotch tubes, that
the Scotch tubes are inuch superior. All these
tubes under one and a-quarter inch are butt-welded
tubes, and very often in cutting the thread of the
end of the Montreal tubes they are cracked, and are
practically useless. I hold that the manufacturers
of radiators and the people who use these radiators
are of a great deal more importance to have their
interests considered by the Government of this
country than a small manufactory in Montreal.
Manufacturers who make a good radiator, and
who have a particular care to do good work, will
use the Scotch tubes. That being the case this
duty is too much of a tax to put on the people in
order to bolster up one manufactory. I believe
that the Minister should reduce these duties to at
least as low as the duty on the imported manu-
factured radiator. It will be seen that we imported
a very large quantity of these tubes last year. If
the Minister had not withdrawn this item I had
intended to test the sense of the House on it by
asking for a division, because the manufacturers
of these radiators employ ten times more men in
Canada than the manufacturers of butt-welded
tubing in Montreal. That being the case, it is
better to encourage the manufacturers of these
radiators and people who use the wrought iron pipe,
than to attempt to build up an industry that is not
natural to the country.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Though the bon.
Minister drops this item, there are some others
that come under the same category. In this case
you have an illustration of the difficulty of
working a tariff framed purely for protective
purposes. You will notice that in nothing more
than in iron. When you started by imposing a
duty on pig iron you found how it ramified
extensively through all the different lines of iron
manufacture, and, therefore, to be consistent with
protectionist principles, when you have protected
the first maker of iron, you have enhanced the
cost of the raw material to the next man ; he
requires to have a proportionate increase in order
to give him a fair chance in the market ; following
that, the finished product of the second man is
the raw material of the third man ; and so you
have to go on increasing the duty, while, perhaps,
there is still a fourth man whose raw material
is the finished product of the third man. So that,
to do justice to these manufacturers, you have to
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increase the duties until they becone something
enormous, and people looking at them would
naturally say that these manufacturers are bleeding
the country to death. They would say, what
a terrifie duty is imposed on some articles,
amounting to 40, 50, 60 or 70 per cent. ;
and while they are right, it is not correct in
many cases to say that these manufacturers are
bleeding the country, because the fact is lost siglit
of that burdens have been imposed upon them by
the imposition of duties on their raw material.
The fact is that in the arrangement of many of
these duties, while there is nominally a protection
to the extent of 20 or 30 per cent. to the manufac-
turer, ie has not that advantage at all. The
consumer of course suffers, but the manufacturer

• has not a corresponding advantage; it is taken
from him by the protection given to another indi-
vidual who precedes him, and whose finished pro-
duct is his raw material. Thus a false estimate is
often formed of the business of many of the manu-
facturers of this country; and when people speak
of the manufacturers alone being benefited they
lose sight of the fact that many of the manufac-
turers-I do not know but I should be right in
saying the great proportion of them-are injured
instead of being benefited by this protective tariff,
for the reason which I have mentioned. In that
way, when the third or fourth man is reached, if
lie has a proportionate increase the taxation bas
reached a point which enormously presses on the
consumers of this country. In speaking of this parti-
cular article I speak with a little diffidence, because
I am not in the iron business and do not under-
stand it as thoroughly as my hon. friend from Mar-
quette (Mr. Watson) ; but I notice that a firm,
writing in the Journal of Commerce, whó, I sup-
pose, are conversant with this matter, say that at
present prices of these pipes the increase in the
duty from six-tenths of a cent a pound and 20 per
cent. ad valorem to Fi cents per pound, is equal to
an increase of 5 per cent. ad ralorem ; but aside
from that, the old rate-under which the specific
duty, of course, amounts to less than it did when
the price was lower-was equal, not to 30 per
cent., but to 48 per cent ad valorem. Here is the
position. There ai e industries in this country
usihg this tubing as their raw material-the manu-
factories of radiators ; and this is becoming a
large industry. In that and kindred industries, in
which this tubing is the raw material, it must be
inevitable that there are ten men employed-my
hon. friend says a hundred, but I want to speak
within bounds-in the manufacture of radiators
and steam-fittings, to every one employed in the
manufacture of tubing; so that you can see that
you are, perhaps, doing a greater injury to the
development of the industries of this country,
which you think you are promoting by your
tariff, than if you left the first man without
any duty at ail, or had not called his industry
into existence. When this duty was first put on
boiler tubing, I pointed out to this House, for I
was posted on that matter, that it was an im-
possibility for any tabing factory to be established
in this country on a paying basis, for the reason
that there was not as much consumption of the
finished product in Canada in a year as one factory
could turn out in a very short time, unless it was
a very small factory, which could not compete
with the larger ones abroad. But that policy was

Mr. PTERSON (Brant).

adopted, and the duty at once became a burden on
all the steam boiler manufacturers in the country,
employing thousands of hands, while this factory
which was called into existence employed, I do not
know how many. So far as lap-welded tubing is
concerned, I suppose there is hardly a foot of it
made in the country, and even the manufacture of
butt-welded tubing, calls hardly any men into
employment. The manufacturers of radiators,
who employ a vastly greater number of men than
this one factory, have only 30 per cent. imposed
on their finished product, whereas the duty on
their raw material ainounts to 48 per cent. What
is the result? That must mean the crushing out
ofthat industrywhich employs tenmen, orasmv lion.
friend says à hundred men, to every one employed in
the industry which this duty is designed to promote.
In these iron duties we have an illustration of the
difficulty of working a tariff which bas an eve to
protection alone, and which departs from the prin-
ciple of merely levying a duty for revenue purposes
and under the incidental protection offered, by
which a protection sufficient to the development of
the manufactures of this country was given, as was
shown by their growth and increase and prosperity
under our old revenue tariff. It is only fair tothe
manufacturers to point out that while excessive
duties are charged to protect the articles which they
produce, they are charged so much on the raw ina-
terial they use that they lose the benefit of that
protection and, in fact, are in a worst position than
before the protection was introduced. It is plain
to any one who will consider the question how
that may be. It is shown in this business
we are discussing more clearly than in any
other subject which has come before us. I need
not tell this House that the measure of protec-
tion an industry enjoys is the difference between
the amount of duty on the raw material used by it
and the duty on the finished product, and if the
duty on the raw inaterial is higher than that on the
finished product the manufacturer not only gets
no protection, but is absolutely legislated against.
I believe the great bulk of the iron working esta-
blishments of this country, which employ thon-
sands of hands, have been ilaced in a worse posi-
tion than that in which they were under the
l7½ per cent. tariff, owing to the imposition Of
these duties, as illustrated in the case under con-
sideration, so that the consumer has to suffer from
the heavy taxation without any benefit being
derived by the manufacturers.

Mr. KENNY. I have listened attentivelY tO
the remarks which have fallen from the hon. gent-
leman. I cannot agree with him when he says
that no advantages have accrued to Canadian
manufacturers from the present tariff as compared
with the 17½ per cent. tariff. Of course, there 15
nothing in this world which is perfect, and, per-
haps, even the tariff of the present Government,
whose acts are generally so perfect, may have sone
imperfections. If there is an item ip the tarif
which is imperfect it is the item under considera-
tion. I do think the manufacturers of wrought iron
tube radiators are laboring under very great disa30
vantages. Their raw material pays a duty of 30
per cent. and six-tenths cent per pound, and
when you consider that the American radiator,
with which they have to compete, pays only d
per cent., it is evident that the maiufacturer of
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the Canadian article is placed at a very great disad-
vantage. In addition, the manufacturer of the
wrought-iron radiater is brought into competition
here with the manufacturer of the cast-iron
radiator, who pays, if I am correctly informed,
only a duty of about 20 per cent. on his raw
imaterial. He is also brought into competition
with the manufacturer of the boiler tube radiator,
who pays a duty of 15 per cent. only on the raw
material. I was hoping the Minister of Finance
would have seen his way clear to make the duty on
the 31-inch pipe imported for this purpose, at the
same rate as the radiator, 30 per cent. It must be
borne in mind that pipe of the dimensions used for
the wrought-iron radiator is not now produced in
large quantities in Canada, and it is difficult for
these manufacturers to use the butt-piping. I
regret the Minister of Finance did not see his way
clear to make the tariff 30 per cent. on this item.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman is slightly
wrong with regard to butt-welded tubing. There
is no lap-welded tubing made less than 1½ inch
in diameter, and there is none made in Canada,
and the manufacturers of cast pipe radiators have
to pay a high duty on their raw material. In
fact, all manufacturers are placed at a great dis-
advantage by the high duties on iron. The price
in Glasgow, of the iron used by the manufacturers,
is 50s. and 6d. per ton, or equal to $12. 10 per ton
of 2,240 pounds, and $10.80 per ton of 2,000
pouinds. The duty is $4.00 per short ton, and $4.48
per long ton, or 411 per cent., and that is the
duty which the manufacturers of cast-iron radia-
tor have to pay on their raw material. To these
figores we have to add $1.50 a ton bounty,
and in a very few years, the Minister has told
us, we may expect to see it at $2 a ton on
the pig iron. Adding $1.50 bounty to the $4.48
per ton gives $5.98 per ton of a tax on this
industry. And if you consider the loss in carryng
the coal to the iron mines over the Intercolonial,
and in carrying the iron from the mines to
the mnanufacturers in Canada, you will find
that we have to pay nearly $8 a ton for the
pri-vilege of using pig iron manufactured in Canada.

rought iron is paying a duty of $13 per ton,
which, on the price of Scotch or Welsh iron, will
make 35-I per cent. Our manufacturers are not
fairly dealt with by this Government, when charged
suci exorbitant price for their raw material. In
connection with pig-iron, I believe the Government
paY more bounty than they should, for I am in-
formed that the manufacturers use about three-
fourths pig iron to one-fourth scrap, so that they
get a bounty for using up old scrap. The manu-
facturers of Canada are treated very unfairly. As
the bon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) fias
said, they are sometimes blamed for charging exor-
bitant prices, but they are placed at great
disadvantage on account of having to pay the

i-gi duties imposed under the present tariff.hi every instance, I say the manufacturer ought
to get the benefit of an ad valorem duty. These
Specific duties are not fair, because a great many
of the manufactured articles are admitted on an adra/oremn duty, and it is not fair to place a specific
duty on the iron, because iron rises and falls in
Valne very frequently. My lion. friend from
Brant said that this duty on tubing would amountt0 48 per cent. The duty would have been 85 per

cent. in 1886, because of the difference in price. It
was $3.37 in 1886, as cormpared with $5.67 now.
If the Finance Minister desires to do anything in
the interests of the manufacturers lie should be
willing to allow them to bring in their goods at an
ad valorem duty instead of a specine duty. The
duty on welded tubing is entirely for revenue pur-
poses, because there is none made in Canada, and
I do not suppose there will be for years to come.
The raw material should be admitted free for the
benefit of the manufacturers, but you tax them on
the raw material, and then you increase the duty
on the manufactured goods, the result being that
the consumer has to pay the duty.

Wrought iron or steel nuts and washers, iron or steel
rivets, bolts with or without threads,nut and bolt blanks,
T and strap hinges and hinge blanks, 1 cent per pound
and 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. WALDIE. I should like to know why T
and strap hinges are not included with the other
hinges at 35 per cent? They are used by the
poorer people for their houses, their barns and
their gates, and I think it is only right that they
should be charged at 35 per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. They are made in this country.
Mr. WALDIE. I am well aware of that, but

so are butt hinges and other articles which are
charged 35 per cent. This tax will amount to 45
per cent. if you include the specific duty, and I
think the Government might very judiciously
make the change which I have suggested.

Jellies, jams and preserves, 5 cents per pound.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This appears

to be a large duty on these articles, the average
value of which is only about 8 cents a pound.

Mr. WALDIE. We are manufacturing them
here.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This amounts
to a duty of about 60 per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. Where can you buy them for 8
cents a pound ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Your Trade
and Navigation Returns state that they are in-
voiced at about 8 cents per pound, and, looking at
the price of sugar in England, I think that is about
a fair price. I find that 315,000 pounds were
invoiced at an amount of about $25,000. The hon.
gentlemai will see that that is as nearly as possible
8 cents a pound, and, when you can get sugar for
about 3 cents a pound, as you can in England, that
would be about a fair price.

Mr. FOSTER. We make any quantity of these
preserves here.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You will not
make them as cheaply as long as sugar remains at
its present rate.

Lard, tried or rendered, 3 cents per Pound, the weight
of the package to be included in the weight for duty.

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to add after the word
"package " the words " when of tin."

Mr. MITCHELL. I notice that we have im-
ported from the United States last year 8,389,011
pounds, paying a duty of $165,660. Lard is an
element of food that enters largely into the con-
sumption of the lumbermen and the fishermen as
well as the farmers of this country, and I think
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this is a duty -ich should not be imposed. It is
taxing the foo 1 1f the people, and of that class of
the people wh a live in sections where no advantage
whatever is derived from the protective policy of
the Government. In my own county, where there
is not a single industry protected under the
National Policy that I know of, they consume a
great quantity of lard in the lumber camps, and
among the fishermen, who earn their living hardly
on the water. Even among the farmers, lard is
used in many cases in place of butter, which is
used bv the better classes there and in different
parts of the Dominion. I think this tax is too
high, and I appeal to hon. gentlemen-though I
fear I appeal without success-to treat the people
of the east with fairness. I think the report of
the hon. gentleman treats the Maritime Provinces
especially in a very unfair, unjust and severe way.
I ask the hon. gentleman to consider, not the state
of political parties, but the position of the people
there. They are taxed upon all articles of food
which are imported, and they have received no
benefit from the operation of the National Policy.
I find that $165,660 is paid in duty upon an article
which largely goes into the consumption of the
lumberman and the fisherman, and a portion also
goes to the farmers.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As far as I
can understand, hitherto the packages in which
the lard was imported were free of duty.

Mr. FOSTER. No; they have been dutiable.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where would

the duty on packages be stated?
Mr. BOWELL. The duty was levied on the

packages with their contents. The authority is
found in the general package clause.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then we did
not import eight million pounds of lard, but a cer-
tain quantity of lard plus packages ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What pro-

portion of this total weight would be represented
by the packages ?

Mr. BOWELL. There is a large quantity that
cornes in tubs a large quantity also comes in in bar-
rels, some of tin and some of wood. The package so
made would bear 20 per cent. duty in addition to
the specifie duty upon the contents of th.e package.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 am advised,
although the point is one on which I speak under
correction, that the probable effect of the duty on
the packages means that the importer or the con-
sumer has to pay 31- cents duty in addition to this
3 cents a pound extra duty on the package.
That is an enormously heavy duty on an article
like that, bringing it up to about 7 cents a pound.
There is 50 per cent. on an article of food largely
consumed by the poorer classes.

Mr. WALDIE. They are not charging a duty
on the package of wood, as I understand it.

Mr. FOSTER. I have changed that to read
"the weight of the package, when of tin, to be
included in the weight for duty."

Sir RICIARD CARTWRIGHT. I did not
hear the hon. gentleman say that. That would im-
prove the matter.

Mr. BOWELL. If it is in barrels, it will bear
the same duty it did before.

Mr. MiTCHELL.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand that the
Government persist in refusing to nake any modi.
fication in this duty on lard?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think any modification
can be made under the general line of policy which
has been adopted.

Mr. MITCHELL. Can you alter the general
line of policy in order to extend a little justice to
the Maritime Provinces ?

Mr. FOSTER. It has been so well received by
the country at large that it would be a pity to
alter it.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is a universal outcry
against the Government who have introduced it.

Mr. ELLIS. As far as this item of lard is cou-
cerned, it is not correct to say that it has been
well received. In the Province of New Bruns-
wick we import a great deal of this American
lard. I think the value of it last year was some-
thing like $55,000 for 743,000 pounds. It is
taxing the very class of persons who are least able
to pay this kind of tax.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This is used very
largely in the manufacture of biscuits throughout
the country. How would this tax compare with
the tax on biscuits ?

Mr. FOSTER. We will come to that biscuit
item later. We do not propose to change the
duty on lard.

Leather-board and leatheroid, 3 cents per pound.
Mr. MITCHELL. Does that item come in the

celebrated Inland Revenue Bill regarding stamps?

Mr. FOSTER. I think that goes withoit
stamps.

Mr. BOWELL. This leatheroid is a combina-
tion of leather and paper and other things of
which I have no knowledge, nor have we been
able to discover what it is. It is used largely in
the manufacture of trunks, and makes an article
less liable to be broken than sheet iron trunks.
We have been obliged to rule it as a manufacture
of paper at 35 per cent. That precluded the pos-
sibility of manufacturers using it, as there is a
certain quantity of paper in it, something of the
papier-maché character. It is a very hard article.

Skins for morocco leather, tanned, but not further
manufactured, 10 per cent. ad valoren.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to change it fron 10 to
15 per cent., the same duty as it bore before.

Mr. WALDIE. These are the skins that we are
importing in pickle now and manufacturing, and
if you put 15 per cent. on them, and allow only
15 per cent. on the leather after it is produced, w'e
have no protection at all.

Mr. BOWELL. These are tanned.

Mr. WALDIE. A large quantity of sheepskins
is imported in pickle from Australia. Some of
them are split in England and imported into this
country and enter at 5 per cent. ; they are manu-
factured and sold with a protection of 15 per cent.
When you add the increased weight of the skin in
pickle as compared with the reduced weight when
it is manufactured there is no protection at ah.
think the Minister of Customs and the Minister of
Finance have been misformed in this matter.
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Mr. FOSTER. It is the same duty that was on Mr. FOSTER. I say the only change we pro-
before. pose to make in these three items is in item 102.

Mr. WALDIE. Still there was an entry made Item 101 will remain as it was, item 102 will be
of 10 per cent. on those pickled skins and they are divided as I have stated, and item 103 will remain

treated as tanned skins. as it was. Item 101, in reference to mess pork,
may be found, when we come to discuss it, to in-

Mr. BOWELL. The Customs never did rule clude more than my hon. friend has to-night indi-
a pickled skin as a tanned skin. cated that he supposes it will.

Mess pork, as defined by the General Inspection Act, i Mr. MITCHELL. It is satisfactory for me to
cents per pound. know that my hon. friend takes the same view as

Mr. MITCHELL. W hat changes do you pro-
pose making in the duties on pork ?

Mr. FOSTER. On mess pork we do not propose
any change, except that the barrels containing the
sane shall come in free. In regard to item 102, we
propose to divide it into two parts, making salt
beef in barrels 2 cents per pound, and leaving fresh
or salted meats at 3 cents per pound.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand that mess
pork will be changed 1½ cents per pound, while
other mess will be 3 cents per pound, which would
cover po'rk not mess pork ? That definition would
cover clear pork and prime mess pork, and that
would be charged 3 cents per pound as against l
cents for mess. It is well known that in Chicago
during the last week clear pork has sold for half a
dollar a barrel more than mess pork. Within the
last four days mess pork has jumped from the price
of clear pork to be $5 a barrel more than clear
pork. In other words, a man who purchased,
last Saturday, pork for his lumbering operations,
would have to pay $15 for mess but only $11 for
clear, which is a better quality than mess.

Mr. FOSTER. I admit that the facts may be
as stated ; but it was agreed that these three items
would remain over and not be discussed to-night;
I am" simply stating the changes proposed.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand that the
barrels have to come in free only in the case of
moess pork ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mess pork, as defined by the
(eneral Inspection Act, will only pay 1½ cents per
po und.

Mr. MITCHELL. What will be the charge on
clear pork and on prime mess ? Will the barrels
for those kinds come in free?

Mr. FOSTER. Long clear cut pork is mess
pork.

Mr. MITCHELL. Long clear cut is not known
as an article of commerce, as is mess pork, and the
saine remark applies to clear pork. But I want to
know whether clear pork is to be charged at 3
cents while mess pork, an inferior grade, is charged
l. cents, and whether all the barrels will be allow-
ed to come in free ?

Mr. BRYSON. There is a point in the remarks
of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mit-chell). It is important that mess pork should be
defined, because there are many varieties. There
are several brands, such as Boston clear, Boston
extra clear, and Boston heavy clear, all of which
are mess pork, and should come in at 1½ cents perPound.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not propose to discuss
the question to-night, but I desire to know whether
I understand correctly the statement the hon. Fi-nance Minister has made.

I do-that is, that clear pork is included in the
word " mess."

Mr. FOSTER. Let us leave it over until we
come to discuss it.

Lubricating oils composed wholly or in part of petro-
leum and costing less than 30 cents per gallon, 71 cents
per gallon.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no change in this. We
simply make three items do the duty of four for-
merly.

Mr. WATSON. A specifie duty on lubricating
oils, as on iron tubing, is very unfair. Seven and
one-fifth cents a gallon means about 100 per cent.
on some of those lubricating oils. It is an unfair
tax.

Mr. WALLACE. Oils used for lubricating
purposes of any value, are worth from 40 to 50
cents a gallon.

Mr. WATSON. I beg the hon. gentleman's par-
don. Some of these oils manufactured from petroleum
sell at 30 cents a gallon less than others. The oil
used to-day on railways and for some steam engines,
is only worth 10 or 11 cents a gallon.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not know where the hon.
gentleman gets his information in reference to
lubricating oils used on railways. We had an inves-
tigation recently which took us a week or two to
ascertain the facts in connection with this very
item, and I know that the invoices from the United
States showed the value to be some 40 cents per
gallon, and that the party importing it invoiced
it below 30 cents, in order to evade a higher duty.
That is the case to which I called attention the
other day and that is one of the reasons why we
change the duty.

Mr. WATSON. Yes; but the oil used for the
journals of the freight cars only cost 9 or 10 cents
a gallon.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I know that cheap oil is
used very largely for lubricating purposes in some
small factories, and for saw mills. Of course, there
are lubricating oils that cost from 60 to 80 cents
a gallon, but a good deal of these oils cost a very
small sum. I cannot conceive why it is necessary
to put such a tremendous duty on these oils.
In this connection, I might say that I think it is
to be regretted that the Government have not seen
fit to reduce the duty on coal oil. Last year we
imported 4,600,000 gallons of coal oil, and when
you take into consideration the tax upon the bar-
rels, the duty is over 70 per cent. I think it is
unfair that the people of this country should be
taxed to such an enormous extent to keep up this
industry, and while we are making changes all
round a change ought be made in this direction.

Mr. WATSON. I find that black lubricating
oil used by the railway companies is sold at from
$2 to $3 a barrel of 40 gallons. It is used for
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lubricating steam engines and saw mils, and it
only costs from 5 to 7 cents a gallon.,

Mr. BOWELL. Al lubricating oils, other than
those which cost 30 cents, come in at 5 per cent.
ad valorem.

Mr. CARGILL. I do not know of any saw mills
or of any flour mills in the country that are able
to procure their oil at 10 cents per gallon.

Mr. WATSON. I did not say flour mills.
Mr. HESSON. Order. Shut your mouth.
Mr. WATSON. Who will shut his mouth? I

wish to remark that I did not say flour mills.
Mr. CARGILL. I pay 40 cents a gallon. Cylinder

oil is usually the best used, and we pay $1 a gallon
for it.

Mr. WATSON. We buy the best cylinder oil
in Manitoba for 85 cents. This black oil is I know
used by saw mills, and they buy it at from $2 to $3
a barrel. Probably the hon. gentleman does not
use it.

Mr. CARGILL. That is not lubricating oil.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister

of Customs tells us that these oils are provided for
elsewhere, but if I understand clause 108, every-
thing that is lubricating oil, and costs less than 30
cents a gallon, will be 7. cents a gallon.

Mr. BOWELL. Only if it is petroleum.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If that was

imported at 7¼ cents a gallon, it would be at 71
cents duty.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes; if made from petroleum in
whole or part.

Opium (crude) $1 per pound, th e weight to include the
weight of the ball or covering.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What is the object of
keeping the duty on opium ? It is used constantly
by every medical man.

Mr. BRIEN. I think this is a very objection-
able duty. It amounts to an increase, because the
weight of the ball is included.

Mr. FOSTER. No; it is the same. That has
always been included m the ruling.

Mr. BRIEN. There is no medicine used in
practice more generally than opium.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This is another tax on the
sick, and I think it should be reduced.

Mr. TAYLOR. For the benefit of the doctors.
Mr. LANDERKIN. It does not benefit the

doctors, because the doctors do not keep medicines,
but it is a benefit to the sick. This is something
that is used every day.

Colors, dry, N.E.S., 20 per cent. ad valorem.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have had a letter from a

tribe of Caughnawaga Indians, who complain that
the duties on the dyes and paints or colorings they
use in making baskets are increased very much.
I do not know who they are, but I suppose that,
hearing that I was a man who always looked after
the interests of the poor, they wrote to me to see
if I could get them any amelioration.

Mr. FOSTER. If they mean dry colors, they
have not been increased. On the item of beads,
they communicated with me, and I reduced the
.duty from 30 per cent. to 20 per cent.

Mr. WATsoN.

Paints and colors, pulped or ground in oil or otherliquids, N.E.S., 30 per cent. ad valorem.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that an

increase ?
Mr. FOSTER. That is on the whole an increase

of probably 5 per cent. on a number of articles
which were formerly at different rates. These
paints and colors are made here, and are ground
in linseed oil, which bears a duty of 30 per cent.
I want to take from item 115, " all liquid, pre-
pared or ready mixed paints," and add then to
114.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. member for Halifax
will notice that by this change the case he brought
to my attention has been corrected ; that is, the
copper paint for vessels has been put under the
head of 30 per cent. This has been done with all
the commoner paints.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am glad the lion.
Minister has made that change; but I have a repre-
sentation witli reference to another class of paints,
that is, ready mixed paints in tin cans.

Mr. FOSTER. Those are changed to 30 per
cent.

Paints and colors, ground in spirits, and all spirit
varnishes and lacquers, $1 per gallon.

Mr. BOWELL. These were formerly unenum-
erated. We ruled them at 20 per cent. ad raloremi
and 25 cents per gallon. The reason was they
contained a very large quantity of spirits. It
came to the knowledge of the Department that
they were imported largely from Germany, and
the spirits then extracted, leaving the shellac
just as valuable as while in the varnish. This will
make the duty a little higher and prevent the
sniuggling of spirits in that way.

Paper hangings or wall paper in rolls, on each roll
of eight yards or under, and so in proportion for ail
greater lengths of the following descriptions, viz.:-

(a) Brown blanks, white papers, grounded papers and
satins, 2 cents.

(b) Single print bronzes and colored bronzes, 6 cents.
(c) Embossed bronzes, 8 cents.
(d) Colored borders, narrow, and colored borders, wide,

6 cents.
(e) Bronze borders, narrow, and bronze borders, wide,

14 cents.
(f) Embessed borders, 15 cents.
(g) AIL other paper hangings or wall paper, 35 per cent.

ad valorem..

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to add to the first
item brown blanks and white blanks, printed or
plain, at the same rate ; and then white papers
and grounded papers, not hand made, and satins,
3 cents, because those grounded papers are con-
siderably higher than the white blanks or broWn
blanks.

Pickles in bottle, 40 cents per gallon, including the
duty on the bottles, and each bottle bolding less than
one-half pint shall be dutiable as containig ole-bOf

int, and each bottie holding more than one-half Pin
but not more than one pint shall be dutiable as containne
one pint, and each bottle holding more than one pint bot
not more than one quart shall be dutiable as containmg
one quart.

Mr. ELLIS. Is there any change in the mode
of collecting the duty on these articles ?

Mr. FOSTER. No; that is the way they were
ruled.

Mr. ELLIS. I have a communication from
firm in St. John referring to item 138, pickles and
sauces, but the objection they take is precisely the
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sane as that which was taken to item 127. They Mr. FISHER. I understand that clover and
say : grass seeds will be included in this. I suppose the

-Under the old reading it was felt to be a grievance Minister has had representations made to him as
that we had to pay duty on a reputed or wine pint as to the special hardship which the dealers in the
though it was an imperial pint. As a matter of tact, a Province of Quebec and the Maritime Provinces
'reputed half pint' contains six ounces of liquid, or four r .
ounces less than an Imperial half pint; consequently, to will suffer in consequence of the particular time
meet the inconsistency of the tarifit was proposed, for a when these tariff changes have been made. Gene-
cheap package, to import quarter pints or five-ounce rally seedsmen take their orders at an earlier
botties. You will at ence see that under the new inter-
pretation of thetariffany bottle, even though it contains time than this, but they do not import their seeds
but one ounce, will be liable to the same duty as one of till later. I am aware that the Montreal seedsmen
ten ounces, a most absurd and unjust way of fixing the have given large orders to supply the country dea-
duty. It would be far better to make it at once into an lers, and throngh thein the farmers at certainad vlorem duty.

" I do not think Canadians would mind so much if it rates, and they will lose a large ainount of money
were not that the Canadian packers of sauces, instead of unless it is provided that seeds which were bonafide
putting up Imperial measure, take very good care to put ordered before the changes were introduced in theup wine measure,' and the consumer is thus just as
much defrauded (assuming that it was to prevent his tariff are allowed to come in free, as in the case of
being defrauded the curions regulation was made). iron. I am sure everybody must appreciate the fact

"No one will object if the old ruling is maintained, that in this wa not only the seedsmen ae oiabsurd as it is, only let quarter-pints be fairly recognised . . gong
as such, and make them the minimum measure instead to suffer severely, but the publie at large will still
of one-half pints. have to pay an increased duty. The farmer will

Plumbago, 25 per cent. ad valorem. be asked to pay the increased price of the retail
dealers, and I fear very much they will have to pay

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to make that 15 per the increased price of the inporters who supply
cent. the retailers at the price agreed upon before the

Woollen netting for the lining of boots, shoes and gloves, tariff was changed. I would like to ask the Minister
25 per cent. ad valorem. whether any relief bas been granted in this case.

Mr. FOSTER. That is raised fron 10 to 25 per I know that strong representations have been made
cent. because that is now manufactured in the to the Governinent asking for this relief, and I
cointry. would like to know whether there is any hope

that such relief may be obtained for these men.
Ruober belting, hose, packing, mats and matting, andcot ton or linen hose lined with rubber, 5 cents per pound,

and ]5 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. WATSON. This industry is very highly
protected, and I think, if the duty were reduced
on some of these articles, the consumer would
receive a much better quality. Under the present
higi protective system it is almost impossible to
innport these goods. A man would rather give
t10 more for a belt to drive a threshing machine of
American manufacture than for one of Canadian
manufacture. If the duty was reduced on some of
thiese goods, the Canadian manufacturer would give
a be ter article. I think I might call in my hon.
friend from Bruce who will know the difference in
the quality.

Mr. CARGILL. I can only say that I use both
kinds of belting, and I prefer the Canadian article.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. member is the only
mai I have ever heard who preferred Canadian
rubber belting to American ; but, of course, he sup-
ports the Government on a high protective tariff.
If he had to choose between the two without pre-
judice, I believe he would select the American
belting.

Mr. CARGILL. I have used Canadian hose and
belting, and American hose and belting, and in
ev:ery case I have found the Canadian equal to the
Aierican article.

boy, 10 cents per gallon.
Mr. FOSTER. That is a very considerable reduc-

tion for the benefit of the senior member for
Hlalifax (Mr. Jones).

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am afraid the consump-
tion will be very small.

Seeds, when in bulk or in large parcels, 15 per cent.
td VOorTm.

Mc. FOSTER. 1 propose Vo make that 10 per
cent.

Mr. FOSTER. If my bon. friend had been in
his place in the early part of the evening he would
have heard an interesting discussion on this prin-
ciple in the case of the nurserymen. After dis-
cussing it, I think the House caine to the conclu-
sion that it was impossible to grant relief in one
case without granting it in all-with the exception
of the hon. gentleman for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson),
who wished it granted in the case alluded to.
Representations have been made by the seedsmen
from various parts. My bon. friend will see the
difficulty involved in giving remission, or allowing
these articles to come in after the tariff has been
fixed. However, the change from 15 to 10 per
cent. will help them somewhat.

Mr. FISHER. I quite understand the difficulty.
At the sane time, this particular tax falls very
heavily upon the Province from which I come and
the Maritime Provinces. We all know that the
season is later in those Provinces than it is further
west, and the business of supplying seeds to the
farmers has not been advanced so far in those
Provinces as it has been in the Western Provinces.
As a matter of fact, almost the whole incidence of
this tax will, this season, at all events, bear upon
Quebec and the Maritime Provinces. The people
of Ontario, to a large extent, have already
got their seeds, and the people of the North-
West also, I suppose; consequently the incidence
of this tax will chiefly affect Eastern Canada. I
may say that I think it is unfair, it is a hardship,
to the agricultural classes in general,that grass seeds
should be included in this paragraph. I regret
extremely to find that a duty has been reimposed
upon clover and grass seeds. These are seeds which
in certain seasons we are unable to produce satis-
factorily in this country, and we have to import
large quantities from the United States. It is true
that a few years ago we were able to export some
of these seeds to the United States when their
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season proved unfavorable, and when ours was
favorable. I regret to seethat these seeds are now
made to pay a larger duty. It was a great relief to
us heretofore to be able to get them cheaper in
consequence of the duty having been remitted.
At this time when we ought to refuse to place any
further burdens on the farmers, it would be a great
pity if we increased the prices of these grass seeds.

Mr. WALLACE. - I think the hon. gentleman
is much mistaken in his assertion about seeds
having been brought in from the United States
after the duty was placed upon them. We use a
pretty considerable quantity of clover and timothy
seeds, and not only were these seeds imported
into this country long before this duty was placed
upon them, but they had passe d through the hands
of the wholesale dealers into the hands of the
retailers, and from the retailers into the hands of
the farmers, before this duty was imposed at all.

Mr. FOSTER. Not in Quebec and in the Mari-
time Provinces.

Mr. WALLACE. I am speaking of what has
actually occurred. The farmers of this country do
not wait till the seeding season is over to buy their
seeds ; the dealers do not wait until the seeding
season is passed before they bring in their seeds
into the country. The whole supply was in this
country long before the daty was imposed.

Mr. FISHER. If the bon. gentleman had
listened to what I said be would have heard me
state emphatically that such is not the case in the
Province of Quebec and the Maritime Provinces,
whatever may be the case in Ontario and the
North-West.

Mr. WALLACE. I do not suppose you know
very much about the Maritime Provinces. Speak
of your own.

Mr. FISHER. I happen to know that the
Maritime Provinces are largely supplied with
seed from the city of Montreal, and I have my
information from the largest seed dealers in that
city. Everybody who knows anything about the
agricultural operations of this country knows that
the seed time in the Maritime Provinces is later
than it is further west. I pointed out particularly
the fact that the incidence of this change of duty
would bear particularly upon the Maritime Pro-
vinces and Quebec, for I had no doubt that in
Ontario and the North-West these seeds had been
distributed before this tariff was introduced.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I am sorry the Minis-
ter has seen fit to impose a duty upon seeds just at
a time when the farmers of Ontario,at least,feel the
necessity of changing the system of farming, and in
that change they must increase the use of clover
and grass seed. There are many farmers who
woul do well to sow clover on every acre of land
they have got, for the reason that clover is such a
good fertiliser. There was a time, in the Province
of Ontario, when we could raise our own clover
seed, but for a few years past, on account of the
clover midge, we have not been able to raise our
own seed. I think that the Minister ought to
have some consideration for the farmers of this
country and give them an opportunity of procuring
their grass seeds free. This is their raw material,
and why in the name of goodness ahould the raw
material in every direction be taxed against the
farmers, when it is aJIowed to come in for every

Mr. FIsnt.

other class of the community. Seeing that the Gov.
ernment do not require the duty for revenue purpo.
ses, seeds ought to be placed on the free list. Clover
is an actual necessity, and the longer we farm a
great deal of our land, we must use clover in order
to keep up the fertility of the soil. 1, therefore
hope that the Government will see their way to
putting at least clover and timothy on the free list.

Mr. LANDERKIN. While it bears heavily on
the farning community it is not very satisfactory
to the dealers. A case was brought to my notice
in which a merchant in Durham inspected clover
seed in Detroit on 24th March. It was not entered
at that time, and the consequence is that he is
liable to pay therpresent duty. Another merchant
who bought clovéý seed a few days earlier, got it in
free. The hon. member for Huron (Mr. McMillan)
has spoken, no doubt, the sentiments of the farm-
ers of Canada, namely, that clover seed should be
placed on the free list, for if our farmers are not
able to raise clover seed they should be allowed to
bring it in free.

Stereotypes, electrotypes and celluloids for alma-
nacs, ealendars, illustrated pamphlets, newspaper ad-
vertisements or engravings, snd ail other like work for
commercial, trade or other purposes, N.E.S.; sud niatri-
ces or copper shells of the same, 2 cents per square
inch.

Stereotypes, electrotypes and celluloids of newspaper
columns, and bases for the same, composed wholly
or partly of metal or celluloid, three-fourths of one cent
per square inch, and matrices or copper shells of the
saine, 2 cents per square inch.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How does
this duty compare with the old duty ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is impossible to make any
comparison. When that item was framed these
matrices were of metal, and were very heavy. The
duty was by weight, and amounted to somthing.
Now the composition of the matrices has been
changed, and the weight has been reduced to a
minimum, so that the duty affords no protection.
Accordingly we changed the duty from a weight to
a measurement basis. In the first class, which is
for trade and advertising purposes, the duty is 2
cents per square inch ; for newspaper colulfns,î
of a cent per square inch, which does not amoufnt
to the price of composition.

Mr. ELLIS. It is a great mistake to impose a
duty on an article of this kind, which is a colipara-
tively new invention of the printer's art. By it
newspapers have been able to be started all over
the country, in towns and villages where formerly
a newspaper could not be printed,they thereby have
the benefit of a local paper. This duty is imposed for
the sake of one manufacturing establishment in To
ronto, in order to give it protection ; and it is propo
sed to shut out enterprises that would give em1plOy
ment to a great many persons, and which woil
have the effect of establishing newspapers in, smal

1

towns and of disseminating useful knowledge. It
is one of the most absurd propositions ever tade

in an enlightened country.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I quite agree with the re-

marks of the bon. member for St. John (Mr. Ellis).
Anything that strikes at the material prosperity of
the newspapers is not in the best interests of this
country, and it sbould not be endorsed by this
House. A proposition of this kind, which is cal-
culated to do an injury to the press of the country
districts, and perhaps in the cities likewise, is One
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which this Committee should not pass-at all
events, the rate should be reduced.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I objected to this duty
at the time it was imposed. The obstacle in the
way of newspapers availing themselves of the
stereotypes furnished in this country, is this:
There is but one establishment, and all the news-
papers are supplied with casts of the same sort.
Now, by getting them from the other side, they
generally make an arrangement not to furnish any
two newspapers in the same district with the same
plates. The hon. gentleman opposite, therefore,
seriously burthens the newspapers of the country
by this duty.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think the objections
are well taken to this item. We have been dis-
cussing for a day or two the interests of the work-
ingmen, and I have heard gentlemen on the
opposite side continually finding fault with the
Government because they allowed men to come
into the country to compete with the laborers,
artisans and mechanics who already live here.
The real object of placing this high duty-and I
admit it is a high duty-was, in the first place, to
protect the printers of this country from a competi-
tion which deprived thern of their labor ; and, in
the second place-and, I think, if we had no other
reason this would be a good one-that some of the
matter which is introduced in many cases from the
United States is of a character not such as I am
sure the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
would like to see in the hands of his children or of
the general public. If we want to educate the
rising generation to be American in sentiment,
and to be American in feeling, and to learn all
the little incidents which have occurred in their
country since the Revolution, at the expense
of Canada, and to see the public men of the
United States extolled to the seventh heaven, and
all other publie men denounced, we had better
continue the system of allowing this kind of litera-
ture to be circulated among the people. I am
quite aware that it will impose a higher tax on the
publishers of these newspapers, if they continue to
inport these plates at a higher rate, but I believe
that the good which will result fron this duty, and
the extra amount of labor it will give to the
Printers of this country, will be ample compensa-
tion. I am not a publisher now, but if I were
in the business to-day I would support this duty
with all my heart for the reasons I have given.

Mr. ELLIS. The hon. Minister is quite wrong.
l the first place, the effect of establishing more

newspapers in this country is to give employment
to more labor, and the effect of being able to use
this matter is to start newspapers in places where
they could not be supported before. It is true
that there would not be quite as many men em-
Ployed as if all the type was set up in this
country, but if these plates are not allowed in you
cannot have a newspaper at all in many places
where they are established now. As to the matter
selected, the Minister is again wrong. He states
that he deems to be a general fact in regard to
this literature, but it is not so. There may be
sone of it objectionable, -bt, if he objects to it, he
can stop it by placing it among the indecent liter-
ature, and prevent its importation altogether. The t

- gentleman has probably not time to read the
p ers, but if he will read these selections he will

find that it is as good literature as can be found
anywhere, and that the selection is probably
better made than if left to the ordinary editor,
who is hurried and clips what he can. I am sure
that the greater part of the literature is selected
from as good authors as can be found in the litera-
ture of any country.

Mr. BOWELL. I arn much obliged to the hon.
gentleman for his information. I accept it with
due hurnility. If there is anything which I know
something of it is the printing business, from the
sweeping of the floor up to the editing of a news-
paper. When the hon. gentleman tells me that
this duty will prevent the establishment of news-
papers in different parts of the country, and
that it will not give more work to the printers, he
will excuse me if I say he is in error. At
present, you can carry on two or three newspapers
with less actual work in setting up than you could
with one ordinary newspaper under the old system.
If you have men or apprentices to set up your
type, you require more actual labor in one ordinary
printing office than you would with three or four
newspapers, by importing these electroplates. All
you require with these plates would be simply to im-
port them, mount them on blocks, insert in columns
of newspaper, run off on a power or ordinary hand
press, and you have the whole thing done. I think I
know whereof I speak in connection with this mat-
ter. Perhaps I may have spoken a little too gen-
eral in reference to the literature, for I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman that there are many
stories of standard authors sent over ; and there
are also many of the serinons of eminent preachers
in different cities, but I refer to the general char-
acter of the literature which is printed and circu-
lated in country places by the newspapers to which
the hon. gentleman refers. I never said that the
literature was indecent, and I am sorry the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Ellis) used the expression. If he
knows anything of the Tariff Act he would see
that it is very difficult to rule certain literature
indecent, and to keep it out. I might regard it as
not agreeing with my own individual opinion, but
I think he would hardly justify me in ruling it
out on that account. I hope the House will carry
these items for the reason, if not for any other,
that it will enable us to give more employment to
a worthy class of mnen-the printers of this country.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not agree with
the lion. gentleman that this duty will cause more
employment to be given. If the hon. gentleman
could show that there would be the sane number
of newspapers, with the saine amount of matter
published under the new tariff, then it would be
simply a question of aithmetic, and his statement
would probably be correct. But that is not the
case. The hon. gentleman knows that there are
newspapers published at a low price--and they
must be published at a low price, or they
cannot find subscribers--that will cease to exist
if this tariff is imposed. I venture to say that
the hon. gentleman's proposition will wipe out
a, large number of newspapers that are at
present comparatively prosperous, and will do so
imply because of the high duties imposed. The
ion. gentleman says it will give more employment
to laborers, but if the arrangement wipes out.
hundreds of newspapers it will not give more em-
ployment to laborers. There is no doubt what-
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ever about what the effect of the hon. gentleman's
proposition will be, and it is within the experience
of everyone who has sone connection with news-
papers that if the duties are increased the effect
will be, not to give employment to parties to
replace this matter by actual type-setting, but to
wipe out certain newspapers altogether.

Mr. WALLACE. I do not think that the
newspaper press is sÔ badly used in this country.
I find, in the first place, that while other machinery
is charged 35 per cent. duty, the newspapers are
allowed to import their printing presses for 10 per
cent.; and more than that, the Government deliver
their newspapers all over the country, without
charging them one farthing. I think that if this
tariff keeps out this United States literature it will
be a good thing for Canada. We know that the
most disloyal sentiments to Canada emanate from
these American electroplates. If we have them
produced in Canada we will have a loyal sentiment
promulgated through the country, instead of circu-
lating American ideas emanating professedly from
Canadian newspapers. I think that, in every way
we view it, the idea is a good one to have the
electroplates produced in Canada, instead of in-
porting them.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to ask the
hon. Minister of Finance how much revenue he
expects to realise from this source?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not base any hope on this
of realising money.

Saccharine or any product containing over one-half of
oneu per cent. thereof, $10 per pound.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This seems a
very remarkable clause.

Mr. BOWELL. This article is prohibited in
France altogether; it is prohibited in England for
use in breweries, and in Belgium there is $12 a
pound placed on it. The smallest possible quan-
tity will change the whole character of any article
into which it is put. It is a new discovery from
the distillation of coal tar, and it is found to be
injurious.

Resolutions reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at

1:45 a.m. (Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 17th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PR.AYERs.

PONTIAC JUNCTION RAIL WTAY COMPANY.

Mr. BRYSON moved that the petition of the
Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company be
now read and received, and referred to the Com-
znittee on Standing Orders. He said : The Bill is
to consummate an agreement pending between
the Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company
and the Canadian Pacific Railway for a portion of
the line between Hull and Aylmer. It appears
there is some doubt as te the right of the çom-

Mr. MrLs (Bothwell,

panies to enter into this agreement, owing to
certain legislation which took place in the earlydays of the Session, and I make this motion Mith
the view of removing this doubt.

Motion agreed to.

STEAMBOAT ENGINEERS' LICENSES.
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) moved for leave to

introduce Bill (No. 139) to amend the Act
respecting the inspection of steamboats and the
examination and licensing of engineers employe(l
on them. He said : By the Act of 1886 the
engineers who had previously been engaged in this
work were given a certain time to come in and get
their certificates renewed, but some of them were
not aware of the provision and did not corne in.
They are not a class of men who are likely to be
generally aware of amendments made to the law,
and, through no fault of theirs, many of these
engineers lost their certificates. This is intended
to relieve them from the effect of the provision in
the law, of which they were unaware, though they
will be still subject to the other provisions of the
law.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MONTREAL POST OFFICE DROP BOXES.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CASEY) asked, Who is the
contracter for collecting mail matter from the
drop boxes in Montreal and delivering it at the
post office ? How long has he held the contract?
How much is he paid for the service ? Was the
contract let to him by public tender ? Has it been
renewed to the present contracter without calling
for tenders ? When does the contract expire
Will tenders be called for when it expires?

Mr. HAGGART. The name of the contractor
for collecting mail matter from the drop boxes in
Montreal and delivering it at the post office is
Patrick Kennedy. He has held the contract from
the lst September, 1883. The sum paid for the
service is $4,031 per annum. The contract was let
by public tender. It has been renewed to the
present contractor. The contract expires on the
31st August, 1891. ln regard to the last questiOn,
I cannot say what the Postmaster General at that
time will do.

MR. JOHN ABELL.
Mr. FOSTER moved that the House again re-

solve itstlf into Committee of Ways and Means.
Mr. WALLACE. I desire to bring to the notice

of the House a matter which, I think, is of somie
public importance, and is certainly of importance
to certain people in this country. Some tile ago,
it was stated in this House and outside of this
House, that Mr. John Abell, of the city of Toronto,
a gentleman who was doing a large business theie
as a manufacturer of steam engines and machinery
of various kinds, had become insolvent, and that
his property had passed into the hands of Rice
Lewis & Son, and that it was employing no hands.
I have received the following telegram from Mr.
Abel -

" Mr. Cook's rernarks reported in the Mail concernig
my business are entirely unfounded, and I am surprised
that any member of the Commons should imake such e
statement without first verifying his premise : to
assertions that I have lost money through cominS .
Toronto, that Rice Lewis & Son Co. control n'y are
ness, and that there is an Abell Manufacturing Coa
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a11 false. On the contrary, I have made money by com-
ing to Toronto, and I am to-day worth far more than
wben 1 ieft Woodbridge. I own manage and control my
ownbusiness,s Mr. ok might ave readiiy ascertained,
and I shahl expect him to withdraw what he bas said in
the House in as public a manner as he bas made his
assertion. " JOHN ABELL."

We have waited for the hon. gentleman-if
honorable would apply to such conduct as that-

Mr. SPEAKER, Order.

Mr. WALLACE--and we have waited in vain
for any such retraction. I have also here a letter
written to Mr. John Abell by the firm of Rice
Lewis & Son, Limited, in which they say:

" DEAR Sra,-We bave had our attention called to the
statement in the Mail newspaper of this date, in which
Mr. Cook, in his place in the House of Commons, has seen
fit to make the statement that the Abell Manufacturing
Company are in the hands of Rice Lewis & Son, Limited.
We have written to our member, Mr. Cockburn, and have
requested him to contradict this statement from his place
in the House of Commons. We are sorry that you should
be dragged into publicity in this way without any reason
or cause wbatever."
I think, in reference to those statements which
have been made by Mr. Abell and by the company
of Rice Lewis & Son, it is my duty to bring these
facts before the House, and to have the statement
contradicted as publicly as it was made. I have
known Mr. Abell for many years. He lived nearly
40 years in Woodbridge, where he built up a large
business, which he afterwards transferred to
Toronto. He bas also built up a reputation for
sterling honesty and integrity which any man in
this country might be proud of. He bas, from the
smallest beginning, by his indomitable energy, by
his ability, and by the qualities which are prized by
all good men, given himself a name in this country
an(d a reputation which should not be ruthlessly
and needlessly assailed by any man in this
country, be he a member of the flouse of Commons
or not. I am very sorry that the hon. member
for East Simcoe has not seen fit, in face of these
facts which ha knew of before, to withdraw the
assertions ha has made with reference to Mr. John
Abell.

Mr. COCKBURN. I may state, un confirmation
of what my bon. friend has just said, that I did
receive a letter from Rice Lewis & Co., one of the
largest firms in Toronto or in the Dominion ; and
they most unqualifiedly denied the statements
made lu this House by the lon. member for East
Simcoe (Mr. Cook). I had myself hoped that it
would have been unnecessary for me to rise un the
House and draw his attention to the misstate-
ments which he then made; I had fondly hoped,
although I was deceived mn my hope, that a sense
of honor of what was due by gentlemen, would
have led hin to get up in this House-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. COCKBURN. I am perfectly in order. I

stated that I had hoped. I did hope it then, but I
hope it no longer.

Some hon MEMBERS. Order, order. Take
it back.

Mr. COCKBURN. If hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House hope that he will correct
the misstatement, they have more expectations
than I have.

I r. LISTER. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman
la not in order.

Mr. COCKBURN. I am perfectly in order. I
merely stated that I had hoped that the hon.
gentleman would withdraw the words. would with-
draw the very serious charge which he had made
against a most respectable house, a house with
which he might be proud to be associated, if he.
ever had the chance of being taken into such a
partnership. I hope that since a most explicit de.
nial has been given by Mr. Abell, and also given by
a firm of such respectable standing as Rice Lewis
& Son, that the member for East Simcoe will con-
sider it a duty which he owes-I do not say to him-
self-but which he owes to this House, and which
he owes to these gentlemen whom ihe bas maligned,
to withdraw the statement which he made in this
House, and express his regret for having given
utterance to a statement so utterly unfounded.

Mr. COOK. If anything bas been said with
reference to the financial standing of Mr. Abell
he can thank his friend the hon. member for West
York (Mr. W'allace) for that statement, because I
never mentioned the name of Mr. Abell until after
the membei for West York had mentioned the
name himself. I am led to believe that Mr. Abell
bas not been a success in business in the city of
To'onto; that when ha went there he purchased a
large quantity of land, at that time of little value,
and since then land bas increased rapidly in value,
by which fact he has been able to extricate himself
from the difficulty in which he had been placed by
his removal to Toronto. That statement was made
to me by a member of the firm of Rice Lewis & Co. I
am m a position, as I said before, to make this state-
ment on the faith of a partner in the firm of Rice
Lewis & Co., who told me of this transaction. I
have been told since that the greater portion of
the building occupied by Mr. Abell, on Queen street,
is not operated by him, and is not occupied at
ail; it is only the southern part of the building that
be occupies, and the number of men is not very
great. I have no desire whatever to injure Mr.
Abell in the least, or any other gentleman doing
business in this country. I say again that Mr.
Abell's name came to the front by the action of the
bon. member for West York-his indiscreet friend,
his pretended friend, in fact, the -man who comes
here and attempts to browbeat the members of
this House because of a statement that the hon.
member made himself, that he had heard from
responsible parties who were themselves interested
in that transaction. Now, as regards the hon..
member for Centre Toronto (Mr. Cockburn) : We
know something of the doings of that hon. gentle-
man. We know that there are a class of men in
that city who have formed themselves into syndi-
cates who operate in booming property to the dis,
advantage and to the ruin of a great many others.
I will give you a little idea of the manner in which
that business is done. It does not lie in the mouth
of that hon. gentleman

Mr. COCKBURN. Mr. Speaker, are there to
be no1 "limits " to this hon. gentleman ?

Mr. COOK. It does not lie in the mouth of that,
hon. gentleman-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. I will ask my hon.
friend not to insinuate anything against the hon.
member for Toronto. I think the language of the
hon. member for Toronto was rather strong, and I
hope the hon. gentleman will not follow hie ex-
ample.
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Mr. COOK. I will endeavor, then, to set the
hon. gentleman an example. Now, Sir, there are
certain gentlemen who are interested in syndicates
in the city of Toronto, for the purpose of boom-
ing property ; there are a number of such syndi-
cates. One syndicate buys a tract of land in one
part of the city, and another syndicabe buys an-
-other tract of land in another part of the city.
Suppose there is a piece of land worth $5,000.
One gentleman in one syndicate would put a ficti-
cious value upon it of $30,000, and another
gentleman in another syndicate, in another section
of the city, does the same thing, and then they
trade together, and report that they have sold the
land at these ficticious prices.

An hon. MEMBER. Who does that?
Mr. COOK. A gentleman of the syndicate,

most of the parties, not every one, but a great many
of them who are interested in lands in that part of
the city. I do not say the hon. member for Centre
Toronto is one of that class ; I would not impute
motives of that kind to the hon. gentleman, al-
though he can impute motives to other gentlemen
in this House, and he can make statements that
are derogatory to the honor of gentlemen on this
side of the louse, and he can compare them with
other men-with Mr. Abell-and say that they
would be glad to be taken into certain firms. I
have never said a word against Mr. Abell.
I believe him to be a highly respectable citizen.
I have never said a word against him ; I only re-
peated statements that, as I said before, were
given to me by a member of the firm of Rice
Lewis & Co. I hope it will not injure him, if he
is in such a position that it would injure him, but
at the time I was only illustrating that this in-
iquitous tariff policy of the Government had ac-
tually ruined that man. I am glad to find it
stated by the hon. gentleman that such is not the
case ; I am glad that he has escaped. He is one of
the men who have escaped, and he has been fortun-
ate, for many have fallen under the harrow of the
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite. And that was
the manner in which this was brought to the at-
tention of the House. I have been told-I did not
see this in the Mail newspaper the other day-
that some friends or pretended friends of Mr.
Abell telegraphed him the statement, and then he
supposed he was being very unjustly dealt with,
and therefore he gave the papers his statement,
which he was very foolish to give. I wish to add
this statement : that so far as I was concerned I was
.only stating what was given to me by a member of
the firm of Rice Lewis & Co.

Mr. WALLACE. So far as regards the state-
ment

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has al-
ready spoken.

Mr. WALLACE. I want to make a statement
with respect to myself.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think there has already
been enough personal explanation on this subject,
and the business of the House should be proceeded
with.

Mr. HESSON. I move the adjournment of the
fouse.

Mr. WALLACE. I wish to refer to the state-
,ment made by the hon. member for East Simcoe
(Mr. Cook), that I brought up Mr. A&bell's name

Mr. S.xICuu.

in this House. I will show how much honestythere was in that statement.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. WALLACE. I did not say dishonesty; I

said I would show how much honesty there was in
it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This practice of moving
the adjournment of the House is so reprehensible
that something should be done to put it down.

Mr. WALLACE. It was said by the hon.
member for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook), that a large
manufacturer had left Woodbridge and come to
Toronto, and that to-day he was not worth a dollar
and did not employ a man. As only one large
manufacturer left Woodbridge and came to
Toronto, I say the hon. member for East Simcoe
could not have referred to anyone else except Mr.
Abell. That was the way in which the reference
was made; he did not mention the name at first,
but he mentioned it in such a way that every one
knew that reference could only be made to Mr.
John Abell. Then the hon. gentleman attempted
to get out of it by saying that some property other
than his manufacturing establishment is at present
not owned by Mr. Abell. But what has that to do
with the statement made, that he did not own a
dollar and did not employ a man? The hon. gentle.
man further said that if Mr. Abell was a good man
and in prosperous circumstances he could not be
hurt by any malicious statement made. Some men
cannot be hurt by any statement made ; but
although Mr. Abell stands high, a statement of
this kind, made on the responsibility of a member
of the House, is likely to do a great deal of injury.
I am sure there are men, not only on this side of
the Atlantic but on the other side of the Atlantic,
who would be pleased and gratified if their trans-
actions with certain Canadians had been as satis-
factory to them as the transactions of Mr. Abell
had been to his creditors. I am sure certain Glas-
gow shareholders, on the other side of the Atlantic,
would be so, as is pretty well known.

Mr. LAURIER. There is a lesson to be drawn
from this incident. If the manufacturers of agri-
cultural implements are so very successful, perhaps
the Government will consider whether they should
not remove the duty of 25 per cent. from that class
of goods.

Motion to adjourn withdrawn.
Mr. SPEAKER. I call the attention of the

House, as I did yesterday, to the fact that at this
period of the Session it is an abuseof the privileges
of the House to move the motion for adjournment
at the beginning of its sitting, more especially
when there is no other object to be served than
that of securing a repetition of what has already
been said.

Mr. MITCHELL. I notice that while yesterday
I obeyed the suggestion made by you, Mr. Speaker,
and took my seat, that course was not followed
to-day on the other side.

THE ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Before the House resolves

itself into Committee of Ways and Means, I desire
to draw the attention of tle Postnaster Gelieral
and the House to a matter of which I gave the
hon. Minister private notice some time ago-the
unfortunate position of our transatlantic mail
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service. Last year a discussion took place with Moville, a state of affairs which calls for the inter-
respect to improvements in this service, and it was ference of the hon. Postmaster General. The fact
contended by hon. gentlemen on this side of is, we talk about inducing passengers to come out
the House that we should not seek to obtain a by our Canadian lines, but unless we have better
service of the same character as that between steam vessels to offer them than are on the line
England and New York, that is greyhounds run- now, we need not hope for any increase, but, on
ning at a speed of twenty miles an hour. It was the contrary, we may look for a large decrease in
then stated by hon. gentlemen on this side of the our traffic.
House that some of our own Dominion lines were Mr. KENNY. I think it is very much to be re-
prepared, if the Government were willing to accept gretted that the hon. gentleman did not bring this
a reasonably fast service, to complete and put matter forward by resolution, when the hon. mem-
proper steamships on the line. The Government bers of the House who take an interest in the
did not see fit to do so. They required a service question might have had an opportunity of prepar-
varying from seventeen to twenty knots ; they were ing themselves to debate it. I cordially agree
not very definite or clear as to what they required. with every remark that has fallen from the hon.
They, at all events, gave us to understand that gentleman in reference to the very unsatisfactory
they required an extremely rapid service, and they condition of the present trans-Atlantic mail ser-
were going to enter into a contract with Messrs. vice. The hon. gentleman, and hon. members of
Anderson, and we were told that contract was this House who take an interest in this question,
approaching completion. Since then we have are aware that lately one of the subsidised
learned that the Government were unfortunate in ocean mail steamers of the Canadian Line
their dealings with Messrs. Anderson and they have actually had not coal enough to carry her on
not arrived at any contract, and at the present a fourteen days passage across the Atlantic,
moment the country is not in a position and was obliged to burn part of ber cargo to
to know whether the statement made by the right enable her to land her 700 passengers at their des-
lion. Premier as to the cause of the failure or the tination. The hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
explanation of the Messrs. Anderson is the correct Davies) bas read a letter pointing out the fact
explanation of the facts. We should know that, that the steamer Peruvian was fifteen and a-half
and we should know it at an early date. The point days malking the passage from Liverpool to Hali-
to which I desire to call attention is the fact fax to which he refers. Hon. gentlemen who
that the service we have to-day is in about as crossed the Atlantic in the days of the old paddle
unfortunate a position as it can be. Loud com- steamers of the Cunard Line will remember thatplaints have been made from time to time, parti- it was very exceptional when one of those steam-cularly by passengers, as to the condition of the ers was more than fourteen days on a passage.vessels now engaged in that service. I do not I myself have made many passages in the oldknow that the owners of the line-the Allan lne- Cunard paddle steamers, and I was never moreare to blame so much ; I think they are probably than fourteen days crossing the ocean. Yet, herenot so much to blame. They were willing to enter we are to-day subsidising a line of steamers, one
Into a proper contract and to supply proper boats ; of which takes nearly sixteen days to cross thebut the Government would not accept their offer, shortest Atlantic route. There is another point toand the mails are being carried under a very tem- which I wish to draw the attention of the Houseporary contract indeed. Of course, when the con- while this matter is under notice, and that is thetract is only a temporary one we cannot expect fact that the present contract enables the subsi-inen to invest large capital in the service, and we dised steamers to make their terminal ports out-must expect to obtain very inferior boats. Such is side of the Dominion. On an average, there arethe present condition of affairs. I hold in my hand from twenty to twenty-five passages made bya letter written from Halifax by a passenger who these subsidised steamers between England andarrived on the Peruvian the other day, and the Halifax and Portland. Every one of these steam-facts stated therein are such as demand the atten- ers lands on an average from 1,000 to 1,500 tonstion of the hon. Postmaster General. The writer of freight in a foreign port, while for the pastsays : two years they have not landed within the Do-

" I arrived here yesterday in the Peruvian. We had a minion more than an average of 200 tons ofterribly rough pasase of fiteen and a-half days; head freight for transhipment by mail to points in'wi!,ds and high seas alI the way across. The old steamer's
boilers are 16 years old, and the certificate of seaworthi- Canada. When we consider the very large dis-ne-s expired five days after we left Moville. The Captain bursement necessarily involved in the discharg-eould fot Press ber, and, as it was, sone time was lost in g of the inward cargo of these ships, and ther epairing the old boilers as we came along. There was inwam cag.fteesis n hgreat indignation among the assengers at having been loading of their outward cargoes, hon. members
entrapped on board an old thing practically without a will recognise that we are actually subsidising acertiflcate, upon the understanding that they had taken line of steamers to build up a foreign port at thePassage on a first-class steamer carryng the Canadianiails. They wanted me to draw up a round robbin, an expense of our own ports. Xow, Mr. Speaker, as
indio protest. but I declined, as I could not be regards the insinuation that the Government is tobeîhered. Weintended coming out by the Parisian, which be blamed because the contract was not made withWsas advertised to sail on the 15th, put forward I take it,as a decoy to prevent passengers ,oing by other convey the owners of the Allan and Dominion Lines, the
ances, and then she was withdrawn for fourteen days on statement of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davies) isthe plea that further repairs were needed." conclusive evidence that from the unsatisfactory
If the statements made in this letter are correct, manner in which they perforned the service they
and they are written by a gentleman in whose are not entitled to any special consideration.credibiity I have every confidence, and who is a I think, therefore, that it was wiser in the public
practical man and knows what he is talking about, interest-as unfortunately the price of iron hasthat steamer sailed with a certificate of seaworthi- advanced, and consequently the price of steamersass which expired five days after she left is ver. much increased-that the Government
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should wait for a year and secure a service
which shall be satisfactory, and which shall have
its terminal ports within the Dominion, than to
renew anything like a permanent contract with
companies which have done their work so very
unsatisfactorily as these two companies have
during the past two years.

Mr. HAGGART. In answer to the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Davies) I may state that in the contract
existing at present between the Dominion Govern-
ment and the Allan Line of steamers the terminal
ports are : Moville, Liverpool, Halifax, Quebec and
Montreal. A contract was entered into on the
12th of the present month, I think, which is only
to last for one year. Speaking fromn memory, as I
did not know that this matter would be discussed
to-day, I may say that I do not think the Peruvian
is one of the contract vessels. There are only
four or five of the best vessels belonging to
the Allan Line in the contract, and we have the
opportunity of substituting four or five vessels
for them ; among the latter three or four vessels
which the Allan Company promised to have repaired
and fitted up with triple-expansion engines. I
think the contract requires a speed of fourteen
knots per hour. As to the Peruvian which the
hon. gentleman speaks about, as soon as I got
his letter notifying me that he intended to make
the enquiry, I sent the following telegram to the
Allans' in Montreal :

" Notice is given that inq uiry will be made in the House
of Commons as to the condition of the Perutvian when
she left Liverpool on ber late trip to Halifax. Please
enable Postmaster General to reply by giving him all the
information in your power."
I got the following answer from Mr. Allan:-

" The fact of Peruvian having British Board of
Trade certificate that she was in every respect fitted and
found as a mail and passenger steamships, is ample proof
of her efficiency. The Board of Trade surveyors would
not have allowed .her to leave Liverpool had anything in
ber been deemed inefficient."
That was the answer I got to the query.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think, the
fact that she took fifteen days to come to Halifax
from Liverpool is primndfacie very strong evidence
that she was not fit to be a passenger or a sub-
sidised mail steamer.

Mr. HAGGART. I do not think she is a sub-
sidised mail steamer now.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). This discussion proves
what I have been endeavoring to show the House
for some time, namely : that the Government have
been very remiss in their duty in not dealing with
this question in a practical manner. It was evi-
dent from the first that the position taken by the
Government, as announced by the Minister of
Finance, could never be realised. We were told by
the Minister of Finance that they were going to
establish a line of twenty knots per hour boats,
equal to the fastest lines leaving the city of New
York. Those who were at all familiar with the
subject assured the hon. gentleman that no contract
could be entered into for such a speed, on such a
basis, for anything like the amount which the Gov-
erninent were offering for that service. That pre-
diction has been justified by the withdrawal of
Mesrs. Anderson from the temporary contract
which they entered into. Now, it is very import-
ant to understand this question thoroughly, that
the House should be in possession of a correspond-

Mr. KENNY.

ence to which I referred yesterday, because it is
evident that the Government did enter into a con.
tract, and it is evident that for some reason-whether
on account of the terminal ports on the other side,
or the speed required froma the vessels-Messrs.
Anderson were not able to carry out the contract.
1, therefore, repeat that before we can discuss this
question intelligently we should be put in posses-
sion of the reasons which induced Messrs. Ander-
son to sign the contract with the Government. I
regret very much to observe that the Government
have not proposed a renewal of the subsidy which
was in the Estimates last year.

Mr. FOSTER. What subsidy?
Mr. JONES (Halifax). The $500,000.
Mr. FOSTER. It was not in the Estimates.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). It was a resolution.

Up to the present time the Government have
given no intimation to the House of their intention
to ask for a renewal of that subsidy. Whether it
is required or not I do not know ; if it is required,
I hope they will deal with it.

Mr. FOSTER. It is an Act of Parliament.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Then that stands in a
different position ; I thought it was in the Esti-
mates. IHowever, be that as it may, the Govern-
ment do not show any anxiety to improve the mail
service. They have had it in their power at any
time during the last year or year and a-half to
make a contract with responsible parties for a ser-
vice of sixteen or seventeen knots, which is all that
this country requires. I think the Government
must be satisfied of that fact ; their own press lias
stated that to be ample; and they have at this
moment an intimation from reliable companies that
they are wilhing to put on steamers to undertake
the service on that basis, but the Government give
them no encouragement. The Government still
adhere to their absurd idea of attempting a twenty-
knot service. The two companies who have been
performing this work for some time have now some
large steamers under contract. I know that one
company, and I believe the other, have intimated
to the Government that if they would make an
arrangement with them they would have these
steamers nade capable of seventeen knots. Bot
the Government are shilly-shallying and puttang
the matter off froma year to year. It must
be remembered that the Governnent are not
accommodating the companies by giving then the
mails to carry, but that the companies are accom-
modating the Government ; they are merely carry-
ing the mails as an act of favor, and they will not
make the same effort as they would under other
circumstances; and unless the Government are
prepared to deal with this matter in a practical
manner the service will go on next year and the
year after in the same unsatisfactory way as it did
last year. I do not know anything about the long
voyage which has been referred to, but I know
that these companies have done good work in the
service of Canada in the past, and if during the
winter time a tempestuous voyage is longer than
usual, I suppose it is susceptible of explanatio. 1
do not stand here to justify these companies, because
their service to the country is a sufficient justifica-
tion ; but what I repeat is that the Government, by
their want of promptness and business management,
are allowng this affair to drift on in an unsatis-
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factory way. We know that the temporary
contract expired on the .12th of April, and if
they renew it for another year, when it i
up to the 12th of April next year, they will be in
precisely the same position that they are in to-day ;
and no company, no matter what their resources
may be, can go into the market and get a line of
steamers ready, with the necessary capacity, under
one or two years. The steamers have to be con-
tracted for and built, and all their arrangements
to be made; and so this delay may go on ad inft-
nitum. The sooner the House and the country
understand the position of this matter, the sooner
I hope public opinion will react on the Govern-
ment and compel them to do what any reasonable
business man would do under the circumstances,
providefor a permanent servicewithout unnecessary
lelay. The Government are responsible for the
unsatisfactory manner in which the service stands
at present, and apparently they do not intend to
take any immediate steps to bring about a remedy.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not propose to occupy
any time beyond what is necessary to endorse
every word that the hon. senior member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones) has said. I think the course of the
Government is unfair to the Allans, who were the
pioneers of this service, and who for thirty years
have performed the work as well as any company
could possibly do it. It is utterly impossible to
expect, with the delays and want of determination
on the part of the Government as to what will be
done, that these gentlemen can, under temporary
arrangements, give the country that accommoda-
tion which it has a right to expect. I believe the
Allans' have one or two fast steamers, and, with the
Dominion Line, performed the service each alter-
nate week with their steamers, and if one of
the steamers has made one long voyage, I do not
think the Allans' should be condemned for that
circumstance. I think the Government ought to
take some decided step to give the Allans a
permanent contract, with the understanding that
they will improve the speed of the vessels, or else
a(lopt an arrangement with some other company.
bomething ought to be done, and not have the ser-
vice depending on temporary arrangements.

Mr. FOSTER. With reference to the question of
the mail service, the bonafdes of the Government
was, of course, shown in its recommendation to the
House of a very large vote in order to get as good
a service as was possible between our own country
and European ports. The House very generously
placed the sum asked for at the disposal of the
Government, and the Government lost no time in
inviting tenders in the most public manner for a
service of a high class. Hon. gentlemen on both
sides of the House know that the provisional con-
tract given to the Messrs. Anderson was after a
length of time returned to the Government, because
of the inability of the Messrs. Anderson to carry
out the contract.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What speed was provided
for in that contract ?

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman will know
what the speed was, together with all the condi-
tions, when it becomes proper to bring the corres-
Pondence down to the House. We have already
discussed the question of bringing down the cor-
respondence, and the Government have stated that
they do not consider it best in the public interest

111

that it should be brought down at present. I was
g oing on to state that it was no fault of the

overnment that the Messrs. Anderson were not
able to carry out the provisional contract. -Hon.
gentlemen know that there was a very great rise
in the price of iron, and consequently in the cost
of ship building, which made it unwise for the
Government at such a time to ask for tenders for
another contract; but the Government in the
meantime made a provisional arrangement with
the Allan Line. I quite agree with the hon. gen-
tlemen opposite that we cannot expect a petfect
service from the Allans for a short time under a
mere temporary arrangement. The Government
have not, however, lost sight of the main part of
the business, which is, as soon as possible, and at
as an advantageous a rate as possible, to get the
best possible service between this country and the
old country, and we are now taking steps to bring
that about. The Government have not been lax in
the matter, or failed in any way in putting forth all
proper efforts, and at present the Government is
losing, and, in the interim, will lose no time in trying
to obtain what I think we all wish, a reasonably
good and well equipped service for carrying mails
and passengers between this country and the
English ports.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It does ap-
pear to me that the Government are treating the
House in this matter as if they were a parcel of
children. I do think that we are perfectly com-
petent to discuss this inatter and to receive the
information which would enable us to do so ; and
I doubt exceedingly whether, when the correspond-
ence is brought down, it will be found there were
any valid reasous in the public interest for not ac-
quainting the House with it. What information
has leaked out appears to point to a very strong
difference of opinion between those gentlemen and
the Premier, or whoever was conducting this mat-
ter on behalf of the Government. It does appear
to me that nothing will be lost in the public in-
terest by discussing this thing fully on the floor of
the House. The House is aware that business
men all over the country entertained from the
first the very gravest doubts as to whether it was
at all possible to carry out what the Government
proposed to do, and I believe that the policy
enunci>ted by the Goverument, more particularly
that part which proposes a terminus at a French
port, is utterly indefensible from any point of
view and calculated to injure the prospects of the
line in the highest degree. Under these circum-
stances, it was the duty of the Government to
bring these down, and the public interest is more
likely to be injured, a bad bargain to be made,
and the public money to be lost, by refusing the
information than by bringing it down.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. the Minister of
Finance said the Government were still in negotia-
tion. The hon. gentleman must know that they have
an offer from one company at least, and that the
Dominion line, to entertain the proposition to put
on steamers of seventeen knot speed and to make
arrangements at an early day to convert a steamer,
which this company is now building, of some 6,000
tons, into a seventeen knot boat, but when they
approached the Minister of Finance, they could
not get any assurance that the Government would
entertain such a proposal. Therefore, neither that
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company nor the Allans would proceed to make
the arrangements necessary to carry out such a
contract. If the Government had been willing to
enter into an arrangement for a seventeen knot
service at a moderate rate, probably for considera-
bly less than the amount placed at their disposal,
we should have a seventeen knot service at an
early day.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itseif into Committee of
Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)
Sugar-candy, brown or white, and confectionery, in-

cluding sweetened gums, 11 cents per pound and 35 per
cent ad valorem.

Sweetened biscuits of all kinds, candied peels, popcorn,
preserved ginger, condensed milk, and condensed coffee
with milk, 35 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to make some trans-
position between 150 and 159. After sweeetened
gums in 158, I wish to add candied peels, con-
densed milk, when sweetened, and condensed
coffee with milk, when sweetened. These belonged
to that category before, and I find they were
transposed to the second one, 159, to which they
do not properly belong. The duty is left the
same.

Cut tobacco, 40 cents per pound, and 121 per cent.
ad valoren.

Mr. FOSTER. Cut tobacco came in the same
as other tobacco. A change has been made so as
to give an increase from 30 to 40 cents.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
supposed value of that cut tobacco ?

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend beside me (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) informs me it is retailed at $1.50 per
pound.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is with
the duty added. If I am correctly advised, the
original value is very small. Speaking impartially,
for I neither smoke or chew, nor intend to, it must
be remembered this is a luxury very largely in-
dulged in by a large number of people. And
although, if you want revenue, I would have no
objection to your getting it out of tobacco or
spirits, I am told that this tobacco costs only 7
cents a pound, and in that case the addition to the
duty of 10 cents a pound requires some explana-
tion, and ought to bring a large addition to the
revenue. How much do you expect from it ?

Mr. FOSTER. Not very much, I think. There
has been no distinction between the cut tobacco
and the plug tobacco, and this is to make the dis-
tinction between the cut and the plug. Cuttobacco
is supposed to be so much sweeter than plug
tobacco, that I think no one will object to this
duty.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Still, it is a
rather stiff addition to the duty.

Mr. FOSTER. I should not like to cut it my-
self for the difference.

Mr. WALDIE. Does this apply to cut stems as
well as to the cut leaf ? The cut stems are only
worth about 10 cents a pound, and they are sold in
large quantities in barrels.

Mr. JONEs (Halifax).

Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon. gentleman any idea
how many people there are in this country who are
expected to make their living by cutting tobacco?

Mr. FOSTER. We have no statistics in regard
to that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. • I think we
ought to know how nuch revenue it is expected to
get from this.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no way of telling that
by the returns, because this was not denominated
before. I do not think it will be very large.

Files and rasps, 10 cents per dozen and 30 per cent, ad
valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to drop that item.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the

effect of dropping it ?
Mr. FOSTER. That will leave it as it was be-

fore.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was

the duty before ?
Mr. FOSTER. 35 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad

that is dropped, because I intended to move in re-
gard to it.

Picks, mattocks, hammers weighing 3 pounds each or
over, sledges, tracks tools, wedges or crow bars of iron or
steel, 1 cent per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I might call
the attention of the Government to a curions fact
in connection with this tax, which is illustrative
to some extent of the way in which our tariff
works. In the first place, I would ask if this is
an additional duty? •

Mr. FOSTER. It is the same.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is not a

matter of very great moment in one sense, but it
is slightly noteworthy as to the effect of the tariff.
I find that there is a very considerably higher
duty on all this class of goods imported from Great
Britain, which imports our goods free, aud the
duty which is levied on goods of the same class from
the United States. The duty on the goods from
Great Britain appears to be about 52 per cent., and
the duty on goods from the United States soie-
thing under 40 per cent. I wonder that the hon.
gentlemen do not remedy that anomaly; I wonder
that these loyal British subjects have such a curi-
ous way of showing their loyalty.

Mr. BOWELL. Where do you find that ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On page 227

of the Trade and Navigation Returns, I find that
the value of these articles inported from Great
Britain was $2,329, on which a duty was collected
of $1,195, which is about 52 per cent. From the
United States, the imports amounted to $3,878,
and the duty was $1,469, which, speaking roughlY,
is about 35 per cent., or a little more. To show
our loyalty, we tax these articles of prime neces-
ity about 17 per cent. more when they corne from
Great Britain than we do when they corne from
the United States. If I had done that, I suppose
the whole of the members on the other side of the
House would have risen up to denounce me as a
traitor, but the hon. gentleman does it without a
whimper being heard from the loyal Imperial
federationists on that side, none of whom, by the
way, I see here at present.
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Mr. FOSTER. I do not think my hon. friend
(Sir Richard Cartwright) has observed the differ-
eut qualities of these articles imported from the
United States and Great Britain, respectively, or
lie would see that, if the same class of article
came from Great Britain as that which comes from
the United States, there would be no difference in
the duty, but if the quality which comes from
Great Britain is better than that which comes from
the United States, the duty is necessarily larger.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The House
will observe that the Minister of Finance does not
deny the facts ; he does not deny that there is a
duty of 17 per cent. extra on the British article
to that which is imposed on the American article,
so that the Government are discriminating against
the loyal British article, and in favor of the
traitorous United States article.

Shovels and spades, shovel and spade blanks, and iron
or steel eut to shape for same, $1 per dozen and 25 per
cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
supposed value of what are called shovel blanks
and spade blanks ? What I want to ascertain is
of some importance. It might save the hon.
gentleman some trouble if he could give us the
equivalent of these double duties. For instance,
what does the specific duty on shovel blanks,
coupled with the ad valorem duty, amount to ? If
I am correctly informed, I understand that the
duty on these articles ranges from 50 per cent. to
75, or even 80 per cent. This appears to be an
outrageous duty, whether it is imposed for pur-
poses of revenue or for purposes of protection.
These are articles which are used by every
agriculturist, by every market gardener, by
almost every day laborer, and this appears to be a
monstrous duty to impose upon such articles, and I
cannot conceive on what score such a large duty
can be defensible. In the first place, it can hardly
produce any revenue ; and, in the next place, it is
a direct tax on articles of prime necessity to the
agricultural population.

Mr. FOSTER. Of course, in an article like
shovels and spades with such a large range of
prices, it is difficult to get any duty which, if it
bears heavily in the one case, would not bear lightly
in another, that is, to range one duty for a large
class so as to bear equally on all the parts. If the
shovel and spade are of a small variety and low
value, then $1 per dozen added to the 25 per
cent. may be a high duty ; but if these tools are
of a better grade and the price is higher, then the
duty is very small.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
value of a high grade and what is the value of a
low grade?

Mr. FOSTER. I have not the figures, but they
must range between a very. low and a very higl

Mr. WALDIE. These common shovels are
Worth from$3 to $4 a dozen. I think that would be
60 per cent. on the common kind. I am glad that
aone of them are imported into Canada, because
they are too common. When we come to a better
quality I do not think the duty is more than 35
per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. It would be still less in some
cases.

111i

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Seeing the hon.
Finance Minister is not doing this for revenue pur-
poses, I hope that he will take the interest of the far-
mers into consideration. It is an article of prime
importance to every farmer of the country. It is
used by them in their barns and stables, and it is
an article that every laboring man who works in
the country has got to provide for himself. In
Western Ontario, a large number of workmen
make their living digging drains in the summer,
and here they have got to pay 45 per cent. on
picks and over 32 per cent. on shovels. I can re-
member that, last Session, the hon. Finance Minis-
ter showed us how the incidence of taxation would
bear upon the wealthy man who went to New York
to buy pianos, upon which he would pay 20 per
cent. Last night it was shown that the physicians,
a class far better able to spend money than the
farmers are, would only pay a duty of 20 per cent.
on surgical instruments; while here, the laboring
men and the farmers have to pay from 45 to 50 and
60 per cent. on their shovels and spades.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman and the House will observe that I have
not in this instance commented on the manufac-
turer's part in this matter, for the reason that I
am inclined to believe that these enormously high
duties do not afford them anything like the pro-
tection that appears to be involved, by reason of
the enormous increase which the policy of the
Government has made to the cost of the raw
material, the iron and steel required to be used.
But I do want to draw attention to the innumer-
able ramifications of the duty on iron, and the
immense additional duty which has lately been
put upon iron in the raw state, and it almost
compels the Government to maintain these exces-
sive high taxes on articles of common use. You
cannot possibly continue to tax iron without, as in
this case, taxing the agriculturists enormously
higher than they need to be taxed.

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not think we should
allow this item to pass without pressing upon the
Minister the necessity of reducing the duty on
spades and shovels. It is an outrageous thing that
farmers should be called upon to pay 45 or 50 per
cent. upon spades and shovels simply because it is
not thought desirable to have them manufactured
in this country. We have no desire to prevent
the introduction of these articles, but we say that
the protection granted under this tariff is unreason-
able. Shovels and spades without the handles are
charged a specific duty of $1 a dozen, besides 25 per
cent.; that amounts to 45 or 50 per cent. I cannot
understand why the Government should do this.
An enormous quantity of these tools are used in
this country. I think that the protection on these
goods in this country has been going on long
enough to enable parties to make spades an
shovels without the assistance of the Government.
This manufacture was going on in Canada before
the National Policy was introduced, and I do not
think it is necessary that the Government should
keep their ears open to the remonstrances of those
people who are anxious to make more money out of
the people than they are entitled to make. It is a
piece of gross injustice; it is simply for the pur-
pose of building up a huge wealthy institution and
giving them power to collect from the people of
this country money that they are not entitled to.
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Mr. WELSH. I quite agree with the remarks

made by the hon. member for Huron, and other
gentlemen in this House, and I will suggest that
the Finance Minister strike out the 25 per cent.
ad valorem, and leave the $1 a dozen. That would
be about 8 cents on every shovel. If the farmers
and laborers of the country pay 8 cents into the
revenue on every shovel they use, I think that
would be quite sufficient. I have never interfered
with this tariff much, but I would suggest to the
Minister that he make this change on behalf of the
working classes.

Mr. FOSTER. I am afraid I could not adopt
the suggestion of my hon. friend who spoke last.
That would be rather against his own policy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then lay the
duty on the other way, strike out the $1 a dozen
and leave the 25 per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman is very
accommodating. The hon. member for Queen's,
P.E.I. (Mr. Welsh), proposes that we should drop
the 25 per cent. and leave the $1 a dozen, and
when he finds that that would tax the poor man's
shovel and leave the fancy shovel of the amateur
almost without any duty, the hon. member for
South Oxford then turns round, and is willing to
have it fixed the other way. Although there is a
high duty, these shovels are largely made in our
own country, and the competition between the
shovelmakers themselves keeps the price down. I
think the hon. gentleman can buy good shovels, as
I have to sometimes, very cheaply indeed, on
account of their being manufactured by several
firms, and the competition keeps the price down.
My hon. friend for Halton (Mr. Waldie) can bear
testimony to the good grade of these shovels.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We brought
in last year 47,000 spades and shovels with-
out handles, so it is tolerably clear that, with a
higher rate of duty, the Canadian manufacturers
must charge close up to the limits of it, or else
this 40,000 would not be brought in. It is curious
to observe, again, that here, also, by an extra-
ordinary freak of our tariff, we charge 52 per
cent. on the English article as against 40 per cent.
on the American article. An hon. gentleman
near me suggests that it was not a freak ; that it
was done purposely.

Mr. FOSTER. That is very ungenerous.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The value of

the English article is $6,192, and the duty on it
$3,221, about 52 per cent. The value of the
American article is $8,000, and the duty, $3,444, a
fraction over 40 per cent., a direct discrimination
against the mother country of 12 per cent. in the
article of spades and shovels alone.

Mr. FOSTER. Does not each country pay ex-
actly the same rate of duty ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Apparently
not. Our country is paying 52 per cent. on the
value of the article, and the other pays 41 or 42
per cent., to be very exact, on the value of the
article.

Mr. FOSTER. Perhaps there is a difference in
the quality of the article.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That may be;
but it does not affect the rate of duty. The ad
valorem percentage, according to the hon. gentle-

Mr. McMummw.

man's own tables, on the articles imported from
Great Britain, is over 52 per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. 51 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And the

other is a little over 40 per cent. Where are all
the Imperial Federationists ? What are they think.
ing about while these important facts are being
disclosed, in regard to discriminations in trade
against the mother country ?

Mr. FOSTER. They do not appreciate the
facts.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They do not
appreciate any facts that bear on the questions,
which are of great interest as between English and
American goods. I know very well the temper
entertained by a great many English manufactur-
ers towards us on account of these irregularities in
the tariff, with which they are very familiar.
They are keenly alive to the facts in regard to the
practical working of the tariff, and much has been
said about our discriminating in favor of American
as against English goods, for we find hon. gentle-
men opposite are practically discriminating
against English and in favor of American goods.

Mr. McMULLEN. The duty on shovels and
spades is more than equal to 8 per cent., as has been
stated. A dozen shovels will cost about $3.50, or
as low as $3. A large number of these common
shovels are used by farmers in the spring, and the
duty on them will not be less than 40 or 50 per
cent., while on the better quality the duty will be
less.

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to drop No. 168, and
to leave the duty as before, 35 per cent.

Trunks, valises, hat-boxes, carpet bags and carpen-
ters' tool baskets, 30 per cent. ad valoren.

Mr. FOSTER. Trunks bore a duty of 30 per
cent., valises 10 cents and 30 per cent. A valise
may have been of trifling value or worth $8 or $10,
and the same remark applies to satchels. Carpen-
ters' tool bags bore a duty of 10 cents each and 30
per cent., while in some cases the bag was not worth
more than 10 cents or 15 cents.

SirRICHARDCARTWRIGHT. WhatIwould
suggest is that carpenters' tool baskets should be
placed on the general list, which is 20 per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. I will do that, and strike it
from this item.

Mr. COOK. The trunk manufacturers, under
the benign policy of the Government, have been
doing a rushing business. They can hardly supplY
the wants of the people who wish to leave the
country. I thought, perhaps, it was part of the
policy of the Government to increase the duty onl
trunks, in order to stop the exodus.

Mr. FOSTER. We will leave that to the hon.
gentleman when he comes in.

Satchels, pocket-books and purses, 35 per cent. ad
valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. This is an increase of 5 per
cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why do you
require this 5 per cent. increase ? Is it required
for revenue purposes, or, if not, for what special
purpose is it required ?
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Mr. FOSTER. It is not required for the purpose
of revenue, but for the assistance of the branch of
industry that is engaged in making these articles.
Pocketbooks and purses are being well made in
this country, but the manufacturers have to meet'
very heavy competition, and they have to pay a
pretty large duty on the goods which enter into
their manufacture, and so, when we came to work
out the matter, we found that they had not very
large protection. We, therefore, propose to give
them an additional 5 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In my part
of the country the necessity for the use of pocket-
books and purses is rapidly diminishing, and I do
not suppose this increased duty will burden the
people very much.

Mr. FOSTER. Then there cannot be very much
objection to the increase.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As regards
my part of the country, which is adjacent to the
city represented by the hon. the First Minister,
the duty will certainly not damage our people very
much. Where are the manufactories situated ?

Mr. FOSTER. There are two in Toronto, some
in Montreal and one in Hamilton.

Mr. MITCHELL. While the people in the
constituency of the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) may not want pocket-
books, they certainly will require, on account of
the exodus, a good many satchels.

Mr. FOSTER. The duty on satchels bas been
lowered. If the poor people do not want purses,
they will not have to complain of the duty, while
wealthy gentlemen, like my hon. friend opposite,
need not complain ; and as regards satchels, the
duty has been reduced.

say you are going to tax everybody else and take
from them their honest earnings to hand over to
somebody who is iaking pocket-books or purses in
Montreal or Toronto. I am astonished that men
can sit quietly by and see such gross injustice done
in this free country, where every man is supposed
to earn his money honestly, and where we (o earn
it by hard toil. You do not seem to hesitate in
this course, nor do you seem to think there is any-
thing wrong in it, while to all right-minded people
it is clearly a violation of the natural and moral
law, and a violation of right. But you become
accustomed to it, and the people have lost their
independence and have become demented when
they allow you to take their money in this manner
and hand it over to other people. I see that hon.
gentlemen opposite laugh at this ; for they cannot
see that there is anything wrong in robbing one
man by law to give his hard-earned means to
another man. The people submit to it, and why
do they submit to it ? Because party lias robbed
men of their independence and political morality,
and independence of thought and action have been
crushed out by your system, and we have to sub-
mit to be kicked, and cuffed, and spit upon for
party purposes,

Mr. MeMILLAN (Huron). I have been a little
astonished at the Minister of Finance, because lie
statesthat in this branch of business the conpetition
has become v, ry keen and that this duty is required
to assist the manufacturers. I understood always
that the National Policy was introduced to estab-
lish industries, but the Minister of Finance now
says that when we have established more indus-
tries than the country really requires, we must
impose an extra duty in order that these manufac-
turers may live. I would like to know when is this

Mr. GILLMOR. The coolness with which the going to end? Te competition is beconnng too
Minister of Finance answered this question about keen in ail branches of industry. I visited one or
adding to the prices of these articles for the benefit two woollen factories, recently, and I found their
of the manufacturers, strikes me as a very singular shelves lîned with goods and their milîs standing
thing, I can understand that the Government idle; and these gentlemen wilI, no doubt, say:
have a right to tax people, in order to carry on the There is too mach competition ; we cannot carry on
affairs of the country, and to make people support our business; we are losing money. Where is this
our institutions. We have to submit to that. But bleeding of the general public going to end, if this
when the Government of this free country proposes permcious system is to be followed, and if the Gov-
to take money out of the pockets of one class of the going te continue puttmg on a duty to
community to give to another class, I do not under- encourage industries, and then, wben you have en-
stand that principle of taxation. We are dealing couraged too many of these industries, put on an
with this question as though it was a trifling ma extra duty to support tm.
ter. The money which a man earns by his toil, or Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am rather astonished
by his enterprise of any kind, is his own ; and by that my hon. friend (Mr. Gilîmor), after sittlug
what law, natural or moral, do you, gentlemen here for so many years and seeing the course taken
Opposite, sit down here and openly admit that you by the Government, should express surprise at
are takmug one man's earnings to give them to what is belug done now. Why, the Government
another man? I am astonished that in a free la carryiug out a scriptural lujunction: "To hlm
country, where we profess to be free men, and that hath they give, and to him that lath not they
where every man has a right to what he earns are takiug away evex that which lie bath." That
honestly, that you are not ashamed to stand up is the rule upox which the Governmext las long
here, in the nineteenth century, and propose deli- acted, axd there is no reason, 1 suppose, wly they
berately and without a blush, that you are going should not still adhere te it. There is au advan-
to take a man's money and give it to another man. tage to then in pursuing this rule, because, when
Why, if a private individual attempted to take aid ia required te carry on elections, it is mucl
iloney out of my pocket to give to another man, it easier to deal with a few men thax it is te deal
would be a crime and lie would be incarcerated. But witl a large number, and SO there la every reasox
You sit down here in free Canada, which has been why the Goverument slould continue to pursue
educated and instructed from the pulpit, and you tle course which it las hitherto adopted. Then
Speak as a matter of course, that you are going to agalu, Mr. Chairmax, the Goverameut are pro-
roh milions out of one class of the people to give posmg te help people along ix varions enterprises,Sother People. You do not liesitate or blua t when otherwise they could not s dceed at ail.
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They assume that the people of this country require
a sort of commission of lunacy to issue on their
behalf, and as they would be altogether incompetent
to decide what course or what industries to engage
in, in order that their capital might be profitably
invested, the Government undertake to regulate
these industries, that otherwise might not be
established in the country at all. And so in the
community, instead of every man being left re-
sponsible for the investment of his own capital and
the conduct of his own business, the Government
take paternal care of it, and undertake to decide
for him what in other countries he is supposed to
decide for himself. My hon. friend beside me (Mr.
Gillmor) has very old-fashioned notions. He has
not learned the new notions which prevail on the
Treasury benches, and which the Government
have found so useful to them.

Mr. MITCHELL. In what way ?
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Why, the hon. gentle-

men are on the Treasury benches, and they would
not have been there under different circumstances.

Mr. MITCHELL. In what way ?
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). My hon. friend knows

that quite as well as I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, I know it, and I will

tell you. It is in this way : When these people
come up and want an increase of 5 cents specific
and 5 cents additional ad valorem, I venture to say
that they pretty generally understand that when
the time comes around, $500 or $5,000 will be
needed from them for the election fund. That is
the way it is useful to the Government at election
time.

Plants, viz.: Fruit, shade, lawn and ornamental trees,
shrubs and plants, N.E.S., 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps, Sir,
it would be convenient that on this first item we
should have a discussion on the following twelve,
which are substantially the same. Of course I
have no objection to carry it on item by item. I
really think that, in the interest of the great mass
of the people, at any rate, the Government ought
te carefully consider this duty. The fact is, and I
think it must be familiar to my hon. friends who
take any interest in horticulture, that it is highly
desirable, indeed almost vital, to the successful
prosecution of fruit growing, that you should be
allowed to get trees where you can get them best
and in any quarter without impediment; because,
as everybody knows, our trees in this country are
very apt to wear out. I hardly know at this
moment where to go, in Ontario at any
rate, to get anything like plum trees, which
can be depended upon to bear fruit. I have
tried in every imaginable quarter unsuccessfully,
and that bas been the experience of a good
many of my neighbors ; and the same remark
applies in a pronounced degree to all these duties
on fruit trees and shrubs. Moreover, I believe,
the tax imposed will bear an enormous proportion
to the value of the articles, taking into account the
larger number that perish in transport. We have
already discussed the point, that a re-imposition of
these taxes is pro tanto a repeal of the reciprocity
clauses in the Tariff Act of 1879, and is likely to
encourage retaliation fron our neighbors, and I
shall say no more on that. There cannot be much
revenue, and even if thete should be, it is not needed.

Mr. MiLLs (Bothwell).

But, in my judgment, a considerable inconvenience
will be experienced from the re-imposition of these
duties by those who grow orchards, and I
hope the Goverunment will reconsider their inten-
tion of imposing them. I know why it is imposed,
not for the general 'benefit, but in the interest of a
few nurserymen scattered up and down this coun-
try. If these men could supply our wants, there
might be something to be said for it, but in a coun-
try like ours, with such a narrow range of clirnate,
it is exceedingly foolish to accede to their demands,
by putting on duties which, if not prohibitive, will
seriously interfere with fruit culture.

Mr. BRIEN. As the Government have already
made some reductions in the tariff, perhaps they
might consider whether they cannot reduced this
duty. I see that grape vines costing 10 cents and
less are charged 3 cents each. Would the inference
from that be that if they cost over 10 cents they
will come in free ?

Mr. FOSTER. No ; they come in under the
general rate of 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BRIEN. Well, I hope the Government will
see their way to making some reduction in these
duties, which on the basis of our imports of last
year, will be very burdensome. Last year our
imports of nursery stock, with the amount of duty
paid, were as follows:-

Number.

Apple trees................
Cherry
Peach " ................
Pear ................
Plum ................
Quince ................
S h a de and ornamental

trees .. ...............
Grape and strawberry,

vines ....................

Total................

542,886
25,072
84,583
77,752
67,843
8,433

34,731

6,435

Rate Amount
of of

Duty. Duty.

2 c. $10,857 72
4 10028S
4 3,383 32
4 3,002 os
5 3,392 15
2J 210 72

20 p. c. 6,946 20

.......... 24,13125

.......... $52,926 32

Therefore this duty is really prohibitive. There
are many inequalities in this tariff. The poor man
who digs a grave bas to pay from 35 to 40 per cent.
on his spade, and the doctor has to pay only 20
per cent. on the instrument with which he pro-
bably killed the patient.

Mr. CARPENTER. So far as grape vines are

concerned, we have three nurserymen in the county
I represent, who, last year, propagated over a
million vines, and what can be said of the grape
vines can be said of almost every other class of
fruit. All our nurserymen ask is to have the
privilege of supplying our own people, which, I
think, should be allowed to them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. All they ask
is that the whole public should be taxed for the
sake of half a dozen people. All they ask is that
they should be allowed to put their hands into m'y
pockets and into the pockets of everyone else who
grows fruit, and rob us for their private advantage,
and the imposition of this duty is simply aiding
and abetting robbery by these people. They have
no right to take my money. The Government
may have a right to take it for the general public
defence and public utility. But there is the in-
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wardness of the whole duty : It is for the purpose
of robbing the public for the benefit of a few
people, otherwise a million or more of these various
articles would be imported from the United States.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The hon. gentle-
man is pretty strong in his language.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. All protection
is robbery, for that matter.

Ir. FERGUSON (Welland). I can tell the hon.
gentleman that, so far as fruit trees are concerned,
we (1o not want any protection against a legitimate
trade on the part of Arnerican nurserymen. But,
when the market of the United States becomes gup-
plied with trees, a very inferior kind are thrown
together in packages and sent to this country, to
be sold by agents to our farmers.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Oh.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The hon. gentle-

man says " oh," but I venture to say that lie never
planted a fruit tree in his life, and knows nothing
about the business. I have had some experience
in this matter, and I can state that the farner,
after he buys his tree, has to wait for five or six
years to ascertain what kind of tree lie has got, and
if he does not get the kind he ordered, but one of
an inferior quality, lie bas no recourse against the
person who sold it to him.

Mr. BRIEN. I repudiate any such insult, so
far as the people I have the honor to represent,
are concerned, because they do know the difference
between these different plants and fruits.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I do not deny for
a moment, that every farmer knows the difference
in the different classes of fruit, but no man can
tell by a peach tree, or a pear tree, what class of
fruit it is going to bear when grown. He cannot
tell by the bark, nor can lie tell until the fruit
grows upon the tree.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would like to ask the hon.
member for Welland, whether the large nurseries,
such as those of Rochester, N.Y., have not a char-
acter as high as that of the nurseries in his own
county. I would ask him, whether these people are
not scrupulous as to the character of the stock they
furnish. My experience as a farmer is, that the best
nursery stock we get comes from the United States.
These gentlemen have a reputation and a character
to be particular about, and it is an object to them to
maintain their reputation for business integrity.
This proposition is simply one to make the farmers
contribute thousands of dollars per annum for the
benefit of a few nursery growers in this Province.
It is not a tax in the general interest. It is an t
imposition on the farmer, and if this Government e
intend to do anything for the farmer-and they
are professing to do something by the duty on t
meats-let them give the farmer, free of duty, the I
raw, material or the stock necessary to put into his iorchard for the production of fruits. Let him pur- fchase that stock where lie can get it to the best t
adlvantage, and not compel him to buy from a class tof nurserynen who, it is claimed, supply inferior
stock to that furnished by nurserymen in the bUnited States. In my experience, I have found hmore inferior stock in nurseries on this side of the aine than on the other. If, as the hon. gentleman galleges, the Americans dump on us their over-pro- n

uction at much less than it is worth, that is no t
disadvantage to the farmers, but, on the contrary,
is an advantage to them. ' c

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The hon. geutle-
man tries to make me say what I did not. What
I did say was that we have no objection to legiti-
mate competition, but, as the hon. gentleman
knows, the surplus stock of the United States
nurseries is sold w jobbers who bring this stock to
this country and sell it to our farmers. Does the
hon. gentleman not think that the nurserymen of
this country have as high a character and are as
careful of their reputation as those who grow fruit
trees on the other side of the border. We have as
high-minded a class of men in that trade as they
have in the United States, but the hon. gentleman
seens to think there is nothing in the shape of
man or beast, or produce in this country, equal to
the United States. As far as the nurserymen are
concerned, we have as good nurserymen here as
can be found in the neighboring republic. I do
not say anything against the nurserynen on the
other side, or against their legitimate trade, to which
we have no objection. They are careful of their
reputation and character in the markets where
they expect to sell 90 per cent. of their goods, but
the other 10 per cent. they sacrifice and sell to
jobbers who carry them to this country, to sell to
our farmers, and our farmers cannot tell, until the
fruit appears upon the tree, the character of the
fruit they are purchasing.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman has
made a statement with regard to the farmers of
Canada at variance with the facts of the case. The
farmers are not so unenterprising that they will be
ready to take any tree or plant the jobber may
bring. Why should a jobber undertake to sell
fruits of this class in Canada? Why should the
10 per cent. come into Ontario any more than in
Michigan? Where does the hon. gentleman find
trees purchsed by the farmers of this country of
the kind lie mentions ? The hon. gentleman is
drawing on his imagination for his facts. The
truth is that the farmers of Ontario are just as
particular about the character of the fruit trees
which they plant in their orchard as any farmers
in the State of New York and Ohio. I believe the
farmers of Ontario are just as well informed, just
as enterprising, and take as much pride in their
farm operations as those in New York and Ohio,
and are no more ready to buy the refuse stock
which may be brought in froin Rochester than to
buy the refuse stock fron the nurseries in the hon.
gentleman's own county. It is trifling with the
common sense of the House for any bon. member
to address to the Committee the kind of argument
lie hon. gentleman bas, from time to time,
addressed to this House upon the question.
le says you cannot tell what sort of fruit
lie tree will bear until it actually does bear.
'f that were so, you could not tell it fron a nursery
n the hon. gentleman's own county any more than
rom a nursery in the State of New York. The
ruth is that the hon. gentleman is mistaken. Can
he bon. gentleman not tell the difference between a
Rhode Island Green apple tree and a Northern Spy,
etween a Northern Spy and a Baldwin, yet the
on. gentleman parades himself before this House
s a farmer. I venture to tell him that if lie would
o among the farmers in his own county, he would
ot find that they could not tell whether an apple
ree is of the one variety or the other, and the
rgument that the farming population of this
ountry are a class for which a commission of lunacy
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must be issued and that the hon. gentleman himself
must take charge of that commission, is assuming a
good deal. Yet that is the position taken by the hon.
gentleman. I believe it is of great importance to the
Ontario farmers that they should go more largely
into fruit-growing than they have gone hitherto;
and it is not promoting their interests to put im-
pediments in the way of their planting out large
orchards in that peninsula which lies between the
Great Lakes and the West. The hon. gentleman
talks about the interests of the fruit growers. I
will venture to say that the interests of the farmers
in any one township, ten years hence, if the Gov-
ernment will take off the tax in this matter and
leave trees and shrubs of all sorts come in free
will be infinitely of more consequence than the
interests of all the nurserymen from now until
the day of judgment. The hon. gentleman pro-
poses to sacrifice the interests of hundreds of
thousands of people-interests that will affect the
population to the extent of millions within a few
years-for the purpose of promoting immediately
the interests of a few parties who are engaged in
the nursery business. Such a course is most un-
wise, yet that is the course the hon. gentleman
proposes. I do not say that the nurserymen of
Canada are not of as high class as those of any-
where else, but no nurseryman would, apart from
all considerations of high principle, be so foolish
as to sacrifice his future interests by selling stock
which is of no value or not of the class repre-
sented. So far as I know, there are no job lots
put up in the way the hon. gentleman speaks of.
How are the American fruit trees brought into
this country ? They are brought by fruit tree
agents who show the farmer a statement of the
kind of trees he requires. Then a contract is en-
tered into in which the varieties of trees are set
out. They begin to prepare those trees in the
early winter, and they ship them at the proper
season when they should be planted. I do not
believe, as far as I know, that any one of these
American firms lias attempted to impose upon the
farming population a different class of trees from
that which it has undertaken to provide. I have
purchased a good many of these trees myself, and
I have found, when they came to bear, that the
frqit they produced was the kind which I had pur-
chased. It seems to me that there must be great
inequalities in this proposed list, and I do not un-
derstand upon what rule the Government are im-
posing these specific duties. I would like to know
from the Minister of Finance what is the amount
of the ad valorem rate he intends to impose upon
the various trees and vines mentioned here, and
whether that is intended to be uniform, or whether
he intends to impose higher duties upon some sorts
of trees than upon others?

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) does not appear to be as well informed
as many farners are, in regard to the tricks which
are perpetrated upon them with fruit trees. In
the part of the country from which I come, orchards
have been planted and the names of the trees have
been registered, but, when the trees were bearing
and the fruits were shown, disputes have arisen,
because these fruits were not true to name, and we
have had to send sample of apples to Beadle for
examination, and those samples have been found to
be of a different kind from what the trees were sold

Mr. Mniws (Bothwell).

for. In my own garden, not one out of ten trees
that I obtained through an American agent, turned
out to be as described. I have often been engaged
as a judge of fruit, and I know that troubles arise
annually with us, and we are obliged to apply to
the nurserymen te settle these disputes, because
the fruit is found not to be true to name, when
the fruit trees were purchased. The hon. gen-
tleman asks, what is the difference between the
American nurseryman and the Canadian nursery-
man in this respect ? The hon. gentleman must
know, as a lawyer, that if the Canadian supplies
me. with an article fraudulently, I can pro-
secute him ; but, if the American nursery-
man does not supply me according to order,
and fraudulently imposes upon me by sending an
article which I did not order, I cannot prosecute
him, because he is outside the country. That is
one of the difficulties in dealing with American
nurserymen. He also says that he does not know
of any job lots being sold. That proves how little
he knows on the subject, because I am aware that
many dealers have gone over to that country to
fill job lot orders, and where fruit trees of any par-
ticular variety could not be conveniently got, the
order was filled by others, less valuable and not
true to name, and were practically worthless. I
selected a number of fruit trees which were repre-
sented as a winter apple variety, which are the
most valuable here because they last the longest,
and, out of some twenty varieties, I have only one
that was correct. Is not that fraudulent ? Those
were fruit trees fron American orchards. It is
the duty of Parliament to protect the Canadian
farmer from being imposed upon in that way, and
we should endeavor to exclude these Aneriean
trees if we can find men at home with whom ve
can deal ; and from whom we can get redress if they
impose upon our farmers.

Mr. WALDIE. I do not see how this tariff cau
affect the honesty of the dealer at all. If the
farmer buys from an unknown nurseryman, froim
a casual peddler of trees, he takes his chance, and
buys at his own risk. The tariff does not affect
the honesty of the dealer. It is known to everyone
who is engaged in horticulture that, owing to the
continuous climatic changes and the changes in
the nature of our soil, the kinds of fruit whicl are
most profitable and desirable at one time are lot
so desirable at other periods, that varieties of
apples which were the most desirable kinds a few
years ago are not so now, and that the more
advanced horticulturists are desirous to bring in
new varieties suitable to our soil and climate. As
agriculture has not been so profitable of late years.
a large proportion of the farming lands are being
devoted te fruit growing, and I think these fruit
trees should be admitted free of duty, 11
order to give protection te this industry and
stimulate it. I wish te call the attention Of
the Committee to the fact that of recent years the

rowing of plums in this country has become pro-
table, the black knot has ceased te trouble us, and

there has been a great demand of late for plum
stock. There is a very limited supplY of that
among our own nurserymen, and, therefore, they
have te import it. If we want a tree large enoligh
te transplant at the present time, we have got to
import it, and I do not think this 5 cents should be
put upon it. The great bulk of the importation Of
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fruit trees is made by our nurserymen to supple-
ment those of their own growth. They do not grow
profitably the great varieties, they grow profitably
only the leading lines, and they supplernent by
importation those lines from the nurseries that
have a larger fiehl of distribution. I do not think
this tariff is protective in the proper sense, and I
think the grower of fruits should be given the ad-
vantage rather than the nurserymen. It is the
larger number who are interested in fruit growing
who should get the advantage, and not the limited
number of nurserymen.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think it is evident that
the people of this country are to be taxed heavily
for the benefit of a few friends of the Government
living in particular sections of the country. It is
evident from the observation of the hon. member
for Welland (Mr. Ferguson), that lie and a few
others in bis section expect the rest of this Domi-
nion to pay tribute for their benefit. Now, the
whole tarif, the whole financial policy of the
Government, is nothing more or less than what has
been called a system of legalised robbery, of making
the many pay for the benefit of a few. Perhaps
the Governnent are consistent in that respect, but
when you look upon its bearing on the people of
this country generally, the operation of the tariff
in this one item, will be shown to bear most
unfairly and most heavily on some distant Pro-
vinces, particularly Nova Scotia. Last year that
small Province alone imported in the neighbor-
hood of 160,000 fruit trees. The cultivation
of fruit, as I observed the other night, is very
largely on the increase. Public attention has
been drawn to the fact that Nova Scotia possesses,
from some peculiar reason, some climatic advanta-
ges which makes lier fruit, and notably apples, ma-
ture more gradually, and they are of a better keep-
ing quality than the fruit raised in any other part
of the Dominion. Hence all through our western
counties there has been of late years, a desire to,
extend the cultivation of fruit, which is found to
Le very profitable. Now, the people who are
engaged in that industry in Nova Scotia know
that in the United States there are horticulturists
supplying these fruit trees in whom they can place
every confidence. I am sorry to say, and I do not
say it out of any disrespect to Canadian nursery-
mien, but I have heard it generally observed in our
part of the Dominion that more reliance can be
placed on the stock which is imported from the
United States than on Canadian stock. I have not
had any experience giyself, but I believe to-day
that if a Canadian traveller and an Arnerican
traveller were to visit our district at the same time,
the American traveller would get the order, even at
a higher price for his trees than the Canadian tra-
veller would ask, on account of the impression
that exists that American stock as a rule is nearer to
w hat it is represented, and more satisfactory on the
whole. Now, this particular item well exemplifies
the whole tariff system of the Government. I do
not know why we should waste much time on this
one item ; it is an illustration of the entire tariff.The tariff is patched up here and there to benefit
a local industry, to benefit a particular manufac-turer, to benefit a certain class of people at the
expense of the great body of the consumers. The

overnment have been going on, they have been
driven on from their first position until they have

come down now to the smallest, and meanest, and
pettiest article that they can get within their
grasp, and they raise a tariff from it under the
pretext that they are going to benefit some indivi-
duals. Well, it may be that a few people in some
part of the country may get a temporary advan-
tage, but it will not last very long, and, moreover,
it will not give them the control of the markets,
in our part of the country, at least, because, as I
observed, our people prefer the Amçrican article
in which they have more confidence. The item of
fruit which we had before us the other night, is an
illustration of what I say. No matter if western
Canada produces a million bushels ef peaches, they
cannot be sent to the Maritime Provinces, and
other fruits cannot be sent from that section to
the Maritime Provinces; but still, in order to
give these people in a few counties in the West,
the benefit of keeping out American fruit for a
short season, all the rest of the Dominion must
pay tribute to those few fruit grower's or nursery-
men in the West. The idea is so absurd that if
one were addressing an argument to reasonable
men who were disposed to listen to a business-like
and reasonable argument on any question, you
might hope to make some impression, but the
Government seem to be tied hand and foot, they
seem to have no freedom of action in this matter.
The Government seem to be completely in the
hands of the manufacturers, and at last they have
come down till now they are in the hands of
the bon. member for Welland. We remember
that in the discussion last year the hon. mem-
ber for Welland threatened them, when the
Finance Minister came down and took the duty off
these articles. We know very well what the
member for Welland threatened on the Govern-
nient, and what lie and Lis friends said, and he
has now brought sufficient influence to bear to
make the Government carry out what lie wishes.
I regret very much, for the sake of my own Pro-
vince, that the Government bas followed bis
advice. If these gentlemen in the western part of
the Dominion choose to agree among themselves
that everything is to be kept out for the sake of
benefiting a few people in that industry, why,
they may fight it out among themselves, if they
can get the Government to back them up. But so
far as this item is applied to the rest of the
Dominion, I say it is disgraceful, it is a disgrace
to any Legislature to attempt to force upon the
people of a distant Province these articles, be they
good or bad, be they of a superior or an inferior
quality, when they can get from other sources
their trees at a cheaper rate. The whole system
which is advocated from the other side of the
House, is entirely contrary to modern progress, to
honest thought or to honest legislation, and is in-
tended to benefit a few individuals at the expense
of the vast body of the consumers of this country.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am sorry the hon. mem-
ber for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) introduced the
question of character. No man on this side of
the House has said one word about the character
of the nurserymen in Canada until hon. members
opposite had dragged it in. The hon. member for
Grey went the hon. member for Welland one better ;
he declared lie knew it to be so, he had personal
experience, and found that nurserymen supplied
articles that were not true to the nane. Now, the
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old adage is that nothing teaches like experience.
I have a right to give my personal experience as
well as the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
S proule). I do not mean to say that nurserymen
of Canada generally are in the habit of doing
such things, I do not mean to say that their
stock is not as good as the American stock, but
I mean to say, taking them man for man, the
character of the American producer stands just as
high as the character of the Ontario producer.
I speak from personal experience. I have pur-
chased trees from the Rochester nurseries, and I
found they arrived in good condition, were fair,
standard trees, and, more than all, when they came
to bear fruit they were true to name. I cannot
say the same of all the trees I have obtained in this
country. I have had trees from nurseries in On-
tario, and from the neighborhood of the hon. mem-
ber for Welland (Mr. Ferguson), and when they
came to bear they were not true to name. I state
that fact, and it is susceptible of proof ; and I was
not the only one who had that experience. As the
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) has remarked,
this is a specimen of the tariff arrangement of the
present Government. It is the old principle of
taxing hundreds of thousands in order to benefit
two or three individuals. I suppose the Govern-
ment are determined to take this retrograde step,
but I protest, in the name of the people, against
necessary commodities being taxed for no other
purpose than to enrich a few at the expense of the
many.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I nay say, for
the information of the hon. member for Hali-
fax (Mr. Jones), that it is not in a political sense
I was discussing this question, because the only
nurseryman in my county is secretary of the
Reform Association. I may also inform the hon.
gentleman, that before a nurseryman in the State
of New York is allowed to sell in Michigan, lie is
compelled to give bonds that the character of the
trees he sells is what he represents. If we had
bonds of that kind given, perhaps there would
be no objection to allow nurserymen to come over
and sell fruit trees. I defy the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), with all his agricultural ex-
perience. to tell the difference between apple trees
by the bark and the limbs, for this can only be
done by an expert. There is no question but
that the nurserymen of the State of New York at
the end of the season have job lots of trees which
they wish to dispose of, and these are sacrificed in
the Canadian market. I do not desire to refer to
the paymasters, who have been mentioned by the
hon. gentleman for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and the
hon, member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), and the statement, that the manufacturers
are the paymasters of this Government, and of the
hon. niembers on this side of the House. They
call us hirelings fron time. to time ; but, if that be
true, I would prefer to be paid by the manufac-
turers than to be paid from Washington.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon. gentleman's
remarks have any force whatever it is that we
ought to impose restrictions with respect to the
admission of trees or nursery stock. If it has been
found necessary in the State of Michigan to require
bonds from New York nurserymen, it may be
proper to do so here, and the hon. gentleman tells
us that if such restrictions were in existence his

Mr. ARMSTRoNG.

3540

objection to the free importation of American nur-
sery stock would be removed. Very well ; let us
impose the restriction, and let us guard the
farmers' interests in every proper way. That is
however, quite a different matter from increasingthe cost to the purchaser. No one will object to
the imposition of proper restrictions with respect
to the importation of nursery stock.

Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). I have had an
orchard planted nearly twenty years ago. When.
ever farmers purchase from agents, either of
American or Canadian nurserymen, let them pur-
chase from known responsible men, and, I have no
hesitation in saying, they will get trees true to
naine. I have planted a large number of trees,
and I have also lost a large number ; but I have
lost more Canadian than American trees, and the
American trees have proved to be true to name.
During last winter all through Ontario, some nur-
seryman, a member of the Fruit Growers' Associa-
tion, attended each farmers' institute for the pur-
pose of instructing farmers with respect to beauti-
fying their homes by planting fruit and orna-
mental trees. I believe this is a necessity in On-
tario. Many of our farm dwellings have too naked
an appearance, and do not look comfortable homes,
for lack of fruit and ornanental trees ; but the
Government are not doing their duty to agricul-
turists in assisting them to beautify their homes and
increase their orchards by placing heavy duties upon
trees., I have found I can obtain trees more cheaply
by sending to the nurseries on the other side of the
line, than by obtaining them from agents. When
we consider that the cost of an apple tree is from 12
to 14 cents, on which there is a duty of 2 cents per
tree ; when pear trees can be bought at f rom 25 to
30 cents, on which a duty of 4 cents per tree is
imposed, I hold that the duty is in the interests
neither of the nurserymen nor of the fariers.
Such duties prevent the farmers from planting
trees to increase their orchards as they would
otherwise do.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) I hope some alteration
will be made in the rates of duties on the different
trees. At present, the duty is the saine on peach
trees as on apple trees. There is a tax of 5 cents
on each rose tree, the value of which ranges froum
2 cents to $2.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

PRIVATE BILLS-EXTENSION OF TIME.

Sir HECTOR LANC EVIN moved :
That, as the time for the reception of reports froim

the Committee on Private Bills expires to-day, the samne
be extended until Thursday, the 1st May next.

Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Coimittee of
Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. FOSTER. I have sone changes to make in

these items in reference to trees. In item 17-,
make gooseberry bushes 1 cent each instead of 2;
grape vines (item 173)), 2 cents each instead of 3;
rose bushes (item 175), 3 cents each instead of 5;
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apple trees of all kinds (item 176), 3 cents each
instead of 2.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The effect of
that addition on apple trees is to add two or three
times more than you reduce on the others, because
we import more apple trees than we do all the
others put together.

Mr. FOSTER. The apple trees are higher in
value.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will not say
that you, especially, but the whole of you deserve
to be hung on a sour apple tree for these duties.

Mr. BOWELL. Then you go marching along.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). This duty on apple

trees is a very heavy tax for our fruit growers in
Nova Scotia, because, as I pointed out, we im-
ported between $7,000 and $8,000 worth of apple
trees. If the hon. gentleman wants to raise money
for the benefit of some agriculturists in a few
districts in Canada, he had better pass around the
hat for a subscription at once, and then we will
know who pays the duty, but he should not tax
the whole people of the country for the benefit of a
small industry such as that.

Mr. FOSTER. We propose to reduce plum
trees (item 179) from 5 cents to .3 cents, and I
hope to delight the heart of the hon. member for
falifax (Mr. Jones), by stating.that we will take
off the 10 per cent. ad valorem on item 122.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And put it
on the free list?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. Hear, hear; progress is

being made.
Mr. BOWELL. Will that save the hanging on

the sour apple tree ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, as far

as the Minister of Finance is concerned, but we
cannot afford to be too indiscriminate. There is
a legend in the Hindoo which says that one good
being saved the members of a similar Cabinet.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like
to know if the hon. gentleman has any idea of the
quantity of cotton twine consumed in the Domi-
nion, and what the effect of this impost will be.
We know what the imports are, but we ought to
know also what sort of a burden this duty lays on
the consumer. Twine is an article of very large
consunption, and my impression is that this addi-
tional one cent per pound will be a very appre-
ciable extra tax.

Mr. WELSH. A great deal of twine is used for
varions purposes. A considerable quantity is used
in sail making and for fishermen's nets, and I do
not see any reason for this additional duty upon it.

Twine for harvest binders of jute, manila or sisal, and
of manila and sisal mixed, 25 per cent. ad valoremn.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no change.
Mr. MULOCK. I think it is time there was a

change. I think the time bas arrived for putting
twine on the free list. It is one of the things in
which you might do some service for the farming
community. We know that in the last Session or
two the manufacturers of binding twine formed a
combine and charged exorbitant rates to the
farmers. They assigned many imaginable reasons
for doing this-that the material had given out,
and so forth-which is the ordinary ruse of com-
bines. It is not only the amount of the tax paid into
the Customs Department which indicates what the
twine duty costs the fariner, but you have to con-
sider the enhanced price. Surely, the hon. Minis-
ter, having regard to the hard times bearing on the
farming community, might, to some extent, lighten
their burdens; but nothing for the farmer can be
placed on the free list ; everything he requires
must be taxed ; there is no relief for him. This
is a tax of which the farmer might be relieved, and
I move that this item be put on the free list.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. Minister says there is
no change in this item. The duty on binding
twine at present is 1¾ cents a pound and 10 per
cent. ad valorem.

Cotton twine,1 cent per pound and 25 per cent. ad Mr. FOSTER. The duty is 25 per cent. ad
Valorem. valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does
this duty amount to?

Mr. FOSTER. It will be about 35 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What reason

bas the hon. gentleman for putting 1 cent a pound
on cotton twine?

Mr. FOSTER. It is now being made extensively
im, this country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Surely 25
per cent. ad valorem is enough, in all conscience.

-Ur- FOSTE1 If yarn pays a duty of 15 per
cent. and 2 cents, it is not.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I rather yo*Would allow the yarn to be put on the free list.
Mr. FOSTER. A greater difficulty would have

to be to net in that direction.
Mr. McMULLEN. How many mills are therethat make cotton twine ?
Mr. FOSTER. I suppose the most of them

1ake cotton twine.
Mr. WALDIE. There are two: one in Hamilton,and one in St. John, N.B.

Mr. WATSON. This is a decided increase in
the duty. I had occasion to make some remarks
on this matter the other 'night, and I was replied
to by the hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly).
That hon. gentleman read a long letter which he
had received from the Massey Manufacturing
Company of Toronto, and I will take the figures
given in that letter to bear out my argument. Mr.
Massey states:

"The price of a standard twine manufactured out of
half manila and half sisal hemp we believe is worth in
Chicago to-day, in wholesale consignments of say 100 tons,
about 13j cents to 14ý cents a pound, while pure manila
is worth from 15 cents to 151 cents a pound."
That is the wholesale price in Chica o, according
to Mr. Massey, and no doubt he trie to make it
appear as high as possible, and he admits that he
charged the Manitoba farmers last season 19 to 20
cents a pound. That is an advance of 5 cents a
pound on the American price, and if you allow 2
cents a pound for profit to the manufacturer for
handling the twine, you have 3 cents a pound as
the extra cost to the consumer, just what I
claimed, the amount of the duty. The present
arrangement is going to make it still higher.
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Mr. FOSTER. We might as well have a fair

understanding at the start. I tell the hon. gentle-
man that the duty on binding twine before was 25
per cent., and it is now 25 per cent. There has
been no change.

Mr. WATSON. Well, I decidedly object to
the duty of 25 per cent., and I will show that my
estimate of the extra cost was entirely too
moderate. I understand that If cents a pound and
10 per cent. ad valorem was the duty lm 1887, as I
read it in the Customs law. But if we take 25 per
cent. as the duty, we will find that on bindiug
twine at 14 cents a pound wholesale, the price
given by Mr. Massey, the duty amounts to 3½ cents
a pound, and at 15 cents, it amounts to 3¾ cents a
pound. That is an unfair and unjust tax on the
farming community ; and as I stand alone froin the
Province of Manitoba and the North-West in pro-
testing against these high duties, I might give the
reason which was assigned the other night by the
hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. Ross) for supporting
the tariff resolutions. He stated :

" With regard to the tariff, I might say that we in the
North-West consider that during the past we have been
one of the Provinces which has been a principal sufferer
in that connection, inasmuch as we have nothing there
that is protected."

That was the language used by the hon. member
for Lisgar (Mr. Ross), a gentleman who, on all
occasions, supports the Covernment. But he did
not stop there, lie had to give a reason why the
menibers fron Manitoba and the North-West sup-
port the Governmnent; and I am satisfied a great
many people ask the question repeatedly how it is
possible they should do so, when the whole tariff
bears so very unfairly on the people of Manitoba
and the North-West. He said :

" I may be asked why do we in the North-West, if we
ail suifer in regard to these duties, continue to support
this Government. One of the principal reasons is that in
the North-West we have more confidence in, if you call it
so, the jovial optimism of the policy of the Government
than in the policy indicated by the leader of the Opposi-
tion."

Well, he may appreciate keeping his feet under
the Miuister's mahogany and have a good time
generally while his constituents are suffering very
grievously under the tariff. In fact, his position
puts me very much lu mmd of the story of an
American who had a lot of hogs to drive to,
market. He was advised to ship them by rail, but
insisted on driving them himself. He was asked,
on his return, how he got along and how the spe-
culation turned out " WelI,' le replied, "there
was not muchi money in it, but I had a hell of a
tnie with the hogs." Well, the members from the
North-West are having a hell of a time with the
hogs while their constituents are suffering from the
high duties. The tax imposed on the farmers of
Manitoba for the purpose of maintaining four or
five manufacturers of this binding twine, amounts
to such a figure that the people of Manitoba
could better afford to keep every man employed in
that industry in one of the first-class hotels in
the country. We are paying, according to
Mr. Massey's own figures, 3Î cents per pound
duty on it. It was argued that because it was
not imported we are not paying the duty, but that
is nonsense. If the Government were obtaining
revenue from the tax there might be some excuse ;
but last year only some $150 were realised on it by

Mr. WATSON.

the Government, and the balance went into the
pockets of the manufacturers. When Mr. Stairs, a
manufacturer of binding twine, was in this House
a few years ago and I protested against the duty,
the First Minister said : Stairs supports me, and I
support him. No doubt, these few manufacturers
contribute largely to the support of ion. gentlemnen,
opposite, and to protect them, the whole country is
taxed. In 1887, the duty was made 1 cents per
pound and 10 per cent. but to-day as the price of
twine advances the ad valorem duty is increased to
25 per cent. I am in favor of putting this article on
the free list.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think this House should
consent to the resolution placed in your
hand. We know very well that the farmers to-day
are not in a position to stand this drain on their
resources. Take the amount of twine a fariner
requires for his crop. He requires two and a-half
to three pounds for every acre taken off, which
means 45 cents per acre for twine ; or, in
other words, it takes $45 worth of twine to take off
one hundred acres of crop. There are about
three thousand tons of twine manufactured in
Canada yearly, on which the manufacturers get 5
cents per pound extra, by means of this dutv,
because twine can be sold at 121 cents per
pound, and it was sold last year at 18 cents
per pound, which makes 5 cents per pound
profit. Thus, on 3,000 tons of twine, the manufac-
turers have taken out of the farmers about $300,000
extra on twine last year. This is unfair to the
agriculturists in their present strained condition,
and it is nothing short of extortion to continue
this duty which enables the manufacturers of twine
to collect out of thein $300,000 a year more thai
they would pay were it not for this duty.

Mr. MeMILLAN (Huron). This is a very in-
portant question to the farmers. Three or four
years ago the farmers had to pay $240 to $5-00 each
for binders, because of the protection the muanu-
facturers received ; and to-day, on account of the
duty on twine, it has become a very great question
whether or not it will not pay better to throw the
binders into a corner and turn again to the reapers,
as the farmers find they can bind the grain cheaper
in the old way than by buying the twine and using
the binder. In this way the farmers are being
deprived of the benefit of one of the Most imDproved
mnachines invented. ln 1888, we were told by one
of the most experienced men in Canada that we
would require 3,000 tons of twine during that Vear.
During last year we nmust have required 4,000
tons. The amount of duty on twine which went
into the treasury was $14,547, but somethilg like
$300,000 must have been taken out of the fariners
and put into the pockets of the manufacturers,
and preventing him froin deriving the benefit
which he should derive from impipved nachinery.
If it had not been that labor has been so scarce

gluring the last season or two, I believe, the binder
would have been thrown into the corner by mnany
farmers.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I do not suppose
can say anything to influence the Ministry in rtfer
ence to this matter, but it is one upon whicla the
farinera feel very strongly. I suppose Minisers
do not feel at liberty to accept any suggestion a5 tO
abolishing the duty altogether, but, from 1y1 ote
personal observation last summer, I may state,
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that as soon as the hurried part of the harvest was
over, it was a question with the farmers in my
neighborhood, whether they would not drop their
high-priced binders and go back to the old self-
rake. As far as the difference between the manu-
facturers in Canada and those in the United States

are concerned, the hon. gentleman should know

that the maniiufacturers in the United States have
to pay a duty on their raw material, before they
commence to manufacture this twine at all, while
our manufacturers obtain their raw material free.
I think, a more moderate protection should be
enough for us, when the Americans are handicapped
in that way. I can assure the Minister that lie
could not do anything more satisfactory to the
farmers, than to make a moderate reduction on
binding twine. This duty is one of those irritat-
ing things which people notice particularly and
which is certainly a great source of irritation to the
agricultural population.

Mr. ELLIS. There must be a very large profit
made in the manufacture of this article. Before
the Commission on Combines last year, a gentle-
man named Morris gave evidence, a part of which
I will quote from the Journals of the House. He
was examined by Mr. Gillmor, as follows :-

"Q. Mr. Connors is in your combination ? A. He was
in, but there is no combination now.

"Q. How many men were there in the combination ?
A. Five.

Q. You proportioned out what each one should make ?
A Yes; we each had a stated percentage.

"Q. What proportion of all the quantity that was to be
made for Canada did he make? A. On bnder twine last
year, he had a percentage, I think, of 10 per cent. of the
whole; and, I think, ho manufactured about two tons of
twine.
" Q. How much did he get last year of the pool, as you

call it, as near as you can tell ? A. I think about 6,000
or 87,000. Perhaps hardly as much as that; it might be
85,000.

"Q. For not making rope ? A. No; not making binder
twine."
Here is a gentleman who made only two tons of
this binder twine and received $5,000 as his share
of profit. I think a suggestion of that kind
should be taken advantage of by the Ministry and
the dlity should be reduced in view of all the cir-
cumstances of the case.

'Motion of Mr. Mulock negatived-Yeas, 36;
nays, 60.

Twine of all kinds not elsewhere specified, 30 per cent.
ad valorem.

Mr. ELLIS. What is the increase on this?
Mr. FOSTER. 5 per cent.
3Mr. ELLIS. This, I presume, applies to lath

ties?
-Mr. FOSTER. If they are twine, it will.
Mr. ELLIS. In the city of St. John, a large

number of mills are employed in manufacturing
refuse lumber into laths. The lath ties are used to
tie up these laths in bundles which are sent back to
the United States. It seems hard to tax this twine
at 30 per cent. It was taxed at 25 per cent. last
year, and an arrangement has been made both in
Canada and in the United States as to the price
on these laths. The Canadian maker gets the
full benefit of that pool, which was made before
this increase was spoken of, and lie has the clear
benefit of the difference between this and the old
tariff, while lie gets this laid down in St. John
from the United States, for li cents a pound.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What reason
is there for the increase of 5 per cent. on this
article ?

Mr. FOSTER. Because it is being made in this
country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And for the
sake of two or three confounded manufacturers,
for the sake of the paltry support or the paltry
subsidy which the Minister expects from them, lie
is going to tax this article of universal utility.

Mr. MULOCK. Probably this 5 per cent. is
the subsidy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose
that may be so, and that these corrupt animals will
make that return to the Government.

Mr. ELLIS. I would like the Minister to tell
me if lie does not think that 25 per cent. on this
binder twine is sufficient under the circumstances,
seeing that you can land it in the city of St. John
for less than the St. John manufacturer could make
it for even with a protection of 25 per cent., to
which you are now adding 5 per cent.

Umbrellas, parasols and sun-shades of all kinds and
materials, 35 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here is
another increase.

Mr. FOSTER. This is an increase which is
designed to assist the industry of manufacturing
umbrellas, parasols and sun-shades in the Domi-
nion of Canada. Last year we imported $303,646
worth of these articles. There does not seem to be any
good reason why a large proportion of these shall
not be supplied by makers in Canada. The duty
has, therefore, been raised from 30 to 35 per cent.
The manufacturers have to pay 30 per cent. on the
silk which forms the top of the umbrella, and also
a duty on the other coverings, according to the
grade of the umbrella ; and the manufactured
article being placed at 30 per cent., with the silk
stuff at the sane rate, gave very little opportunity
for the industry to develop itself in this country.
It is, therefore, proposed to add 5 per cent. to the
duty and make it 35 per cent.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I was in hopes that the
factory was in existence.

Mr. FOSTER. It has already been started in
the city of Toronto, and umbrellas will be more
largely made in Montreal, where that industry has
been established for some years.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Then the factory must
have been started before the additional duty was
put on ?

Mr. FOSTER. It was struggling, and we pro-
pose to help it.

Mr. MULOCK. When was it established ?

Mr. FOSTER. One was started in Toronto five
or six months ago.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon.
gentleman expect that the parties will manufacture
all the umbrellas required to replace those which
have been imported ?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not expect they will manu-
facture all that we have heretofore imported.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does lie
suppose they will manufacture one-half?
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Mr. FOSTER. I cannot tell how soon they

will manufacture a-half or a-third, but I think the
protection is sufficient to enable them to keep
their industry going. If they manufacture one
half, I shall be very glad.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As one-half
the total tax on the present importation would
amount to about $60,000, what the hon. gentleman
is now proposing to do is deliberately to take
$60,000 of the people's money in order to subsidise
these two manufacturers, a sum representing the
interest of two millions of money, if the hon. gen-
tleman's expectations are fulfilled and they
manufacture to the extent of one-half the present
importation. That is the practical result.

Mr. FOSTER. That is only the theoretical
result.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If they manu-
facture equal to one-half of our importation we
must lose the $60,000. The hou. gentleman
knows that, as a rule, the duty paid is but an
insignificant proportion of the total cost of the
article. It may be more in this case ; that is a
point on which he should inform the Committee.
Taking his own figures, there would be an appa-
rent loss of $60,000, less the duty received, on the
articles manufactured. Can he tell us what that
would be? Before introducing a proposition of
this kind he ought to know what it would involve.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend should see that
it is very difficult to tell what is involved in a
proposition of that kind. It is absurd for ine to
go into a fanciful calculation of what will be done
upon a matter which is but an experiment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The point I
put can be answered without knowing whether
these people will manufacture one-third, or one-
half, or one-quarter, or any proportion. I want
to know what percentage of the 35 per cent. duty
is represented by the cost of the material, which
is about 30 per cent. That is a reasonable ques-
tion, and one which should be settled between
himself and the Minister of Customs.

Mr. FOSTER. I think probably about one-
half.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does he mean
that the cost of the material as imported is one-
half ? which is a large proportion.

Mr. FOSTER. If it were silk covering, it would
be more than one-half.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. These um-
brellas are by no means all of silk. A large
proportion are of the inferior quality. He does
not distinguish in his tarif what is silk and what
is gingham, or alpaca, or other qualities.

Mr. BOYLE. I cannot understand by what
method of computation the hon. gentleman arrives
at the figures he has just given to the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will explain
when you have done.

Mr. BOYLE. If the manufacturer of umbrellas
imports his covering, his handles, his ribs, he pays
on the cost of these 30 per cent. into the revenue,
while he only receives 5 per cent. protection. The
history of all these manfactures is about the same.
The cheaper and more popular class of goods used
by the common people will be manufactured in
his country, and the competition of the two facto.

Sir RIcHARD CARTwnIGHT.

ries will bring down the price to a reasonable
figure. The higher priced goods, the tony goods
used by the aristocracy, will be imported as usual,
and will pay into the revenue35per cent.ad valorem
I think, therefore, the country will be benefi ted
by this method of taxation, which will enable the
people to buy their goods more cheaply, and will
collect an additional tax from the wealthy, who are
well able to bear it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The tax h
would receive on $340,000 worth of importe
umbrellas

Mr. FOSTER. $303,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The tax on

that would be, speaking roughly, about $120,000,
more or less.

Mr. FOSTER. The duty collected is $91,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But you are

making it 35 per cent., and you must add to the
amount one-fifth of $90,000, which will make about
$120,000. That would be $50,000 less to the
revenue by the result of this tax, supposing it re-
sulted in the manufacture of one-half the articles
which are now imported. Against that there is to
be deducted the duty received on the raw material,
whatever that may amount to.

Mr. BOYLE. Four-fifths.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No; the

Minister supposes one-half to be manufactured.
Mr. BOYLE. It would be about four-fifths.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the

increased loss of duty would be also four-fifths.
Mr. BOYLE. No ; four-fifths of the material

will be imported.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. That islikely
enough. However, inallprobability, evenassuming
the Minister is correct, one-half the cost of the
umbrella only is in labor, and the other half in the
cost of the raw material, which is a high propor-
tion. It may be correct in this case; I cannot say.
He would then lose the $55,000, less the 30 per
cent. on what would be imported, which miglit be
put at, perhaps, $20,000 or $25,000. There would
be a loss, then, of $30,000, if the reduction of the
importation does not exceed the figures the hon.
gentleman gave.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) In addition to that, if
the same quantity is imported, the country will
pay $15,000 to $20,000 more each year for their
umbrellas than they are paying now.

Mr. CURRAN. Yes; and getting them cheaper.

Mr. MULOCK. It is possible to discuss this
question in two ways. We have the importation
of the cotton umbrella and the silk umbrella. I
see by the Trade and Navigation Returns that
last year the value of the imported cotton parasols,
umbrellas and sunshades, was $94,017, the duty
uponwhichwas $28,205.10. For umbrella materials
for the same class of goods, I suppose, the duty
collected was $16. The principal item of umbrellas
imported was the silk for the more wealthy classes,
while the umbrellas for the poorer people were
imported in very small quantities last year. Was
there a manufactory last year in Canada ?

Mr. FOSTER. They were manufactured in
Montreal.

3547 3548(COMMONS]



[APRIL 17, 1890.J

Mr. MULOCK. For how many years have they
been nianufactured?

,\r. CURRAN. They have been manufactured
for the last five years, at any rate.

Mr. MULOCK. I cannot speak of the importa-
tions prior to this date, but for the year 1889 there
were only $94,000 worth of umbrellas imported, so
that would not anything like supply the demand
of the people here. It is quite clear, therefore,
that the local manufacturers were able to manu-
facture for the last five years, under the protection
they then had, all the umbrellas the people re-
quired. This one factory had a market of five
millions of people.

\Ir. CURRAN. There are several makers, of
all kinds, in Montreal.

Mr. MULOCK. It is extraordinary that, this
being the case, the price of manufactured articles
should be kept so high. The Government are impo-
sing thisadditionaltaxof 5per cent. to putit into the
pockets of the manufacturers, first taking it out of
the pockets of the people. The increase is whblly
unnecessary for any other purpose than that of en-
riching the four or five factories that are so ably
represented on the floor of this House by the hon.
member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran). Why
should the same duty be imposed on silk umbrellas
as on those of lower qualities ? If an additional
luty is required, it should be imposed on the bet-

ter qualities, and the Government should have
sonie commiseration for the poorer classes of the
people.

Mr. FOSTER. The duty is an ad valorem one.

Mr. MULOCK. It is, but this is an increase of 5
per cent. It is not required for any purpose, ex-
cept to toy with, and to carry on extravagant
expenditures. This increase of 5 per cent. will
fall on the umbrellas of the poor people. lad
they been so prosperous under the care and manage-
nient of the Administration that they can bear
heavier burdens ? Do the Government want a
little re-distribution of their wealth ; or are they
carrying out the natural effects of this policy, to
make the .rich richer and the poor poorer.
There is no possible defence for this increase. The
Minister of Finance cannot offer an explanation in
regard to it. The hon. gentleman says that
umbrellas to the value of $325,000 were imported,
and, therefore, we should increase the tax on
unbrellas. Why does he not tell us honestly and
candidly, that a deputation came from Montreal,
met him in the Secret Chamber, and took him by
the throat and said : We must have a higher duty ?

Mr. FOSTER. I could not have said so, be-
cause it would not have been true.

Mr. MULOCK. Who advocated the case onbehalf of the people who were the consumers ? No
Olne appeared except those who advocated an
increase of duty, and the Government are comingdown in this particular case as they usually do.The only reductions we hear of are reductions
made on the demand of manufacturers. If the
n1anufacturers come here, or persons who are not
gong to pay the bill, their representations arelistened to by the Government ; but when the
consumer comes he is never listened to, but he istaxed. There will be an end, I suppose, to this
ste of things some day.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock) has pursued his usual tactics
of getting very violent when he has a weak case.
The result as regards the manufacture of umbrellas
will be, as it has been in regard to the manufacture
of every article in this country, cheapen the article,
and it has been the result of additional protection in
nine out of every ten cases.

Mr. MULOCK. ls binding twine cheaper?
Mr. WALLACE. We have the evidence of Mr.

Massey that in the case of binding twine, he had
to pay as much for it in the United States as in
Canada, and he had to pay the duty on bringing
it into this country in addition. In cotton goods
they are 100 per cent. better quality than we
obtained when inferior articles were imported into
this country. The same remark applies to agricul-
tural implements. We have imposed additional
duties on implements of every kind, and I defy
any lion. gentleman to take any implement and
show that its price has been increased, although
there has been an increase in duty. On the con-
trary, there has been a large decrease in price.
Only a few years ago, $280 was paid for a self-
binder that would not compare with the article
for which, to-day, less than half that money is
paid. Take any article of hardware, cotton and
woollen goods, and we have the same result. Ad-
ditional protection has been given to the manufac-
turers of umbrellas and parasols, and if it is suffi-
cient to cause the manufacture of them to any ex-
tent here, it will result in the article being pro-
duced at a lower price.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hon. gentle-
men opposite will contend that so soon as two or
three establishments are under way, the prices
will be lowered. If the hon. gentlemen opposite
have faith in their nostrum they should double the
taxes all round, in order that goods may be obtain-
able for next to nothing.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for East
York (Mr. Wallace) is posing in a different
character from that he assumed a year ago. He
was then acquiring fame by his antagonism to the
results of this protective policy. He was chairman
of a Committee to investigate the causes of the
high prices under the combine system that
prevails in Canada. He having assisted to build
up a Chinese wall, placing the people at the mercy
of the manufacturers, he got the Combines Com-
mittee appointed, and after sitting in incubation
for some time they brought in a report, which, for
the time being, covered the hon. gentleman with
glory and fame. He is now, however, engaged in
two businesses ; he is creating a disease, and after-
wards he is called in as the healing physician.

Mr. WALLACE. What did we find in that
enquiry made by the Combines Committee ? We
found that the most obnoxious combinations were
not manufacturers; we found there was no com-
bination in woollen manufactures or in any class
of agricultural implements. We found that the
coal dealers of Canada had a combination, and
although we found some combinations existing
among manufacturers, those most hurtful to the
people were not connected in any way with the
manufacturing industries. If these existed, the
measure we brought in last year, as it passed the
Senate, and which we hope to amend this year,
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will cure any of the combinations hurtful to the
interests of the people.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman
has told us that the price of manufactured goods
has been greatly reduced with a high tariff.

Mr. WALLACE. I say, by being manufactured
in this country.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I suppose it was the
increase of price that stimulated increase of pro-
duction. But the hon. gentleman says no. We
put on a tax and on account of it we have
diminished the price, and as the price is reduced
the production is increased. No doubt he will
tell us that the imposition of duties on wheat,
barley and corn will act in the same way. And
no doubt he will go among his agricultural sup-
porters and tell them that by the imposition of
taxes on corn, wheat and barley he has succeeded
in diminishing the price and in securing a larger
production. The home market is beneficial to the
farmer, he thinks, because by the high taxes the
farmer produces very much more than before, and
produces it at very much less cost. Certainly, if
the tariff operates to diminish the cost of manu-
factured goods, it must have exactly the same
effect in diminishing the cost of producing cereals.
The hon. gentleman will be consistent in explain-
ing to his agricultural supporters how he secured
the home market, and he will explain to the manu-
facturers how they are able to obtain breadstuff,
at very much lower prices than ever before. I
should think that the hon. gentleman would
scarcely venture to address to the House argu-
ments of that sort. They are hardly suitable for a
backwoods school-house, and not being capable of
imposing on the population of these districts, the
hon. gentleman ought hardly to impose on the
time of the Committee by saying that we put on a
tax to put up the price of this article, and that we
put on a tax to put down the price of some other
article ; both of which are produced in this
country.

Mr. WALLACE. We, on this side of the
House, will go back to the farmers and tell them
that our policy has secured to the Canadian farm-
ers the Canadian markets.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). At a higher price.
,Mr. WALLACE. Yes; at an increased price in

many instances, but in every case that they will
have a secure market for their products, which is a
most important point. We will also tell them that
the members of the Opposition were anxious to,
bring in the products of the American farmers free
of duty so as to drive the Canadian farmers out of
their own markets. We can tell them in addition
to that, that we have secured a tarif to-day which
we believe will be a pretty fair and suitable pro-
tection for the farmers of Canada and which they
are justly entitled to.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the
hon. gentleman would also quote such facts in
illustration as this : that in 1878, the price of
barley was froin $1.10 to $1.15 a bushel, and that
to-day it is from 32 to 35 cents a bushel.

Mr. McMULLEN. I challenge the member for
York (Mr. Wallace) next year, that if he will re-
organise his Committee on Combines, I will put a
witness in the box who will prove that binders
were manufactured this year and turned out of

Mr. WALLACE.

3552

the shop at a net cost of between $78 and
and that they were placed in the hands of the
farmer at $140, because of a combine arrangement
by the men who manufacture these binders. I
want the hon. member to take that down and to
remember it. The hon. gentleman also says that
prints have been made in Canada, and that they
are cheaper now than they were before.

Mr. WALLACE. I did not refer to prints. I
said cotton goods.

Mr. McMULLEN. Well, printed cotton goods.
Those which are manufactured in Canada are of a
very common style, and if you want to get a
decent print, you have to buy an imported one.
The people of this country are paying $166,O0 a
year extra duty for the purpose of supporting that
one small printing establishment.

An hon. MEMBER. They do not print.
Mr. McMULLEN. Well, if they do not print

it is worse, because we are paying this $166,000
for nothing at all. That duty was put on osten-
sibly for the purpose of aiding that particular
institution, which was brought into existence by
the President of the Council, who stood at the
head of the institution, and who advocated that
this increased duty should be imposed, because
they were going to manufacture all the prints that
were to be used in this country. It is unfair that
this country should be subjected to enormous
taxation under the plea that the Government is
trying to encourage home industries, when they
are in reality only putting a law on the Statute-
book to rob the consumers out of their just rights.

The CHAIRMAN. I would like to say to the
Committee that the discussion for the last half-
hour has been under the item relating to umbrellas.
If the Committee would select those items which
are a little more appropriate to the discussion, it
would be better. I say that to both sides.

Watches, 25 per cent. ad valorem.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am" not

going to raise any objection to this, but my in-
pression was that the duty was unduly high
for revenue purposes, inasmuch as these are
articles which used to be smuggled in, to a con-
siderable extent, when the duty was high.

Watch cases, 35 per cent. ad valorem.
Mr. CHARLTON. Why is the duty on watch

cases higher than' the duty on watches ?
Mr. FOSTER. It is in order to help the indus-

try here. Watch cases are made in the country ;
watch movements cannot be made in the country,
and they come in at a low rate of duty, and the
duty on the watch complete is kept at its original
rate of 25 per cent.

Wire, covered with cotton, linen, silk or other material,
35 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What ja the reason ot
the increase ?

Mr. FOSTER. It has been raised froin 25 per
cent. to 35 per cent. because wire of brass or copPer,
which was formerly on the free list, .as been
placed under a duty of 15 per cent. It is already
being drawn in Hamilton and Montreal, and it h
proposed now to give it a moderate protection of
15 per cent.
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Pails, tubs, churns, brooms, brushes and manufactures
of wood, N.E.S., and wood pulp, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. MULOCK. In connection with this item,
I wish to call the attention of the Committee to the
fact that convict labor, in penitentiaries, is now be-

ing used for the manufacture of woodenware. I
understand that some of the manufacturera of
woodenware have already laid their remonstrances
before the Government. It seems an extraordinary
way to protect the manufacturera of woodenwaie,
to put on duties against outside free labor, and at
the same time to allow the free labor of Canada to
be interfered with by convict labor. I have no
doubt there are difficulties in the way of finding
employment for convict labor, but it is the duty of
the Government to see that it does not come into
competition with free labor. I see by the report of
the hon. Minister of Justice that his attention has
been called to this matter, and I hope he will be
able to inform the House that it is to be discon-
tinued.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The only penitentiary
at which woodenware is manufactured is the
Dorchester penitentiary, which is an amalgamation
of the two penitentiaries that used to be at Halifax
and St. John. The machinery which had been
operated for years in those prisons was removed to
Dorchester, and has not been added to in any way,
and the output at Dorchester is not greater than it
was in former years in the penitentiaries at Halifax
and St. John. The product has not in any way
coine into competition with the product of free
labor of the like manufacture, except as regards
the supply. The prices we have always instructed
our officers to keep up to the trade prices. That
has been well understood. There was a complaint
made recently that we had cut the prices so as to
compete unfairly with free labor. That was inves-
tigated, and the fact was found to þe quite the
reverse-that while we had kept to the trade price,
the free labor manufacturers were actually under-
selling the product of the penitentiary. But we
came to a conclusion eventually, which was satis-
factory to both parties, by which the manufacturers
outside agreed to purchase from the Government
the whole product of the penitentiary.

Mr. MULOCK. If all the manufacturera of wood-
enware in the country, and other industries, are
satisfied with this arrangement, no one else can com-
plain. I an not aware what induced them to make
this bargain with the Government, but it is more
than probable that it was " Hobson's choice " with
them-that the Governmuent insisted on maintaining
their factory of woodenware, and offered this as a
compromise, and that the manufacturers accepted it
as the lesser evil. Nevertheless, that does not meet
the case at al. The convicts are manufacturing
woodenware, and to that extent are displacing
occupation and employment for free men outaide.
The mnanufacturers may have made this bargain
with the Government, but what about the laborers
--were they represented ? Did the Knights of
Labor and the other labor organisations of the
country come down and agree to this arrangement?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The never made anyComplaint on the subject, nor anyoy else, except
the manufacturers themselves.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock) seems to be extremely incon-
sistent in his argument, because, while he would
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wish to exclude the product of convict labor fromr
cominginto competition with the product of the free
labor of the country, he is quite willing to admit
the product of the labor of other countries without
restriction. This class of men, although not the
most desirable in the world, are consumera at
home, and even if their product did come into
competition with that of free labor, it would be,
to my mind, less objectionable for that reason than
the competition of foreign labor.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for East
Grey approves, then, of convict labor coming into
competition with free labor. I am glad to know
where he stands. l there ever a proposition made
by the Administration, of which he does not ap-
prove?

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman is entirely
mistaken. I did not say whether I approved of
it or disapproved of it ; but I showed the incon-
sistency of the hon. member for North York in
wishing to exclude the competition of convict labor
at home, and admitting the competition of foreign
labor.

Mr. WALDIE. I think the hon. member for
North York is perfectly justified. He has a manu-
factory in his own constituency that he is bound
to look after, and I do not think the Government
should destroy it by putting prison labor in con-
flict with it.

Mr. MULOCK. There was at one tine a manu-
factory in the riding of North York, but it was
gerrymandered out of the riding.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I think the hon. gentle-
man will remember that the chief manufacture of
woodenware is by the convicts of the Central
Prison at Toronto. They carry on a large manu-
facture.

Mr. MULOCK. No, they do not.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes; they carry on the

manufacture of woodenware there very extensively.
Mr. MULOCK. No; it is not the case. The

hon. gentleman does not know what he is talking
about.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Our institution at
Dorchester does not send a bucket, or a tub, or any-
thing else to Ontario. Every dollar's worth is sold
in St. John or Halifax.

Mr. BLAKE. Let every tub stand on its own
botto.m.

Fibre ware, indurated fibre ware, vuleanised fibre ware
and all articles of like material, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. That is a decrease. Itwas non-
enumerated, and rated at 35 per cent. before.

Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel of every
description composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted,
the hair of the alpaca goat or other like animal made up
by the tailor, seamstress or manufacturer, N.O.P., 10
cents per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish, after the word " descrip-
tion," to put in "including horse clothing, shaped."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
increase the hon. gentleman proposes, and why?

Mr. FOSTER. 2j cents per pound.

Sir RIGHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is not a
very large increase, but it is in a bad direction. It
is a specific duty, and will of neceuity fall much
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heavier on the cheaper articles of clothing than on
any other. The case was bad enough before, but
it is made very much worse by adding 2½ cents per
pound. In the case of some of the coarse clothing,
this will amount to a very large duty, coupled
with the 25 per cent.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). While the Govern-
ment are placing a heavier duty on coarse woollens,
they are careful not to protect the farmers by put-
ting a duty on the wool we raise. They allow the
wool not raised in this country to come in free,
and thus act unjustly towards the farmers who have
to pay the extra duty on the manufactured goods.
True, there is a duty on the wool similar to that
which is raised in Canada, but that does not pro-
tect the farmers, because we have to export a large
amount of the same description of wool. If the
Government are going to impose an extraduty on
woollen goods, why should they not consider the
farmers by imposing a duty on the wool we raise.
I would like to call the attention of the Connittee
to the statement of the hon. member for West
York (Mr. Wallace) with respect to what Mr. Mas-
sey said about binding twine. The hon. gentleman
stated that Mr. Massey said he could purchase
binding twine as cheaply in Canada as in the United
States. But what did Mr. Massey say before the
Committee on Trade Combinations. Here is his
evidence:

" Q. If you can buy twine elsewhere and get a better
bargain what is your complaint? If you are obliged from
the combination, that would be a different thing ? A. I
say we can buy it and lay it down cheaper than the Cana-
dians, after paying the duty."
It is unfair that the heavier class of clothing, which
is imported into this country in a manu actured
condition in considerable quantities, should have
to pay a specific duty of 10 cents per pound. This
strikes at the poorer quality of clothing, and in this
way works an injustice to the workingmen.

Mr. BOYLE. That is a case where specific
duties are justifiable. The only clothing made up,
which we import under any circumstances, is that
made out of English shoddy, the sweepings of
factories, which weigh heavily, and represent
small value, and are of no use whatever. They
are very deceptive in appearance, and have no
wearing qualities, but sell because they are cheap.
The Government act wisely in prohibiting by a
specific duty the importation of such goods.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman will
not deny that the duty will apply to clothing made
of good wool as well as that made of shoddy. The
objection raised by the hon. member for Huron
should be considered; and, if the specific duty is
to be advanced 2J cents per pound on woollen
goods, the hon. Finance Minister should take into
consideration the interests of the farmer, and im-
pose a duty of 3 cents per pound on all grades of
wool, for his protection.

Mr. FOSTER. In this item (201) there, has
been no change in the duty. That has always
been the rate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It used to be
7J cents.

Mr. FOSTER. No; 10 cents and 25 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, it was
thehon. gentleman who led us into error.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

Yeast cakes, compressed yeast and bakigpoders in
packages of one pound and over or in bulk, 6 cents per
pound.

Mr. FOSTER. After the words "one pound
and over " strike out the words "or in bulk " and
add "not exceeding fifty pouunds.

Mr. CHARLTON. What is that ad valorem?
Mr. FOSTER. They run about 30 per cent. I

propose a new item:

Compressed yeast in bulk or mass of not less than 50
pounds 4 cents per pound.

Uncolored cotton fabrics, namely, scrims and window
scrims of cotton, plain or colored, cambric cloths, muslin
apron -checks, brilliants, cords, piques diapers, lenos,mosquito nettings: Swiss, jaconets and cambric muslins,
and plain, striped or checked lawns, 25 per cent. ad
valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have you
added to the duty there?

Mr. FOSTER. 5 per cent. in the main, though
some articles are reduced from 30 to 25 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
use of adding 5 per cent. ? You say you do not
want revenue.

Mr. FOSTER. Most of these have borne a duty
of 20 per cent. Within the last few years the
cotton manufacturers have begun to make them of
good quality, and it is thought that 25 per cent.
is not too large a duty for all this class of goods.

Manufactures composed wholly or in part of wool,
worsted, the hair of the Alpaca goat or other like
animals, viz.: Blankets and flannels of every descrip-
tion ; cloths, doeskins. cassimeres tweeds, coatings,
overcoatings, felt cloth of every âescription, N.E.S.;
horse-collar cloth ; yarn, knitting yarn, fingering yarn,
worsted yarn knitted goods, viz.:-shirts and drawers,
and hosiery, .E.S., 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent.
ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
average weight of a pair of blankets ? Does the
hon. gentleman know?

Mr. FOSTER. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. When the
hon. gentleman is proposing to increase the duty
on these articles, when he proposes a tax which
will fall heavily on every settler coming into the
country, he should be aware of the manner in which
the tax will fall.

Mr. FOST ER. I am informed it would be from
five to seven pounds.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then you
have a specific duty of 60 cents and 20 per cent. Id
valorem on a pair of blankets. Supposing they
were worth -on the average $4 a pair, there would
be a specific and ad valorem duty of $1.40 on One
pair of blankets. In a country like this where a
large portion of our population are exposed to a
very inclement winter, though not an unwholesone
one, it appears to me that such a duty is a distinct
discouragement to settlement, and a serious tax 1n
the mass of the population, and the hon. gentle-
man should give some better reason for burdefl o
the population in matters of this kind.

Mr. BOYLE. Blankets are chèaper inl this

country than in arnost any other country in the
world.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And, there-
fore, we import many thousanda of themu.
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Mr. BOYLE. The manufacturer's price varies
from 35 cents to 45 cents a pound, but this is aside
from the question, as we can get all the blankets
we require as cheaply as they can be bought in
England. Uuless people want blankets made of
fine Saxony wool, colored and órnamented in style,
they can get all they require here. The sanie
thing applies to clothing, This tax will prevent a
number of spurious goods coming into this country,
and it is in the interests of the people to prevent
their purchasing that class of goods.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If there is
the smallest particle of foundation for the state-
ments made by the hon. gentleman, then this tax
is wholly superfluous. He tells us that blankets
can be manufactured in Canada cheaper than in
any other part of the world. Why, then, should
we impose a duty of $1.40 on a pair of blankets ?
What possible use is there in that ? If the hon.
gentleman's statement is correct, lie ought to
second him in moving that the duty be abol-
ished, so that those parties who prefer to get
blankets where they can get the best, may have the
privilege. Now, I happen to know that they can-
not be bought in Canada at all as cheaply or as
good as they can be bo lit from the other countries.
I can obtain far better blankets from England than
I can from Canada for the same price.

Mr. WALLACE. You cannot do anything of
the kind. You can get a good quality of Canadian
blanket made of pure Canadian wool, with no
shoddy, a white blanket, because a white blanket
is pure wool.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. WALLACE. What does the hon. gentle-

man mean ?

Mr. BLAKE. I was cheering the ridiculous
observation, that a white blanket is necessarily
pure wool.

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, always pure wool. A
white blanket made from pure wool is bought
to-day in Canada for 42½ cents a pound, of excel-
lent quality, that makes $3.40 for the blanket. It
takes about ten pounds of wool to make an eight-
pound blanket, and that wool is worth about 21 or
22 cents a pound, say about $2.15 or $2.20 for the
wool contained in that blanket. The balance is
for the profit of the manufacturer and the profit of
the wholesale dealer; so that there is no duty paid
on the article at all, and the Canadian consumer
gets the cheapest article that is made.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And as a
proof of that, last year this deluded Canadian
consumer imported from England $48,230 worth
(If blankets, and he was idiot enough to pay $20,-
94 im duty Argument is at an end, I must say,when we hear hon. gentlemen, in the teeth of the

Trade Reports, make such assertions as we have
just heard As to the statement that whiteblankets can only be manufactured of pure wool, I
ar afraid the hon. member for York is a long way
bebind the age. He will find that his talented
constituents, many of them, understand very wellho to mix inferior wool withlinferior shoddy.

Mr. TISDALE. Will the hon. gentleman statewhere he e
hoddy ever saw a white, blanket made of
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Mr. BLAKE. I can say that so far as it being
the case that white blankets are necessarily made
of pure wool, that wholesale merchants have to
apply chemical tests to white blankets to find out
how nearly they are of pure wool or otherwise. I
have seen those tests applied myself and the result
of them.

Mr. SPROULE. Did you find there was shoddy
in thiem ?

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly.
Mr. WALLACE. Shoddy is wool, and the

chemical test the hon. gentleman 'refers to is to
determine not whether shoddy is mixed with it,
but to determine whether there is cotton mixed
with it. That is the class that is imported, but
our Canadians manufacture pure wool white
blankets. Those he speaks of, half cotton and
half wool, are the imported blankets. The che-
mical test he speaks of will not distinguish shoddy
and wool.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course not, because the
chemical test is one which eliminates the vegetable
and leaves the animal matter. What I said was
that it was a ridiculous observation to say that
white blankets were necessarily pure wool. I have
seen the test applied with very unsatisfactory
results to white cotton blankets.

Mr. WALLACE. What I said was that the
white Canadian blanket had no shoddy in it, and
the hon. gentleman knows I made that statement.

Mr. BLAKE. And what the hon. gentleman
said was that it was of pure wool.

Mr. WALLACE. I said if it was of pure wool,
there was no shoddy in it.

Wrought scrap iron and scrap steel, being waste or re-
fuse wrought iron or steel and fit only to be re-manufac-
tured, the same having been in actual use, not to include
cuttings or clippings which can be used as iron or steel
without re-manufacture, $2 per ton.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this
scrap supposed to be worth ? Just now what
would you call that ad valorem?

Mr. BOWELL. $16 to $20.

Wrought iron or steel sheet or plate cuttings or clip-
pings, as cut at the rolling mills, and fit only for re-roll-
ing and to be used for snch purpose only, 30 per cent. ad
valorem.

Mr. BOWELL This is one of those ex plana-
tory clauses of which I spoke last night. Under
the former item, 211, they used to import sheets
of steel complete, three or four feet long. Steel
plates are used in shipyards where they put very
long sheets of steel upon the vessels, and, in some
cases, have to eut off three or four or five feet
lengths, and they contend that that was a waste
and a scrap of the shipyard. The former tariff
provided that the material should be of such a
character as was only fit for re-manufacture. We
have had a great deal of difficulty in cases of this
kind, hence we have rearranged the two items,
making it explicit.

Sulphurie ether, 5 cents per pound.
Mr. FOSTER. That is a new iten.' It has

been non-enumerated before. The United Stätes
duty is 50 cents a pound, prohibitory ii fat.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. .That la im-
possible, almost.
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Mr. FOSTER. There are many things in the

tariff of that country to surprise us.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Perhaps the Finance
Minister will tell us what is the nature of it.

Mr. FOSTER. It is used in medicine and the
arts. My hon. friend, probably, has an indistinct
idea of what it is used for. Before we take up
Schedule B, there are some items which I wish
to add:

3. Resolved, That it is expedient to repeal the follow-
ing items in the Schedules to the Act 49 Victoria, Chap-
ter 33, Revised Statutes, intituled : "An Act to amend
the Duties of Customs," viz. : Schedule " A," items
numbered 29, 281, 417 and to make further provisions,
by adding to the Schedules to the said Act as follows,
viz.:

SCHEDULE "A."

214a. Bird cages, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.
214b. Brass and copper nails, rivets and burrs, thirty-

five per cent. ad valorem.
214c. Boots and shoes, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent. ad

valorem.
214d. All manufactures of leather, N.E.S., twenty-five

per cent. ad valorem,
214e. Barrels containing linseed oil, twenty-five cents

each.
214f. Lime-juice, fortified with or containing not more

than twenty-five per cent. of proof spirits, sixty
cents per gallon.
And when containing more than twenty-five per
cent. of proof spirits two dollars per gallon.

214g. Lime-juice, sweetened, and fruit syrups, N.O.P.,
forty cents per gallon.

214h. Lime-inice, and other fruit juices, N.O.P., non-
alcoholic, and not sweetened, ten cents per gallon.

214i. Granite and freestone, dressed ; all other building
stone, except marble, and all manufactures of
stone, N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad valorem.

214j. Grindstones, not mounted, and not less than twelve
inches in diameter, two dollars per ton.

214k. Ships or vessels under Canadian register repaired
abroad-on the value of such repairs, whether to
hull, riggings, machinery, or fittings, except in
case of an accident to the ship or vesse on au
outward voyage necessitating repairs in order to
enable her to return to Canada, in which case
such necessary repairs only shall not be dutiable.

2141. India rubber clothing or clothing made waterproof
with India rubber,N.E.S., thirty-five per cent. ad
valorem.

214m. India rubber surfaced waterproof clothing, ten cents
per pound and twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

214a. Biscuits of all kinds, not sweetened, twenty-five per
cent. ad valorem

In the item of bird cages, which were formerly at
a aluty of 30 per cent., we have raised the duty, as
has been explained to the Committee, and I pro-
pose to give 5 per cent. additional to the bird cage
manufacturers. Brass and copper nails and rivets
were formerly 25 per cent. ; I propose to place
them in the list, making them 35 per cent. for the
same reason. Boots and shoes, N.E.S., 25 per
cent. ad valorem. They were before the same,
except that this is meant to include a variety of
shoes made from felt, which the Customs were
necessarily ruling under the high duties of the
material of which they were made, as cloth. They
are a very cheap shoe, and we put them at 25 per
cent. Wire, 25 per cent. ad valorem, the same as
at present. Now that we have made linseed oil
subject to a specific duty, it is .proposed to place
a duty on the barrels, at 25 cents each barrel, to
prevent any dispute as to value of barrels. This
is less than the 20 per cent. There are three divi-
sions of lime juice. That containing 25 per
cent. of proof spirits will be dutiable at 60 cents
per gallon, and when it contains more than 25 per
cent of proof spirits it will be subject to a duty of

sir KICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

$2 per gallon. Lime juice, sweetened, and fruit
syrups, 40 cents per gallon; lime juice, unsweet.
ened and non-alcoholic, 10 cents per gallon.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What was the dutybefore ?
Mr. FOSTER. Some varieties were unenumera.

ble ; the alcoholic varieties were rated among the
spirits.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What rate will be
charged on lime juice fromthe West Indies ?

Mr. FOSTER. If sweetened and non-intoxi-
cant, 10 cents per gallon. Granite and freestone,
dressed, and all other building stone, except
marble, 30 per cent., formerly 20 per cent. These
are varieties of stone native to this country, and
the duty is not placed on the raw material, but on
the dressed material, so that labor may be em-
ployed on it here. Grindstones were formerly
simply entered as such, and all kinds of fancy
grindstones, such as are used by jewellers, were
brought in at $2 a ton duty, and it is proposed to
restrict the item to : Grindstones, not mounted,
and not less than 12 inches in diameter, $2 a ton.
India rubber clothing i at present subject to a
duty of 35 per cent. In regard to the India rubber
surface water-proof clothing, it is proposed to
change the duty, and make it specific and ad
valorem, 10 cents per pound and 25 per cent. That
will add a little to the duty on the heavier quali-
ties, while it will reduce the duties on the lighter
qualities. Biscuits of all kinds, not sweetened, are
now 20 per cent., being on the unenumerated list.
The duty on lard has been raised 1 cent a pound,
and a calculation shows that the addition of 5
cents will equalise, for the present, any increase
that has taken from raising the duty on lard.
Accordingly, biscuits will be 25 per cent. ad
valorem, instead of 20 per cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have received a letter from
the Caughnawaga tribe of Indians. It is as fol-
lows :-

" CAUGHNAWAGA, 5th April, 1890.
"To Hon. P. MITCHELL,

" Ottawa.
"DEAR Sr,-We the undersigned Indians beg to inform

you that us and our whole tribe feel that we are un-
justly treated by the high duty forced on beads that we
use to manufacture beadwork of which the largest
number of our tribe have no other means to earn their
living by - only to manufacture beadwork and the
largest portion of it is sold in the United States and is
admitted free of duty; if it was not paÉsed in the United
States free a large number of our Indian people wIould
almost starve, and now since the new tariff the Montrea
merchants we have to buy from having advanced prices
on their beads, these high prices we are forced to pay for
beads will lead us to starvation. We have had it very
hard to make a living before the new tariff (35 per cent.).
We humbly beg will ou please be kind enough to
look down on us poor Indians and get the bead dutY
repealed and reduced to 25 ner cent. B doing t 1
you will deeply and greatly oblige us in need

" We are very truly,
" Your humble and obedients servants,

"LOSE THERIWEIERE alia. JOSEPH BARN •.

his
"RAMIS X TENATERONAKWA.

mark
his

"SEE X SASENNOWENM.
mark

his
"SORAT X KARHONRIHSON."

mark d over
I hope such an appeal will not be passe
without due attention being paid to it.
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Mr. FOSTER. It has not been passed over; I
have lowered the duty on beads.

Mr. WALLACE. I think the hon. Minister
might remove the duty altogether from that class
of beads.

Mr. FOSTER. The communication I had from
those Indians was to the effect that, instead of in-
creasing the duty 5 cents, it should be allowed to
remain at its original figure.

Boots and shoes, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. McMULLEN. On the question of boots
and shoes, I may say that I was in the city of
Montreal yesterday, and one of the largest manu-
facturers there told me they were prepared for free
trade at any time in preference to the present
system.

Salmon, pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound. Al other
fish pickled or salted in barrels, 1 cent per pound.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would ask my hon. friend
if he thinks it is wise to put his duty on fsh ?
We find a proposition in the United States to tax the
fish coming from our ports, and while the Amer-
cans are still in throes of their arrangement of the
tariff, I would ask if it is prudent to tax the fish
coming from the United States ? We take very
little fish from thei, and this is simply a provoca-
tion on our part to cause them to retaliate upon us.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not know how it can be
retaliation, as this is merely the whole old duty
which has been on the tariff for years.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is really a provocation,
and the bon. gentleman would do well to take it
off.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How would this apply
to Newfoundland ?

Mr. BOWELL. None of these apply to New-
foundland.

Mr. MITCHELL. You cannot discriminate;
you must apply it to Newfoundland. The princi-
ple laid down by the British Government i8 that
they will not sanction discriminatory tariffs as
against one nation in favor of another.

Mr. KENNY. Newfoundland charges a duty
on our flour and I do not see why their fish should
be exempt.

Mr. CHARLTON. Our import of fish from the
United States is so very insignificant that it seems
to me we ought not to impose this duty, because it
invites retalfation. This duty might be wiped out
without any greater losBs to the revenue than a few
thousand dollars at most.

Mr. MITCHELL. There can be no exemption
made in regard to Newfoundland, or any country
outside of Canada.

Mr. KIRK. The late tariff was just the sanme
as this. According to the old tariff, duties were
charged on fih imported from Newfoundland just
the same as fish coming from other countries, but
by an Order in Council, and on account of some
arrangement between this Government and the
Goyernment of Newfoundland, they were allowed
to mport fish here free of duty on the understanding
that our flour was to be admitted free into New-
foundland.

34r. FOSTER. That waa a sort of reciprocal
arrangement.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think the hon. Minister
will remember that they imposed this duty against
Newfoundland, and that when Newfoundland
threatened to impose duties against Canada, the
Government had to back down, as they will pro-
bably have to do again. I should like to know
under what conditions our trade with Newfound-
land is carried at the present time-whether on an
Order in Council or by an enactment.

Mr. FOSTER. I think it is by power given under
the general Act.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. Minister should
be able to say more positively. Our trade with
Newfoundland is very important. We import a
large quantity of herrings from there, and we ought
to know exactly in what position that trade stands.

Mr. FOSTER. Itis under section 3 of chap. 33:
" Fish and other products of the fisheries shall be

chargeable with and there shall be collected thereon the
rates of duty set forth and described in schedule B to this
Act and set opposite to each of them respectively: Pro-
vided that the wbole or part of the duties imposed by
this section may be remitted as respects either the United
States or the Island of Newfoundland, or both, upon pro-
clamation of the Governor in Council, which may be
issued whenever it appears to his satisfactiop that the
Governuents of the United States and the Island of New-
fousndland, or either of them, have made changes in their
tariffs of duties imposed upon articles imported from
Canada, in reduction or repeal of the duties in force in
the said countries respectively."

Mr. KIRK. Was there ever an Order in Coun-
cil passed in reference to Newfoundland ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes ; I think there was.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). That applies whenever

Newfoundland remits the duty on herring.
Mr. FOSTER. It does not specify whether it

is to be in kind or not.
Mr. CHARLTON. With regard to the two

items in schedule B, I find that last year we col-
lected $199.87 on the imports of pickled salmon
from the United States, the value Of the importa
being $713, and on the imports of all other salted
fish from the United States we collected $79.95, and
the value of the imports was $241. As the duty
on these articles only amounts to the paltry sum
of less than $300, it seemus to me an act of folly
almost to impose any duty under the circuin-
stances, because while our export trade is a vast
one, our import trade is almost nothing. I think
it would be better to drop this duty altogether.
If it is calculated to produce any effect, it will
not be a beneficial one.

Mr. TAYLOR. Have they not got the same
duty against us ?

Mr. CHARLTON. It does not matter. If we
impose this, it is a provocation to them to re-
taliate.

Mr. SPROULE. We had better attend to our
own affairs, and let thein attend to theirs.

Mr. BOWELL. It has been there for years.

Mess pork, as defined by the General Inspectidn Act,
li cents per pound.

Mr. KIRK. I would like to aak the Minister of
Finance if it is the intention of the Government to
continue the arrangement to allow Newfoundland
fish to come in free, with the understandingthat
flour is to go there free, and if he thinks that is
fair to the fishermen of Nova Scotia and the
Dominion at large. It appears to me that if you

3562



rCOMMONS]

are going to have protection, you have no right to
sacrifice the interests of one class for the interests
of another class. I do not think the Government
are doing justice to the fishermen of Nova Scotia
by giving away their market to the fishermen of
Newfoundland in order that the Canadian millers
may send them flour.

Mr. FOSTER. It does not seem to be a proper
item under which to discuss that question. If my
hon. friend will put that question at another time
I will endeavor to answer it.

Mr. KIRK. Very well, I will put it to-morrow
before the Orders of the Day are called.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). We have been taking a
good deal of liberty in going back and forwasrd over
these items, and I think the hon. Minister should
answer the question. As my hon. friend says,
herrings that come from Newfoundland go to the
Montreal and Quebec markets to supply the de-
mand which would otherwise be supplied by the
herrings from Nova Scotia, to enable the millers of
Canada to send a certain quantity of flour to New-
foundland for their benefit. There is a great deal
in the point raised by my hon. friend.

Mr. KENNY. The hon. Finance Minister bas
intimated bis intention to answer this question
to-morrow. To save time, I desire to call bis
attention to the fact that the Nova Scotia fisher-
men, when they go to the Newfoundland coast, are
taxed on the salt and barrels and equipment they
take there, and it seems rather extraordinary that
we should let their fish in free.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That may seem hard,
but there is this much to be said in explanation,
though I do not approve of it. Our vessels go
down with salt and other supplies and enter in
their harbors and trade for fish with the traders
there.

Mr. FOSTER. The Inspection Act defines mess
pork as follows :-

"Mess pork shall consist of the rib pieces only of good
hogs, weighing not less than 200 pounds each. The pack-
ages containing such-pork shall be branded on one of the
heads, mess pork,"
That takes in what is generally known as the
heavy mess pork and the clear eut pork as well.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman whether or not what is known as
clear pork will be admitted under the one and a
half cent per pound duty. I object to the increase
of duty at all ; but since it is to be increased, I
would like to have it clearly defined whether or
not clear pork is included in the tariff of one and
a half cent a pound ; as I understand, at present
it comes in at three cents.

Mr. FOSTER. The definition I have read con-
finesmesa pork to the rib pieces ony of good hogs,
weighing not les than 200 pounds each, and I
think that included what my hon. friend speaks of
as cear Xsk, provided it is from liogs weighing
200 poi r.

Mr. GILLMOR. Will the bon. gentleman in-
sert that in the tariff?

Mr. FOSTER. The tariff is explicit enoitgh
under the definition I have read.

Mr. MITCHELL. There should be no am
biguity left in relation to so important an item.
If the hon. gentleman will add clear pork to mess

Mr. KIRK.

pork, that will suit all purposes for which we are
dontending, so far as the definition is concerned.

Mr. CHARLTON. That wil. be necessary, be.
cause clear side is not classed as mess park. Mess
pork is barrel pork. Lumbermen, in buying their
pork, buy mess pork, and barrel sometimes what
is apparently clear side. It is a different way of
putting up pork of the same kind. To exempt
that from the duty of 3 cents per pound, it would
be necessary to make this definition.

Mr. WELSH. I understand what mess pork
is, and I think the definition of the Minister of
Finance is clear. I would ask the hon. member
for Northumberland what he means by clear pork?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mess pork is the standard
pork of commerce, and the speculative article.
Clear pork is not a speculative article. It is the
pork in which the belly part of the pig as well
as the sides, with bones taken out, is specially
cured and put up. It generally averages in the
Chicago market 50 cents higher than the mess
pork, as there is not so much, if any, bone in it,
and there is none of the back bone in it. It is
very much used in the lumber camps in the place
of mess pork. It is also the whole side of the
clear part of the pig. Being free from bone is
what constitutes clear pork. To show the hard-
ship that may have existed during the past week,
mess pork, which is the speculative article, jumped
from $1 to $5 per barrel over and above the price
of clear pork. This shows that our people may
be mulcted by the speculative price in buying the
mess pork, while if they buy the clear pork they
wil not have to pay the speculative price. With
regard to the prime pork, that is an inferior grade
of pork. I can understand a duty being put on
that, because there is a great deal raised in this
country. It is from the smaller hogs and the infe-
rior parts of the larger. But our people do not
grow to any great extent the mess pork, and,
therefore, no duty should be imposed on it, and
certainly the duty on clear pork shonld not be put
higher than that of mess. If the hon. gentleman
will put into the item clear pork, he will define
more clearly what is meant.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for Northum-
berland (Mr. Mitchell) says we do not grow that
kind of pork in Canada, but the reason is the
market has been so low our farmers spuld not grow
it with profit. Give them the Canadian market, and
they will grow lots of it, and they are desirous to
grow it all over Canada. - When a pig gets to a
certain growth, it is much more profitable to feed
it and so to obtain the growth of fat than it is
when the pig is younger.' Now, the Canadian
farmers are compelled to kill the hogs when they
are only half fattened, and the heavy pork il
brouglit in from Chicago or from the State I
Michigan. If you give the nrket to the Canadian
farmers, there would be plenty of that hçavy pork.

Mr. MITCHELL. Why dos not the hon. gen-
gleman go to the root of the matter? The reasOn
why we do not raise heavy mess pork hee is that
in the United States they can getS-rn is the State
of Kansas for 15 cents a bushel, and that 's tle
food best fitted to raise heavy mess pOrk, so that
they can afford to keep these pigs for a year or a
year and a half, while in this country the farmers
have to slaughter their pi' when they. are se\en
or eight months old. They cannot keep thein
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longer, simply because corn is not allowed to be
imported free into this country and the ex-

pense is too eat. The hon. gentleman says
the hogs can Efed upon coarse grains. Are
there any coarse grains for the feeding of hogs
to be compared to corn? He speaks of barley.
Barley has been worth 60 or 70 or 80 cents a bushel,
and how can that be used to feed hogs when they
can he fed on the other side on corn at 15 cents a
bushel? Who is to pay for this difference? The
hon. gentleman is going to make the lumbermen
and the fishermen pay for it. He is going to make
the people in the Maritime Provinces, who con-
sume a great deal of pork, pay this extra cost. If
the Government had taken this duty off corn, the
people in the Maritime Provinces could have fed
the pigs so as to provide what was required for
our own market at least.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). In regard to the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman, I find that the letter
I have says, speaking of the difference between
clear pork and mess pork, that the former consists
as follows: Heavy fat shoulder butts, with blade
bone left lm, and California or picnic ham taken
off. The clear pork is often used in preference to
the mess pork, and one would imagine that it was
of equal value; but, under this proposal, it will
pay 3 cents per pound, while the mess pork only
pays 2 cents per pound. Then there is a quality
of prime mess pork, and another called prime
pork, and those pay $6 a barrel. That class of
pork is largely used by our fishermen-not by the
bank fishermen, because, as they take it in bond,
they would takethe American pork in bond, and,
therefore, it does not affect them-but by the
people along the coast-people who are part fisher-
men and part farmers, but who raise neither pork
nor beef for themselves. They have to buy both,
and the Government will see how hard upon them
will be a duty of $6 a barrel. I do not think the
Go vernmient has considered how injurious this will
be in regard to these fishermen, and upon the
lobster fishermen, and upon those who go to sea,
leaving their families ashore. It seems difficult
to understand why the lumbermen, who, as a
rule are better off than the fishermen, get their
pork at a lower rate of duty. I was in hopes,
after the representations which were made to the
Governinent, that they would have made a con-
siderable change before asking the Committee to
pass these resolutions. The people in this country,
as has been very properly stated by the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), cannot
raise pork as cheaply as the people of the United
States, because we have no corn to feed them on.
Where corn is 15 cents a bushel, pork can be
raised cheaply, but we have no cheap food on
which to raise pork except potatoes, and in some
places not even that. In Prince Edward Island
they will have the benefit of this duty, because
potatoes are very cheap there, but I object to this
Ilicrease, and to the inequality in the duty, imposed
upon the fishermen as against the lumbermen. I
think the Government could not have considered
the way i which this tax would affect the coast
fishermen, and I now make this final appeal to
them on behalf of these poor people, and ask that
they should not be charged the hea4vy duty whichthe Mimister ofFimance proposes.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
)ones has been building an argument on nothing In

regard to the way this will bear upon the Province
he represents. I find that $5,0 duty wat paid
on the lower class of pork, and the total- amount
imported was 516,000 pounds in the Province of
Nova Scotia. I am informed also the importation
was largely for the lumbermen and not for the
fishermen at all, so that this cannot apply so hea-
vily to the poor fisherman as the hon. gentleman
represents.

Mr. MITCHELL. Last year there was imported
fifteen million pounds of pork into this couritry,
and a duty of $152,000 was paid.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The member for
Grey (Mr. Sproule) stated that it paid the farmer
better to feed the higher class of ho gs than the
younger. That statement is fallacious. The young-
er the animal is, the greater is the amount
of tood required in proportion to the live weight.
I will read a statement as to the increased cost of
hogs in proportion to their age and weight.

"From the data given in these tables, and from çon-
clusions safely reached by observation I desire to point
out that as a hog beconmes older and heavier 'there is a
gradual increase i the quantity of food consumed per
pound of increased live weight. It is not prudent to base
a scale of the per cent. of increased consumption of feed
upon these few tests, but I'may mention that, in the case
of feeding hog upon middlings only, from 226 pounds each
up to 291 pounds each they cons*med 86 per cent. more feed
for every pound of increased live weight than did the hogs
from 90 pounds each up to 145 pounds each."
This shows positively that the farmers of Canada
will not be able to feed hogs up to the weight re-
quired to produce heavy pork as long as they have
a market for hogs weighing from 150 pounds to 175
pounds. While this may benefit farmers in cer-
tain localities, it will have very little effect in other
localities. Taking the exports and imports of pork,
beef-and meats of all descriptions, and the imports
and exports of animals that produce meat, we have
still a balance of both amounting to $6,608,846.
The great effect of this duty will be to displace one
sort of meat for another, so that the benefit to the
Canadian farmer will not be so great as re-
presented, except, perhaps in some localities.
In some localities a farmer may benefit, but I hold
he -cannot benefit by feeding these heavy hogs,
According to experiments that have been made we
find that if we feed corn we can produce a pound
of pork just about 1 cent a pound cheaper than we
can upon either pease, barley or shorts. Now, if we
received the corn zinto Canada withoqt duty and
left the duty upon pork at. the price it was, a greater
benefit would be conferred upon all the classes of
the community, and the consumers would not have
to pay the increased price, and the farmers, if they
had free corn, could produce the pork more cheaply
by 1 cent a pound than they can at the present
time.

Mr. SPROULE. I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman, who professess to. be a practical farmer,
if he finds that the rale, is universal that all
animals, the younger they are when he commences
to fatten them, the less they consume in proportion
to the increase in weight, and, if that principle is
correct, why be does not turn olit those hundred
head of cattle he is feeding to-day before they are
half fattened and put younger ones in their place?
Everyone knows that cattle will consume nqt more
thsn one-third as much after they get pretty fat
as they will when you put, ther iup firat. , The
lquger you.keep them and the, fatter you make
them, the less they will consume. The hon.
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member for Huron said all animals-I agree with
him if he confines it to pork, but I do
not if lie makes the sweeping statement that
the sane rule applies to all animals. The
reason why farmers do not feed this pork is because
it is not profitable. They have no market for it.
We want to give to the Canadian farmer the market
for this twenty-three million pounds of meat that
we import. The hon. gentleman says we do not
raise large hogs. I have heard a statement made
by, I think, the hon. member for Hastings, the
other night, that they ship hogs from Belleville
just because they could not find a market at
home for that heavy class of pork. If they bring
in these large hogs to market, they will get
half a dollar a hundred less for them than for
the small ones. I saw hogs weighing 1.75 pounds
offered in the market in my place for $5, while
hogs weighing 300 pounds and over, were sold for
$4.50 per cwt. There is no market for them, be-
cause they are supplied by the American farmer
from the Western States. From the information I
have received from the farmers lately, they are
much pleased with the proposed increase of duty,
and some of them fear that the Government are dis-
posed to back down or to change the kinds of pork
that is brought in so as to allow more to come in
under a lower rate of duty. I believe there is no
one in this country who raises pork or beef who
will not approve of this increase of duty, because
it will tend largely to keep out the American pro-
duce which comes directly into competition with
ours.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The hon. gentleman's
experience is not like the experiments made by Mr.
Groff in Waterloo. He fed cattle, some of them,
until they were two years old, some three years
old, some four and some five. He kept an account
of the amount of food consumed and the price
realised, and found that he made the greatest
profit from animals two years old. I find from ex-
perience that I can make one-third more profit by
buying steers two years old than by buying them
at a later age. It is an understood principle that
the earlier you can bring an animal to market the
more profit you will make out of him. But I
want the hon. gentleman to understand that when
he brings a young animal into the market it must
be in a fat condition. In the Western part of
Ontario, to-day they are feeding hogs five, six, an'd
seven months, and selling them when they weigh
160 or 170 pounds.

Mr. TISDALE. I understand the hon. gen-
tleman to say the profit is greater, or does lie
mean the proportion of profit? In other words,
you take a young steer two years old that wiil
weigh 600 pounds, you fatten him up to four years,
and he will weigh 1,300 lbs. Does he mean to say
that lie will make more money on each animal
selling him at two years old than by keeping him
until he is four ? He will make a greater proportion
of profit, but he will not make nearly so many
dollars per anima:. I am speaking of something I
know, because, probably, I have sold more thon-
sands of cattle than he has hundreds. If you
should go into the United States and tell a large
stock man that he could sell hie cattle at two years
old for a greater profit, lie would say that you did
not know anything about your business. They
never think of selling their cattle at two years old.

Mr. SrouL.

The proportionate increase after they pass two
years is greater, because all risk is past, you have
the animal bred and well started in growth. Some
of them may sell animals at three years, because
at that age a thrifty steer is almost as good as he is
at four years. Possibly they will sell 20 per cent.
of their animals at three years old, because they
are peculiarly thrifty, but 90 per cent. of all the
cattle are kept until they are four years old.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the doctors and the
lawyers, like the hon. member for Grey (Mr.
Sproule), and the lion. member for Simcoe (Mr.
Tisdale), had better establish a school for the
farmers and the breeders like the lion. member for
Huron.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The hon. gentleman
spoke about a steer two years old, weighing 600
pounds. I handle no such animals. I have steers
in my possession this winter that weigh 1,200
pounds at 18 months old. It would pay no farmer
to raise a steer at that age, which weighs only 600
pounds. I have taken steers to the English market
for several years. One year I took over steers four
years old, and the highest price I got for them was
£24 10s., and for two-year old steers the highest
price I got was £22 10s. Last year I got £19 15s.
or two-year old steers.
Mr. TISDALE. I want to make this explana-

tion in answer to what the hon. member for West
Durham says about establishing schools. In the
matter of cattle I do not want to be taught by the
hon. member for Huron. If hon. gentlemen will
look at the Chicago markets they will find the
average of beeves is 1,200 pounds for a four-year old.
The hon. member for Huron (Mr. McMillan) was
talking about a particular class of high bred stock
when he spoke of 1,200 pounds as average cattle.
The hon. gentleman laid down a general proposi-
tion, that lie could make more money selling cattle
at two years old than when they were under that
age. I can quote the markets of Chicago, where
during eight months of the year from 10,000 to
15,000 head of cattle are sold every day. I arn
speaking not only of what I have read, but what I
have seen ; I am speaking of cattle in the Western
States and territories, and range cattle particularly.
I say that neither of these classes prefer to sell 20
per cent. of their cattle at two years old. The hon.
member for Huron (Mr. McMillan) was simply
speaking of a few dozen or a few hundred cattle of
special breeds, when lie said they would go from
1,800 to 2,000 pounds when four-year olds, which
no doubt is the case, and from 1,200 to 1,400
pounds as two-year olds. That particular ctas
may pay better to kill as two-year olds, but the
hon. gentleman was speaking of the general cattle
market of the world.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for South
Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) undoubtedly possesses a
great deal of knowledge as regards the business of
ranching in Montana. That, owever, is not a case
parallel to the raising and feeding of cattle l

Canada. Montana cattle on the ranche at twO
years old, I admit, are not very good stock, and
no doubt they are much better at four years o -

I would «ve much more for the practical kn
ledge of t e hon. member for Huron (Mr. M
lan) than the * knowledge of the hon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdle) and the hon. member
for' East Grey (Mr. SprouleI and four or five oLliers
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like them with respect to the matter we are
discussing. The assertion made by the lion. mem-
ber for Huron (Mr. McMillan), that there would
be relatively a larger percentage of profit on young
than on old cattle, is undoubtedly true. He did
not say that two-year old steers would be worth
as much as four-year olds, but lie claimed that,
taking the first cost, the time spent, and the
amount of feed, the percentage of return would be
greater from young cattle than from four-year
olds. His practical experience has shown him
that such is the case, and no doubt he is right, and
I submit the lion. member for South Norfolk (Mr.
Tisdale) knows little about it. The latter hon.
gentleman is interested in Montana ranches and
has handled a great many cattle there, but his
knowledge of the cattle business in this country is
not as reliable as that of the hon. member for
Huron (Mr. McMillan), and lie has not the practi-
cal knowledge possessed by that hon. gentleman.

Mr. FOSTER. Let me remind the Committee
that we are now on the item of mess pork.

Mr. SPROULE. We have before to-day found
out that the arguments of the lion. member for
Huron (Mr. McMillan) were not infallible. Only
a few days ago the hon. gentleman gave a long list
of agricultural implements as having come into the
country before 1878 duty free, and I showed that
such was not the case. His present argument in
regard to the interests of the farmers is as unre-
liable as his argument was on that occasion. If
the hon. gentleman applied the number of pounds
of feed to fatten cattle, as a feeder and not as a
farmer, there might be more force in his argument.
But farmers benefit not so much by buying food
for their cattle as by using straw, chaff, turnips
and food that is round the barn, which costs little.
and thus keeping the cattle going for one, two or
three years, and thus obtaining an increase of
weight at very little cost. If cattle are fed with
corn, it may, perhaps, be more profitable to fatten
them as two-year olds. But farmers are only to a
small extent feeders, and, therefore, it is not to
their interest and benefit that they should turn out
their cattle at two years old. At that age they
cannot fatten them with profit; they have not
noney to go abroad and buy feed. The hon. mem-

ber for Huron (Mr. McMillan) may be a great
authority and may display evidence of superior
knowledge and ability on agricultural subjects, but
he must not taunt hon. gentlemen on this side of
the House with ignorance when they rise as re-
Presenting the farming community and discuss
these topics. If the lion. gentleman will go among
his own farming friends he will find they do not
accept hiim or his theories. Not one in 500 is a
feeder, and it is only the feeder who can purchase
American corn for feed, and to him alone is it im-
Portant that American corn should come in duty
free. It will not be until the farmers abandon the
general principles of farming and direct their
attention entirely to feeding that it will be to their
intereet to get in American corn free of duty.

Some lion. MEMBERS. Pork.
Mr. SPROULE. Are hon. gentlemen afraid of

learing an argument in regard to the farmers?
thon, gentlemen opposite will have to go back to
the farmers and win their support or they will not
-ie returned to this House. As regards cattle, it
is the interest of the farmer to feed them from

year to year on a class of food representing very
little value, and get back his profit partially in
the manure, and when the cattle have reached the
proper age for feeding the farmer can then fatten
them to advantage.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). What I stated was,
that under the Mackenzie tariff, agricultural imple-
ments were admitted free and I can prove it. The
antiquated ideas the hon. gentleman entertains in
regard to feeding and breeding are those which
prevailed in Canada ten, fifteen and twenty years
ago, when people advocated scrub cattle and not
the improved breeds of the present day.

Mr. POPE. Mr. Chairman, the hon. member
for Huron (Mr. McMillan) has said that there was
a greater profit in handling cattle up to the age of
two years than there was after that. If that is a
fact, why is it that he confines nearly his entire
dealings in cattle to those animals which are from
one to two years old and upwards, instead of
producing these animals from calves up to one or
two years ? It is the same with regard to pork.
He must surely be a shrewd man, because he is
apparently from old Scotland, and his countrymen
are noted for their shrewdness. If his dealing in
these cattle is satisfactory to him-and, he pursues
his business year after year as evidence of satisfac-
tory results-and if he finds that in exporting these
cattle between the ages of two and four years he
makes a greater profit than if he raised them be-
tween one and two years, why does he not say so ?
When he comes to the finishing of the pork, the
same principle prevails. The small farmer with
his limited means can grow these hogs up to a
certain time, and then they can be purchased by
just such a sample of a farmer as the hon. member
for Huron (Mr. McMillan)-and I have no doubt
he is a very good farmer. He can finish the light
pork into heavy pork just the same as he can
finish the light steer into the heavy steer for
export.

Mr. SCRIVER. I must confess that I am not a
practical farmer, but judging from what my hon.
friend from Compton (Mr. Pope) says, I know as
much about fattening hogs as he does; and per-
haps a little more. I am the better prepared
to say a few words on this question, as I
am a subscriber to the New York Weekly
Tribune, which publishes an excellent agricultural
column. I have been reading some articles in
that paper, hiteresting to me even, and written by
Mr. Curtis, who is known as perbaps the most suc-
cessful producer of hogs i the United States. He
wrote i one of these articles which I remember,
that it was a false policy on the part of the farmer
to think of keeping a hog until he was more than a
ear old, and that more profit would be made
y slaughterig hogs before they were that age

than keephig them longer. I was a little sur-
.rised to hear my hon. friend from Grey (Mr.

Sproule) go so far as to say that the longer you
keep a hog the more profitable he would become,
and he repeated that observation, which would
lead one to think that his idea was that the longer
you keep hogs the more profitable .you would
make them. Perhaps, as lie placed no limit, his
theory is that the farmer should keep them until
they were of venerable age. I was suprised to
hear my hon. friend from Compton (Mr. Pope)
take the position he did, because I have no doubt
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he has experience in. this matter. I have a little
experience myself, and my neighbors have had ex-
perience, and I am satisfied that they have allcorne
to the conclusion that there is no profit for the far-
mer in raising what is called heavy pork.

Mr. SPROULE. I have every respect for the
hon. member for Huntingdon (Mr. Scriver), but I
must confess that I have not so much respect for
his argument regarding the raising of cattle and
hogs. Ris argument would lead to the conclusion,
that the younger a pig was killed the more profit
there would be. Now, if that be correct, why not
kill it when only a month old, and do the same with
cattle. That was not what I stated. I said just as
other hon. members have said : that the profit of the
farmer is obtained by feeding cattle with a kind of
food which represents little or no value-such as
chaff, straw and turnips, and that in the meantime
it grows. When the beast gets to a certain age, it
takes less, in proportion, to fatten it than when the
animal is younger. The lion. member for Compton
(Mr. Pope) has pointed out the situation of the
hon. member for Huron (Mr. McMillan) who buys
his stock from the fariner. Would any gentleman
say that he is a fair specimen of the farmer in
Western Ontario? No. They would say that he
is a speculator and a feeder, and that he is not a
fariner in the proper sense of the teri. The hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) says lie
would rather send us to a school like that for infor-
mation, than he would to the hon. member who sits
beside me, or to the hon..member for East Grey.
That may be the opinion of a chancery lawyer, and
of a speculator, but it would not be the opinion of
the practical farmers of this country.

Mr. BLAKE. My lion. friend from Grey (Mr.
Sproule) must remember that he is perhaps con-
founding things a little. -He- has in truth applied
his experience to a condition of affairs to which it
does not apply. The longer he keeps the animals
by which he makes his living, the more he profits
by it ; for his profits cease when they die. But
he must not apply to others who profit by the
death, the experience of a man whose profit ceases
by the death.

Mr. SPROULE. It seems there is a strange
similarity between us in that line.

Mr.' FISHER. The hon. member for Grey (Mr.
Sproule) is a little wrong in speaking as he has
done. It is true that in a certain sense my hon.
friend from Huron (Mr. MeMillan) is a producer
of the finished article, and that he does buy cattle
and finish them, In doing so, he uses his own
judgment. But my hon. riend from Grey (Mr.
Sproule) is perhaps not aware that in addition to
doing so, and as a part of his business, my hon.
friend from Huron (Mr. MciMillan) actually tills
and cultivates about 450 acres of the choicest land
in Western Ontario, and that he has made that the
choicest land in Ontario by his skill as a farmer
and cultivator, in producing the raw material
which he puts into those finished cattle which he
exporte to England. I would like to say a word
or two with regard to the feeding of hogs which
was referred to by the hon. meinber for Grey (Mr.
Sproule). I do not think there iesany doubt what-
ever about what the hon. member for Huntingdon
(Mr. Scriver) said, namely, that if you feed
younger cattle you get a greater return for your
feeding. The question of how much money you

. SCRIVER.

make on an animal is how much more you
can get for it than your food cost you, and
there is no doubt whatever, from careful experi-
ments made in England, and, I believe, in Canada
as well ; that when you feed a young animal you
get a larger return than when you feed an old
animal. The hon. member for Grey (Mr. Sproule)
talks of feeding cattlé on straw, and chaff, and
turnips, but any gentleman who knows anything
about farmers, knows that if they feed their ani-
mals on such foods as those, the return will be smali
indeed. It is only by using these cheaper foods
in conjunction with better foods that the fariner
can use them at all. The hon. gentleman is no
doubt very desirous that our farmers should use
only these cheap foods, such as chaff, turnips and
straw, because he is anxious that the farmers
should be forced to pay a larger price for the
better food, but if the hon. gentleman knows any-
thing at all about farming, he must know that
the farmers must have the better kinds of foods
to use with the cheaper kinds of foods in order
to raise their animals to the best advantage.
The hon. gentleman seems to want our farmers to
go into the producing of heavy pork, such as our
lumbermen want, which is the cheapest variety of
pork. During the last year or two, our farmers
have been specially directing their attention to the
production of the dearer varieties of food, the things
on which they can make the greatest profit,
on which the greatest skill is displayed, and the
least raw material is used. On this principle, the
small animal, which produces the finest bacon and
the finest hams, ranging up to 15 cents a pound, is
much more profitable to the fariner than the animal
for which he can only get 4 or 5 cents a pound. It is
also in the interest of the Canadian dairyman, the
most rapidly increasing and most prosperous e as
of our farmers, that they should use their skimned
milk and whey to produce the finer variety of
pork, for which they will find an ample market
and better prices than they could get frorn the
lumbermen for heavy mess pork. This is the
direction in which our farmers ought to go, and in
this direction the present tariff does not help thei
at all, because it increases the price of corn, which
is the cheapest and best fdod they can use for the
production of fine pork, not when fed alone, but
when fed in conjunction with the clover and skim-
med milk which they have in abundance. This
tariff, which keeps the duty on corn and puts a
duty on heavy mess pork, does not help theni at
all. If they could get their corn free, they would
immediately command a large export trade witl
England, in which this tarif does not help thei,
but only hurts them. '

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I suppose there is no
part of the whole Dominion which is a greater
sufferer in proportion to population from what we
call the iniquitous tariff than Prince Edward
Island. The fact is that of the five or six hundred
articles on which taxes are ,imposed there is not
one on which the duty is levied for the purpose of
protecting anything produçed in Prince Edward
Island. Until we came to the articles of lard aud
pork, I think the taxes were purely and simply
taking money out of the people without protectng
anything they produced ; but on these two article
there may be some protection given to-the pro-
ducers of Prince Edward Island. On the subject
of lard, I think expectations are indulged in
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which willnot be realised, because the lard produced
in the United States is so adulterated with cotton-
seed oil and other viler'greases, that the United
States are able to undersell the world, and' the
duty will not enable the producers in Prinçe
Edward Island to compete with them at all.
Prince Edward Island is a large producer of pork
supplies for the neighboring Provinces of Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick, and the increase of
the duty on mess pork simply amounts to one-half
a cent a pound. That pork is sold largely to the
farmers and lumbermen of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick.

An hon. MEMBER. The lumbermen and fisher-
men-not the farmers.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Yes ; to the farmers in
some parts. I happen to have letters under my
hand from the three largest packers of Prince
Edward Island, in which they tell me the different
parts where they sell to the farmers in Nora
Scotia and New Brunswick, and I am speaking by
the book. The only increase is one-half a cent a
pound on mess pork. I undertood the hon. Finance
Minister to say that he is going to pass an order stat-
ing that mess pork includes not what is said in the
General Inspection Act, but clear pork also. If
he does that, this increase of one-half a cent a
pound will be no protection at all, because the
lumbermen will import all their pork from the
States. The Government are only dealing falla-
ciously with the people of Prince Edward Island,
who imagine they are going to get a benefit from
this duty. If clear pork was included,as I supposed
it was, under the title prime mess pork as defined
by theGeneralInspection Act,there might have been
a hope of some benefit from the duty ; in other
words, then we would transfer some money from
the pockets of the lumbermen and fishermen of
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick to the pockets of
the inipoverished people of Prince Edward Island,
and our people who have been robbed to such an
extent would have some little return made to
them. But prime mess is usually used for ship
stores, and on this the hon. gentleman puts a duty
of $6 a barrel, or 3 cents a pound, and the ship
owners buy that in bond from the States, and we
will get no benefit. In Prince Edward Island,
you can buy prime mess pork for $3 less than you
can buy mess, and prime mess will be iiported by
the shipowners in bond from the United States ;
an on the mess, on which we supposed we were
goig to get a benefit, we shall receive none,
because he is going to class clear pork with it, so
that I do not anticipate any benefit for our people
at all.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am surprised at the hon.
member for Queen's, P. E. I. <Mr. Davies). Why,
Sir, he is just as selfish and bad as any Ontario
man. He is looking entirely after the-interests of his
own Province, He says there is not going to be anybenefit to the farmers of Prince Edward Island, by
an increase of half à cent a pound on mess pork.
They get $3 now, and does he want to put $3 more
on the food of the lumbermen and fishermen of the
country ?

Mr. FOSTER. That is free trade.
Mr. MITCHELL. He is a queer free trader.

The fact is the hon. gentleman is speaking to the
constituency of Queen's now; he is not speaking his
mind, but he is speaking from a selfish sentiment

when he asks for an additional duty for his con-
stituents, and he will fleece'the lumbermen, and
fishermien, and farmers of our Province out of $3 a
barrel additional over and abôve wlhat the Minis.
ter is prepared to say he will give. As I under-
stand the definition given by the hon. Minister as
to pork is this: Under the reading of the General
Act that clear pork, being the pork between the
fore-shoulder and the hip, and known as clear, is
admitted and classed as mess pork. If that prin-
ciple is recognised, the thing is clear that it is only
liable to l cents.per pound.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) You will get your pork
from the States then.

Mr. SPROULE. We will supply you.
Mr. MITCHELL. If our farmers can raise

mess pork or clear pork, as defined by the Act, we
will get it from them, but up to this time they
have not been able to raise it. The reason we go
to Chicago is because we cannot get it any place
else as cheap. Surely $3 a barrel is quite enough
protection on food of that character so extensively
used in those two great industries to which I have
referred.

Mr. WELSH. I am a free trader, and, if I had
my way, I would take that tariff list and the.
tariff list of the United States and destroy them
altogether, and raise taxes in some other way.
In this whole tariff, there is not one item which
is not a burden on the people esppcially of Prince
Edward Island. The oily item which has a ten-
dency to benefit them at all is the duty on pork.
The lion. member for Grey (Mr. Sproule) told us
that clear pork pigs weighing from 500 to 900
pounds do not bring as mucIh money by li and
2 cents per pound as the smaller pigs.

Mr. SPROULE. Not so much difference as
that.

Mr. WELSH. That was the drift of his argu-
ment, and it shows the hon. gentleman did not
know what he was talking about. Big pork
brings larger prices than small.

Mr. SPROULE. It does not.
Mr. WELSH. We raise ten pigs to the one you

do for every square mile in this Dominion. I have
seen from three thousand to four thousand pigs a
day selling in Charlottetown, and the large pork
always commanded one to two cents a pound more
than the smaller pork.

Mr. SPROULE It is not so in Ontario.
Mr. WELSH. You do not know what good

pork is. Mess pork is four-pound pieces and no
jowls or bones. The other mess has not a jowl.
Clear pork is pork eut without the back-bone, and
it goes right around the shoulder. Although I am-
a free-trader, I am going to support this item,
because it is the only one in the whole tariff which
will benefit the people who sent me here.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). With respect to the
falsity which was attempted to be put on to my
statement, that agricultural implements come into
the country free under the Mackenzie tariff, I find
on referring to it, that farm utensils and imple-
ments when imported by àgricultural societies, for-
the encouragement of agriculture, were admitted
free. I would advise the hon. gentleman not to.
be so ready to give to my statements the charac-
teristic that distinguishes his own. I never rmade:
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a statement in this House that I did not believe to
be perfectly true.

Mr. GILLMOR. My own impression is that the
explanation given by the Government wirh regard
to this question of pork will satisfy those who
are in the habit of buying clear pork. That portion
of the hog which forins mess pork will also
form clear pork. Clear pork is the pork with
the ribs and bone taken out, and that will be inter-
preted as coming under the head of mess pork.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Is not all the clear pork
imported from the United States ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman

wants us to import it froin the United States.
Mr. MITCHELL. You can make clear pork and

mess pork in the Island if you have the hogs.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) In other words, this is

an ingenious mode of defeating the protection
which the tariff was intended to give. The object
of the tarif was to protect those who raise
mess pork, and if you are going to admit clear
pork as mess pork that object will be defeated.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you want $6 a barrel put
on clear pork ?

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) No ; I would like to
see 2 cents a pound put on all round. These hon.
gentlemen, in their own interest, are advocating
that clear pork shall be imported at 1½ cents per
pound, and they will buy for the lumbermen all
clear pork, and the mess pork will not be bought
at all.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I represent a farm-
ing constituency, and being somewhat of a farmer
myself, I feel a very deep interest in this question.
I must congratulate the Government on the
course they have taken in protecting this class of
agricultural products, for I think upon no special
item in the whole three hundred in the Tariff Bill
could they have taken any action that will redound
so much to the advantage of this country as will
their action on this item now under discussion.
The hon. member for Charlottetown (Mr. Welsh)
said that heavier pork was more valuable than
slighter pork. Experience in Ontario and the mar-
ket reports are against him, because the value of
any article is largely made by the demand. In that
connection I will just read a short extract from
Bulletin XXX of the Bureau of Industries of the
Ontario Government, which bears specially on this
point :

"The day of the fat hog bas gone by, excepting in the
lumber woods and other places where large numbers of
laborers are employed, and iustead of carcasses of 350 to
500 pounds, 90 per cent. of which is white, the market
now calls for carcasses of 110 to 160 pounds of firm meat,
well streaked with lean and fat. For this quality of meat
there appears to be a steadily growing demaud in our
towns nd cities, as showu by t he fi res of pork packers
and an almost unlimited demand in the markets o
England."
One reason why I refer to that especially is because
I do not quite agree with the proposition of the
hon. member for Grey regarding the profitable
feeding of hogs. I have not much experience in
feeding hogs, but am constantly in contact with
those who have, and the pig which can be matured
for market during the summer season is the most
profitable hog, and that is the stamp of animal
which the present tariff specially protects. Last

Mr. McMrm (Huron).
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year the returns showed we imported 15,206,-
172 pounds of pork, 3,658,967 pounds of hams and
bacon, and 8,290,001 pounds of lard. That is
26,155,140 pounds, that came at a cost of
$2,000,000 to the Canadian consumer. There is no
reason why the Canadian farmer should not only
supply that amount, but should also raise a large
extra quantity for export at profitable rates.
There are several reasons for that. One, and the
chief reason, is this : The farmers in Ontario and
older Provinces are drifting into the dairying
business, and are finding out the injury which
they suifer by making their exports all of grain, so
that, I think, any means by which the surplus
grain can be reduced to a smaller bulk, and exported
either in the form of pork, or beef, or mutton, or
dairy products, while leaving the fertilising ele-
ments on our farms, which are carried out of the
country when we export grain, will do a service to
the country. The report of the Ontario Agricul-
tural farm makes this statement :

" The facts presented in these quotations indicate that
there is a large demand for hogs and their products that
might be and ought to be furnished to ourown markets with

ro-fit by the dairy farmers of the Province. By way of
further introduction of this subject I will quote some

passages from an address which I had the honor to deliver
before the Dairymen's Associations in 1889.

"Dairymen neglec t one of the best servants they can have
in the animal creation, when they do not avail themselves
of the hog to aid in making money from the by-products
of milk. The attitude of farmers towards the pig has
been an unfriendly one. It is a popular, though untrue,
saying that the only good Indian is the dead Indian, and
farmers seem to cherish a similar belief in regard to the
hog. That opinion, however, is in direct opposition to
the best interests of the men who keep cows for the
manufacture of dairy products. If the-man who keeps ten
cows will fatten twenty hogs in the summer and haif as
many in the winter, he will find, perhaps t his amaze-
ment, that this little branch of business will bring him in
more money and profit than he thought could be made
from it. Whey is a valuable hog fees. There are nearly
7 lbs. in every 100 lbs. of whey which the hog can use te
advantage."
Further on he says:

" These elements of food value in whey should produce
at least twopounds oflive weight in hogs. 100 pounds of
whey, fed in the most judicious manner, should produce
two pounds of pork; it will not do it when fed alone, but
fed in combination with other foods it will."
Further on he says:

" I consider that it is possible, by a judicious mixture
of grain iu hog feeding, to obtain one pound of increase
live weight up to 200 pounds for every four pounds of
grain fed."
And still further:

" I believe the hogs of this Province are an unrecognised
and undeveloped source of wealth for the men who will
endeavor to understand and use them well."

I have made a computation based on these author-
itative and reliable figures, as I believe them to be,
because they are inferences which have been drawf
by competent men who have been experimenting
without any view to the cost of the experiment at
the OntarioAgriculturalFarm. We have in Ontario
to-day, as I compute, about 500,000 cows. I base
my calculation in this way : The number used in
the manufacture of cheese, taking that from the
report of the Dairymen's Association, is 300,000,
and I think 200,000 more may be added, making
half a million. Upon that estimate, the refuse Of
the dairy industry alone would produce about fifteen

million pounds of pork. Of course that would not

be all a new product, because a large proportion is
converted into k to-day ; but, in c4 onjunction
with barley mea, which the same authority proves
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to be the most valuable food for raising pork, we
could, if the market were once secured, double
the 500,000 cows in the older Provinces and thus
be able to produce over seventy million pounds of
pork, which, at 7 cents a pound-which is not more
than half the price suggested by some hon. gentle-
men on the other side of the House-would add
about five million and a half dollars to the revenue
of the farmers. I have made this computation, not
depending on the tariff so much for any increased
price, but I look upon the tariff as designed to,
secure a constant, steady and reliable market, free
from the fluctuations mentioned by the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), as to the
result of " bull " and " bear " operations on the
stock exchange in Chicago. I hope and believe that
this tariff will protect the home market from those
fluctuations, so that the farmer, when he cbm-
mences operation in the spring, will be able to,
depend, with a considerable degree of certainty,
upon the prices he will receive in the fall. I do not
say that this tariff is going to enhance the price,
but I do say that it is going to make the price
stable. If we givë the farmer of Canada that reli-
able market for that class of meats, he will derive
great benefit, because, of the twenty-seven million
pounds imported into Canada from the United
States for consumption, fifteen million pounds were
of light meats, and of the hogs imported into
Canada in bond, a large proportion was made into
hams and bacon and sent out of this country in a
form which showed the great demand there is
for hogs of this description, both in Canada and in
England. Last year, I find that England imported
over 500 million pounds of pork. Canada only sent
27 million pounds of that amount, and the United
States sent a little over 300 million pounds. The
hon. gentlemen opposite talk about the price of
corn, and say that we cannot compete with the
Kansas corn growers. Of course we could not, if
you allow the Kansas corn grower to invade our
territory, when corn is at 15 cents a bushel as it
was two months ago-

Mr. MITCHELL. I thought the hon. member
for Grey (Mr. Sproule) said it was 33 cents a
bushel.

Mr. FERGUSÔN (Leeds). That is the price at.
the present time, according to the quotations of
the newspapers, but I am speaking of the price
two months ago. I say that, in the present state
of the pork market, in conjunction with our dairy.
ing business, and with the coarse grains which we
can successfully grow-especially barley, for which
the Americans have now refused us a market-we
should not only be able to supply the home market
with the whole quantity which we now import from.
the United States, but should be able to produce a
large quantity for export ; and I have no hesita-
tion in saying that I believe that, within ten
years, the dairy industry of the older Provinces,instead of having 500,000 cows in the Province of
Ontario, will have a million. We would be able
to feed such a number of hogs, in conjunction
with barley and coarse grains, that we would
be able to supply fully as much of the British mar-
ket for that class of pork as the Americans do
now, sO that we would not only be able to save
that two million dollars we now pay to the Am-
ericans for feeding us, and which goes to the
Kansas corn-grower, but we would be able to

produce a large amount for export, the returns
of which would go into the pockets of the farmers
of Canada. As to the heavy pork, there is such a
small amount of it required in Canada in compa-
rison with the lighter pork, that an occasional hog
here and there, one 300 pound hog in 10 that we
raise in this country, indeed I may say one in 20,
would furnish all the mess pork that the lumber-
men of this country requires. I will go further
than that, and say it is as much the duty of Parlia-
ment to legislate in the direction ot preserving the
health of the laboring men of this country, just as
much as it is to find them opportunities of labor and
cheap food. I state unhesitatingly that as a food
element for restoring the strength and wasted vigor
and energy to a lumberman, a hundred weight of
mixed fed Canadian pork is worth one dollar more
to any man than any American corn fed pork. The
reason the lumbermen are so anxious to get the
American pork is that it is soft and flabby, it does
not contain so much muscle, is not so firm, and
in boiling and in frying a larger amount of
lard is procured. That is the reason given to me
the other day by a New Brunswick lumberman.
It saves them from buying lard. They take the
lard, fried out of the American mess pork, and
mix it with beans and peas for the men. Let him
buy the firm, healthy, good, substantial Canadian
mess pork, and buy decent Canadian lard made
from the kidneys of the same hog, to mix with
his beans. I remember, 25 years ago, the only
food taken into the lumber camp were mess
pork, flour, molasses, black tea and beans. The
men ate this stuff all winter without any variety,
and when they came down in the spring you would
fancy 20 per cent. of them had the leprosy. To-
day, perhaps their own avarice has led them to
feed thein vegetables, fresh beef, beans, molasses,
fish, and every possible variety of food, be-
cause they have discovered that the greater the
variety and the better the quality of food,
the more work they can g et out of their men.
On that principle, I say let the lumbermen of
Canada feed Canadian pork to their men, and we
can do without Yankee mess pork. On this point,
I said a moment ago, speaking of the dairy
interest, that I was satisfied these two industries
running on parallel lines, would in ten years in this
country, instead of having 500,000 cows would have
1,000,000, and that would mean a product of 70,000,-
000 pounds of pork ; the feeding of 10,000,000
bushels of barley in conjunction with the same,
would mean 70,000,000 pounds more, or a total pro-
duct of 140,000,000 pounds, and you can count the
revenue to the farmers of this country upon that
amount of pork. I believe that is just as possible
as it has been to produce our present cheese product,
which was only an infant ixidustry in this country
fifteen years ago. I took an interest in the second
cheese factory ever constructed in Canada. I re-
member distinctly the statement made by the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), after return-
ing from his first trip over the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, when he referred to the astonishing fertility
of the soil of the Province of Alberta, and its
peculiar and salubrious climate. He said that
the friends who surrounded him, who had visited
that country previously, had misled him. The
statement was published in the Globe, and he said
that country waa capable of almost unlimited pro-
duction, owing to the fertility of the soil, but the
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great difficulty to its being settled up rapid-
ly was the long transport of the grain. I men-
tion this because it occurred to me the other
day when lisftening to the hon. members from
the North-West and Manitoba, asking that in-
creased subsidies be given to promote immigration
to that portion of our country. In no part
of the continent of America which I ever visited,
and I spent three or four months continuously in
that Province, both from the character of the soil,
and its topographical, and its climatic conditions,
did I ever see a region so suited to pea growing as
Alberta. The pea, I wish the House to under-
stand, and as everybody having any knowledge of
pork feeding knows, is the best possible food for
producing firm, healthy pork. So that the condi-
tions there for the growing of immense fields of peas
which may be fed by the farmers in that country,
largely in the same manner as the Kansas farmer
feeds his hogs are of a very superior kind. In
Kansas they send cattle into their corn fields to
break down the corn so that the hogs may reach it
and we may adopt the same plan in the North-
West. Owing to the character of the soil and
the climatic conditions of the country, we will
be able to produce bacon and ham the equal of
which the world has never seen. Now, we have
secured a British market for cheese, as the finest
element of food that enters that market. Our
wheat, as I saw the other day, stands at the head
of the list, and flour also. We hold the British
market for grass-fed beef. We will have the butter
market yet if our farmers pay attention to it, and
if we get the pork, we will have secured the unlim-
ited kitchen markets of England. Now, I suppose
some of the figures I have given may appear extra-
vagant to some hon. members, but if they will give
some thought on the line4hat I have indicated, they
will see that it is -not only quite possible but very
probable that we may realise the results which I
have pointed out. If the tariffwill bring about that
result, without in any way injuring any existing
industry, the Government is to be commended, an
the country is to be congratulated, on the result.
Some hon. gentlemen have referred to the duty of
$2 a barrel on pork, as it affects the lumbering in-
terests. It is notorious that there is scarcely a man,
especially on the Upper Ottawa and the bordering
prtioàs of Quebec and Ontario, who has been hand-
- g saw logs and square timbei for five years, who

bas not built a mansion and retired as a n1illionaire.
The tax on pork would not amount to 5 cents a
thousand on sawn lumber, and why men who are
following such a lucrative calling should hesitate to
give that advantage to the farmers, I cannot under-
stand. : I believe the lumbermen do not complain ;
they are too generous and large-hearted' and the
majority of them are too patriotic to make any pro-
test in that direction.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I Will not address an
essay to'this House on this subject or critisise 'the
speech of the hon. géntleman who has just taken
his seat. I think, however, the farÉners of the
country will employ their time properly and direct
their attention to those lineathat are most profit-
able, if they are let alone. I rise to make a few
observations in regard to the speech of the hon.
member for East Grey (Mr. Spronle). The lon.
gentleman bas given a descriptio of 'pig-feeding¡
in bis county that was entirely novel, with a

Mr. FnmüsoN (Leeds).

single exception. I remember many years ago,
hearing John B. Gough telling about going through
a country where the people were engaged in raising
pigs, and he asked whether they were raising
them for the purpose of placing them on the pork
market. " No, not at all," they said, " we are
raising them purely for the bristles." The meat
was of no account whatever. Mr. Gough must
have travelled through the county represented by
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Sproule), where they
feed pigs on straw and chaff, and I can well be-
lieve that the bristles will be a larger crop than
the meat. Gough also said that in the same
country in order to prevent pigs slipping through
the fences they were obliged to tie knots to their
tails. I think the pigs in the hon. gentleman's
constituency must all have knots in their tails, or
it would be utterly impossible to fence them in. A
hog will be a veritable land-shark when it is fed on
straw and chaff. The people told Gough that
those pigs paid for their feed ; and he asked how
that occurred ? They said they were troubled
with Canadian thistles, that the snouts grew to
an enormous length, and the tails constituted a sort
of flag staff, and a pig could stand on his head and
dig and eat a quarter of an acre of thistles in a day.
I can easily understand how, in a county where they
raise pigs of the sort described by the hon. gentle-
man, pig-feeding after all may be pretty profitable,
and I am quite sure the hon. member for East
Grey (Mr. Sproule) knows more about this kind of
feeding than any other hon. gentleman in this
House. I think his description, for I had supposed
Mr. Gough had drawn on his imagination when he
was telling the story, was certainly worthy of the
hon. 4entleman, and it was most important infor-
mation to communicate to the House.

Mr. SPROULE. I think I am entitled to a
chance to reply to the statements of the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), for in addition
to being a philosopher his last speech shows he is
bristling with new ideas. I am quite willing my
language should be taken for all it was intended to
imply, in regard to the subject to which it was
made applicable. In speaking of the use of chaff
and straw, I was speaking of feeding cattle, and
the question whether it would be more profitable
to feed cattle to kill at two years, or to keep them
to a later age. Hon. gentlemen have a dozen times
in this debate not only misrepresented me, but ap-
plied language which Insed in speaking of the feed-
ing of cattle to the feeding of *hogs, and have made
use of it in their facetious way. I have endeavored
to show that it was in the interests of the farmer to
keep stock of any kind until it arrived at maturity
rather than kill it at a premature age. Hon.
gentlemen opposite say that if you continue that
line of argument you must feed stock until they
are very old. That is carrying the argument to
an absurdity. Every sensible man knows there is
a time in the life of all animals during which
there is an increase of growth, and that means an
increase of weight, and both these may be obtained
at a very small outlay to the farmer, During that
time the beast is growing, but when it comes to
maturity it is unprofitabe for the farmer to keep
the animàl longer, and he should then fatten it
anid gend it to market as soon as possible. That
was the argument' I wished to present to the
Contiiittee, not that' pig should be fed on straw
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or chaff. I did not make use of that language in
regard to feeding pige but to feeding cattle, and I
said that young cattie could be fed on those kinds
of feed, and that the farmer had ample time dur-
ing the winter to attend to them, and he also
required the manure to improve his lands. The
hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher) said I had
evidently not taken much interest in the subject,
and had not read many agricultural papers and
periodicals. I have read a few of them, and if my
memory serves me correctly, I read something
about a patent food prepared by a scientific farmer
in the Eastern Townships. It was supposed to be
of that peculiar nature that a very little of it would
keep an animal alive ; but it appeared to have been
invented by the hon. gentleman who now poses as
such high authority on agricultural matters, and in
practice it was found to keep the animal alive to a
certain stage, and about the time the farmer
expected to receive a fair price for the animal it
died from starvation

Mr. CHARLTON. Chestnut.

Mr. SPROULE. It may be a chesnut; but
chestnuts sometimes are very applicable, and if
only stories which are not chestnuts were repeated
in this House, the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) would not be able to make such a
variety of tariff speeches and on different sides of
the question. With respect to the statement made
by the hon. member for Huron (Mr. McMillan).
I said that he had stated that during the Mac-
kenzie régime all agricultural implements were
imported free, and I said that was not correct.
The hon. gentleman flatly contradicted me, and
read from Hansard to prove his statement. I find
in Hansard his very words, at column 2969 he
said :

" Just let me read a little statement to show how the
Government of the Hon. Alexander Mackenzie eneour-
aged the farmers of this country, during the time they
held office. During that time, we could get all our agri-
cultural implements into the country free ; now we have
to pay 35 per cent. ; waggons were free, they now pay 50
per cent. ; buggies were free, they now pay 41 per cent.
a hay-knife was free it now has to pay 79per cent hoes
were free, they now have to pay from the United àtates
45i per cent. and from Great Britain 53 per cent. ; a
clothes-wringer was free of duty, now it bas topay73i per
cent. ; scythes were frec, now they have to pay 79 per
cent. ; picks, spades and shovels were free, now they have
to pay 401 per cent. ; tiles were free, now they pay 20 per
cent.; fertilisers were free, now they have to pay 20 per
cent.; timothy, clover and other seeds were free, and
we have had timothy and clover free only during the last
two years, but now a duty of 15 per cent. is imposed on
them ; turnips, mangolds and beets were free and we have
been paying a duty of 15 per cent. on them up to the pre-
sent t1ne, but now they nave again been placed on the

I read the hon. gentlemqp's own words, and, there-
fore, I was not misquoting him, and I have read
them again to-night to fortify the statement I
made : that he is not always reliable. It is true
he went on to speak further, and in that he pro.
bably finds the quotation he has given to-night.
Speakng of the Hon. Alexander Mackenzie, he
said :

" He allowed the manufacturers to have free iron fron
Which to manufacture agricultural implements, and hea,,owed agriultural implements to come in free to theagrieultura, secieties."

It is true the hon. gentleman referred to the fact
that agricultural societies could brin in their im-
plements free, but I showed in opposition to that

that they only brought in a very small number of
them free, and that it was not to the Hon. Alexan-
der Mackenzie or his Government, that the farmers
were indebted for this consideration, because I
understand it was due to an Order in Council passed
by the preset Premier and bis Government, in the
year 1868, and which was continued by the Hon.
Mr. Mackenzie when lu power, that the farmers
g ot the privilege of bringing in their implements
free.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman
should not bore the Committee ; we are talking
about pork.

Mr. SPROULE. I only mentioned this to show
that I have not misquoted the hon. gentleman, and
in order to defend the statement I made.

Mr. FISHER. I am not going to prolong the
discussion, but the hon. gentleman made some
allusions to myself, which I confess I cannot quite
understand. I would not pay any attention to
them at all had it not been that similar insinuations
were thrown out by gentlemen on the other side
of the House during this Session. I confess that
their insinuations are rather far fetched, and I can-
not understand what they mean. I can say that I
did not use any patent cattle food in my farming
experience, and I can also say that I have not lost
a single animal through dying a natural death in
my barns. I cannot understand what story my
hon. friends opposite have been stuffed with, or at
what they are driving. As these insinuations are
getting rather common, it is perhaps as well that
I should allude to them, and give them a contra-
diction.

Mr. PURCELL. My experience in Canada is
that it is much better to raise pork for eight
months, when we can get two hundred weight,
than to keep it longer. The best food we have in
this country for raising pork is either pease or corn.
Barley is not near so good, nor one-half so produc-
tive for fattening purposes, and sometimes the
barley is dearer than either of the foods I have
mentioned. Of course, if we want to get pork in
this country for lumbering purposes, that young
pork which I have referred to is not quite so
valuable, and it is rather more expensive than the
American pork. In my opinion, it would not at all
be profitable for the farmers to raise heavy pork,
considering our climate and that the winters are
too long. The most profitable pork we can raise
in Canada is the pork from six to eight months
old.

Mr. BRYSON. Just one word, Mr. Chairman,
before you pass that item. I do not know that I
would have spoken had not the hon. member for
Leeds (Mr. Ferguson) taken exception to the
avarice of the lumbermen of the Ottawa valley.
He seems to think that the lumbermen are a class
of people who have been exceptionally favored by
the National Policy in this country, and that we
should not complain of the duty on pork. We, as
a trade, use largely the beef of this country, and so
far as the beef is concerned, I heartily agree with
the changes in the tariff in that respect, and in
regard to light pork the -increased duty i quite in
accord with my views. Anything that can be pro-
duced by the Canadian farmer should be protected.
But when we strike at an article such as heavy
pork, which in my humble opinion, cannot be
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produced in Canada, owing to the climate, and the
want of feeding which is necessary to raise heavy
pork, I think it is a mistake to increase the duty.
Of course timne will settle this, and I believe that
two years will show that we are right in the con-
tention which we now make. Take the Provinces
of Ontario, Quebec and New Brunswick, which im-
ported pork very largely for the last two years, and
you will find that the -Provinces of Ontario and
Quebcc alone have paid an average duty to the
extent of about $100,000 in round numbers. The
production of pork has not increased, and the addi-
tion of half a cent a pound on mess pork will not,
I contend, foster the industry of raising pork to
any profitable extent. The Ontario pork which is
stamped " Windsor " was largely used for years
in the Ottawa Valley, and we found that it was
not a profitable pork, simply because of what has
been said by the hon. member for Leeds, that I
presume it had been fattened on milk and potatoes
and certain other ingredients which were not cal-
culated to make it a firm and lasting pork. It will
be seen in two years whether we continue to import
American pork or not, and the hon. gentlemen
who have seen fit to place themselves on record
tbis evening as stating that the farmers of this
country would produce that kind of pork will be
found unable to meet the statements which they
have made. I am perfectly satisfied that the class
of pork the lumber interest this country requires
will not be produced in this country, and this duty
will not encourage the farmer to raise it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Will the hon. gentleman
kindly tell us why the lumbermen prefer the
heavy pork ?

Mr. BRYSON. I think every hon. gentleman
who has used pork in the woods, or in new settle-
ments, where a farmer has to clear the land in a
section of country where the roads are unfit for
heavy loads, knows that the heavier class of pork
is more profitable for him, because it answers the
two purposes of food and lard. The heavier pork
is the most profitable our lumbermen can use.

Mr. FOSTER. In item 148, referring to liquors,
some changes have been made. When the resolu-
tions were brought down, it was provided that
each red case of gin of 15 bottles should be dutiable
as cQntaining four gallons, and each green case of 12
bottles should be dutiable as containing two gal-
lons. After having looked into the matter, I think
it would be unfair to charge these measurements
as full measurements, and I propose that the duty
shall be charged on the actual quantity. The prin-
ciple upon which the duty was to be levied was
that all spirits should pay so much on proof, and
that no allowance shouldbe made for any liquors
under proof, and that all over proof should pay in
proportion. There has been a great deal of corres-
pondence in reference to this. It is not necessary for
me to go over the arguments pro and con; I will
simply say that we propose to change this so far
as to make the initial rate on proof to grade down
to 15 below proof, to allow nothing on what is
below 15 below proof, and charge for every degree
of strength above proof.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). In some cases the
liquors are 20 to 25 per cent. below proof.

Mr. FOSTER. Some of them run to as far as
30 below proof, but the standard liquors are about
15 below.

Mr. BRYSON.

Beans, viz: Tonquin, vanilla and nux vomica, crude
only.

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to strike out the
words " crude only," and to insert the words " not
refined."

Belis, when imported by and for the use of churches.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon, gentleman

should include with that those for the use of schools
as well.

Mr. FOSTER. Bells are manufactured in this
country, and it would not be well to interfere with
their manufacture.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You are interfering
for the benefit of churches. The churches have
been protesting against connection between church
and state, and you should not give this special
protection against these protests.

Mr. CHARLTON. Substitute schools for chur-
ches.

Books specially imported for the bondfide use of publie
free libraries, not more than two copies of any one book.

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to add to this "books
which have been printed and manufactured more
than twenty years, bound and unbound."

Mr. SCRIVER. Does this exempt village
libraries supported partly by annual contributions
and fees.

Mr. FOSTER. They must be free public
libraries.

Borax, ground or unground in bulk only.
Mr. FOSTER. I propose to add after the words

"in bulk only," " not less than twenty-five
pounds."

Cabinets of coins, collections of medals and of other
antiquities,

Mr. LANDERKIN. Do you not think these
should be made dutiable. Cabinets of antiques
ought to be taxed to protect the native industry.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We have all we want
of them.

Chalk stone china or Cornwall stone, and cliff stone,
manufactured.

Mr. FOSTER. After Cornwall stone put in
" feldspar " and instead of " manufactured " insert
" ground or unground."

Indian corn of the varieties known as " Southern Dent
corn " (Mammoth Southern Sweet) and " Western Dent
Corn " (Golden Beau ), when imported to be sown for
ensilage, and for no otherpurpose.

Mr. FOSTER. Add to this the words " under
regulations to be made by Governor in Council,"
and also after "ensilage" the words "and soiling."

Mr. BAIN. It ought to be broad enough to
cover fodder, as the word "soil" would mean usedin
the green state, whereas it may be used in a dry
condition.

Mr. FOSTER. I will add "fodder."
Mr. FISHER. Could the Minister not limit it

quite so much. Instead of intimating special varie-
ties, he might let the farmer choose the variety by
saying: "such corn as will not ripen in this coun-
try " or " any corn to be used for that purpose.

Mr. FOSTER.. It will be difficult to work as
it is, and would be more difficult by being made
wider.
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Fish-hooks, nets and seines and fishing lines and twines,
but not to include sporting ishingtackle or hooks with
flies or trawling spoons, or threads or twines commonly
used for sewing or manufacturing purposes.

Mr. PLATT. Does the Minister, in this case,
really mean what he says, that fishing lines and
twines are to be free ? I have brought this ques-
tion up before, but, by some regulation of the
Department, twines under a certain degree of fine-
ness, were put on the list of threads, and it appears
that the Department will still have the option of
saying what are threads and what are twines. All
the nets now used on the inland lakes are charged
20 or 25 per cent. duty, but this proposes to make
them free. A good many of the poor people in my
county spend their time in knitting nets for them-
selves or others, but it turns out that the thread is
subject to a duty. It should be definitely stated
here that the fishermen are permitted to use these
nets. I have seen invoices on which heavy duties
were charged, amounting in one case to $4 on a
snall quantity of twine which was charged as
thread.

Mr. FOSTER. This clause is in plain English,
and shows what the law means. The question of
administration must be arranged with the Minis-
ter of Customs.

Mr. PLATT. Strike out all the words after
spoons.

Mr. BOWELL. The language is plain. The
difficulty has been in drawing the line between fish-
ing lines and twines, and threads. The most extra-
ordinary arguments have been brought forward
to sustain the position taken by the member for
Prince Edward. I remember one person stating
that the article was not a thread because it would
not unravel in one particular way, forgetting that
by taking the other end it would unravel. I admit
there has been a great deal of difficulty, but we
could not possibly rule as twine that which was
neither more nor less than a coarse thread. If the
hon. gentleman compares this with the old item, he
will see it is much broader, and I think it will be
better understood.

Mr. PLATT. So the Department will continue
to charge duty on these nets?

Mr. BOWELL. The Department will continue
to charge duty on threads which are brought in for
purposes not contemplated by the Act.

Mr. PLATT. This is a special thread or twine
which costs a large price, and is put up in balls of
a very different kind from ordinary thread, and I
think it is very easy for the Department to remedy
this evil, and remove what is an anomaly in the
National Policy, because it is really allowing the
manufactured article to come in free and taxing the
raw material.

Lumber and timber planks and boards of boxwood,
cherry, chestnut,walnut, gumwood, mahogany, pitch pine,rosewood, sandalwood, sycamore, Sanish, cedar, oak,
hiekory, whitewood, African teak, black heart ebony,ignun vitie, red cedar, redwood, satinwood and whiteash, when not otherwise manufactured than rough sawn
or split ; and hickory billets to be used in the manu-
facture of axe, hatchet hammer and other tool handleswhen specially importeâ for such use ; and the wood ofthe persimmon and dogwood trees, when imported inblocks for the manufacture of shuttles ; and hieory lum-ber sawn to shape for spokes of wheels, but not further
nanufactured.

Hickory spokes rough turned, not tenoned, mitred,
throated, faced, sized, cut to length, round tenoned or
polished.

Mr. CHARLTON. I want to call the attention
of the Minister about putting pitch pine lumber
on the free list. Perhaps the Minister is not
aware that our own lumber would be likely to
meet with serious competition from this class,
which is produced in great quantities in the South-
ern States. We have found, fromu year to year,
that it is crowding away further north, and it has
cut off our market for coarse-grained lumber in
New York, and it is even sold in Cleveland, Chi-
cago and Detroit. If it is admitted free of duty it
will compete seriously with certain grades of our
own lumber in Canada.

Mr. BOWELL. I believe it is a fact that South
and North Carolina pine is competing successfully
with the Michigan pine in the Eastern States.
Pitch pine was placed upon the free list in 1869, and
has continued there ever since, because it was ued
largely in ship-building in the Maritime Provinces.

Mr. WATSON. It is a pity that some of the
other industries of Canada have not got the same
privilege as the carriage manufacturers of Gana-
noque, because they are practically getting the
manufactured spoke free of duty, and all that is to
be done is simply to clean it off. These spokes are
practically turned spokes, and they only require to
be sand-papered.

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman will
come over to the Departnent I will show him one
or two of thein, after which he will net make
that statement again.

Mr. WATSON. I have seen several thousands
of them.

Mr. BOWELL. They were not free.

Mr. WATSON. The person who had these
spokes in his possession told me they were to be
free, and that the hon. nember for Leeds (Mr.
Taylor) had secured that great benefit to the wheel
manufacturers. These spokes are practically manu-
factured.

Mr. BOWELL. These have already been on the
free list for years. The free spoke that was admit-
ted originally was split from the wood. Now they
take the lathe into the woods, and it cuts the spoke
from the rough. It is just as easily done as the
splitting into shape, but they have to be put into
the lathe again.

Mr. WATSON. This wheel manufacturer told
me these spokes only had to be finished up on the
sand-paper belt, that being the case, they are
practically finished. He also told me that was one
great benefit the wheel manufacturers had of having
a good representative in Parliament.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. gentleman evidently
does not know what he is talking about. This
rough spoke, after it is received in the factory,
has to go through four different machines. It has
got to go through the throating machine, then the
mitreing machine, then the facing machine, then
the round tenoning machine, and over two sand
belts. What labor is necessary to be done to the
spoke, has got to be done after it arrives here.

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to add the following: Mr. WATSON. Except the turning.
113
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Mr. TAYLOR. The old tariff admitted hickory
lumber sawn to shape. There is no difference
between sawn to shape and rough turned to shape.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There is a " nigger"
in the fence.

Mr. TAYLOR. It was admitted before our
factory was started. All the manufacturers in the
country, and there are several of them, have the
same privileges. The hon. gentleman says that a
wheel manufacturer told him so. L tell him that
no wheel manufacturer in the country made any
such statement, because if he did he stated what
is absolutely false.

Mr. WATSON. The charge L made the hon.
member does not deny. L say that the spoke is a
turned spoke, and comes into this country manu-
factured, so far as turning is concerned. It has
only got to be finished with sand-paper. The hon.
gentleman will not say that it has to be put in a
lathe and be turned again.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If the theory of the hon.
Minister of Customs and the hon. Minister of
Finance, last night, was good, their conduct in
this respect is not logical. They told us, with
reference to some things brought in here, that it
would interfere with the workingmen and reduce
their employment. If we were importing turned
spokes manufactured, it would be interfering with
the labor market here. Hon. gentlemen opposite
tell us when they impose a duty that it does not
increase the price, and when they remove a duty
it does not affect the price. The tariff is framed
on a very peculiar system.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). There is a good deal of
force in what the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson) has stated. There are factories in this
country engaged in turning, and if carriage build-
ers are allowed to import their material free, an
injustice is done to these factories. We have a
turning factory in St. Thomas, and this tariff may
prevent that factory from selling turned goods to
the hon. member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor).
There must be some influence brought to bear to
induce the Government to inake this arrangement
of duty, and, perhaps, important services rendered
to the party are to be rewarded in this way.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not know whether, as
the bon. member for Leeds is a free trader in his
own business, we should object to it. It is a begin-
ning made in the right direction, and I cannot find
fault with the hon. gentleman getting his spokes
in. It shows he is more advanced than are the
Government.

General LAURIE. I should like to bring to the
notice of the Committee the tropical fruits men-
tioned in item 312. L think the same principle
should be applied that is applied in the case of
molasses, and they should be free from the country
of production, in order that we may encourage
direct trade between the West Indies and our own
ports. We have already lines of steamers running,
and, instead of our purchasing these fruits in Boston
and New York, we should encourage our own
ports to be the entrepots at which these articles
should be obtained.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). How is a distinction to
be made between these articles grown in the West
Indies and Florida? If they were purchased in New

Mr. TAYLOR.

York they would be bought in the country of pro.
duction.

Mr. FOSTER. It would be very difficult to
carry out the suggestion of the bon. member for
Shelburne (General Laurie).

On imported Indian corn, to be kiln-dried and groundinto meal for human food, or ground into meal and kiln-
dried for such use, under such regulations as may be madeby the Governer in Council, there may be allowed a draw-
back of 90 per cent. of the duty paid.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think the Minister
would do well to explain how the miller is to specify
that the meal is only to be used for human food. A
very large portion of the meal, which is vulgarly
supposed to be eaten by the people of the Maritime
Provinces, is used for feeding cattle, and, therefore,
under this clause, it would not be entitled to a draw-
back. Perhaps the Minister will inform us what
arrangement he proposes in this respect ?

Mr. GILLMOR. We have several grist mills in
the County of Charlotte and on the frontier. They
have been in the habit of drying corn, but not kiln-
drying it. It is not at all necessary that the corn
should be kiln-dried in order to make meal for
human food, and as soon as this dried cornis ground,
it is disposed of for human food. Nobody can tell
when a person buys this meal and takes it home,
whether it is to be used for human food or the
feeding of animals. I want to know if the
Government cannot allow these millers to get a
drawback on the meal used for human food, the
saine as if it was kiln-dried? If this drawback
were given it would encourage the manufacture of
this meal, and give these mills large employment.
It would be conferring a great favor on these mills
if this drawback was allowed when dried corn-
not kiln-dried-is used for human food. I have
several communications from persons in my county
on this subject, and I would like very much if the
Government would make such an arrangement as
I have suggested.

Mr. FOSTER. This matter has been very care-
fully considered and the item as it is here provides
all that the Government consider is best in the
general interest to do. The corn to come under
this item must be kiln-dried and ground into meal,
or it must be ground and the meal kiln-dried after
being ground. The latter is being done now in
some of the mills of the Maritime Provinces, espec-
ially for the West India trade-a trade that my
friend the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones)
thought would never be worked up.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I have never heard of it.
Mr. FOSTER. There are some things, even in

the Maritime Provinces, that my hon. friend has
not heard of.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There are a great many
more things which my hon. friend can imagine than
lie has ever heard of.

Mr. FOSTER. It is true that corn can be ground
without being kihi-dried and used for human food,
but it does not have keeping qualities when it is not
kiln-dried.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is evident from the
statement made by the Minister of Finance, that
representations made to him by interested parties
have very great weight. I venture to say that the
statement made by the lion. Minister, that cOrn 1
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ground for export to the West Indies, is entirely the hon. Minister will see his way to let them sell
inaccurate. There is no such thing. Whoever this meal for human as well as for animal food.
made that statement to the Minister intended to After a man buys a bag. of meal and takes it home,
lead him astray, with the object, perhaps, to in- how can you find out whether he eats it or feeds
duce hin to make this regulation. The hon. gen- it to his cow?
tieman may, perhaps, find out that in all these Mr. CAMPBELL. I think the suggestion of
subjects he is yet im the chair of a student, the hon. member for Charlotte to strike out " kiln-

Mr. FOSTER. And before a most eminent mas- dried," ought Vo be adopted. As a general rule,
ter, who is now opposite to me. the corn is always kiln-dried before being made

Mr. JONES (Halifax). He may have to occupy into meal; but I know that a large quantity is

that chair a long time before he attains to the seat md in
of a master. I desire to know what arrangement is dr August and September, when the corn
the (overnment can make, so as to see how the and hard, a great quantity is gronnd into
miller, who grinds the corn, may dispose of it meal without requiring to be kiln-dried, while at
according to the regulations of this item ? Suppose this season of the year it will need to be kiln-dried
a miller sells a hundred barrels of meal in the
Maritime Provinces. Mr. FISHER. When the hon. Finance Minister,

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, that can never be true. in the course of his Budget speech. expressed bis
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I have no doubt that intention of allowing a rebate on corn, he specially

the hon. gentleman's experience never compasseda indicated it as beinsomething given to the people
hundred barrels of meal, until he got here to
manage the finances of the country, and, therefore, duty inposed on four. He practically said that he

he annt udertan th exentof ncba tanshoped and expected that the people of those Pro-hie cannot uinderstand the extent of such a trans-
action as that. But the miller may sell his hundred vinces were going Vo get this cornmeal for food ata cheaper rate than Vhey had got it in the past, andbarrels of cornmeal to the local merchant, and that htbViVote it for the four which he was
is to be distributed to the 200 different people mig su s
throughout the conntry. What certificate are gigV aedae oVe ya nraeo hthey Vgogivt thcts isa aIV e sedforat hane Vax upon it. I think the conditions attached Vo thisthey to give that this is all to be used for human item show clearly that the people of the Easternfood, and that no portion is to be used for othe Provinces are not gong o get any benefit from the
purposes ? think they will have a good deal ofis evident thatdifficulty in providing for that. the words "kiln-dried " simply mean that only the

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman is affiicted corn used for export will get the rebate; in other
with two diseases: in the first place, he knows too words, the people wbo night boy corn in small
much, and, in the second place, he seeks know- quantities for human food will not geV the advan-
ledge too eagerly before its time. He will get the tage of it, becanse iV would noV pay the milis Vo
knowledge when the Order in Council is passed kiln-dry iV for the sake of the small qnantity Vhey
and brought before the House, and not before. As would seil. The hon. Minister says that no donbt
to my hon. friend's assumption of superior know- the cornmeal wonld be used for human food if it
ledge, it goes but a very little distance. I never were noV kept for a long time. As a rule, it is only
pretend to know more than I think I have a chance poor people who will buy this meal if small quan-
of knowing, and what I said with reference to corn- Vities, and when they do it is noV necessary that it
meal was not said in the way of criticism, but I should be kiln-dried in order Vo be fit for human
was carrying out what was said by the hon. mem- food. The difficulties and restricVions hedged
ber for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), who is always around this provision, which Vhe hon. Finance
courteous when he addresses the House, and from Minister has noV in any way lessened, will
whom the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) be sncb as practically Vo nulhfy Vhe eifect of the
might take a lesson. provision alVogether. I am rather snrprised that

Mr. LOVITT. We have a couple of mills in the bon. Finance Minister and the hon. Minister of
Yarmouth, and their proprietors have written to me Customs have taken the expedient of a rebate. We
to say that it is a delusion and a snare to suppose can ail remember when Vhey refused Vo allow a re-
that they can grind this for human food. baVe on corn that migbt be nsed for feeding cattie,

Mr. FOSTER. It is for human food; it is noV in the same way as tbey ailowed a rebate on corn
for animal food. used for making whiskey. On thaV occasion the

Mr. LOVITT. They must grind it to fatten hon. Minister of Cnstoms explained bow.dificnlt it
their hogs. I think it is more than a delusion and wouid be Vo prove that the product was realiy ex-
a snare. ported. I Vhink he will find it eqnaliy difficuit Vo

manage the regulations regarding this rebate; and
Mr. GILLMOR. The mills do not put this meal although the Government bave decided at this laVe

in barrels ; they put it in two-bushel bags, and it hour of the Session to do away with that rebate of
goes to their customers in small quantities when the duty on corn for wbiskey, I am rather sur-
it is needed. This meal is as much used for human prised that the bon. Minister of Customs is now
food as it would be if kiln-dried and put in bar- willing Vo undertake the difficulties which be 80
rels. I have no doubt that kiln-dried meal will graphically pointed ont before. He is noW quite
keep longer for exportation than meal which is willing Vo face these difficulties, because be hopes
not kiln-dried ; but the mills at St. Andrews, St. Vhereby Vo turn the edge of discontent throughout
Stephens and other localities, are grinding thou- the Eastern Provinces whicb will be occasioned by
sands of bushels of corn, and I do not think the the increase in the duty on four. IV is noV an ex-
country would suifer by the change I propose, but pedient which i Vo accomplish any good for
the people would be accommodated, and I hope the people in hose interests it la proissedly

dre,1ugtt1e3dpe. sagnea ue
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adopted. The Ministers clearly indicate that they
expect that their increased duty on flour is going
to be a hardship to the people, and they are going
to compel them to eat this cheaper food.

Resolutions reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1.35
a.n. (Friday).

IHOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 18th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYEP.

AYLMER BRANCH, C.P.R.

Mr. SPROULE noved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 141) to facilitate the purchase by the Pon-
tiac Pacific Junction Railway Company from the
Canadian Pacific Railway, of the branch line be-
tween Hull and Aylmer, and that Rules 49 and 51
be suspended as relating thereto, in accordance
with the recommendation of the Select Standing
Comnittee on Standing Orders.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

VACANCY IN KENT, N.B.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the Day
are called, I desire to give you, Mr. Speaker, offi-
cial information that Mr. P. A. Landry, member
of Parliament for Kent, N.B.. has ceased to be a
member of this House, having accepted an office
under the Crown-Judge of a County Court, I
believe-and I would ask you to issue your war-
rant for a new election.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The bon. member for
Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer), who has been called
away, has received a telegram from the firm of
which he is a member, in the Maritime Provinces,
relaiting to a matter which he bas asked me to
bring before the House. I had better read the
telegrain.

Mr. SPEAKER. It would be better to bring
that matter up on a motion to go into Committee
of Ways and Means.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) Very well.

SERGEANT VALIQUETTE'S CASE.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. When the Estimates
were before the House, my attention was drawn
by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
to a letter which was contained in the papers I
placed upon the Table in the case of Valiquette, in
which some remarks were made in reference to the
action of Lieut. -Col. Hughes, who, it was
stated, had received the money paid on behalf of
Valiquette. I think it is due to Lieut.-Col.
Hughes, who occupies a very prominent position,
to lay on the Table of the House astatutory de-
claration, which contains the facts, and explains
the conduct which Colonel Hughes followed at

Mr. FisnEa.

that time, and which completely exonerates hime
of any charge against him for the manner in which
he executed the trust placed in his hands by
Valiquette. The declaration is a statutory one.
It is in French, but, for the convenience of the
House, I have had it translated, and I shall read the
translation :

"Province of Quebee,
" District of Montreal.
" I, the undersigned, Antoine Valiquette, of the Village

of Ste. Cunegonde, in the district of Montreal, gentleman,
solemly declare

" 1. That I am the father of Prima Valiquette Sergeant
in the 65th Battalion, who died in the service of his coun-
try, during the last campaign in the North-West, in 1885.

2. That by power of attorney, under seal, I appointed
as attorney for myself and my minor children, Lieut.-
Col. George A. Hughes, at that time Brigade Major of the
6th Military District, in order that he might secure for
me and my children the indemnity to which we had a
claim on account of the death of my said son while or,
active service.

" 3. That to my personal knowledge the said
Colonel Hughes represented me before the authorities,
and took many steps in order that I might obtain justice;
and that he looked after all the necessary proceedings.

"4. That by an involuntary error on my part, I had
before the Committee of Enquiry, incorrectly stated the
ages of my children, and that from this there ensued
some slight delay in the adjustment of my pension.

" 5. That I have been paid regularly and without reduc-
tion, by the Government and my attorney, all the sums
of money due to me and my children as such indemnity
upto the present date;

6. That I solemnly declare that I have received, as I
have just stated, from my said attorney, Colonel Hughes,
the total amount which was due to me ; and that further,
the said Colonel Hughes has never charged me or kept
back from me one single halfpenny for his trouble and
pains, or for any expenditure or disbursements which he
may have made: and that I can only feel for this gentle-
man the most profound gratitude.

" I make this solemn declaration conscientiously
believing the same to be truc, and by virtue of the Act
for the Suppression of Voluntary and Extra-judicial
Oaths; and I declare that I cannot sign my name."

I lay on the Table the declaration and the transla-
tion.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not wish to enter into any
discussion of the matter now, but I do not think
that what I said on that occasion has been fully
answered by the declaration the hon. gentleman
has read. The observation I made upon the subject
I do not think has been fully answered by the hon.
gentleman's declaration.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If Irecollect correctly
the remarks of the hon. gentleman, they were with
reference to the fact that Colonel Hughes had been
the bearer of a power of attorney for Valiqilette.
I fully agree with the hon. gentleman that it is a
debatable question whether any Government official

should be the bearer of and act under a power of
attorney.

Mr. BLAKE. When the matter comes up in
Supply I am anxious that the hon. gentleman shall
give some further information on the subject.

Mr. BERGERON. I am very glad to hear the
words which have fallen from the hon. Minister of
Militia and Defence, accompanying the readinig of
this document froin Colonel Hughes. I had no
doubt, when my hon. friend from West Durhain
made his remarks sometime ago, that there was a
misunderstanding somewhere. I, like yoursell,
Mr. Speaker, have had the pleasure of knowlug
Colonel Hughes for many years, and I have always
found him to be a generous-hearted citizen, a good
friend, a good sol ier on the battle-field, and a
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mian whom the Militia of this country were proud
of when lie belonged to that force.

T H E MODUS VIVENDI.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading
of Bill (No. 134) respecting Fishing Vessels of the
United States of America. He said: I am very
sorry that it is not yet printed in French. I will
ask the House to expedite the Bill, for the reason
that the season is advancing when its provisions
will be required.

Mr. )AVIES (P.E..) The Bill whicli the hon.
gentleman asks us to read a second time practically
assents to a renewal of the modus iivendi; that, I
take it, is practically the meaning of the Bill. I
wislh to call the attention of the House to the fact
that its language differs very materially fron the
language we adopted when we passed the modus
-irendi on the refusal of the United States Governor
ient to ratify the Treaty of Washington. This

Act does not lay down the rates which were to be
charged by the Government in granting these
licenses ; that power is transferred to the Governor
iii Council. Now, I submit this is a very bad
principle that we are introducing into our legis-
lation from year to year. This matter particularly
affecting international arrangements, should be dis-
cussed and decided by this Parliament. The rate
charged heretofore was $1.50 a ton, but under the
present Act the Governor in Council is author-
ised to issue the licenses at such fees and on such
conditions as they deemn advisable. Now, even if
the Hlouse should consent to the proposition to
delegate this important power to the Governor
in Council, a proposition which, I think, we should
not assent to, still, before doing so, we should have
the f ullest information as to the condition in which
the matter now stands, and as to what the Govern-
ient propose to do, whether the intention of the

Governmnent is to adopt the same scale of fees and
the sane divisions which wcre adopted and attached
to these licenses, or whether the condition of affairs
now lias given rise, in their minds, to the opinion
that a change should be adopted with regard either
to the divisions attached to the license, or the fees
to be charged.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The intention is to
charge the same fee, and I have no objection to
put that in the Bill. It was only for another
reason that appears upon the face of the Bill, that
wre did not state the fees.

Mr. I)AVIES (P. E. I.) I would like the lion.
gentleman to state whether he is in a position to give
the Hlouse any information as to the state of the
negotiations at the present time between the
respective Governments in regard to this important
quliestion. We know that the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries has been at Washington for some
time past, and the general understanding is that
lie lias been taking part in negotiations with regard
to the différences with respect to the Behring Sea
seizures. Now, this important question must bave
been brought up, or should have been brought up,ai I dare say has been brought up. It is a matter
on which the House is entitled to any information

hliieih the public interest justifies the hon. gentle-
Man, in givîng us.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. All I can say about
that subject is that the negotiations down to the

present time have been almost exclusively with
reference to the Behring Sea question, but there
has been an intimation on the part of the United
States authorities that when that question is dis-
posed of, they will not be unwilling to renew nego-
tiations for the purpose of settling any differences
with regard to the fisheries on the Atlantic coast.
The negotiations on that subject have been deferred
until the conclusion of the negotiations with
respect to the Behring Sea. I cannot speak more
definitely than that, but we think that what has
been done justifies us in asking for a renewal of the
modus vivendi.

Mr. LAURIER. I must certainly take excep-
tion to the manner in which this proposed legisla-
tion is introduced to the House. I apprehend that
at this moment no subject of greater importance can
be brought before the attention of a Canadian
Parliament. We have not received the slightest
information with regard to this subject except that
which has been extracted from the Minister, and
even the- information which lie has now imparted
to us is of the most meagre character. This is a
subject upon which the Goverunient have been
reticent for years past. Whenever it was broached
we were always told that negotiations were pro-
gressing, and the Government did not think it was
advisable to give any more information. I do not,
for my part, complain of any reticence that is
justified by the public interest ; still, I think, when
such important legislation is introduced the people
are anxious to know, and ought to be informed,
what is the condition of the relations with the
United States with regard to this pressing matter.
The Government, in my estimation, will better
serve the public interest by stating exactly in what
position the negotiations now stand, if there is any
proposition to negotiate any treaty or if new pro-
positions are to be entered upon. This is a power
which rests in the hands of the Government. This
Bill will not go into law except at such time and
manner as the Government think it advisable.
This is not a proper method to adopt. I am glad
to say, however, that the hon. Minister is to
correct it to some extent ; but, on the whole, I
submit the Government have not given us the
information which this House should possess in
regard to this important matter.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not my fault,
because I have given the hon. gentlemen all that
has transpired with respect to this subject, and it
is impossible for nie to invent information. If the
hon. gentleman desires the information respecting
the working of the modus riî'endi, the number of
licenses issued and the terns, I can give him that
information; but as regards other matters, I have
no further information to give.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think the explana-
tion of the Minister of Justice is one that exactly
meets the enquiry made and the information sought
by the leader of the -Opposition. We know very
well, what the working of the modus vivendi has
been in the past ; certainly it has not been too
satisfactory, and as the House is now approaching,
we hope, the close of its labors, the Government
should be prepared to give us some information as
to the position of the negotiations, the progress
made, and whether unreasonable demands have
been made and concessions asked. The Government
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should be prepared, at all events, to give us some
information on the subject.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) I desire at this stage, to
bring before the House, a matter of which I spoke
earlier in the day, before the Orders of the Day
were called, and it is apropos of this Bill which we
are now asked to read the second time. The hon.
member for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer) received a
telegram with respect to the admission of
Dominion fishing vessels into the harbors of _N w-
foundland. It contained information that the
Newfoundland Government propose to impose a
duty of $1 per registered ton on Dominion vessels
every time they enter the harbors of Newfound-
land for the purpose of purchasing bait. These
vessels have to enter four, five or six times a year
to replenish their stock of bait, and as the vessels
average a tonnage of from 80 to 100 tons, each
vessel will be subject to a duty of about $400 a
year, which will be a most serious matter. I
should like to ask the Government if they have any
information on the subject, and whether the state-
ments contained in the telegram are within their
knowledge. The telegram reads:

" Newfoundland mnerchants wire us our fishing vessels
will have to pay $1 per registered ton for every time they
enter Newfoundland .this year. This means about $400
each vessel."
Have the Government had any information on the
subject, and, if the Governinent have had informa-
tion, has any official action been taken with respect
to the matter?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Nothing more definite
has been received by the Government than that
which the bon. gentleman has read to the House.
That has been communicated to a member of the
Government, and telegraphic communication will
be had with the Government of Newfoundland.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. I.) Communication has not
yet been made ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.
Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and

House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. Do I understand that this Bill is
identical with the Act on the Statute-book ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not identical.
The point to which the hon. member for Queen's,
P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) called my attention was, that
the fee for license was not mentioned in the terms
of the Bill, but was left to the discretion of the
Governor in Council. I now propose to state
what the fee will be. I do not know there are
other material points in which the Bills differ.

Mr. BLAKE. The Bill was not distributed to
me. We had no reason to suppose it would be
taken to-day, and we had no opportunity of look-
ing at it, and I can see the great importance, if
there be any difference in the present proposal of
the Government as compared with the old Act,
that there should be an opportunity for hon.
members to consider it. If the bon. gentleman
is simply going to repeat the old Act, I would not
raise any objection ; but if the conditions are to
be altered, the very circumstance that it is a grave
international matter is reason rather for dilatoriness
than for undue pressure on the House as to the
passage of it.

Mr. MITCHELL.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the hon. gentle-
man will be good enough to look at the Bill, I will
read the original Modu.s Vivendi Act. I find the
language is not precisely the same, but the effect
will be the same. The old Act says :

"For the purpose of carrying into effect the protocol
set torth in section b to this Act it is hereby enacted that
ending the exchange of ratification mentioneed in
article 16 of the treaty, and for a period not exceeding
two years from the 15th day of February, 1888, the
privilege of entering the bays and barbors of the At-
lantic coast of Canada shall be granted to United
States fishing vessels by annual licenses at a fee of $1.50
per ton for the following purposes ; (a) the purchase of
bait, ice, seines, lines and all other supplies and outfits;
(b) transhipment of catch and shipping of crews."

Mr. BLAKE. This Bill is, in one sense, more
limited, and, in another sense, more extended. The
license in the old Act was limited to the Atlantic
coast, but it also applied to bays, harbors and
coasts ; but in the present Bill it is limited to a
port, but it may be a port anywhere. So while
American vessels will not be allowed, under the
present Bill, to enter bays and harbors, this Bill
will allow American vessels to go into ports on the
Pacific coast, and other ports as well.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have no objec-
tion to limit the Bill to the Atlantic coast, and it
is so intended.

Mr. BLAKE. That is one restriction, but in
another part there is another restriction. You
have a restriction to any port in the Dominion of
Canada. But the old Act covers much more than
ports.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Bays and barbors.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes, and they are left out in the

present Bill.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think port is a

more accurate expression, as a vessel cannot buy
bait or transship crews without going into port.
Every harbor in the Atlantic coast is a port ; it is
impossible to enter a harbor there without enter-
ing a port.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the bon. gentleman con-
sider that the Bills are identical in meaning.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes, I do. I think
the term port more accurate. Bays and harbors
was the expression used in the treaty.

Mr. BLAKE. There was nothing said in the
Act with respect to terms and conditions.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No terms and con-
ditions were stated.

Mr. BLAKE. For what reason were they
omitted ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In order to enable us
to spread on the face of the license what is m.
tended. The liceuse issued is in these terus :

" License to United Statea Fishing Ve8sel*. , of

the United States fishing vessel , tons regis
tered of , having paid to the undersigned, Colle-
tor of'Customs at the port of , the sumf of t
the privilege is hereby granted to said fishipg vesse tO
enter the bays and harbors of the Atlantic coast of
Canada and Newfoundland, and for the purchase Of
bait, ice, seines, lines and all other supplies and outfits,
and the transshipment of catch, and shipping of crews

" This liceuse shall continue in force for one yhe Act of
the date thereof, and is issued in pursuance of th t
the Parliament of Canada of 1888, entitled 'An At
respecting a certain treaty between Her BntaL 10

Majesty and the President of the United St&tes,' and in
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ursuance Of agreement between the Government of
Canada and the Giovernment of Newfoundland.

"This license, while conferring the above-mentioned
privileges, does not dispense with a due observance by
the holder, or any other person, of the laws of Canada and
of Newfoundland.

"Dated this day of, A.D. 1888.

"Minister of Marine and Fisheries
for Canada.

"Collector of Customs at the port of ."

We, at present, have no definite arrangement for
this season with the Government of Newfoundland,
anc they have hesitated to give their assent to this

vodus rivendi. If they should give that assent, we
want it expressed on the face of the license that it
is good for Newfoundland as well as for Canada.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) There are two sub-sec-
tions of the section ratifying the modus rivendi,
which the hon. gentleman has not inserted in this
Bill; one of them relates to the reciprocal trade in
the following terns

"If during the continuance of this arrangement the
United States remove the duties on fish, fish oil, whale
oil, and seal oil, as weil as on the necessary casks, bar-
rels, kegs, cans and other useful and necessary coverings
containing them, as in section 12 of this Act set forth,
such licenses shall be issued free of charge by such officers
and in such form as the Governor in Council may deter-
mine."
Of course the hon. gentleman contemplates renew-
ing that section, and also the other section, which
is as follows

"No United States fishing vessel entering the bays and
harbors of the Atlantic coast of Canada for any of the
four purposes mentioned in article one of the Convention
of the twentieth day of October, one thousand eight
hundred and eighteen, and not remaining therein more
than twenty-four hours, shall be required to enter or
clar at th Customs, providd that such vessel does not
cammunicate with the shore."
That is a question whether ir would not issue for
the period mentioned in section 14. The main
section provides :

IlThat pending t ho exehanga of ratifications men-
tion ed in article 16 of the treaty, and for a eriod not
exceeding two years from the fifteenth day of February,
one thousand eight hundred and eighty-eight, the pri-
vilege of entering the bays and harbors of the Atlantic
coast of Canada shall be granted to the United States
fishing vessels by annual licenses at a fee of one dollar
and fifty cents per ton, for the following purposes:-

(a) The purchase of bait, ice, seines, unes and allotber supplies and outfits ;
(b) Transshipment of catch and shipping of crews.

If nothing more is said about that, it is a question
whether it would not lapse, and whether it is not
necessary that the hon. Minister should re-enact
those provisions in this Act.

" (b) Transshipment of catch for transport by any means
ofconveyance;

"(e) Shipping of crews."
The purpose being the same, I understand that still
remains in the statute.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman will
see that the section to which he calls attention bas
reference to the state of facts which would exist
whilst the Treaty of Washington was being ratified ;
but then we have special legislation with regard
to the treaty with respect to the refusal of the
Senate to ratify, in which case we passed section
14.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the hon. gen-
tieman mis-recollects it to a certain extent. Section
14 was not intended to provide for the contin-
gency of the treaty failing. It was intended to
provide for the interim between the signature of
the treaty and the time it would be ratified. I
think it is a standing provision that the United
States fishermen will have these rights whenever
the duties are removed.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I call the hon. gentle-
man's attention to section 3 of section 14, which
I have already quoted.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think that
it is in force now, because it is a sub-section of
section 14.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) Would it not be neces-
sary to re-enact that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It strikes me that if the Act
i of two years ago, which was a very full and
elaborate Act, was necessary, it is equally neces-
sary now. This present Bill is an exceedingly
brief and meagre affair, and I cari quite understand,
if the old Act is in force, all that we have to do is
to extend the term for a calendar year, but if it is
not in force, we have to re-enact these clauses of
the old Act.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Sub-section 4 of section
14says:

" No United States fishing vessel shall be subject to
forfaiture under the Act respecting fishing by foreign
vessels, except for the offences of fishing or preparing to
fish in the waters roferred to in section 9 of this Act."
That is one of most important provisions in the
Act of 1888, and that whole section is made
dependent upon the action of the Senate of the
UT-O~ it d t~ tes a it- delae that th wholeh

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It strikes me other- section shall cease to have any force if the treaty
wise. In the first place, the reason for inserting is rejected by the Senate of the United States.
thsis provision was that the modus riVendi was to So that these two sub-sections I spoke of, doing
last for two years. In this case it is only for a away with the necessity of clearing at the Custom
short time, and the probability of the duty house, and in reference to forfeiture of a vessel
beinig remuoved is not very great. I think that which is seized by law, must be re-enacted, unless
eub-section 2 of section 12 of the Act of 1888, Parliament chooses to go back on the opinion they
covers the case. It says : formed in 1888. To my mind, it is absolutely

"IUpon snch removal of duties, and so long as the essential to re-enact these sections of the Act.
afaresaid articles are allowed te ha carried into the
Unted States by ail subjeets of Her Majesty, without duty Mr. BLAKE. I would ask the Minister of Jus-
being re-imposed, and so long as privileges are continued tice if it will suit his convenience to leave this Billor given to fishing vessels in Canada on the Atlantic coasts over until the next sitting of the House, inasmuchof tha United States, the privilege of enteTing the iportsa te ebra elabaye and harbors of the casts of Canada aforesaid, sh asother members, as well as myself, have not had
b accorded to the United States fishing vessels by time to look into it.annual licenses, free of charge, for the following pur-
poses: Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no objection.

' (a) The purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, .and ail other supplies and outfits ; Committee rose and reported progress.
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DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL INFORMA- of which this Bill is a copy, he will see that they
TION. are both clause for clause exactly the same.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
122) to prevent the disclosure of official documents
and information.-(Sir Adolphe Caron.)

(In the Committee.)

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In inoving the second
reading of this Bill, I explained it ; but there is one
point to which I should like to draw the attention
of the Committee. The hon. member for North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) expressed a desire to
see the dispatch which was received from the Im-
perial Government in reference to the measure,
and I am happy now to be able to produce it for
his information. It merely states that this legisla-
tion has been obtained in England, France, Ger-
nany and other countries, and requests on behalf
of the English Government that we should pass it
here, provided it is acceptable to the Canadian
Government.

Mr. MITCHELL. The document is just about
what I expected it was. It is a request from the
British Governiment that we should pass an Act to
enforce the protection of the naval and military
stations against sketches and photographs being
made of the defences of the country. But the hon.
gentleman has engrafted on the Bill something like
a slur on the Civil Service of this country. I am
not aware that there is any necessity for that, un-
less the hon. gentleman can state that something
has occurred to render it neeessary.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I beg to state, what I
did before, that I did not draft any part of the
Bill, except a portion of one clause fixiug the
penalty. That is the sole difference between this
Bill and the Imperial statute. There is no clause
attacking the Civil Service. The law applies to
everybody, and is for the purpose of protecting the
fortresses, and preventing the disclosure of
official documents or information which might be
injurions to the State.

Mr. MITCHELL. So far as regards the legis-
lation asked for by England for the protection of
her military arsenals and stores, it is perfectly
correct, and I do not object to it ; but I want to
know 'where he finds in the English statute which
he has shown me, any provision similar to section 2,
which seems to nie to cast a slur on the Civil Ser-
vice of this country, by providing punishment for
certain offences which it has never been suggested
that anybody has beën guilty of. The only in-
stance I know of in which a fellow ought to have
been sent to the penitentiary, was the case of that
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, who kept back
our returns in the last election, but I do not find
any provision in this Bill with regard to him.

Mr. BLAKE. Where was he sent ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh !he was promoted for his
iniquity. However, I have had my say in this
matter. If the hon. gentleman will quote a single
instance in which a civil servant has imparted in-
formation, I withdraw my objection, but unless he
can do so, I do not think we should pass the second
clause.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If the hon. gentle-
man will allow me to send him the English statute,

Sir JoHN THoMPSoN.

Mr. MITCHELL. I read over what the hon.
gentleman sent me. It is true, it is a copy of the
Gibraltar Act.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. That is quite a dif-
ferent thing.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is the hon. gentleman's
own mistake, if he did not send me the right Act.
Why did he not explain this at the outset, and
save all this discussion?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I did explain it two
or three times.

Bill reported, and read the third tine and
passed.

INTERPRETATION ACT AMENDMENT.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 130) to amend the Interpretation Act.

On section 1,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I take this oppor-

tunity to make the explanation which I was asked
to make a few days ago, in relation to the point
as to how far this Bill changes the rule of con-
struction in force in England. I wish to say, in
the first place, that I may have too strongly stated
the nature of the judgment given in our own courts
on this question. What I did say, of course,
was from information I had received, but, on ask-
ing for a copy of the judgment, I was informed that
the decision was not written, but had been deli-
vered orally, and that the opinion I referred
to, was the opinion of two members of the bench
and not of all the judges who rendered judgment.
The judgment delivered by the Exchequer
Court, however, was in writing, and I will
read the passage which deals with this point.
I only desire to add that, while it may not be con-
clusive of the matter, I am greatly confirmed in
the view I have expressed by the amondment to
the Custons Act made by Parliament in the Ses-
sion of 1889 (52 Vic., chap. 14, sec. 7) to which
my attention was directed at the hearing, by which
among other things it was provided that goods
which are permitted to remain unclaimed, as the
teas in question were, in any country intermediate
between the country of export and Canada, should
not be censidered as intransitive through such
intermediate country, but should be treated as
goods imported from such interniediate countrY
and valued and rated for duty accordingly. The
circumstances of the case were, as I pointed out
the other day, that certain teas imported into the
United States, and sold there as unclaimed, and
then sent to Canada, were claimed as being in
Canada direct from the country of growth. The
question having been raised by Council, On a
claim made against the Departmnent of Custons,
that goods permitted to remain unclaimed in the
United States were direct importations fromu the
country of growth, the Minister of Justice sought
to remove that difficulty by introducing an amend-
ment to the Customns law, providing that where
goods are permitted to remain unclaimed, as these
in question were, in any intermediate country
between the country of export and Canada, they
should not be considered in transit. I do not
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suppose there can be a doubt that every hon. express or bY implication, that sueh statute or part Of a
gentleman understood the original section statute has heen 'n force at any time subsequent to such

preciselv as they understood the amendment, Ths eeal.p
notwithýstanding which the judge was strongly in- Th se York Reis pr aus o 8 a
fluenced by the idea that Parliament intended to 1
change the law when it passed the amendment. t "The repeal hy this Act of any statute or part of a

statute heretofore repealed shal 1flot bie eonstrued asa
does not seem from his judgment that his mind delaration or implication that such statute or part of a
would have been free from doubt except for thnt statute lis been in force ut any time subsequent to such
presumption, which was wholly fictitious. I think first repeal."
1 may say that the Bill will not change the rules of Again, in the Wisconsia Revised Statutes, 1878,
construction as adopted by the English courts. As section 4,979 we flnd:
I stated on a previous occasion, we are continually "The repeal of the Acts mentioned in the preceding
amending the statutes without changing the law. etion shahinot * * * he eonstrued as a declaration

The ecesityforthi aries romtho ecuiar that any Act or part of an Act heretofore expressly orThe impliedy repealed was in force at any time subsequent to
cumstances of the country, which are widely dif- suclint repea1.
ferent fron those of England. The Superior Courts Now, I have even a higher authority, the Inperial
are scattered in the different Provinces, while in Interpretation Act, 1889, section 38, which pro-
England they are concentrated. It is impossible vides
that the decisions of all these different courts eau Where this At or any Act passed after the com-
be known to every member of Parliament, and it mencement of this Aut repeuls any other enactut,
is oftentimues wise to remove doubts which have then, unluss the uoutrary intention appears, the repeal
been cast by a decision in the shape of an amend- shah fot

lias ~~ flal (a) Revive anything flot in force or uxisting nt thement, rather than wait until litigation lias finallytimatwhic the rpal takes efft, or
settled the matter by appeal in the highest "(M Affect the pruvions opemation of any enactuent so
courts. The Bill to amend the Act re- repualed, or anythîng du]y doue or suffered under any
lating to lands in the North-West Territories,
iitroduced this Session, is an instance of that. Te Act 51 Victoria (Ontario), shapter 2, o Au
There cannot be a doubt that Parls ment intended Act respecting the Revised Statutes of Ontaro,
the adoption of the Torreus system to be co.npul- 1887," contains this provision in section 3:
sory ini tise original Act ;but one or twu judges "lThe Lugisiature ie uot, by ruason of the passing of this
Laver held that the adoption was not ob"igatory, Act or of the Act passed lu the fiftiuth yart of er
but that two land systenis might co-exist. The Maiesty's reigu, intituled - 'An Act respucting the Re-
adoption of the amendment, which will be visud Statutes of Ontario, 1887,, to be d eemed to haveadoptud the construction whi h may, by judicialconstru -ye tion or otherwis, have been plaed upon thue laguage of
tbu difficulty amisiAg from those decisions, and any of the statWts iscluded among the Revised Statutes."
xindrr a forced mule of construction this amend- The proposition whieh A subinit to the Commttee
ment inay le held as dhanging the law I is that the principle embodie in this Bi l is a
eaunot adopt the remedy of &c1aring that t th principle of construction which is not at variance
a- was otherwise than tie dlecision bias made wit te existing state of English laq, or with

it uppraN to be, because that would be to the state of lav al this c auntry, excepting in 
eliîgr(, rxistîng rîghts perhnps, and at any rate to far as doubts have been cast v-pou these miles of

aIe a delara5tion of what the law ia, incunsIstent construction by the dicta of judges, recently de-
ith that which some courts have decided it to b. livemd, and that, in su far as they may be affected

To ýshow' tiat the Bill will not materially change by dcta recenty dehivered, it is desrable that the
1be existing rudes of construction in England, 1 intentiounof Parliament should e made clear, nd

-citations fro Endich un t"e con- it is safer to establis a principle whih should te
struction of statutus, his treatise being fouuded on follo ed unle s the reasous for a different uie are
intXoedl apparent on the face of the Act itself, that the
Th'A re n cital in au Aut whether f act or of law is change of the aw is intended, and dos tend, t

tOt opclusio, but courts are nt siberty to considur the
faet or the law to bu difha rent from the statemunt in the
ruitat; unirs, indeed, it bu clear that th Legisiature the courts, anl prevefts the construction of
ansendu thi o aw sould be, or thd faot should be, ru- statutes being d iade on a fiction which lias
garded as recjtd.-Maxwell (2nded.),381. no foundation in fact, namely, that Paria-

axwil rectes a number of instances of the appnica-
tmen iif thusm mules, ad adds, page 381: law. I

'nu ail thuse'cases, nu inférence ucussariîy amose previously pmunounced lu e-enacting any statutes ;hat thu Legislatu e ibtended to alter the taw, and to but in ail these respects the duty will always bu
cake it us ih was a pleged to bu.

A différent effet, howevio, would bu given to an cast upon the courts still to declare the muai inten-
itt whic showud whethur by rucital or enacedent that tion nd meaning of Parliament. The courts

T isnd d to eff cta change. Bill wil no mateial c
the mistak is manitfsted in words compEtent Iomxake the law in taure, thion s s no principlu wbich oax the English laws, they are not elieved foron the

dr"y thum this ffet.' duty of ascertaining what the intention of Parlia-
n lhsther there cs any objet li enacting hat nu ment was, simply, because Pariament as desired

fectaratihn shat be involved as to the viw taken by to make the law more clear and nt to change the
aritalnent is anothr question.
ne' tsome Statue (United States) the principld bas been hw. When tus Bil was in cominittee before, 

nuade a statutory mule of construction, that the rupeal of explained the cause in refemence to judiciai cou-au Art is uot to bu deemud a declaration that any At or .) have red the provision ,8 the
.awr l Of a Act expruessly or impiedly so repealied, was Reife

Priously n forue.'-Endlich, sec. 372; Stimsons Ame-
'Ru Statute Law, page an. order to show that this is the mule adopted in
Ibis is in the California Politicai Code, sec. 4,504 those statutes, and I think that it shold bu

SThu rpea of any tatute or part of a statut hure- adopted hure, more particularly in view of the
f rePeaed must ot b constd i as a declaration, diferent position of ur courts, existing as the

n1ak th la in utue, hereis o pincile hic ca
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do, in different Provinces, and their decisions being Act to which the hon, gentleman alluded seemed
rarely subject to revision or appeal. to me lardly to bear out the view that it was a

precedent for this statute. However, as 1 have
Mr. BLAKE. I must confess that I appre- said, my impression is that so far as the interpreta

hended that the object and intention of the clauses tion of this Act goes which the lon. gentleman gives
of this Bill, as they were explained by the Minister to-day, and which I quite admit it fairly bears
of Justice the other day, were much more extensive namely that the amendment or repeal shah fot in,
than I am disposed to understand, by his explana- volve an absolute declaration of the fact, which will
tions to-day ; not that the interpretation is incon- end ail consideration of it, is an interpretation
sistent with his original statement, but from what which is in gencral accordance witl the existiug
I gathered as the discussion proceeded. I am not ples of interpretation. But I ar very mnuch
disposed at all to quarrel, not having looked at the a that the Act will be taken to mean sornething
matter since, with the view he takes, except in case more, having regard to the fact that the citation
of very special circumstances in the language, that which the lon. gentleman makes in support of it
a subsequent Act which repeals or, at any rate, in this fouse, is rather, to ny mmd, an attenpt
amends, a former Act, is not to be taken as an by the learned judge, rightly or wrongly, to iro-
absolute declaration with regard to the prior Act. duce what I understand are principles of interpre-
That involves conclusiveness, it involves a decision tation which do prevail, whîch I think do continue,
of the subject, it leaves nothing to the judicial and which, whether rightly or wrongly applied to
mind to consider except the determination whether that case, seem to be sound and wholesome, narnely,
there is an amendment or a repeal, and then the that you may take into consideration, though fot
court is to draw its conclusions from the parlia- conclusive ut all, but as a circumstance in forminc-
mentary declaration. I conceive that has never your judgment, the fact that the Act is an aiend-
been the English or Canadian rule of interpretation ing Act, and I do not think that the existing condi-
in those courts with whose decisions I have any tions of judicial decision demand this legislation.
familiarity. Nor lias the lion. gentleman, as far Bill reported, and read the third tîme ad
as I can see, justified the view that, to lay down passel.
this rule of interpretation given by this Act, is re-
quired by the judicial dicta or decisions to which INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT.
lie lias made reference. He has told us of the
decisions or the dicta of two judges of the Supreme Mr. DEWDNEY moved second reading of
Court in a certain case, of which dicta, however, he Bih (No. 132) to amend the Indian Advauce-
lias not been able to obtain any report, and, there- ment Act, chapter 44 of the Revised Statutes. He
fore, has not been able to produce them. I, therefore, said: There are three arendments proi-osed in
set them aside. The Minister of Justice has read us this Bih. The first la to give to the indian Coun-
a decision of the learned judge of the Exchequer cil power to pass regulations relative to the size
Court, by which I do not understand him to state and style of the sheigls used during the winter. h
that lie adopts such a rule of interpretation as this lias been found that tley use sheighs of ail sizes
Act condemns. As far as I could gather the and descriptions, which injure the winter roada,
language of the learned judge, I understood that and this is Vo give the council power similar
lie lad come to a certain interpretation of the Act to that vested in the nunicipalities adjoiniiig the
of Parliament which lie was construing, and that reserves. The second amendment is to suppleineis
lie was greatly confirmed in that by the circum- clause 11 of tle Act, by adding after the Word
stances under which the ameAdment of tle former i tkind" the folowing
law took place. That is not laying down the view -"or who neghects or refuseswithout reasonable caasetO
that there was a statutory decharation, by v prtue of attend meetings of the counil when notfied theref vn
the aînendments, whîcli precluded f urtlier discus- the manner required by this Act, or who refrinS frein

taking part in the proceeding h by at east vong when
present at tuch a mmeeting, orwlo ither himsel holstrut-

was.different from the present haw. I do not un- or induces any other person to obstract the business of
derstand the learned judge, therefore, to have any such meeting, shal, on proofof the fact to the atils-

enunciated any doctrine whicli is condemned by faction of ta Sperintendent General, be dsuatified
iroc acting as a member ot the couneil, and sain, su

orbeing notified, ceaseforthwith oto act; and the vacantY
the necessity of this declaration to be estabhisheti oeeasioned thereby shal be filled in the manner herein-
by tlie decision whiclw the lion, gentleman conshders before provided."
an erroneous decision. The quotations the lion. Tie third amendment is to provide a day of tei-
gentleman lias made froîn other statutes have onhy i nation for candidates for ehection as counicillors.
a lirnîted application. Tlie statute of California la M ARE.Wa s h esnfrta
very mucli like lis own provision, but those of Wis- M.LUIR hti I esnfrta
cousin and New York were only statutes of revsion, lasrt provision
and it is quite obvions that the principhesd of inter- Mr. DEIDNEY. It as been asked for by the
pretation in cases of revision, as to tlieir effect upon Indians theIhdives.
pre-existing laws and vested riglits, require special Mr. MILLS (Bothwehl). or woe election to be
rueo nf action. The circunistance that in statutes i f
of revision certain precautionary principles of in- b alt
terpretation are adopted, which are not Vo be found Mr. DEWDNEY. No; I think not.
iu reference to the ordinary statutes of the land, Mr. LISTER. The Indians will hardlY e
insteai of being an argument lu favor of ne general saticfietd witl Ve provision giving thein a noesgoa-

view that the communities whidh adopt, in the ex- tion day, unleas you go further and give tIeni the
ceptional cases, sucli exceptional principles of inter- vote by ballot. I beieve the provision the ho.
pretation, adopt ther generaly, is an ar-gurBent gentleman is introduciug, arises frod coplaind
just the other way. So Ie language of tlie Imperial made in my owt county with reference -o tIc hast

Sir JomA THompsoc 4 s.
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election for councillors in that county. They had should be made the subject of removal if he does
no regular nomination, their vote was an open fot cone up to the standard of the Superintendent
vote, and there were nany and great complaints as General of Indian Affairs. Hon. members are
to the way in which the election was carried on. aware that the charge of drunkenness on the re-
Influences were brought to bear, and the Indians serve is one that 15 very flimsily thrown at one
threatened that, unless they voted in a certain another. The hon. Minister is aware that
way certain advantages would not be given to charges have heen made within his own knowledge
then. Many of the most intelligent Indians on against men who were innocent of it. Moreover, a
that reserne have complained to me that they man has been charged on the floor of a deliberative
ought to have, in the election of councillors, body with being adrunkard, whenewas notopen to
the saine safeguards and the saine rights that that reproach. I suppose thelIndian Couneil i8elec-
they have in the election of members to tive. The charge is made by some one that a
the Ilouse of Commons. If they are quali- councillor is a drunkard. That councillor may be
fied to vote for members of the flouse of onoxious to the minority, who ma have been
Commons by ballot, they say they are unable to defeat him t the poils, an they then
equaly qualifed to vote for members of their own go to the Superintendent teneral of Idian Affairs
coutil by ballot. Whether these influences exist with this complaint of drunkenness. How is the
or not, I would say to the Minister that there is a hon. gentleman to decide? There may be a
feeling among the bands of Indians of w om I certificate signed by five or ten men that he is a
know souething, that such influences are exercised. drunkard; on the other hand, there may be a
If an election has been improperly conducted there certificate more numerousiy signed, that he is
is eno way by which the wrong can e rectified, not a drunkard. How is the trial to be made b It
there is no court that they can appeal to. The would be unfair that he should be deposed, except
least elections for councillors in the Chippawa Band afteo a fair tria] How is the trial to be arranged ?
upon the Sarnia and the Kettle Point Reserves, I Are you to compel the parties to come to Ottawa
have no hesitation in saying, were improperly and to have a regular trial before the Sperin-
conducted, and some men were elected cou billors tendent General of Indian Affairs. or are you going
who ought not to be there, and have taken the to send some oficer to the reserve to try the
place of people who were really the choice o the alleged offender. nither one or the other course
electors of that municipality. As the Minister bas u not and cannot be followed with satisfnctory
gone so far as to fix the nomination day, I would results. Another provision in the Biti is that
urge upon h m to provide that their election sha whoever refuses to attend meetings of the council
be by ballot, and in doing that I believe re wil when notified, or refrains froui taking part in
conforin to the wish of a great majority of the the proceedings by at least voting, înay be reinoved
Indians upon whom the franchise as been con- by the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs.
ferred, and tnany, if eot ail of whom, are just as This proposai is s ot wored as I wouid wish it to
well qualfied to vote as the rest of the electors be; but the idea whieh is here embodied is not
throhout the country. It seeds to me anomal- one with which I would be dispos d to fid fault.
0ug that we should say to theni that they nay vote If he refused to act as a councilior after a certain
by ballot in Dominion elections, tley have suffi time I would not object to his ofice becoming inma
cent intelligence and education to vote for fao forfeited, but the power shouid not be given
Iinbers of the ouse of Co imons by ballot, but tothe Superintendent General of Indian Affairs. The
in the aller matter, though a great matter to powers give the Superihtendent (eneral more con-
thern, the election of their own counciliors, they trol over the Indians than e shoud possess. For
shah have neither a proper nomination of candi- these reuseos I consider the second clause is
dates, nor sha n they lie pernitted to cast their altogether objectionabte, even although it contains

allhot as they wish, aud as the spirit of this age a grain of good, and the suggestion mae by an
approves. hon. friend behind me is one worthy of accept-

ance.
Mr. LAURIER. The first provision of this

Bill seems to me an unobjectionable one. It is to
mïeet the requirements of keeping up good winter
roads, and to keep them in the same manner as
they are kept in the adjoining neighborhood. So
far, the power which is sought to be given to the
council, to regulate the manner of keeping winter
roads, and to place them in the same position as
those in the adjoining neighborhood, is quite
appropriate, and so far I endorse the view of the
hon. Minister. But the second section is alto-
gether objectionable. It is sought by this pro-
vision to give the Superintendent General of Indian
Affairs the power to remove a councillor for
certain offences, among others, for the alleged
offence of drunkenness. I an not disposed to en-
(lorse the view of the hon. Minister on this point.
If you give the Indians the right of managingtheir own municipal affairs, that right given to
white men, they should be treated as white menare treated. If the people in any municipality
select a man as councillor, it is not fair, that lie

Mr. BLAKE. This is a curions commentary on
the progress of the Indian and on his fitness to
control the destinies of the country by voting for
members of Parliament. The statute to which this
is an amendment is not the statute applicable to the
mass of the Indians; it is the Indian Advancement
Act, it is the statute applicable only to the select
Indians, to those who have advanced more in in-
telligence, and otherwise, than the mass, and it
grants to these such special liberties, immunities,
and privileges, as it is considered fit to grant. By
section 3, it is provided :

" Whenever any band of Indians is declared by the
Governor in Council to be considered fit to have this Act
applied Io them, this Act shall so apply, from the time
appointed in such Order in Council."
As I said, the general Indian Act is the Act for
the mass, this is the Act for the elect or the select.
Being the Act for the elect and the select, entitled
to greater privileges, to a more advanced citizen.
ship, to larger rights than the mass of the Indians,
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it is yet hedged around in the original Act itself an act of dishonesty--has been committed by the
with precautions, with provisions for a continued Indian, of such a sort, that though elected by the
tutelage on the part of the Minister, who is the people his place has to be vacated. Again the Act
great father for the time, being the Superintendent says :
General of Indian Affairs, which are very extraor- "or of malfeasance of office of any kind."
dinary. Section 11, which the lion. gentleman Tliat, of course, is more definite language. Thatproposes to repeal, does of itself contain several of indicates a crime or misdemeanor perhaps knownthe provisions which are contained also in the sub- to the law ; at any rate, punishable, and except instituted clause. For instance, it is provided so far as the tribunal which is to dispose of thethat every member of a council elected under question is concerned, in respect to which I havethe provisions of this Act, who is proved to be an grave objection, it is not unreasonable, that such
habitual drunkard, shiall be disqualified. The proof being made, vacation of the office should suc-council are elected annually, and, therefore, it is ceed. But, inasmuch as malfeasance of office par-i the course of the year that proof is to be made takes of a criminal character, it is unfortunate-andand a result is to be arrived at. As to proof this observation applies, perhaps, to another itemof his having become an habitual drunkard after he too-that we should provide for its trial without thewas elected, of course that is not intended, and it formalities of a public court, without the security ofis hardly possible. Nor is it so limited. If the a jury, without the advantages of a judicial tribunalIndians choose to elect a person who mîay, to the without the publicity which attends criminalsatisfaction of the Superintendent General of In- trials. It is unfortunate that we should provide
dian Affairs, the great chief, the arbiter, the auto- for the trial of a criminal offence of this kind bycrat, the Czar, be held to be an habitual drunkard, the Superintendent General, forsooth. Well, then,-if such an Indian be chosen by the Indians, by the these are all the causes of disqualification which
select Indians and the best and most advanced In- existed in the Indian Advancement Act; but, Sir,dians, is he to be disqualified ? In spite of the fact the hon. gentleman has found that he has not gotthat lie may be an habitual drunkard in such a control enough of his Indians, even so. ne has
sense as to render hum liable to disqualification, found that the elect of the select Indians require
they may elect him ; but in this more dignified as- still further limitations, or that lie requires stillsembly there has been, not of course in these better further powers, and so he proposes to introduce
days, but in other times still near, something very this new provision ; which says :closely approaching habitual intoxication. Wliat "Or who neglects or refuses, without reasonable cause
is habitual into.xication ? I have never, however, to attend meetings of the Couneil, when notifed theref
heard the proposal that the bon. the Premier of the in manner required by the Act."
Government, or the Governor General, or Mr. Who is to determine the reasonable cause the
Speaker, or any other analogous officer should be Supeintndetene theresno defnto

cialedupo t mae atral f te fctwbelie aSuperintendent General. There is no definitioncalled upon to make a trial of the fact whether a here of what reasonable cause should be, and no iii-condition of habitual drunkenness subsists on the dication of any line of proof to establish what shall
part of any one so elected, or that he should deter- be reasonable cause. But still further, Sir, this
mine whether the person in question should cease to e rvson ays :
be a member of this body. The next clause provides new provision says
that a councillor shall be disqualified if lie has been " Or who refrains f rom taking part in the proceedings
living in immorality. What does that mean, and to by at least voting when present at suclh meetings."
whom will you apply it ? Will you apply a higher So that compulsory voting is to -be established as
standard of morality to the poor Indian, whom the rule of the councillor. He may not understand
you are declaring to be under tutelage, to be in- the question, though we all know that is not dis-
ferior, not to be entitled to all the imnunities of the qualification, for I suppose it has happened to all
white man, than you choose to apply to members of of us to vote sometimes without understanding the
Parliament? Will you say that he shall be bound question. He may not be satisfied to say " yea'
by stricter laws, lie shall be encompassed in the or " nay " to a question. He may think it is a
discharge of his duties by stricter provisions than question the affirmative of which lie does not like to
we dare to apply to ourselves? Will you tell him sanction, nor yet the negative. He may be dis-
that, although you do not hold him to be wholly posed to seek the convenient shelter of the lobby
fit to govern himself, you lay down for him a or the corridor, as a great many of us do occasion-
stricter rule than you lay down for ourselves ? ally; but lie must not do that. He must vote. And
We are honest enough not to attempt to set under what penalty ?-under the penalty of the
up any such doctrine as this for ourselves. Why Superintendent General turning him out of his
should we set it up for them ? The Act further office. This, Sir, is the law proposed to us in this
says -heyday of the advancement of the Indian, after for

"Or to have been guilty of dishonesty." a period of nearly two general elections ie has been
A large phrase ; not larceny ; not any specific thought fit to elect members of the Parliament of
offence against the criminal law. What is the mean- Canada. That is the law proposed for the chosen
ing of " dishonesty ?" How far would the Superin- of the most advanced ; for the best men elected by
tendent General stretch the meaning, or within how the best Indians. These are the restraints which
narrow limits would he confine it ? Who shall the Government think fit to impose upon the best

Iay down the rule ? Is it to be determined as in of the best of those who are made electors of Can-
old days it ls said that equitable considerations ada.
were determined-by the size of the Chancellor's Mr. DOYON. (Translation.) I cannot allow
foot ? What is to be the size of the foot in this this Bill to pass without a protest. I donot knOw
case ? The moral temperament, and standard of the what motive the hon. Minister of the Interior has
Superintendent General for the time being on the for moving this amendment to the Act other
law as to whether a crime-no, not a crime, but than the troubles which have existed, and which

Mr. BLAKE.

2607 3608



[APRIL 18, 1890.]

still exist, on the Caughnawaga reserve, and which
he sought to remedy, but the remedy was worse
tlhan the evil. You talk of preventing from sitting
a niember of the council because he indulges in
drinks ! But were you to prevent from taking
a part in the proceedings of council all those
who indulge in drinks, there are in the
council of the nation persons who should be de-
prived of their rights, and is it to be said that
more importance attaches to the matter when
applied to the council of the Indians than when
applied to the council of the nation? Mr.
speaker, since the Advancement Act was applied
to the council of Caughnawaga, liquor was used
as a pretext for many endeavors to do away with
opponents who barred the way, and I think I am
able to substantiate this statement. After the
election of 1887, they began by removing the
measurer of stones, who had been appointed by
the Government now in power, and he was
removed, because, so they said, lie had taken a
part in the contest, but, they added, that lie got
drunk. Well, I think, that on the election day,
not only in that county, but in many other counties
as well, there were people who saw the bottom of
the bottle. That man was removed for getting
drunk out of duty. Later on, the council of
Caughnawaga wanted to appoint a substitute to
the present policeman, and the substitute they
proposed was a man named Louis Beauvais, who
had bee organist in the Catholic Church. Well,
in order to decline his services, they again pro-
tested that be was a drunkard. Captain Jackson,
whom the hon. Minister assailed last week, had
already been assailed before. In 1882, he came to
the Minister of Marine for securing a certificate as
master of a steamer, intending to sail in all the
Dominion waters, and before the Minister lie was
charged of being a drunkard. How did he clear
hinself ofthatcharge? Hehadto write to the United
States, to a man in whose employ lie had been for
seven or eight years, and the references he re-
ceived from him was so favorable that the lion.
the Minister of Marine granted him the certificate,
which I am about to read and which is most
contrary to what the hon. Minister of the Interior
bas recently stated :

" CANADA.
IhY THE HONORABLE THE MINIsTER OF MARINE AND

FIsHERIEs FoR TrE DoMINIoN OF CANADA.
CertiWcate of competency as MaRter of a steamship in

the Inland waters.
"To Louis FREDERIcK JAcKsON.

"Whereas it has been reported to me that you have
produced satisfactory evidence of your sobriety, experi-ence, ability and general good conduct on board ship,
and that you have fulfilled the duties of Master of a
steamship in the Inland waters prior to the first day of
Janussry, 1882.

' do hereby, in pursuance of the Canadian Act res-
pecting certificates to Masters and Mates of Inland and
coasting ships, 46 Vie., cap. 28, grant you this certificate
O competency.

'IGiven under the seal of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries of Canada, at Ottawa, this twanty-second day
of Mareh, 1888.

(Signed) "GEO. E. FOSTER,
' Minister of Marine and Fisheries."

Here is a man who was charged, before the Minis-
ter of Marine, of being a drunkard and who had
to produce evidence of the contrary. He is vindi-
cated as to that charge by the certificate granted
him by the hon. the Minister of Marine. Perhaps,
will it be said, that he was acknowledged as a

sober man in 1888, but that since lie inight have
become a drunkard. For my part, I conclude that
as he was unjustly charged in 1888, so he is now,
and he might produce once more evidence of his
sobriety. And what shows that all these charges
are groundless is the fact, not only that lie was.
elected, by a good majority, a member of the
council, but even chief of the council, in spite of
all the protests of his opponents; I should-say,
perhaps, in spite of what might have been sent
from the Department to have him deposed. More
than that, Mr. Speaker. Does any one wish to
know how far they went? WVhat a good inother
liquor is ! Here is a letter by which they sought
to implicate me in a liquor case, at the time of the
election, in 1887. They said: If we could have
that man charged, we might easily deal with him.
I will read that letter :

"THos. Jocs, Esq., fi MONTREAL, February 24,1885.

" MY DEAR SIR,-It is my intention to protest the return
of Mr. Doyon if I find substantial grounds. These
grounds could be found out I think, in Caughnawaga. If
I could implicate Doyon as aving distributed whiskey in
the locality, he would be easily disqualified. Please do
your utmost, with the assistance of Moïse Lefort and
other friends, to discover the illegitimate means by which
our majorit was reduced. Most important. J feel quite
convinced that another contest would redeerm Laprairie.

"You will be glad to know that Sir John Macdonald
has just addressed me the following letter which I copy :

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read the letter.

(Private.)
" EA RNscLIFFE,

"OTTAwA, February 24,1887.
"My DEAR TAssà,-I can't tell you how greatly I

regret your defeat. I had confidently looked forward to
your carrying Laprairie.

"l However, you nust not be discouraged. Be on the
look out for a seat and I will back you to the utmost
extent.

"Our majority will be between 35 and 40 when all
returns are in, which ought to be a working majority.

"Are there no grounds for a protest?
" Yours sincerely,

(Signed) "JOHN A. MACDONALD.
"JosEp TAssÉ, Esq.

" These are the sentiments of our great chief. Please
lie guided hy theni.

e gWith my renewed thanks for your kind and active
assistance in my election, and my best wishes for you and
Mrs. Jocks, believe me, IFaitfully yours,

(Signed) " JOSEPH TASSE."

So that Sir John A. Macdonald wrote, on 24th
February, 1887 : " Are there no grounds to pro-
test Doyon ?" And Mr. Tassé wrote, on 25th
February : "Let us try to implicate Mr. Doyon
as having distributed liquor ; this is the only
means to get rid of him, otherwise he will always
be in our way * * " Well, Mr. Speaker,
here is a new evidence of the liquor being
used as a means of destroying not only
a man's character, but also of removing hum
from his position and substituting for him a friend
of the Government. I stated a moment ago that
the hon. Minister of the Interior was led by the
troubles which happened at Caughnawaga with
reference to the council to amend clause 10 of the
Indian Advancement Act. Why should the Indian
Department seek to introduce a new restriction in
the Act, when the majority of the Caughnawaga
Indiana are asking for more extended powers, that
is to say, are asking that they might be allowed to
manage their own affairs; or, in other words, that
what is done by their councüi should not require,
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to be valid, the sanction of the Department? The
whole trouble lies in this : that the council wants
to remove the present policeman, Mr. Lefort, to
whom a sum of $383 is paid yearly, while they
could have one for $165. It appears to me this
resolution of the council is very fair ; and the best
municipal council in the Province could not do any
better. The fact is the municipal council of the
Indians are trying to have, at a lower cost, a
municipal officer, whose duties should be as well
performed as by the officer they have now. The
Indians ought to be more civilised now than they
were ten years ago. And ten years ago they only
paid $250 for that officer. Besides, I might say
that the present officer, Mr. Lefort, has, to assist
him in his duties, two additional policemen who
were appointed last year by the council. These
two policemen receive no salary other than the
fines paid by those whom they arrest and who are
fined. The Government sanctioned the resolution
of the council appointing these two policemen.
They have not enquired, and I think there was no
report against these two men, stating whether they
were sober men or habitual drunkards, inasmuch
as they have no salary other than what I have just
stated with respect to fines. Well, Mr. Speaker,
what I have just stated seems to have no
connection with the question now before the House,
but I hold that this is the only cause of
the present troubles. I do not directly charge
the Government with mismanaging the affairs
of the Indians. I rather think the mismanagement
is the outcome of the system, which is bad. The
fact is the Government are bound to trust the
reports of their agent. Now, the agent at Caugh-
nawaga is like all human beings ; and whenever an
opportunity offers for him to promote his interests
or serve his dislikes, or oblige his political friends,
he fully avails himself of it. What was the reason
given for the maintenance of Mr. Lefort as police-
man ? It was said that so long as he should per-
form his duties as he had in the past, he should be
kept in his position. But are not the Governnent
aware that that very man was summoned before
the police court in Montreal, for having himself
given liquor to Indians ? I hold here a copy of the
judgment. That judgment was reversed, but the
fact still remains that there were found witnesses
in Caughnawaga who incriminated him and had
him pronounced guilty and sentenced by the court.
Those are the facts. The council were indignant
at the refusal of the Government and a portion of
the councillors declined to sit, saying: We have
been long enough playing the part of boys; we
need no council if we are bound to wait till our
resolutions, to be worth anything, are sanctioned
by the Government. As well might the people on
the Caughnawaga reserve write to the Department
through the agent when they have resolutions to
pass or improvements whatever on the reserve are
asked for. It would come to the same thing, and
they would not be charged with things they are
not guilty of, and slandered not only in Montreal,
but in this House as well. What next did they
say? They said that the property holders cen-
sured the course taken by the present councillors,
and the council was supported only by the scum of
the people on the reserve. Well, Mr. Speaker,
there are 351 voters on the Caughnawaga reserve,
and of these 302 are property holders. I hold here
a petition signed by 110 voters approving of the

Mr. DoYoN.
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action of the council in asking for the removal of
Moïse Lefort. This petition was drawn up in
October ; it was not sent at that time because, T
think, the hon. Minister intimated, or, at all events
the agent on the reserve had intimated, that the
hon. Minister was to personally visit the reserve
if not to investigate, at all events, to ascertain
whether the facts reported to him were true or
false. I have even here a telegram sent by the
hon. Minister, in which, answering to the invita-
tion extended to him to visit the reserve-I think
it was in the latter part of December-he states
that the Session was too near at hand and he could
not possibly go. That is why the petition was not
forwarded. Here it is :

'CAUGuNÂWAGA RPsERVE,
" PROvINcE OF QUEBREC.

"To the Hon. Encin DEwD)NEY,
"Minister of the Interior and Superintendent

" General of Indian Affairs.
HONORABLE Si,-The petition of the undersigned In-

dians, residing on the Canghnawaga Reserve, hnnibiy
represents:

" That on the twenty-seventh of September last, at a
meeting of the Council of the Reserve, Concillor L. F.
Jackson moved, and Michel Bourdeau seconded, a reso-
lution recommending the dismissal of the ceonstable,
Moïse Lefort, and this resolution was also supported by
Councillor Michel Daillebout, these three forming one-
balf of the Council, and recommending also that Louis
Beauvais be named constable;

" That the other three Councillors supported the candi-
dature of Jose l Stacey;

n That said Louis Beauvais is a respectable Indian and
an ex-chief of the tribe:

"That no action has been taken on the recommendation
by the agent, Alexander Brosseau, who states that he
dees net think it necessary to replace the present in-
cumbent of the office ef constable;

" That the said Councillors, to wit: L.F. Jackson, Michel
Bourdeau and Michel Daillebout, are determined that the
said Moïse Lefort be dismissed, and are supported by a
majority of the Indians, and intend not to transact any
other business as Councillors until the said Lefort is dis-
missed ;

".That your petitioners strongly support and endorse the
action and petition of the said three Councillors, and
pray that the said Moïse Lefort be removed from his said
office of constable.

" Signed at Caughnawaga on this 20th of October,1889."

This petition is signed by 110 persons. Thus,
Mr. Speaker, it can be seen that the action of the
council was endorsed by a great many members of
the tribe ; and, nevertheless, the Departmenlit
would not approveof this resolution. The question
now before the House is not whether the council
should be free to manage their own affaira, since it
is a new restrictive amendment the hon. Minister
seeks to introduce into the Act. I have only men-
tioned the above facts as accessories. Should the
hon. Minister alter the law so as to allow the
Indians to make charges against the councillors by
denouncing them as being habitual drunkards and
in this way having them disqualified, he might as
well repeal the Advancement Act; for, if not
reasons, at all events means of charging thei, are
sure to be found at any time. And this, not enly
as far as the present councillors are concerned, but
even against those who are the friends of the hon.
Minister of the Interior. That Act is bad enough
as it is, we need not make it worse. It is a source
of quarrels and bad feeling. One can hardly in-
agine the state of excitement that prevails there.
Presently, charges of every kind are made against
my supporters, whom it is my duty to defend here.
But I do not intend to defend only those who sup-
ported me ; I think it my duty to defend the others

too, for I think the amendment proposed will be
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injurious to all the Indians. Thus they charged
one councillor--in order to prevent his being re-
turned--with having pledged himself to the erec-
tion of a Protestant school and a Protestant chapel
on the reserve. The census of 1881 shows there is
not a single Protestant on the Caughnawaga reserve.
By examining the report of the Department of
Indian Affairs for 1889, at page 252, I find that a
suni of $250 was paid to John A. Dionne, as
Methodist teacher. It is surely not Mr. Jackson-
against whom this charge was made-who engaged
hini or proposed to introduce him on the reserve,
for lie lias been councillor only a year, the teacher
already received his salary, and it is a well-known
fact that the schools are under the control of the
coulcil. Moreover, the whole reserve belongs to
the Catholic faith. In injuring the Indians who
are now members of the council and in ruining them
il the esteem of their fellow-residents, there will
be no difficulty in finding accomplices, and with
the amendment proposed they will all be changed.
I have here another petition I received last month,
asking that clause 10 of the Indian Advancement
Act be amended and approving of the action taken
by the Caughnawaga council. The petition reads
as follows:-

"CAUGHxwAGA, March, 1890.
'To Cyrille Doyon, Esq., member of the House of Commons

of Canada for the County of Laprairie.
"The humble petition of the undersigned citizens and

voters of Caughnawaga, respectfully represents:
"1. That they are informed that you have brought up in

the House a Bill affecting very seriously their interests.
" 2. That this Bill was held over until to-day without

good reasons.
" 3. That your petitioners pray that you press the adop-

tion of this measure, which is calculated to act as a safe-
guard with respect to their dearest interests.

Aud your petitioners will everpray."

This petition is signed by 116 Indians. Thus,
while the hon. Minister of the Interior stated to
ie somine tirne ago, that the Indians did not ask for

more liberty than they had now, I think I am in a
position to show that such is their wish since the
Advancement Act was applied to them. Therefore,
Mi. Speaker, I think that, in the interests of
harrnony and good-will and advancement of the
Indians, it would be better the amendment pro-
posed should not become law. Should it be passed,
how shall the evidence be received? Will it be
received before the agent, or before both the
present policeman and the agent, who shall at the
sane time be accusers and judges ? I arn inclined to
tlink my humble opinion will not weigh much in
the balance, but I say that, in the interests of the
imhabitants of the Caughnawaga Reserve and even
in the interests of the Department, this amend-
ment to the Act should not be proposed. There-
foie, I shall vote against this Bill.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I was unable to follow the
hon. gentleman through his remarks and he will,
therefore, have to excuse me for not answering
them in detail. As to the changes proposed,
there is a difference of opinion among the Indians
on the reserve. I hold in my hand a petition
signed by a great number of Indians askin that
the powers of the Superintendent General te not
taken away. I will read a portion of the petition
Which refers to that

"'The humble petition of Sawatis, Karoniaktatie,Saksarie, Anetenre and others of the reserve of Pau~h
awag setfla showeth ;-That the Bill whi M r

'"0oi, .P., during this Sesuion of the Federal Parlia-

ment, bas introduced in amendment to the Indian
Advancement Act, whereby the council of the reserve of
Caughnawaga will have complete authority without the
interference of the Superintendent General of Indian
Affairs, and which he bas moved for its second reading is
inimical and contrary to the welfare of the Indians of the
said reserve of Caughnawaga, for the following amongst
other reasons to wit -That the Council of the said re-
serve of Caughnawaga will be invested with too much
power, and will be responsible to no superior authority;
that the said Council of the Caughnawaga reserve will be
invested with absolute powers, such as have never been
granted in the Province of Quebec to any Municipal
Council, which possesses limited powers and in cases
where appeal lies is answerable to the County Council.
The latter is answerable to the Circuit Court when it does
not remedy the injustice alleged to have been committed
by any Municipal Council against individual rights. That
moreover the said Bill grants no relief whatever to any
Indian when bis interest may be attacked by the said
Council of the reserve of-Caughnawaga."

Mr. BLAKE. How many signatures?
Mr. DEWDNEY. Between fifty and sixty. I

understand they represent the bulk, if not almost
all the property holders on the reserve.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. member behind me says
there are over 300 property holders on the reserve.

Mr. DEWDNEY. These are the principal ones.
I dare say the hon. gentleman knows that there a
number of Indians on the reserve who have no
property and are worth nothing, and at present
are really running the business on the reserve.
There is a strong feeling on the part of those who
have lived there for years and have nice homes,
large farms and yaluable improvements, against
others who are trying to deprive them of their
rights. Returning to these amendments to which I
ask the support of the House, I rather expected to
have the support of the hon. member for West
Durham than otherwise, because, if I recollect
aright, the hon. gentleman thought, when the
original Act was passed, that it was an admirable
clause.

Mr. BLAKE. I propose we should extend it to
this House.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The hon. gentleman thought
it was an admirable clause. I will read what he
said.

Mr. BLAKE. If the hon. gentleman had been
here and heard how I said it, lie would have unider-
stood.

Mr. DEWDNEY. When this question was up
in 1884, the hon. gentleman said :

" Why should not this be extended to the wh ites. It is
an admirable clause ; any member of a council elected
under the provisions of this Act, who shall be proved to
be a habitual drunkard, or to be living in immorality, or
to accept a bribe, or to have been gnilty of dishonesty,
or of malfeasance of office, shall be disqualified from
acting as a member of the council. "
To which the leader of the Government replied, it
would be a very good clause for the whites.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. DEWDNEY. And the hon. gentleman

said : " Why should we be more moral with our
Indian friends than with ourselves;" and the
leader of the Government retorted : "It might
diminish the members of the Opposition. "

Mr. BLAKE. I am quite content the hon.
gentleman should read my speech again.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I have merely looked through
the report for the first time, as I expected to have
seen the hon. gentleman taking an active part
againat the clause when it was introduced in 1884.
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With regard to the other section, which the hon.
gentleman criticises, I should have thought he
would have also supported that, if, as he
indicates, it would necessarily bring about compul-
sory voting, because I understand . the hon.
gentleman at one time introduced a Bill advocating
compulsory voting. With reference to the remarks
of the hon. member for Lambton, I am not at all
sure that I agree with him with regard to the
ballot. That was never suggested before, or I
would have given it consideration. During
recess I will consider it and get an expression of
opinion from the Indians as to whether they desire
it or not. There are people who object to the
ballot. An hon. gentleman who stands very high
in the politics of Ontario, and who supports the
party of my hon. friend, objects to the ballot in
the case of separate schools.

Mr. LISTER. These people do not want it ; the
Indians do.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The question is, whether the
Indians do want it, and I shall give it considera-
tion. I need not detain the House longer on this
question, except to state that there have been on
the Caughnawaga reserve, some very obstructive
tactics practised, which has delayed business on
the reserve. I do not wish to discuss the character
or habits of any of those members of the council on
that reserve. It would not be fair to do so, but as
the hon. gentleman knows, there are gentlemen
who have very strong feelings on the subject, and
who think that some of the members occupying
positions on the reserve do not worthily fill thein;
and they think if this clause is added to the Bill,
these people will not continue to carry on the saine
tactics in the council.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). TheIndiansI have the
honor to represent in this House, have not asked to
come undertheIndian Advancement Act. Theypre-
fer to retain their own system of government. rhey
are governed under the provision of the Indian
Act. I do not know how many bands of Indians
have asked to have this Act applied to them, but
I do not think many have. This Act was intro-
duced in 1884, as a means of inducing the Indians
to advance in the direction of self-government, and
the administration of their own affairs. And after
the Government have told this House that, not
only the more advanced bands, but that all the
Indian bands in the old Provinces had advanced to
such a degree of intelligence that they were not
only fitted to have, but it was requisite for the
welfare of the State th*t they should have, a voice
in the affairs of the Dominion, in common with the
other inhabitants of the various Provinces, it is
rather strange, that now, some years later, we
should find an Act introduced-not to extend the
provisions of the Indian Advancement Act,
not to give greater self-governing powers to the
Indians, not to limit the power of the Superinten-
dent General over the affairs of the Indian coun-
cillors elected by themselves, but we have to-day
an Act retrograde in its action, an Act intended
to take away powers from the Indians which they
already possess, and to place greater powers in the
hands of the Superintendent General in regard to
these bands. It is a commentary upon our legis-
lation which, I think, it is not pleasant to
contemplate. I am unable to agree with the
Superintendent General that it is desirable to

Mr. DEwDNEY.

enact the legislation contained in section 11 of this
Bill. As to the provision for the day of nomina-
tion, I have no objection. As to the amendient
in regard to determining the size and style of
sleighs, in which larger power is given to the
Indian, I do not take any objection. But when,
in addition to the other restrictions placed
upon the Indians, when, in addition to the powers
vested in the Governor in Council to summarily
dismiss a councillor elected by the band, they ask
us to add a provision that any councillor who-
-" negleets orrefuses,without reasonable cause,to attend
meetings of the council when notified thereof in the man-
ner required by this Act. or who refrains from taking partin the proceedings by at least voting when present, at such
a meeting, or who either himself obstructs or induces any
other person to obstruet the business of any such meeting,shall, on proof of the fact to the satisfaction of the Super-
intendent General, be disqualified from acting as a men-
ber of the council, and shall, on being notified, cease
forthwith so to act; and the vacancy occasioned thereby
shall be filled in the manner hereinbefore provided."
I say that, when they ask us to sanction legislation
of that kind, the House should not affirm it. What
does it leave of self-governing powers in the mei-
bers of the council, powers that are on the Statute-
book and powers in regard to various matters which
they may properly attend to ? The passing of this
Act is, as I understand froum the remuarks of the
hon. member for Laprairie (Mr. Doyon)-though I
coujd not completely understand all he said-
supposed to be justified simply in order to meet a
case which occurred in the Caughnawaga reserve.
I understand that the councillors who were there
elected by the Indian band thought, in their wis-
dom, that it would be advisable that a certain per-
son should be removed from office, and another
appointed, thereby affecting a saving in their noney
and accomplishing what they considered would be
in the interests of the band, financially and otherwise.
When that resolution, passed by a majority of the
council, and clearly within their power as laid
down in the Statute, came before the Superinten-
dent General, lie said: No; I do not approve of
your action and will not sanction it, and it shall
not become law. Then, if I understood my hon.
friend aright-and, of course, I speak under cor-
rection-the councillors said that, if in a matter as
simple as that, which was clearly within their
right and affected their finances, any regulations
they passed were to be disallowed and sumiiarily
vetoed by the Superintendent General, there was
no use in their meeting in council at all; and,
standing upon their proper dignity, as I would
consider in that case, some of them did not take
part in the proceedings of the council. If that is
the reason which bas induced the Superintendent
General to introduce the Bill, I think it should not
become law. What power does the Superinten-
dent General retain without this additional power
being given to hiim ? It is declared in the openmg
section of this Indian Advancement Act that,
when it 'appears to the satisfaction of the
Superintendent General that a band of Indians
are fit to be brought under the operation of
the Act, the Governor in Council can call the
Act into operation by giving certain notice; but
it provides also that .if it should appear to the
Superintendent General at any time subsequen.t,
that this band are not, in bis opinion-in bis opin-
ion-capable of working ont this Act satisfactorly,
he shall have the power to issue an Order lu
Council declaring that fact, and saying that they
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are no longer under the Indian Advancement Act
at all, and sending them back to the operations of
the Indian Act as before. That power the Superin-
tendent General has retained for himself in this
Act. If the Indian Council in Caughnawaga or
any other Indian Council are net working the Act
according to his satisfaction, he can so declare,
and then the council ceases to exist as a council of
Indians, and that reserve thereafter comes under
the provisions of the Indian Act, and has net the
benefit of the Indian Advancement Act at all.
One would think that was power enough. Wliat
calls upon us to add this clau se to this Act ? An-
other clause provides that the election of coun-
cillors shall take place every year, and that four
inembers shall constitute a quorum. The Act does
niot define how many councillors shall be elected
on a reserve. How many councillors are there on
the Caughnawaga reserve ?

Mr. DOYON. Six.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then it would not
be in the power of any one councillor to impede
the despatch of business. It would require at least
two to be of the same mind in order to do that,
and, if the chief councillor had voted and the vote
should be even, lie has a casting vote in addition
under the Act. But why should not the working
of these councils be left to the operation of the laws
in regard to other municipal councils in the cities
and towns and other municipalities of the Pro-
vinces? It is not unknown to those who have been
engaged in municipal matters that there are many
times when occasions have occurred where, in the
interest of their constituents, members of those
councils have deliberately withdrawn in order to
prevent a quorum so that a measure should not be
put through which they considered contrary to the
interest of their constituents. Would you place
the arbitrary power in the hands of any individual,
under those circumstances, to say that the coun-
cillors who withdrew should be disqualified ? The
reinedy is provided by the fact that, at the end of
the twelve months, these councillors have to go
before their constituents, and if they have refused
to attend meetings, if they have refused to cast
their votes when present, if they have refused to
form a quorum, these things will all be
urged against their re-election, and if that
action on their part is not approved by a majority
Of the electors, these men would not be sent back,
but would be replaced by other men. In this
inatter, I ask why it should not be lef t in the hands
of the electors on the reserves, if you are going to
give them any powers at all. They will have the
remedy in their own hands, and if any Indian
coulcillor who, by refusing to attend or by abstain-
ing from acting for a time, obstructs the busiess
and injures the interest of the band, you may rely
upon it, that when lie appears before the electors,
which time cannot be deferred longer than 12
months at the furthest, lie will be dealt with,
the remedy will be applied by them as it is applied
by white citizens in any municipality in the varions
provinces. I say it is something that i think the
buperintendent General should not ask the House
to agree te, that further limitations should be
placed upon the Indians whom we are endeavoring
to bring forward, as was alleged in the introduction
of this Act, and te take from them the powers
Which were given to them, and te centre more
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power in the hands of the Superintendent General,
now, five or six years after the Act was passedy,
some years after they have been given the right to,
vote on great national and state questions, to ask
that in the mere matter of the appointmt1it or'
the dismissal of a pound-keeper or a constablei,
or the hiring of one man at a less
salary than another, or the dismissal from his
office of an incompetent man and putting another
in his place, or, if he does not suit Ri@ Highness-
the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, the-
latter shall say : I will not consent to it. ï â
readily understand that a council treated in that
manner, feeling their dignity insulted, should
resent it, and that they should say, as has been
said by the councillors of Caughnawaga : If our
request upon matters affecting our own interests,
affecting our own moneys only, is to be treated in
this way, it is nothing less than a farce for us to
meet together to transact business at all ; for if -ke
are only to transact it as approved by the Superin-
tendent General of Indian Affairs, we might as
well abandon the control of our own affairs
altogether. This is the way that the matter strikes
me, and I think it behoves the Superintendent
General to give stronger reasons than lie has yet
given before lie can ask the House to amend the
Indian Advancement Act in the direction, not of
giving greater powers te the Indians, but of taking
from them even some of the littler powers they
have under the Indian Advancement Act, and
centreing more directly those powers in the hands
of the Superintendent General.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The hon. gentleman says
thatone of the reasons why this Bill was introduced
was because the Government had refused to sanc-
tion the appointment of a certain man to a position.
He was correct in stating that the party who had
been nominated by them was prepared to do the
work at a less figure than the gentleman who had
been doing it already for some years, and it was
represented very strongly by the agents, by whom
we must be guided, that these parties, for there
were two of them, were utterly unreliable. He
gave the reasons why they were unreliable, and it
was for that reason the Government refused to
assent to that resolution. On the strength of that
action, a portion of the councillors obstructed the
business of the council until the end of their term,
which has lately lapsed. They have had another
election, and all the six old councillors were
returned again.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then the band sus-
tained them ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). And yen want to

override that ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No; but we want te prevent
the deadlock occurring again. I an aware that
the Superintendent General is given very large
power, and can withdraw this Act from any band
to which it has been applied, but the Superintendent
General and the Government do not wish te do
that. They would rather be in a position te act
as this amendment gives them power to act. How-
ever, I will ask the House te go into committee on
the Bill and pass these two clauses of it, and I will
reserve the other section for reconsideration te see
if it can be altered in some way.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this clause is a
very objectionable one, and it is al the more
'objectionable on account of the franchise having
been extended to the Indian population. The
Minister of the Interior must see that after having
utended the franchise to the Indians, after having
given them the highest rights that beloig to free-
men, they do not stand in a position to be treated
as minors and wards of the Government. Now the
hon. gentleman has, by the provisions of this Bill,
assumed that the Indians, with regard to these
municipal inatters, are not competent to manage
their own affairs. Apart from that objection,
which is an objection in principle and which, it
seems to me, ought to be fatal to any provision of
this sort, unless the Government are prepared to
withdrawthe electivefranchisefromthe Indianpopu-
lation; it is also open, I think, to serious objection
on account of the very arbitrary power that the
Superintendent General proposes to exercise over
the moral character and conduct of those who have
been entrusted by their fellows of the band with
certain municipal powers. Now, that election is
for a very short period of time, it continues but for
twelve months, and at the end of that time these
parties are out of office. If they have misbehaved
themselves, or have shown themselves unfit for the
position which they occupy, then they will not
again be elected. Unless the Minister is prepared
to ask that those who are entrusted with the powers
of election are not qualified for the exercise of those
powers that have been conferred upon them, why
should the Superintendent General take power to
interfere ? If it is thought that interference was
necessary at all, then there ought to be some judi-
cial proceeding, not merely an administrative pro-
ceeding, in reference to those Indians. But the
whole difficulty, from my point of view, is that
the Government are asking to exercise very impor-
tant powers over the Indian population, powers of a
coercive character, interfering with the freedom
of those people, and at the same time allowing
those persons to exercise the elective franchise.
Now, it is scarcely a decent proceeding, to use
no stronger expression, for a Minister of the
Crown to assume over a certain portion of the
electors of this country, the powers which the hon.
gentleman had under the Bill as it before stood, and
which he proposes to extend by the provisions of
this Act. Why should the hon. gentleman under-
take to exercise those powers? He is in a position
to be suspected; a Minister occupying the position
of Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, as
long as the Franchise Act remains in force as it now
stands, is in the position of one to be suspected.
How can the public for a moment suppose that he
willdischargehisdutiesfairly towards thoseIndians
and without reference to the political complexion
of the band, as long as that band continues to
exercise the powers given them by the elective
Franchise Act? Why, Sir, the petition presented
by the lion. member for Laprairie (Mr. Doyon),
the speech which lie has made, the peti-
tions which have come into the hands of
Ministers, the letter from the defeated candidate
in that constituency, all point to the fact that
the difficulties and the disputes that have arisen
there have grown out of political differences
amongst the Indians, and between the candidates
who sought the suffrages of those Indians. If that
be so, why should the Superintendent General un-

Mr. DEWDNEY.

dertake to interfere ? If lie interfere, can it be for
a moment supposed that he is not interfering l,
the interest of the defeated candidate, and with a
view of promoting the interest of the Goverlment ?
Now, I say that a Minister of the Crown ought
not to be placed in that position, and he must
necessarily be in that position unless he withdraws
his control over the Indians, or unless he with.
draws from them the elective franchise that has
been conferred upon them. The two positions are
altogether inconsistent, they cannot stand together.
The Indians either are qualified to exercise the
electoral franchise, and, therefore, should be wholly
independent of Government control, or if they are
not so qualified, and they must still remain sub.
ject to Government control, it is perfectly clear
they are not conpetent to possess the electoral
franchise. This is the position of affairs with
respect to the Indian population. The title to
Indian lands is in the Crown, and you do noû
give to the Indians control over their own property
or an interest in their lands; but you, neverthe-
less, make that a basis for granting them the
electoral franchise. Why did you do it? Because
you assumed that the possession of property is an
indication of thrift, which should qualify a person
for the exercise of that power. Yet the possession
of property is no indication of thrift in the case of
the Indians, because they do not control their pro-
perty; and yet you propose to make theni still
further subject to the Government, when, if your
supposition is sound, they should be independent
of Government control. This Bill is objection-
able on every ground. It is objectionable on
account of the extraordinary powers it confers
on the Minister, because it is not a power
regulated by law in the ordinary sense. You
cannot see how the Minister is going to ascer-
tain the facts, or what sort of judgment he is going
to exercise. Is lie going to take steps to disqualify
a man who has acted in support of the Adminis-
tration, on account of the disqualifications men-
tioned in this Bill ? Is he going to use that power
against his friends and in favor of his opponents ?
I do not think so. If it was here admitted that the
hon. gentleman would so use the power, would it
be believed generally by the public that he would
so use it ? It confers upon a Minister of the Crown
powers which. subject him necessarily to the
suspicion that he may be influenced, an objection-
able condition of affairs, but one that flows from
the provisions of this Bill. The hon. gentle-
man would not undertake to justify such control
by the Attorney General or some of his offi-
cers in a Province over a Municipal Council,
and why then should it be exercised over the
Indian Council ? If you were to provide by the
Bill that the seat of a councillor who absents hin-
self from a certain number of meetings should
become vacant, that would be a vacancy created
by law and under the provisions of law; but it
would be a wholly different condition from the
provisions existing in the Bill. No one can, tell
how the Minister is going to exercise his power,and
the Indian is not a portion of the body politic
in which abuse of power will be readily detected,
he is not one that touches the sensibilities of the
population of the country as a unit. This Bill
affects a class of people among whom few neWs-
papers are circulated; a class that is not brought
into contact with general public sentiment, and a
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class among whom abuses may be committed with-
out being readily detected. The representation of
the Indian population is not likely readily to at-
tract attention, and an abuse of authority is not
readily to be criticised or condemned by those who
support the Administration, whatever that Admin-
istration may be. On every ground this provision
of the Bill is objectionable, and the hon. Minister
certainly ought to change this section, either by
striking it out altogether or by so amending it as
to allow the law to state the conditions on which a
vacancy should occur, and to provide that the
vacancy should absolutely arise, thus substituting
the determination of the law for the will of the
hon. Minister for the time being.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 125) respecting the Grand Trunk Railway
of Canada.

Mr. CURRAN. When we were in Committee
before on this Bill, I made a motion to amend the
8th clause by adding certain words which would
have given somewhat additional privileges to the
company. That amendment was met by an objec-
tion from one or two hon. members of the House,
and I am now about to suggest a different amend-
ment which will meet the objection raised, and
which bas received the approbation of the leader of
the Government, to whom the amendment I am
about to suggest has been submitted. It was
stated on a former occasion that this company was
desirous of leasing certain lines of railway which
had been chartered by the Local Legislature of the
Province of Quebec, particularly, and it was then
stated that the difficulty which presented itself
might be got over by giving a list of the railways
that were desirous of amalgamating with or leasing
with the Grand Trunk Railway Company. To
that the company has very strong objection, because
it would give a fictitious value to the lines in
question, and, perhaps, make it next to impossible
to carry out the arrangement. The proposition I
now make is that the clause read as follows :-

." The company may enter into working arrangementswith, or enter into a lease of, or acquire running powersover, or the right to work, the line of any other companyin Canada under the jurisdiction of the Parliament ofCanada, whieh has been hitherto duly empowered to makeor grant the same to or with the Grand Trunk RailwayCompany of Canada or which may be at any time so
empowered by the Parliament of Canada."
The balance of the section stands as before. This
amendment will enable the company to carry on its
business on certain lines which are now actually
operated by it, but on which there is a private staff
keeping the accounts, and entailing a very large
expense which is altogether unnecessary. The
powers of this Parliament will be safeguarded, and
the policy of the Dominion Parlianent which was
mentioned by the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) and concurred in by the right hon.
leader of the Government, as being endangered bythe adoption of the amendment proposed at our.last sitting, will be protected from invasion by theLocal Legislatures. We shall be merely giving the
Company the right to operate such lines as have n
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heretofore duly empowered to make or grant leases
to the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada;
and then, in order that the company may not be
restricted in its rights, we add: " Or which may
be at any time so empowered by the Parliament of
Canada." I do not think there will be any objec-
tion to this clause, which has met with the approval
of the right hon. Premier, and which I think also
meets with the approval of the hon. Minister of
Justice.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot say that I think the
proposal altogether meets the difficulty, but it
goes very near to meeting it, and I can well under-
stand the observation the hon. gentleman has
made, as to the injurions effect that might be pro-
duced in concluding arrangements which are under
negotiation by a schedule. The phraseology, how-
ever, does not appear to me to be correct. I
think the word "hitherto " ought to be " hereto-
fore" ; this is a very unusual use of the word
"hitherto."

Mr. CURRAN. I have no objection.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose we may be said, in
some sort, to give an approval, and to have con-
sidered what the condition of things is by using
the word "heretofore," inasmuch as a credulous
public may be under the impression that we have
enquired what railway companies have up to the
present time been empowered by the Provincial
Legislatures to enter into these arrangements, and
that we are thus entirely cognisant of what we are
authorising; while, in truth, we know nothing
whatever about it.

Mr. MITCHELL. As the person who called
the attention of - this Committee on a former
occasion to the departure from what was agreed
upon in the Railway Committee, I wish to say,
that I think the alteration now proposed meets
the difficulty, and I withdraw any objection I had
to it.

Bill reported, and read the third time and
passed.

H. H. VIVAN & COMPANY.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
(Bill 124) respecting H. H. Vivian & Company
(Limited).-(Mr. Dawson.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. DAWSON. When this Bill was under con-
sideration before, some explanations were asked
for, and it was postponed. I have been looking
into it since, and I find that this Bill is a mere
transcript of a number of Acts empowering mining
companies incorporated in England, and also
American companies, to carry on their business in
Canada, and it in no way interferes with provincial
rights. Clause 1 follows section 1 of the Act re-
specting the North-Western Coal and Navigation
Company, 47 Vie., chapter 74. That was a com-
pany incorporated in England ander the Companies'
Acts in the same way as the one now under con-
sideration. The powers asked for in that Act
were to construet a railway. Clauses 2,
3 and 4 of this Bill follow sections 1,
2 and 3 of the following Acts, except the
latter part of section 1 of these Acts which
is rendered unnecessary by the provisions of the
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Interpretation Act and the Companies' Clauses Act
of Canada, section 2; the Canada Consolidated

êGold Mining Company, 44 Victoria, chapter 60 ; the
Canadian Copper Company, 49 Victoria, chapter
99; and the Anglo-American Iron Company, 49
Victoria, chapter 97. The Canadian Consolidated
Gold Mining Company was a corporation incorpo-
rated under the laws of the State of New York.
The Canadian Copper Company and the Anglo-
American Iron.Company were companiesi ncorpo-
rated under the laws of the State of Ohio, and all
these were re-ognised as corporations by these
special Acts. The powers asked for in the present
Bill are exactly the saine as those granted by
Parliament to the three companies above mentioned.
In none of these cases were the articles of associa-
tion or incorporation embodied in or published
with the Acts. In the case of the North-Western
Coal and Navigation Company, section 13 of the
Act provided that a certified copy of the memor-
andum of association in England should be
filed in the office of the Secretary of State
in Canada, and a clause to that effect can
be added in the House to the present
Bill to meet the objection made as to the
articles of association not being printed. The
certified copy of the articles of association was
before the Private Bills Committee when the Bill
was being considered by them. The latter part of
clause 1 of the Bill will prevent the company
exercising any power under these articles for
which special power from Parliament would
otherwise be necessary. The articles of associa-
tion are long and minute, consisting principally of
the details for the internal government of the
company. If these were printed along with the
Bill they would occupy about 60 or 70 pages statute
size, and the printing and translation would cost
about $200. Clause 5 of the Bill is rendered neces-
sary because the Companies Acts, England,
already govern this company in matters respecting
those provided for by the Companies' Clauses Act,
Canada. As to the objection raised, that Parliament
has no jurisdiction to recognise or authorise this
company as a mining conipany, because its objects
are only provincial in their character, reference
should be made to the British North America Act,
ss. 91, 92, and to Citizens vs. Parsons, 7 Appeal
Cases, 96, Colonial Building and Investment Asso-
ciation vs. Attorney-General Quebec, 9 Appeal
Cases 167, showing the view taken by the Judi-
cial Committee of the Privy Council on this
point. Also to the following Acts of the Par-
liament of Canada incorporating Companies for
exactly similar purposes as those intended to be
served by the present Bill: lst. The Acts re-
specting the three companies I have mentioned;
2nd. The Acts respecting the Dominion Phos-
phate and Mining Company, 46 Vic., c. 91 ; the
Dominion Mineral Company, 52 Vic., c. 102, and
the Canadian Superphosphate Company 52 Vic.,
c. 101. In some of these Acts powers are given
to mine in only one Province, and in others of
them power is given to mmie in any Province
or territory of Canada. In order to enable the
company,to mine in each of the several Provinces,
it surely cannot be necessary to go to each Province
and obtain a Provincial Act of incorporation.

Bill reported, and read the third time and
passed.

Mr. DAwsoN.

FIRST READINGS.
Bill (No. 138) respecting Grants of Public Lands

(from the Senate).-(Sir John Thompson.)
Bill (No. 140) to amend chapter 127 of the le-

vised Statutes of Canada, entitled "An Act
respecting Interest " (from the Senate).-(Sir John
Thompson.)

Bill (No. 142) for the relief of Emily Walker
(from the Senate)-on a division.-(Mr. Brown.)

THE CHINESE QUESTION.
Mr. EDGAR. I would like to call the attention

of the Government to a paragraph in to-day's
Empire, being a despatch from Niagara Falls, as
follows:-

" Three Chinamen, two of whom had attempted to cross
the frontier with Mun Lee, of Toronto, a couple of weeks
ago, the other a stranger, presented themselves for admis-
sion to Canada this morning, baving been hustled over to
this side by United States Customs officers. The two be-
longing to Mun Lee's party were allowed admission, hav-
ing Canadian Customs certificates in their possession.
The stranger, fnot having the necessary document and
only ten dollars to pay the Canadian tax of fifty dollars,
was denied the privilege given to his almond-eyed com-
panions, and was sent back to the American side of the
bridge. He was there stopped, and the gates of the
bridge closed on him. The only place for the poor
heathen is to remain on the bridge, where he has been
since and is likely to remain for some time. Collector of
Customs Flynn communicated with the Commissioner of
Customs at Ottawa for instructions. The Commissioner
replied to have him sent back whence he came. Further
communication has been sent, and, no doubt, the matter
will be brought up with the Washington authorities.
Meanwhile the Celestial remains on the middle of the
bridge. "
If that statement be true, I think the facts are a
disgrace to the civilisation of two Christian coun-
tries. If the Customs authorities at Ottawa were
communicated with, and did not interfere and ex-
ercise the discretion within the power of that
Department or of the Treasury Board, it is a crying
shame ; and I am sure I have only to call the
attention of the Government to this matter to have
it enquired into. To compel a human being to re-
main on the bridge, scorned and spurned by the
civilised communities on both sides, and treated
as a mad dog, is setting a poor example to the
beathen Chinee of the civilisation of two Christian
countries.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The subject has been
brought to the notice of the Minister of Customs
to-day only, and from the information he has re-
ceived, the paragraph just read is substantiallY
correct. The two Chinamen who accompanied
this man were duly certificated, and had a riglit
to come into Canada, but it appears the third had
no certificate and no money to buy one. The
Customs officer of Canada made an attempt
to send him back into the United States, but that
was refused, and he had no alternative but
to refuse him admission into Canada.

Mr. BOYLE. The Mail has a following para-
graph on this subject, showing that the Chinamen
were expelled from the United States. So that
the charge against the Canadian Government is
without foundation, and the responsibilitY lies
with the American Government.

INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT.
Bil (No. 132) to amend the Indian Advancement

Act, chapter 44 of the Revised Statutes, was read
the second time, and House resolved itself into
Committee.
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(In the Committee).

On section 3,
Mr. LAURIER. I would submit to the Minister

that the third clause should be dropped. The law
now provides that the election shall take place on
the same day as the nomination of candidates, if
there be more than one candidate. The proposed
amendment is to adopt something like our par-
liamentary system, and to have the nomination on
one day, and, if there be more than one candidate,
to allow a week to elapse before the polling. What
reason can there be, on an Indian reserve, to prolong
the excitement for a week ? In matters of this
small importance, if you have the excitement of an
election prolonged for a whole week, it is much to
be feared that certain means of influence which
were referred to this afternoon by my hon. friend
from Laprairie (Mr. Doyon) might be resorted to,
and the questions are not so important as to
require a week to debate them. I do not think it
can lead to any good result to allow a week to
elapse between the nomination and the voting.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I can see no reason
why the Minister should not adopt the rule which
is adopted in the election of school trustees in
Ontario, to have the nomination and the election
on the same day. It is not as if it were a consti-
tuency extending over a large area, and where a
large vote had to be polled. The people on these
reserves are all together, and the nomination might
be made and the election might conveniently take
place inmediately.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am hardly able to
agree with the leader of the Opposition and my
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) on this sub-
ject. Of course you might get up an excitement
in a reserve, but that is exactly what we may do
in other municipalities, where we have the poll
taken a week after the nomination. The object of
that is, I suppose, to allow the different candidates
to pronounce their views and allow the electors to
make up their minds as to whom they will select.
If we do away with section 2, as we propose, in a
case where a difficulty occurs such as that which
lias been alluded to, where councillors do not attend
meetings, or matters of that kind, if we desire to
curtail the power of the Superintendent General,
there should be power left with the people to deal
with such questions, and the councillor should have
time to give reasons why he did not attend the
meetings of the council or did not vote at them.
The pros and cons should be debated and the rea-
sons should be considered.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Could not that be
done at the nomination ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I suppose it might,as it might in any of our municipalities, but if
the Indians are to be educated to our modes, I
am not inclined to restrict them, and I thought
this was a very good provision.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Indians themselves;
who have had experience on the Caughnawaga
reserve, to which allusion has been made, were
the very parties who pressed this very strongly on
the Government. They had some difficulty-I
believe it was at the election before the last-
and they thought, as the hon. member for Brant
(Mr. Paterson) says, that it would not give them
a fair opportunity of judging of the candidates if

the election were sprung on them immediately.
The Government thought this was reasonable, and
that is the reason for this proposed amendment.

Mr. LAURIER. Do I understand that the
Indians of Caughnawaga have asked for this
change?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not understand that there
is any objection to the nomination. The only
question is as to the interval of time between the
nomination and the election. I do not myself
know, in regard to the reserves of advanced
Indians, what the extent of territory is, and
whether the Indians are close together or not ; but,
if the territory is small and the Indians are easily
assembled, it might be well that the time between
the nomination and the polling should be short.
The hon. gentleman is aware that in the borough
elections in England, even in very large boroughs,
the time allowed to elapse is, I think, about three
days. In the counties it is longer, because the
area is greater. I can see, however, that, in regard
to these people, who are exposed to certain temp-
tations which have been referred to, the interval
of a week might be a week of excitement and
possibly of drunkenness, which might affect
them, according to what we are told, more than
it does the whites. While consideration has
to be given to the merits of the candidates, I
think that might be done in a less time. While I
am on my feet, I may call the attention of the
Committee to the fact that this is a Bill to amend
the Indian Advancement Act, and I may call the
attention of certain members of this House, who
take a deep interest in a certain class of questions,
to the fact that this Act provides amongst the
powers given to the council :

" The religious denomination to which the teacher or
teachers of the school or schools established on the re-
serve shall belong, as being that of the majority of the
Indians resident on the reserve; but the Protestant or
Roman Catholie minority on the reserve may also have
a separate school or schools with the approval of and
under regulations made by the Governor in Council."

I do not observe that my hon. friends of the Equal
Rights party in this House pay much attention to
the regulations affecting their brethren of a red
color as compared with the interest they take in
those affecting men of their own color.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think that is from the In-
dian Act.

Mr. BLAKE. No ; it is from the Indian Ad-
vancement Act, 10th section, sub-section (a.)

Mr. DEWDNEY. I suppose the hon. gentleman
makes that reference in consequence of the remarks
made by the hon. member for Laprairie this after-
noon.

Mr. BLAKE. In part.
Committee rose and reported progress.

INLAND REVENUE ACT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved second reading of Bill
(No. 133) further to amend the Act respecting
the Inland Revenue, chapter 34 of the Revised
Statutes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to
me that the Government are not dealing fairly with
the House in postponing Bills of this kind until

36263625



3627 [COMMONS] 3628

this present period. These Inland Revenue Bills
occupy a good deal of time. If they were neces-
sary to be considered they ought to be brought
down earlier. All the time occupied now is taken
from vastly more important legislation.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. COSTIGAN. As I explained in introducing

the Bill, this section provides for ascertaining the
qaantity by weight as well as by measure.

On section 12,
Mr. MITCHELL. I made a suggestion the

other day, when one of these Inland -evenue Bills
was up, that, I think, might be repeated now.
We spend, every Session, a good deal of time
upon Bills of this sort, of which we have five or six
every Session, and they keep people watching to see
that they are not passed through without discus-
sion. There is one Bill in relation to the stamping
of leather, which it is necessary for me to watch
to see that it is not brought in and passed when I
am out of the House. Some of these Bills have
been on the paper ever since the first week of the
Session; every year there are half a dozen of this
class of Bills, and I think it would be better that
they should be consolidated altogether, making
the thing simple, and not having amendments
made to them every year. They are complicated
in such a way that it would require a Philadelphia
lawyer to interpret them.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The section under discussion
has nothing at all to do with the Bill the bon. gen-
tleman refers to. The House is not dealing with
the Inspection Act. The hon. nember was kind
enough to say that every Session we are tinkering
with legislation in connection with the Inland
Revenue Department. I do not know that there
is any particular reason the hon. gentleman bas
for paying such a left-handed compliment to me.
I hold that we do not tinker with legislation in the
Inland Revenue Department. The hon. gentleman
must remember that the Inland Revenue Depart-
ment is composed of seven different branches, and
he says they ought to be consolidated. The Inland
Revenue Act is consolidated like other Acts, but
he does not expect that the Inland Revenue Act,
the General Inspection Act, of which he complains,
the Inspection of Gas, the Weights and Measures
Act, the Prevention of Adulteration of Foods and
Drugs, the Fertilizers Act, the Cullers Act,-that
all these should be consolidated in one Act. It
would be very inconvenient. When the hon. gen-
tleman considers that we have seven different laws
to administer, he will see that amendments are
neither frequent or numerous.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not re-
member having seen the resolutions on which, I
think, a Bill of this kind ought to be introduced.
May I ask the Minister of Inland Revenue whether
resolutions were brought forward covering various
changes herein proposed ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They appear

to change the duty.

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is no increase of duty.
Sir RienARn CARTwmGinT.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am inclined to
think there is.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the hon.
gentleman perfectly certain there is no increase in
the duty ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He is aware

that if there is an increase. we cannot go on.
Mr. COSTIGAN. Knowing that, of course, I

was advised it was not necessary to proceed by
resolution, as no increase was proposed.

Mr. MITCHELL. Judging by the Act we
have been discussing for the last few days, for
which the Finance Minister is responsible, it is
difficult to tell whether there is an increase or a
decrease. If the hon. gentleman follows the
example of his financial leader, it is more likely
that there will be more increases in his Bills than
decreases.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman has
jumped to a conclusion too quickly. There is a
decrease effected by this Bill.

Mr. MITCHELL. I jumped at no conclusion,
for I offered none. It is possible, there may be
a decrease ; but I said, if the hon. gentleman fol-
lows the course of his financial leader in regard to
matters we have had under discussion for three
days, the chances are very largely in favor of an
increase, and of the introduction of so much ambi-
guity as would make it difficult to ascertain
whether there was an increase or not.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am of the opinion
that this Bill should have been introduced by
resolution, for there is an increase in the duties. I
observe that $7 per thousand is charged on cigars,
when put up in a certain shape. The present law
does not charge that duty on any cigars, however
put up.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I suppose the hon. gentleman
refers to the paragraph, which states :

" On all cigars, whether the product of foreign or of do-
mestie raw leaf tobaceo, when put up in packages con-
taining less than ten cigars each, $7 per thousand."
The change was made in the Inland Revenue Act
last Session. No increase is made this year; I
can assure the hon. gentleman of that. I agree
that if there was any increase the Bill should be
introduced by resolution. The hon. mènber for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) complained
that the Bill has been introduced at a late period
of the Session. This Bill, however, has been an-
nounced for some time. The hon. gentleman
asked when my estimates were under discussion
if I was not aware that complaints were made in
the country against the administration of the law
as it now stands. I told him that I was quite
familiar with the complaints. There was trouble
with respect to the breaking of packages, and we
were endeavoring to ascertain if we could not
find some remedy which would meet the wishes of
the people and at the same time protect the
revenue, and it was considered that this result
would be obtained by the present Bill. Some
time was necessary to bring about such a change
as would, while protecting the revenue, remove as
far as possible the cause of the complaints at the
present time. I think we have succeeded in
doing so. The great cause of the trouble was the
necessity of breaking packages, because the manlU'-
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facturers, with the exception of two, who put up
packages of five pounds, used large packages.
This Bill contains -provisions by which a manufac-
turer can put up tobacco and obtain stamps for
packages as small as one pound packages. On
four pounds and under we make a reduction of 1
cent per pound, for additional cost imposed on the
manufacturers in putting up small packages, and
in that way we encourage and secure that tobacco
will be put up in small packages to meet the wants
of the smallest retail trade in the country. In
order to make that change of il cent per pound in
favor of these snall packages, we had to take up
that section and deal with the whole tobacco
duties, dividing the paragraplis according to the
class of tobacco and cigars. We take up the
whole section and re-enact it all in this Bill, chang-
ing that portion referring to packages of four
pounds and under, so as to place the duties at 19
cents instead of 20 cents.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What is the neces-
sity for enacting section 2 ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I explained the object on in-
troducing the Bill. Under the law provision has
been made by which liquors eau be bottled at the
distilleries under the supervision of an officer, with
the label of the Department that the liquor has
been matured, is of a certain age and is pure.
Then people know what they buy. It bas been
found that large quantities of liquor are being
put up of inferior qualities, and a label has been
devised closely imitating the label provided by the
Department, and they state in some instances on
these labels that the liquor bas been bottled in
accordance with the provisions of the Inland
Revenue Act. Although it does not violate any
provision of the Act, it is misleading, and we pro-
pose to provide against that abuse by enacting this
clause. That is the reason for submitting it.

On section 4,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the

object of this change ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. We have abolished the draw-

back on Customs duties on corn imported by dis-
tillers, and of course the Excise duties are always
refunded in case of export.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is the effect of
the change you are making ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.

tionable that they should be used inwardly as
medicine.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Are there different
qualities of methylated spirits produced by the
Department?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The best quality, I

suppose, is pure, and not dangerous to use inter-
nally ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is none of it free froin
wood alcohol. The hon. gentleman asked me,
when the Estimates were under consideration
whether this branch of the Department was carried
as self-sustaining, or whether it involved a loss to
the revenue of the country. The facts are, that
after paying all expenses in connection with it,
besides the duty of 15 cents a gallon, we have
a balance of several thousand dollars in favor of
the Department.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I presume my mis-
take arose from the fact that the accounts do not
seem to be kept in the same manner as the other
accounts.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman in bas-
tily looking at the accounts thought they showed
$25,000 to the debit of the Department, whereas it
was to the credit of the Department.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I took it the other
way.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Naturally any person might
do the same thing.

Mr. WALDIE. I would like to enquire whether
any of this alcohol is imported from the United
States or from France ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I have already stated that
the Department manufacture the methylated spirits,
which are a mixture of wood alcohol and the
spirits manufactured in the country. We import
the wood alcohol from foreign countries ; we have
imported a small quantity from the Unite;I States.
But we expect to be able to obtain nearly all we re-
quire in Canada before very long, and at a cheaper
rate than we are paying for it now. It is already
manufactured to some extent in the country, and
what is produced is of a very high quality.

On section 7,
Mr. COSTIGAN. This section is to amend sec-

onI o- e cé ,, 1 ; -1-4,410hl
On section 6, question of the duty on tobacco and cigars. My
Mr. COSTIGAN. As I explained on intro- object was to make a reduction of one cent a pound

ducing the Bill, we made a change some two or lu the duty on a particular class of tobacco. I
three years ago with regard to methylated spirits. thought the object might be attained by fixing the
We had reason to believe that abuses occurred, duty on that class of tobacco at 19 cents a pound,
and the Department made the mixture of these while it is 20 cents a pound on the other classes ;
spirits and distributed it to the trade. Besides but I find that if the duty is reduced lu that way,
the mixture of wood alcohol and spirits, we intro- it will be necessary to change our books iu all the
duced some oil or essence which, while it discolored manufacturing establishments in the country,
the spirits, increased the offensive odor to such an which would be quite inconvenient. Therefore, I
extent that there was no danger of its being used would prefer that the House should give me autho-
for potable purposes. We find now that by a rity to make the reduction by granting a rebate of
chemical process they can extract the offensive 1 cent a pound, instead of fixing the duty at 19
odor from this mixture and reduce it to a state cents a pound. In place of section 7, as it stands, I
of pure wood alcohol again. We, therefore, make would suggest the following -
it an offence for any person who deodorises or re- "Section 259 is hereby amended by adding thereto the
distils these spirits or uses them in medicinal pre- following sub-seetion:
parations for intemi ue. They a sed largeîy " A drawback of 5 per cent. on the value of the stamps

for utwr iatona u T ir sed lgel used shall be allowed to manufacturers of foreign leaf
for outward application, but it is certainly objec- tobacco licensed under this Act,in respect of uncut plug or
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cavendish tobacco manufactured by them and put up in
packages containing four pounds and under to be paid
under such regulations as the Governor in Council may
establish in that behalf."

On section 8,
Mr. COSTIGAN. The change made by this

section is sinply to reduce the weight of the smaller
packages. Formerly it read from five pounds
upwards, and now we propose to make it read from
one pound upwards.

On section 9,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What does this

require, in addition to what was provided for
before ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Just the destruction of the
box. We have considered this for some time, and
have arrived at a well-founded conviction that it'
is in the interest of the revenue, the consumer and
the honest trader that an empty and used cigar
box should be destroyed. It is of no commercial
value, and it is the means of a good deal of fraud
amongst dealers of a certain class, while it subjects
the consumer to be imposed upon by making him
liable to buy a 5-cent cigar out of a l-cent box.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant)., What is the penalty
imposed if any empty box is found with a person
and not destroyed? I think there is no penalty,
and perhaps it is just as well that there should not
be any beyond the destruction of the box.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I think the hon. gentleman
may be satisfied that the law, as it stands, imposes
a penalty. Section 102 of the Inland Revenue Act
provides that every person who violates any of its
provisions, for which violation no penalty is other
wise specially provided, shall incur a penalty of
$200.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will that apply to
the holder of an empty cigar box ? It is a very
stringent provision.

Mr. COSTIGAN. If the law were administered
by sending an officer into the private rooms of
gentlemen to look after empty cigar boxes, it would
be very stringent.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You cannot tell what
may happen. Any gentlemen having an empty
cigar box may be compelled to pay $200.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It need not necessarily be
$200. It can be made as low as the circumstances
require.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I think this change in
the law allowing the doing up of tobacco in small
packages is to be recommended. It was hard on
retail dealers that they should be liable to be fined
if they had less than five pounds in their posses-
sion, not in the original package. I know of
instances of widow women, doing a small retail
trade, who had only two or three pounds of
tobacco in their possession, which could not be in
the original package, and whose stock was seized
by Customs officers. I am glad the Minister has
changed the law so as to allow package of tobacco
to be done up in smaller quantities. I notice by
the amendment that a rebate of duty is allowed
to all persons who put up packages under four
pounds. Is this limited to any quantity, and does
the hon. gentleman think that this rebate will be
sufficient to encourage the manufacturers to put
up the tobacco in small packages of one pound

Mr. COSTIGAN.

eaci, so that emall dealers will be able to buy as
cheaply as the large dealers ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do. I was very anxious
indeed to find some way of relieving the Depart-
ment of a very unpleasant task. The reduction
of 5 per cent. in favor of packages of four pounds and
under will be sufficient, coupled with the interest of
the manufacturers to supply the trade. In fact two
large manufacturing establishments in the country
have begun already, without this law, to put up
their tobacco in smaller packages, and they say
their trade is growing; and after a little while
those who say that the present rebate is not suf-
ficient encouragement, will be forced by the require-
ments of the trade to do the same. Mr. McDonald,
of Montreal, said he was quite prepared to
make smaller packages in order to suit the retail
trade, although of course that would add to the
cost.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). With respect to
the empty cigar boxes, for having which in
possession a penalty of $200 is provided, the Act
does not say "or under $200." Is that penalty
absolute ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is a general
statute relating to punishments which provides
that when it is enacted in any statute that a per-
son shall incur a penalty, the penalty, unless a
minimum is provided, may be anything less than
what is proposed. It might be 50 cents unless a
larger minimum were provided.

Mr. TROW. What is the object of the penalty
at all ? You cannot open a box without breaking
the seal. I have seen them in country places kept
all the summer. I have seen them around this
House. I have some myself here, and I hope the
Minister will not send his menials into my roon,
because I might have some trouble in consequence,
This regulation is not understood.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The Department has taken
a good deal of trouble to acquaint the public, that
is, those who might be affected by any changes in
the law, of those changes. lu the first place, in-
formation is sent to every collector in every divi-
sion, with instructions that a copy should be given
to those in the retail trade who are affected. The
same course will be followed in any changes made
now. No advantage has been taken by the De-
partment either in regard to the first offence or im
regard to ignorance of the law, but, in the inter-
ests of the revenue and for other reasons, as well
as in the interest of the consumer, this provision
should be made.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). it is quite proper
to enact that no cigar manufacturer or dealer
should be found with a second-hand box m bis

possession, but it je going a long way to say that a
punishment should be inficted on the thousands of
purchasers who have these boxes. The manufac
turer is aware of the provision of the law, but the
people of the country become liable to the penalty
without having thought about it for one moment.
When the stamp is destroyed, I do not very well
see how the box can be made use of agaix. .any
people use these boxes to put flower seeds in, and

for various other purposes.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I have never' known any

great hardship that has been suffred by innocent
parties. The hon. gentleman might use the same
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argument in regard to any penalties which are im-
posed by law. The public cannot be acquainted
with all the laws which are passed here imposing
penalties. This is not intended for the punishment
or the inconvenience of innocent parties, and I do
not think there is any danger of that taking place.

Mr. TROW. Any malicious person may enter
a private dwelling or a private office and convict
innocent parties under this provision. You may
find in the country districts the boxes, with the
top taken off, used for planting seeds, and you
may find them placed in the windows. I suppose
those people would be liable to a penalty.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Minister says
there has been no prosecution under this Act
against innocent parties, but is it advisable that
we should have to congratulate ourselves upon
having a law upon the Statute-book which is, day
after day, persistently defied and disregarded ?
That is the position we are now in, taking the view
of the Minister of Inland Revenue.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman has
changed his course.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes; because you
have changed yours.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I did not say it was desirable
to have a law on the Statute-book which might be
evaded day after day, but the hon. gentleman was
referring to men who might be open to prosecution
by some malicious person for having these articles
innocently in his possession. I think the danger
is very small. But, if any class of the people, will
persist in the violation of the law, they must be
fined, no matter who they are. It is very different
from the difficulty which the hon. gentleman
suggests. He may have empty cigar boxes which
are not being used, and he says it is contrary to
the law for him to possess them, and that is true,
but I think it would be a great hardship that he
should be prosecuted.

Mr. TROW. Those boxes are used by merchants
to send their customers' groceries home in.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Why do they not use paper
packages?

Bill reported and read the third time, and
passed.

SUPPLY.
Mr. FOSTER moved that the House again

resolve itself into Committee of Supply.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before you

leave the Chair, I want to enquire of the Minister
of Finance what is the exact effect of .the alter-
ation proposed to be made by him last night in
clause 148 of the tariff affecting spirits or alcoholic
liquors? I was not present when the hon. gentle-
man explained the nature of the alterations he
proposed to make, but I have since obtained, from
the books of the House, a copy of the alterations
proposed, and if they are as I understand them. to
be, the effect is of a very important character, and
would require very much more serious consideration
at the hands of the House than could possiblybe given them at one o'clock in the morning.
Now, I desire, in the first place, to enquire
whether the Government propose to alter that

clause, as I am informed they have done, by mak-
ing the duty to be :

" For every gallon thereof, of any strength not exceed-
ing 15 degrees below the strength of proof, and when of a
greater strength than 15 degrees below the strength of
proot, at the same rate on the quantity there would be if
that were reduced to 15 degrees below the strength of
proof, that is, $2 per gallon."
I would enquire whether it is the intention of the
Minister to carry on those changes as I have read
them ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is not. At one o'clock this
morning, I found that the amendnent to that reso-
lution was not as I had intended it, and it is not, I
think, as I explained it to the House. The pro-
position which I intend to move in Committee
again is this : Our first proposition was, to com-
mence at proof strength and to levy a duty of $1.75
a gallon on proof strength. The proposition that
I desired the House to consider last night, was to
move that point down to 15 degrees under proof,
and to change the duty to $2 instead of $1.75,
so that would allow for under proof down as far
as 15 degrees below proof, and charge on over
proof.

SirRICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Possiblyunder
the circumstances, as it is a complicated matter,
it may be as well to defer it until on. gentleman
goes into Committoe again.

Mr. FOSTER. I have a clause written out
which, I think, will make the meaning perfectly
clear.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is a
matter of importance to the trade, and also to the
country. The hon. gentleman, perhaps, had better
place on paper what he proposes to do, so that we
may have time to consider it. I do not suppose
any injury to the revenue can accrue from that.

Mr. FOSTER. On the contrary, there would be
an increase, I think, on the whole.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is
great difficulty in changing any of these things at
all until we get the clause before us, but I may
say to the hon. gentleman that if I follow him
correctly, the altering of the unit, so to speak, on
which the duty is levied, from proof to 85 degrees,
that i- 15 degrees below proof, will involve a large
addition to the spirit duties,-so far as I can see.
However, as the hon. gentleman states that the
clause as actually amended is not the clause he
proposes to introduce, I will let the matter stand
at present.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved
itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Kingston Penitentiary..............$155,263.23
Sir J@HN THOMPSON. We have estimated

for the maintenance of the saine number of convicts
as last year, we have no particular reason to
expect an increase. The increases are all statutory
down to the tailor assistant instructor. That will
be a new officer. The tailor instructor, of course,
is engaged principally in making clothing for the
convicts, and in addition to the men whoare under
his charge, there are about ten convicts in charge
of the clothing. Their duty is to attend to keep-
ing the clothing in the storeroom, the changing of
the suits of the prisoners from time to time, the put-
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ting away and delivering at due time of the cloth-
ing which the convicts bring in with them, and
mending and repairing the clothing. It is an
important position, and we thought it proper that
the convicts employed should be .under the charge
of an instructor. We have, therefore, taken one
of the keepers for that place, and give him $600
increase. The other items do not involve any
material increase or decrease. They are simply
the changing of guards to keepers, in place of
keepers who have been retired on gratuity in
consequence of advancing age and long service.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire to
call the attention of the Ministry to the circuni-
stances connected with an old officer who filled the
position of hospital steward, by the name of
Haliday. I am informed by this man's family
that he had actually tendered his resignation be-
fore his death, which resignation, if accepted,
would have entitled him to a considerable sum of
money as a grant. But he died before the resigna-
tion was accepted. I desire to know if the case
has been brought to the attention of the Minister,
and whether he thinks any allowance can be al-
lowed to the family other than the ordinary two
months' salary.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. His resignation was
tendered, but tendered too late, and it was ten-
dered to the warden and not to the Department.
It is out of my power, under the statute, to make
better provision than the two months' grant. I will,
however, consider whether any special provision
can be asked for in the Supplementary Estimates.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not pre-
tend to say that such cases can be avoided, but I
suppose that had his resignation been forwarded
and accepted, the family would have been entitled
to something like $2,000, as he had been in the
employ for 30 years. I am not disposed to advise
any extravagance, but the House, I think, would
be very willing to consider the proposition if the
Government chose to recommend it, to make some
allowance to the family of the deceased under the
peculiar circumstances. However, I leave it with
the hon. Minister, and he will no doubt consi-
der it.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I observe there are -de-
creases in the salaries of the chaplains at all the
penitentaries, while the salaries of other officers
have been increased.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This is owing to new
chaplains coming in, and they commence at the
minimum salary.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary. . $100,740 74
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a

large increase in this vote. I specially want infor-
mation as to the very large increase under the
heading of maintenance, which has increased from
$29,647 to $38,143.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is a consider-
able increase in the number of convicts expected.
The number is estimated by the warden, who
knows the number of prisoners committed for trial,
and he estimates what the usual percentage will
reach him. Among the increases is $1,200 for
heating. An amount is required for a small organ
and for payment of an organist. Additional ex-
penses are estimated for the kitchen.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
number of additional convicts estimated?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Twenty-five. I will
give some of the details: Convicts' clothing, $1,234.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister
will note that the items amount collectively to
about $4,300, so that the charge for the additional
25 convicts would be out of proportion to the cost
in other places, or to the cost we have previously
paid in Dorchester.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The increases are based
on the contract prices. It is expected that the
increase for beef will be $2,583.15; for flour, $1,946,
together with increases on oatmeal, butter, molas-
ses, sugar, bread, tobacco, vegetables and some
other similar items, amounting altogether to $5,184.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
total number of convicts estimated for there?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 350.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And howmany

in Kingston?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 580.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.

gentleman will see that in Kingston the total
maintenance of 580 convicts is about $41,000, and
in St. Vincent de Paul the cost of maintenance of
350 convicts is as high as $38,143. Allowing for
the expenses that the hon. gentleman enumerated,
for chapels and such matters, the disproportion
would still be very large for St. Vincent de Paul
as against Kingston. I do not think there has
been any increase in the cost of flour or beef to
warrant such an increase of price as indicated,
unless, indeed, the prisoners of St. Vincent de
Paul were underfed before, and I hardly think
that can be the case, on comparing the estinates
for Kingston. Prima facie, I suppose that the
cost of these chief articles of food would be nearly
as great in Kingston as in St. Vincent de Paul?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The expense of main-
tenance has always been greater there.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But not in
that ratio.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I expected that the
hon. gentleman would call attention to the cost of
maintenance at the different penitentiaries, and if
he has no objection I will, in the end, give such ex-
planation as I can, with reference to the compara-
tive cost of maintenance in the different institu-
tions.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I intended to call the at-
tention of the hon. Minister to the discrepancY
which I think will require some explanation.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We must consider the
stock on liand at the beginning of the year and the
stock on-hand at the close. I have given the figures
of that. I do not know whether the hon. gentle-
man has taken that into account.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I do not know whether
I was able to do that, as the Deputy Minister de-
clined to give the Auditor General the figures he
wanted.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I gave him the figures
of the stock on hand at the beginning of the year
and at the close. He wanted a statement of the
number of convicts from day to day. That was
being prepared in my report.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman will see at page 16-B of the Auditor
Genera's Report that the actual maintenance of
3-25 convicts for the year 1889 was $25,563. What
he asks for here is $38,000 for the maintenance of
350. Deducting $4,000 for the special items to
which the hon. gentleman refers, there would still
be an increase of $9,000 over the actual expenditure
in 1889. That is a very large increase, unless
there is some very special cause for it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will endeavor to
discuss that when we come to the last resolution.

Dorchester Penitentiary........... $44,156 30
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is a statutory

increase to the warden of $50, and an increase to
the deputy warden and chief keeper of $150. By
a mistake made last year the latter's salary was
placed at that of the deputy warden at his appoint-
ment, the fact having been overlooked that when
he was appointed the offices of deputy warden and
chief keeper werearnalgamated.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I forgot to
ask the hon. Minister what sort of employment he
has found for the prisoners at St. Vincent de Paul
and at Kingston?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. At Kingston we are
transforming the workshop occupied by the lock-
smith work, which will occupy the whole of this year
and probably part of next year. The next thing
to be taken in hand will be the remodelling and
reconstruction of the old-fashioned cells. The cells
in the old part of the building are only the width
of the bed, which is made to fold against the wall.
The effect is apparent to anybody who visits the
penitentiary, that the cell is a very unfit place of
abode for a man, especially between Saturday night
and Monday morning, and in winter, when there
are long hours of confinement. These cells have
been condemned by all visitors acquainted with
prison affairs, and we thought it desirable that they
should be enlarged. The work will occupy a con-
siderable length of time. These, with the ordinary
occupations of the prisoners, are ample to employ
nearly the whole of the population there for the
present year and the next. At St. Vincent de Paul
the prisoners are engaged in building a boundary
wall, and in finishing the new wing, which will
supply them with ample work for at least a year
ahead. I arm not able to say what means of
employment will be provided after that. I shall
have to ask a good deal of advice on that subject.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a trou-
blesome question, no doubt, particularly if the
lonest laborers object to these prisoners being
employed in useful work. I think they push the
objection too far, however. In the vote for the
Kingston penitentiary there are two distinct sums
of 815,000 for the electric light. Is one of these arevote ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes. The cost of
the work will be under $10,000. The work isnearly finished.

Manitoba Penitentiary........ . $50,904 48
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There-is an extraordin-

ary difference in the maintenance of the convicts
il, the different penitentiaries. The cost of main-taining 100 convicts at the Manitoba penitentiary

appears to have been $9,216 as against $7,699 for-
175 convicts at Dorchester.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the Manitoba
penitentiary there is an addition of a warden's
clerk. The warden has heretofore had the assist-
ance of one of the guards as a clerk, and I believe
a clerk is necessary. I propose, instead of using
the services of a guard, that we shall take a vote
for a clerk and dispense with the guard. There is
the addition of a carpenter instructor also. We
had none there before. The number of trade in-
structors there has been very small, and we pro-
pose to increase it according as we get convicts
employed in trades.

Mr. WATSON. I see a gratuity to H. Hall of
$687.06, what is that for?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Mr. Hall, who was
guard at the Manitoba penitentiary, had to resign
on account of ill-health. He was in the service
fifteen years, his salary was $650, and lie was
allowed the usual gratuity on retiring.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Warden
Bedson was stated in this House to have been
the recipient of some furs concerning which an
investigation is going on. I do not know whether
it is the duty of the Department to obtain explana-
tions from him, but he has not been brought before
the Committee yet.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am not sure whether
the Committee intend to send for him or not. Per-
haps the hon. inember for Marquette can tell us ?

Mr. WATSON. I think not, for the simple
reason that the Committee have not the power or
instructions to do so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not wish
to interfere with the investigation of the Committee,
but I call the attention of the hon. Minister to the
fact that it was stated on the floor of this House
that this officer was the recipient of a large portion
of the insurgent's furs.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In several previous
years when that item was up, the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) mentioned the fact that an or-
der hadbeengivenfor thedeliveryof these furs, some
to the General, and some to other officers, includ-
ing Mr. Bedson ; and I had from him a very
strong statement denying that lie had received
any furs at all. Of course, I have had no oppor-
tunity of calling his attention to the particular
evidence before the Committee, as it was only dis-
tributed within the past few days.

Mr. WATSON. He was also charged with
possessing himself of a pool table while at
Batoche. Did he make any explanation with
regard to that ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have only seen that
in the evidence, and did not draw his attention to
it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Can the bon. gentleman
explain the extraordinary discrepancy in the cost
of maintenance of the penitentiary in Manitoba
compared with the cost elsewhere? Every year for
years past, in Committee of Supply, we have
brought up the case of the Manitoba penitentiary,
where there appears to be a greater waste of money
than anywhere else. Why is it that Mr. Bedson,
the warden of the smallest penitentiary in the-
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Dominion, receives the largest pay ? The salary
of the warden of the British Columbia penitentiary
is $2,000 ; of the Dorchester penitentiary, $2,050 ;
and of the Manitoba penitentiary, $2,800 ; and
Mr. Bedson appears to have received last year, in
addition to his salary, $400 for travelling ex-
penses.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The salaries of the
wardens are graded according to their length of
service. The warden at Kingston began at $2,600
and has reached his maximum of $3,000. At St.
Vincent de Paul the warden's salary runs from
$2,400 to $2,800, and he has reached his maximum.
The warden at Dorchester begins at $2,000 and goes
to $2,400, and he has been recently appointed-
not more than two or three years in office. The
warden in Manitoba begins at $2,000 and goes to
$2,400. He is receiving $2,800 because lie was
appointed before the present Act came into force,
-and his salary remains at $2,800. Last year, in
the Committee, when the estimates of Manitoba
lwere up, I expressed the opinion, and have since no
reason to change it, that I thought the place was
atogether too expensive; but I was unable, for
want of information, to give the Committee as full
'explanation as I would have been glad to give.
The vote passed the Committee of Supply, but was
challenged on concurrence, when the House
-divided, and I consequently felt it incumbent on
me to have an investigation made into the expendi-
ture. In the month of December last, that inves-
tigation was begun by the accountant of my De-
partment, assisted by counsel, in order that the
enquiry might be as searching as possible. The
enquiry lasted some six or eight weeks and ex-
tended to every branch of the management of the
penitentiary. That investigation has been con-
cluded and a very elaborate report made, but as
the Session was in progress I have not had an
opportunity of dealing with the report yet.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) Could the hon. gentleman
give us a summary or explanation of the contents
of the report ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I really could not.
I have gone through it as carefully as I could,
but have not been able to come to a conclusion as
to what should be done, and feel I must further
enqire into it.

Mr. WILSON fElgin). I notice a charge in the
Auditor General's Report, on page C-103, of $18 for
-one pair of pants. That seems a very high figure.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As to the unusual ex-
pense for heating per capita, it appears to be very
large, but I am informed that it is impossible to
reduce the cost of heating without shutting off one
part of the penitentiary froin the other. The cost
of fuel will not be increased, but in British Colum-
bia they have timber limits from which they get
their fuel and they cut their own wood. Coal
oil costs 12 cents per gallon more than it does in
Kingston. The winter is severe and long. I have
made every effort to get the amount of the con-
tract reduced, but without effect.

1Vir. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The transportation of
coal oil would not be more than 2 or 3 cents.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have invited the
widest competition without succeeding in reducing
the price.

Mr. DAvIEs (P.E. .)

Mr. LISTER. Have you asked for tenders in
Petrolea?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes; and in London
and in other places in the West.

Mr. WATSON. The price of 27ý cents a gallon
does not appear to be excessive.

Mr. LISTER. It must be American oil.
Sir JOHN THQMPSON. No; it is not.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am afraid there is a

colored man somewhere there.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As te the fuel, the

practice heretofore has been to lay in a large stock
of wood, but it is intended to dispense with that
and use coal almost exclusively.

Mr. WATSON. Is the wood asked for by ten-
der in Manitoba?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is given by cou-
tract.

Mr. WATSON. I think Mr. Bedson, in making
his report, might have congratulated the Govern-
ment on the health of the convicts. I see that
only $306 was charged for drugs as against
$1,300 two years ago. I observe, however, that
these ICO convicts have eaten three barrels of flour
each per annum, but I suppose this large con-
sumption of flour is due to the health of the con-
victs which has resulted in the reduction of the
cost of drugs. I also see that the quantity of
tobacco consumed has decreased, and no doubt the
criticisms of the expenditure in that penitentiary
which have been made in this House have had
some effect in causing Mr. Bedson to retrench bis
expenditure. As to the heating of the Manitoba
penitentiary, I think the charge is exorbitant. I
see it costs nearly $7,000.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I did not getany expla-
nation from the Minister as to the charge of $18
for a pair of pants. Can you account for that?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; I cannot.
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Last year or the year

before a large amount was asked te lay in a supply
of medical instruments for the Manitoba peniten-
tiary. I am afraid those instruments could not
have been very good, because I find in the report
of the Auditor General that you have purchased
additional instruments such as these-Aspirator,
$75 ; dental forceps, one set and case, $35 ; ditto,
3 pair, $8.50 ; ear speculum, $1.75 ; opthalmos-
cope, $25. Why do they require an opthalios-
cope ? That is not required in Manitoba. Then
there is a tonsillitine, $15. There are very many
similar items te these, and many of the same kind
were furnished te that institution two years ago.
Then, we have a charge of Dr. Lynch, three visits
at $20 a visit. I do not know who this Dr. Lynch
is, or where he resides, or what he is doing there.
It must have been either a serions case that lie was
called to attend, or it is a serious charge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Go thou and do
likewise.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I should hate to do a
thing of that kind and call myself honest. Here
is a man who charges $60 for three visits. Then I
find that the warden has a hòrse charged for.
am sdrprised that Bedson needed a horse, because
I thought le had a white horse which he obtained
from Batoche. No, I am wrong, it tmned out to
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be a grey horse. This may be the old white horse,
but here $225 is charged for the old animal. There
was an item which we disputed last year of $450.-
127,, and we find that this year it amounts to
over $700 paid to Mr. Bedson for fuel and light.
According to the Auditor General's Report,
there is a question as to the propriety of that
account. We have hum credited for travelling
expenses " S. L. Bedson, travelling in Canada,
$176.35. S. L. Bedson, travelling in England,

136. 58. " I would like to know what he was tra-
velling in England for?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman
has asked me a variety of questions, I will answer
from memory as well as I can. With regard to the
surgical instruments, I am sorry that my medical
education was neglected and I cannot explain the
use of those instruments he has named. The discus-
sion which the hon. gentleman raised in the House
last year was on the item which I proposed to take
for the hospital, and which I expended, including
a purchase of instruments. We have taken charge,
in the Manitoba Penitentiary within the last year,
of a number of insane patients as well, who are
attended by the physician, and it is necessary to
have for them a complete outfit. I am not able to
say whether he sent a requisition for surgical in-
struments, or whether they are absolutely neces-
sary ; he is qualified to know far better than I am,
and he has assured me that the outfit of instru-
ments which he procured is all that he expects to
be necessary for some time to come. The hon.
gentleman will find a list of them all in my report,
and likewise a list of the entire stock of dry goods
on hand, for which an expenditure has been made.
The item which appears in the Auditor General's
Report as paid to the account of S. L. Bedson,
alpears to be this: He was allowed fuel and light,
and last Session the Auditor General required that
I should get the amount charged to him for fuel and
liglit voted, and accordingly, in the Supplementary
Estimates, the amount of $450 was voted. The other
8200 consisted of sundries for what is known as offi-
cers' quarters, which consistsofa reading andrecrea-
tion room for the officers of the prison. The hon.
gentleman will remember that that was fully dis-
cussed last year on the item for the penitentiary,
and my attention was called to the various items
then in the Auditor Generals Report. The Auditor
General has added this to the amount of $450 which
was voted for his fuel and light, and that would
make the $700 odd. As regards Dr. Lynch, the
circumstances are these: When the insane patients
were taken to the penitentiary from the asylum,
the surgeon requested, in view of his increased
charge, that he should be permitted to visit the
larger penitentiaries at Kingston and St. Vincent
de Paul, and likewise some institutions of the
insane, if I remember right. I thought it was a
Proper request, and, I think, he derived consider-
able advantage from doing so. The only expense
ilnvolved was the expense of providing a sub-
stitute for him. - Dr. Lynch paid the visits,which are charged there, at $20 per visit.As regards the travelling expenses in England,the circumstances are these : The warden
about 18 months ago, obtained leave of absence to
go te England, and he asked me, on his way
thither, whether I would be willing that heshouldvisit sone of the larger prions in England. He

received, of course, no travelling expenses for bis.
visit to that country, but I agreed that, in visiting
the prisons in England where he could get in-
formation as te prison management which would
be useful to us, I would pay his simple travelling
expenses for that purpose.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I asked, also, in refer-
ence to his travelling expenses in Canada. I see,
also, that Dr. Sutherland, whom I did not mention
before, receives $210. 10 for travelling expenses for
examining the varions institutions, besides the $60
paid to Mr. Lynch. It is customary, I think,
when an individual goes off on a travelling tour, to
pay his substitute during his absence. I do not
know why Dr. Sutherland should be paid his full
salary and allowed his travelling expenses in visit-
ing the different institutions.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The travelling ex-
penses are probably his expenses going to and from
Winnipeg in relation to the purchase of supplies,
payment of accounts, and the necessary business of
the prison. I do nQt remember any other travel-
ling expenses which he would incur in Canada. It
consisted principally of livery hire. As regards
the doctor paying his substitute, if it was simply
a question of a holiday I would have required him
to pay the substitute as well as te pay his own
expenses, but he has taken additional charge of all
these insane patients without any extra remunera-
tion, and I thought I might reasonably give him
his travelling expenses and not require him to pay
a substitute. His salary is small, and he gives his
whole time.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. .) I am inclined to ask the
hon. gentleman to allow this item to stand until he
is able to digest the report of the gentleman he
appointed to examine this warden's expenditure.
For the past four or five years there have been
items in the Public Accounts that have struck hon.
members on this side of the House as unjustifiable
extravagance on the pait of this warden of the
Manitoba penitentiary. Last year the hon. gentle-
man appointed a commission to report upon it, that
commission has reported, and the hon. gentleman
has no doubt had time to submit to the House the
result of that investigation. We find last year in
the Auditor General's Report, that whereas it cost
us $44 per head to maintain convicts in Dorchester,
it cost $92 a head to maintain them in Manitoba.
We find accounts amounted to $500 or $600 for
coal oil, which is charged 12 cents per gallon more
for the Manitoba penitentiary than for Kingston
penitentiary, while the cost of transport could not
reach more than 2 cents or 3 cents per gallon. That
alone is evidence that there is something wrong in
the management of the Manitoba penitentiary.
The warden, Mr. Bedson, charges for army liste
$15. Why should the country pay for army lists
for the warden ? From the beginning to the end,
there is extravagance permeating that penitentiary
management, and I should very much like the
Minister of Justice to read the report of the in-
vestigation before he asks the vote this year. The
amount asked is $50,904, but the previous year the
expenditure was only $38,960.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As regards the effect
of the report on this vote it is impossible I can
complywith the hon. gentleman's request. My view
of the report, so far as I have>en able to form
one, is that very important c-nges will have to
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be made in that institution. I cannot pretend to
undertake to effect the changes, or pretend to do
justice to the report when we are so near
the end of the session, and I must have the vote in
order to carry on the business. In due time I will
arrive at an opinion with regard to the action that
is necessary, and I hope to be able to satisfy the
hon. gentleman in regard to the changes made when
the fHouse considers the question next session.
While I admit, as I have done, that I am dissatis-
flied with the large expenditure in Manitoba peni-
tentiary under the present system, there are some
items which lion. gentlemen opposite have attri-
buted to the extravagance of the warden which
are not due to his conduct at all. The army lists
are not for him, as was explained last year. The
penitentiary being some distance from Winnipeg, it
has been found reasonable and proper to have a
recreation room where the officers have amuse-
ments and reading material. The army lists are of
interest to the officers, for a number of them are old
ariny men. The amount paid is not for four copies
of the same list, but for four df the series. As re-
gards the oil, the warden has nothing to do with
that. Tenders were advertised for and samples re-
ceived here. Hon. members from Manitoba and the
North-West will bear me out in saying that the
price we have been paying is not in excess of the
price in Winnipeg.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Who has the contract
for the oil ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. A firm in London;
I do not remember the name, but I can give the
name to the hon. gentleman later. Tenders for
the oil contract were called for in July. I was dis-
satisfied with the prices as compared with the
prices in the Eastern Provinces, and I declined to
make a contract, and it was not until December or
January that a contract was made. As regards
the vote we asked being in excess of the expendi-
ture last year, that is a mistake ; we are estimat-
ing for a reduction. The amount of expenditure
last year appears to be small in comparison with
the vote, but it is due to the fact that there were
refunds for maintenance and clothing and other
matters, including accounts with officers of
the prison. The quantity of provisions and
supplies per head of the staff seems large as com-
pared with other penitentiaries, but the peculiar
circumstances of Manitoba penitentiary must be
remembered. It is situated fifteen miles from
settlement, and we had to make arrangements by
which the officers can receive, at contract prices,
stores, coal oil, and all their provisions. They
pay their accounts out of their monthly salaries,
and the money is placed in the banks to the credit
of the Receiver General.

Mr. LISTER. No doubt there is something
wrong about the coal oil contract. If the Depart-
ment is paying 26½ cents a gallon, they are paying
.enormously more than it can be bought for. Sun-
light oil is, no doubt, the best quality, but it can
be bought in Petrolea at 12 cents a gallon, and
shipment to Winnipeg would not cost more than
2 cents per gallon ; and on no account should
it be charged more than 15 cents in Winnipeg.
The Dominion Coal and Coke Company appears to
be the company which furnishes oil to the Mani-
toba penitentiary. There is no such concern
<doingbusiness in the oil region, but it is one whose

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

business must be confined to Winnipeg. There
are very many oil refiners in Petrolea who would
be glad to supply this oil, unless all the refiners of
oil have united for the purpose of forming the
Dominion Coal and Coke Company. So far as the
warden of the penitentiary is concerned, I may
say, that the Minister, who has been in Ontario
only during the last few years, is not aware
of what is the comment throughout the
western country, namely, that Manitoba peni-
tentiary has been most extravagantly, if not most
corruptly nianaged by Mr. Bedson, the warden.
That is reported throughout the whole country.
Every person who knows anything about the
North-West and Manitoba, is aware that there
has been the grossest extravagance, if not corrup-
tion, in the management of this penitentiary, and
that Mr. Bedson is not the man for the position.
He is a pleasant fellow, who makes himself agree-
able with every person, and lie trades upon that
agreeable manner. Now, so far as this man Bed-
son is concerned, lie has been charged, practically,
in this House, with having taken the property of
half-breeds in the North-West; and lie has not
deigned to answer these charges here, although an
investigation has been pending. He has been
charged with taking, not one horse, but many
horses, belonging to the half-breeds, and lie has
not appeared before the Committee.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Washe sum-
moned?

Mr. LISTER. No. The investigation which
the Minister has ordered, and upon which a report
has been made, will doubtless give a good deal of
insight into the management of this Manitoba
penitentiary. I believe that the scrutiny should
be a very close one ; and, I believe, that many
changes involving large sums of money can be
made in the management of that penitentiary. It
seems to me ridiculous that the cost of maintain-
ing the Manitoba penitentiary should be so
enormously greater than the cost of maintaining the
other penitentiaries.

Mr. WATSON. As far as the coal oil is con-
cerned, I cannot find much fault with the price
paid for it ; and I would fust remind these bon.
gentlemen that we have not got an Intercoloial
railway caiwying our frieght at a loss to the
country, and that in the west our freights are
exceedingly high. The Minister stated that these
travelling expenses in Canada would, no doubt, be
Mr. Bedson's expenses from Winnipeg to the
penitentiary. I see that Mr. Bedson bought for
himself a horse for $250, and I also see that lie
paid O'Connell & Burke, livery-stable keepers in

Winnipeg, $214.50, and 221 trips of teams, $123.50,
and cab hire, $4.50. It appears to me that on the
amount for feed, Mr. Bedson could keep sufficient
horse flesh to do his own driving, and that lie
should not be allowed such excessive travelling
expenses. I am sure that the House is pleased to
hear that the Minister has made an investigation
into Mr. Bedson's accounts. I do not kniow
whether it was taken into consideration that
while in the North-West he appropriated the
goods and chattels of several people to his o1
use, while acting as an officer under the Militia
Department, if not an officer of the Department of
Justice. I think these should have been taken
into consideration in the enquiry; and if Mr.
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Bedson is found guilty of the charges made on the
floor of this House, that he should be dismissed.
There is no doubt whatever that he is a very
extravagant official.

Mr. MACDOWALL. In the first place, I think
it is perfectly contrary to British justice to try and
bring this case of Mr. Bedson before the House
now. A committee is trying his case at present.

Mr. WATSON. What committee?
Mr. MACDOWALL. You say he is charged

before a committee.
Mr. WATSON. I said he was charged in this

House.
Mr. MACDOWALL. I think the charge about

the furs was made simultaneously before the com-
mittee against General Middleton, Mr. Hayter
Reed and Mr. Bedson. I may say that it is rather
a curions course that has been adopted. I believe
that a parliamentary comnittee is a most unfair
way of trying charges, and I believe that a depart-
mental enquiry, such as the Minister has instituted,
is by far the fairest way. I think it is contrary to
all sense of justice that the jury, the judge, and
the counsel for the prosecution and defence should
be all one and the same. It reminds me of some
of the stories I have heard told of western life in
the United States.

Mr. WATSON. I am surprised at the igno-
rance of the hon. gentleman. He ought to know, if
lie does not, that Bedson's case has not been
referred to that committee. I am also surprised
at his charging that committee with being an
unfair tribunal. It appears to me that it is a
great reflectfon on the selection of gentlemen made
by the First Minister, that they should be charged
with being unfair and unjust. There could be no
better means of trying General Middleton, or
Bedson if he were before it, than a committee of
this House.

Mr. MACDOWALL. I did not say the con-
mittee was unfair, and I have nothing to say
against the formation of the committee. But I
say that the system of trying men before a com-
niittee is an unfair system.

Mr. WATSON. I have no doubt that it is
better for some of the friends of the hon. gentle-
man who are in the service of the Government
that they should be tried by a departmental com-
mission. I believe and I hope, that as a result of
this enquiry, which the Minister of Justice has
made, the'chances are that Bedson will get his just
deserts-which are dismissal. I see that Bedson
has travelled in England and Canada during the
last year, and I would ask the Minister of Justice
what time this official has been absent from the
penitentiary ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He has had three
months' leave to go to England, and no leave ex-
cept that. Any other absence would be in Win-
ipeg, I suppose.

Mr. WATSON. Is any of his time taken up by
his nilitary duties ? He is major of a battalion.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He had no leave for
that purpose.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) After the explanation
made by the Minister of Justice, and the promise
he has given, that he will present the report of theenquiry he as made at the begmniing of next

Session, I shall await the presentation of that re-
port, and shall feel myself charged to make a
special examination of the accounts of this peni-
tentiary next year. I am satisfied, after listen-
ing to the discussion-and the Minister himself is
satisfied from the fact that he appointed a com-
mission-that something was wrong in that peni-
tentiary. In fact, we have a straight and fair
admission from the hon. gentleman that it is so.
I shall deem myself charged with the responsi-
bility of looking closely into that expenditure
next year, and if it is not improved, I shall take
up more time discussing it than I did this year or
last. Anybody who looks at the accounts of this
peniteniary with an unbiassed mind must come to
the conclusion that the administration is rotten.
Either there is gross extravagance, or, as my hon.
friend says, there is something worse than ex-
travagance.

British Columbia Penitentiary ..... $44,434.29
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The increases are sta-

tutory down to the hospital overseer. The warden
vacated his quarters in the prison and a house was
built for him outside, and his quarters are now
used as a hospital. We had no hospital there before
and a hospital overseer is appointed at the mini-
mum salary. There is to be appointed an additional
guard. There is ap estimated increase of 30 in the
number of the convicts. There is also an estimated
increase for working expenses : heating, $200; light,
$450; maintenance of buildings, $80 ; armory, $30 ;
kitchen, $40; stationery, $40; farm, $80; and stables
$80. In the industries there is an estimated in-
crease o $2,000. The warden states that the
working expenses for the fiscal year 1888-89 ex-
ceeded the appropriation owing to the necessity of-
having works completed as soon as possible which
were charged to working expenses. He estimates
that there will be required for works which he is
now carring on in connection with prison repairs
and for the purchase of new tools, &c., for the
farm and the workshops, $1,400.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would like to ask the
bon. Minister why he needs so much more than
was expended ? Last year $56,000 were voted, and
only $36,000 expended in the British Columbia
penitentiary ; and yet, you ask for $47,000 for
1890-91, although the increases in the salaries
amount to only $3,000. For maintenance alone,
$6,000 were voted more than was required. There
is no use of the Committe going on voting a great
deal more than is necessary. In a case like that
of the Manitoba penitentiary, where the warden
spends all he can lay his hands on, I object to
voting more than is actually required.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will take the risk
of reducing the vote for maintenance and for
working expenses $3,000.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). In the expenditure for
the maintenance of the stables, I see you charge
for bran four tons and 1,974 pounds, $147.61.
That would be about $29.50 per ton. I find also,
for shorts, two tons and 1,154 pounds, $90.19.
That would be $36 a ton. Then, you have chairs
at $11 and ten at $3. All these appear to me to be
excessive.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I cannot tell the
prices, but, if the hon. gentleman knows that any
are wrong, I will have an enquiry.
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Mr. WILSON (Elgin). When the Ministe
makes an estimate, he ought to have a reason fo
the estimate.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the warden est
mates that he wants that quantity of bran and ha
to pay that much for it, I have no means of know
ing that his statement is not correct. If the hon
gentleman says it is not, I will look into the item
I have to take the opinion and advice of my officers
as I have no personal knowledge in the matter. I
the hon. gentleman says I am paying more tha
the current prices, I will make an enquiry and fin
if they are wrong.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). It is certainly not m'
place to point out the prices of the articles. Whe
the warden presentsa requisition to the Minister
it is the duty of him to carefully examine into i
and see that the charges are reasonable. If th
warden represented to him that he wanted to pa
$29.50 a ton for bran, the natural question woul
be was that too much. If $30 to $40 a ton fo
shorts strikes his mind as being extravagant, h
should make enquiries into it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Very well ; I will ask
that this item stand.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There ar
one or two other items that require explanation
On page C-109, there is 3,002 pounds of coal a
$45. That may be a clerical error because $45 fo
a ton and a half is a very high figure.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I find that the prie®
the coal cost is $850 for 1661 tons, and I presume
this is a clerical error, but I will have it enquired
into.

Regina Jail........ ............ $900
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the

theory of this? Is it simply that we pay the war-
den and the community pay the rest of the expen-
diture, for the warden stands out here in solitary
glory at $900, and no charge for anything else ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The jail has not yet
been completed, but will be by the close of the
present year, and it is intended that the prisoners
confined in the police barracks in the various
stations in the North-West shall occupy the
Regina jail.

Towards immigration and immigration
expenses...........................$55,000

Mr. WATSOlN. We were to have some explan-
ation in regard to the working of the agencies in
the old country.

Mr. CARLING. The hon. gentleman fron
Marquette (Mr. Watson) will remember that we
were waiting for the report of the High Commis-
sioner. I think he now has that report in his
hands.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
of Agriculture might as well give
this report, the lack of which kept
session for twenty-two hours.

The Minister
us a résumé of
the House in

Mr. CARLING. This item is for the general
expenses of immigration outside of the salaries of
officers. It is for the general expenses of immi-
gration and the printing of pamphlets, the
employment of agents, and all that class of

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

r expenditure which the hon, gentleman wîîî see
or stated in the Anditor General's Report.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But what
i-was specially under discussion when item 751> was

created was the salaries of the agents in Europe.
and we reserved this item of $55,000 on the

Lexpress understanding that the salary of agents in
LEurope would be discussed u.nder this itemn.

I want to know what were the particulars given in
f Sir Charles Tupper's report, which the hion, gent-
n leman had not printed at that time.

d Mr. CARLING. There are no fnrther particu.
lars in detail. One of the items objected to, I
think, was in reference to some travelling expenses

y of Mr. Coîrner, and another was in reference to
n oeexpenses of Mr. Chipman. Mr. Colmer had

y ogo to Glasgow on one occasion in connectiontwith the exhibition there, and at another tinte, liee went to Antwerp to close up matters in connection
Swith that exhibition.

r

r Mr. WATSON. After reading that report,
edoes the Minister consider it advisable to maintain

these officers in their present positions or to mnal-e
any change? I do not think the results of this
system have been satisfactory to the people of
Canada, and especially to the people of the Northi
West. We have not lad the immigration we
should have had, and I think some other means

bshould lie adopted in preference to the preseiit sys-
t3nl. I desire to know if the Minister intends to
change the present systemt.

Mr. CARLING. There is no present intention
to make any change in regard to the agencies in
the old country. -Mr. Dyke, who is the agent at
Liverpool, is an excellent officer, and I think r
i-tan bas done better service to his country than
Mr. Dyke has ln regard to immigration and other
matters which have corne before him. Theil we
hav'e Mr. Graliare at Glasgow, who is a very
efficient man also ; we have Mr. Connolly at
Dublin, Mr. Merrick at Belfast, and Mr. Down at
Bristol. We do not at present intend to make any
change.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I see that Mr. Dyke
gets a very fine salary, and no doubt he is a very
good agent. We find that he receives $2ý,100 as,
agent. Then he has a per diem allowance of $4 a
day for the whole 365 days, amounting to $1,460.
Then lie charges telegrams, $24.45, and fare-
whatever that may he--$9. 16. Then his incomie
tax is paid to the amount of $52. 44. That
amounts to close on $4,000. Then we ind M1r.
Dyke cropping up in varions other places, and
drawing heavily on the amount voted for Enropean
immigration. I do not understand how lie is
allowed to charge $4 a day for every one of the 365
days charged here ; he is also paid a fare of $9.16.
Is hie stationary or does he travel around ?

Mr. CARLING. Out of that amount, Mr. Dyke
pays an assistant some $300 or $40. He lias to
travel. to different parts of the country-inl fact lie
la a most active man. I do not think there is afly
place la which. he can foster im ~ation t hc
hie does not go, and any one w o has corne in
contact withi him will know thathle is a very active
and energetic officer.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I mee that Mr. Dykels
assistants are paid also. The Rer. J. Bridger,
clerk's amwstant, received $87.60 ; W. Edwards
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junior clerk, gets $126.53 ; E. Forrest, office boy,
receives $75.92 ; G. H. Mitchell, correspondent
and book-keeper, gets $292 ; R. Paulson, foreign
corresponding clerk, gets $379.60, and the Rev.
-R. F. Winter, for locating immigrants, receives
.I 15.50. That is the whole staff in the Liverpool
office. I do not see how it is that he gets $4 a
day for living expenses for 365 days. I think it
would be better, perhaps, to send one of the
members of this House over there ; they might be
more useful in the service there than they are in
the House. I would like some further explanation
with regard to this item.

Mr. CARLING. What further information
(oles the hon. gentleman ask ?

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Are all these perma-
net '? Is Mr. Dyke permanently employed at a
salary of $2,100 ? Does he got $4 a day for 365
days for living allowance, and is he living con-
stantly at Liverpool, or is it living allowance only
when travelling ?

Mr. CARLING. The living allowance is when
he is travelling.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). That is not stated.

Mr. CARLING. Mr. Dyke has been an officer
of the Government for a great many years, and he
has received that amount of money for travelling
expenses.

Mr. CASEY. No; it is not the travelling ex-
Ienses. It is not so put down.

Mr. CARLING. Yes; he receives that, travel-
ling or no travelling. He has received that for the
last twelve or fifteen years, and during the time
that the friends of the hon. gentleman were in
pow'er.

Mr. CASEY. He gets $3,560 whether he travels
or not. That is the amount of the two items put
together.

Mr. CARLING. That is an allowance for
travelling in addition to lis salary.

Mr. CASEY. He gets $2,100 as salary and
S1,460 as a per diem allowance, whether lie is
travelling or not. That makes $3,560 a year, and
it would be just as well to put that all down as
his salary. It does seem to me an excessive salary.
I am well aware of Mr. Dyke's services for the
country and his worth as an individual. I know
huu personally.

Mr. CARLING. I dare say it would be better
if it were arranged that the salary should be
inereased. That has been going on for a number
of years, and it is my intention to enquire into the
travelling expenses and salaries,- and to revise the
salaries of the officers in the same way.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not
going to contradict the hon. gentleman, speaking
from menory, but I do not recollect that we
allowed a per diem allowance in the time that
Mr. Letellier was Minister of Agriculture.

Mr. CARLING. I am told it is so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is an

unusual mode of arranging the matter, and I thinkhad better be altered.
Mr. CAMPBELL. I think that if we are going

to pay this man $3,500 a year salary, it ought to be
115

so stated. I see Mr. Dyke is put down for $2,100
a year and lis living allowance is $1,400 more,
which, as appears now, is given to him as salary,
Then I suppose the same arrangement is made
with the agent at Glasgow, Mr. Graham, who is
put down for $1,300 salary, and lie gets for living
allowance $1,460 more. I suppose that is another
way of giving hin an increased salary. Then the
agent at Dublin, Mr. Connolly, is in the same
position ; he has a salary of $1,000 and $730 for
living allowance. Then the agent at Belfast, Mr.
H. Merrick, also gets $1,000, and $1,460 for living
allowance. I think in all these cases if it is proposed
to give gentlemen $3,000 or $4,000 a year salary,
it ought to be so stated.

Mr. HESSON. The question is, whether lis
services are worth as much to this country as we
are paying ; whether it is divided over a per diem
allowance or a fixed salary without such allowance.
My impression is, that if lie is required to go to
Antwerp, or Belgium, or across to Ireland, or to
visit any of the distant counties of England, he
would probably charge lis allowance without any
salary. The question is, whether we would be
further advanced than we are. If lis services are
worth $3,500 a year to the country, it is im-
material in which way lie gets it. If ie is re-
quired by his duties to go out there, lie is
supposed to go, and he gets bis day allowance, and
there is no reason to complain.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). That shows the un-
reasonable course the Governnent is taking in re-
ference to this matter. Mr. Dyke may be a very
efficient agent, but I would ask : Has the Minister
any information that lie could give to this House
stating what number of days Mr. Dyke has been
travelling, the places lie has visited in the per-
formance of bis duty, what number of days he has
bee out ? We have no means of knowing. For
ouglt we know Mr. Dyke stays at home in his
office in Liverpool constantly, and is receiving, as
it has been stated, somewhere near $4,000 for
staying at home. If there were any report stating
that he had been travelling fifty days, or a 100
days, we could understand it. But we have no
means of knowing this ; we have no information
given to us what Mr. Dyke has been doing, further
than that he has received $2, 100 as salary and $4 a
day for 365 days for living expenses, and for ought
we know lie has been living constantly in Liverpool
-I know nothing to the contrary. It would be
better if we knew that Mr. Dyke was performing
some service. As the Minister says lie is going to
investigate this matter and look carefully into it,
and come to somie conclusion whereby he will be
in a position to know what these men are doing.
I think, under these circumstances, I will not
pursue the item any further.

Mr. CASEY. Mr. Dyke did not travel in Eng-
land much, for his expenses are placed at only
$9.16. His duty is certainly not to travel in Bel-
gium, or Ireland, or other places, but to look after
his office in Liverpool. As to the question where
Mr. Dyke is worth $3,560 a year, that is for the
Minister to determine. I desire to say a few
words in regard to agencies in Europe. To what
extent has the Canadian Pacific Railway Company,
fulfilled the pledges given to Parliament by them
and by the Government at the time their contract
was entered into? They promised to relieve the
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country from the greater part of the burdens of
soliciting emigrants in Europe, and settling immi-
grants on the land in the North-West. I have yet
to hear of any great success attending the com-
pany's efforts. No doubt they have distributed a
large number of pamphlets in Europe, but I am
not aware they have made special efforts to place
immigrants on Government lands in the North-
West. I, therefore, ask the Minister what has been
accomplished by the Canadian Pacific Railway in
this connection, and how far have their promises
been realised.

Mr. CARLING. The Canadian Pacific Railway
Company have expended a large amount of money
in distributing literature, which they had prepared
at~their own expense, in Europe and in the United
States. They have also done much to reduce the
fare for emigrants going to the North-West, and
they now only charge something like $12 from Que-
bec to Winnipeg, and in proportion to stations
further on. I believe they are doing valuable ser-
vice and are encouraging immigration to the North-
West. They have agents in the western cities
and in Europe urging those who desire to make
a change to go to the North-West, and I think
their efforts are being attended with some success.

Mr. CASEY. We know they have been distri-
buting literature, and have given cheap fares to
immigrants; but how much of the emigration is
due to the efforts of agents of the Canadian Pacific
Railway in Europe, which is almost a Government
institution ?

Mr. CARLING. It is quite independent of the
Government.

Mr. CASEY. The question is whether the Go-
vernment is independent of the company. I under-
stand the Minister cannot give us the exact results
of the Canadian Pacific Railway immigration
policy.

Mr. CARLING. I cannot give the hon. gentle-
man the results of their efforts, but I know they
are most liberal in the expenditure and most active
in their efforts to secure emigrants.

Mr. CASEY. How much has been saved to the
country in the way of immigration expenditure in
consequence of the action of the Canadian Pacific
Railway ?

Mr. CARLING. The Estimates have been cut
down for the last three or four years by something
like $100,000, and as compared with previous years
by three or four hundred dollars, in great part, in
consequence of exertions which have been made by
the Canadian Pacific Railway to promote immigra-
tion. These exertions are active. There is much
greater competition inGreat Britain and Europe now
than there was some years ago. This is due to the
fact that Australia and the Argentine Republic are
offering large inducements to emigrants. The
wages paid in Great Britain and on the continent
are also greater than they were a few years ago.
Notwithstanding all the discouragements, we are
getting a fair share of emigration, due to the exer-
tion, not only to the efforts of the Government,
but to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.

Mr. CAMPBELL. The whole system of immi-
gration should be entirely swept away, for it is a
perfect waste of public money. All political
favorites provided foi in that Department and
throughout Ontario should be dismissed. This

Mr. CASEY.

country has certainly been advertised sufficiently
for a number of years, and a great many of the
immigrants we think we have secured simply pass
through the country to the United States. It is
time the whole of this business should cease.
Anotherobjectionablefeatureis this, thatallthrough
Ontario we have agents appointed who are simplydistributors of literature, which seeks to induce
men to leave Ontario and go to the North-West.
A political friend to the Minister of Justice in myown town has been paid $65 for distributing
literature last year.

Mr. CARLING. I think the hon. gentleman is
aware that in the county of Kent, and in the town of
Chatham, the Americans are more active than else-
where in the country. We have distributed in
that particular section pamphlets showing the
advantages of the North-West, as we think, over
the Western States, and I think the small amonnt
of $65, for the distribution of this literature, might
not be objected to.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think the hon. Minister is
mistaken as to the amount of his literature distri-
buted to the people of the United States.

Mr. CARLING. You will find them posted in
railway stations, post offices and other public
places.

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the Postmaster General
allows literature to be posted up in the post offices,
advising the people of this country to move to the
North-West, I think it is time the matter should
be brought to his notice.

Mr. CARLING. Perhaps they are not in the
Chatham post office, but they are in other post
offices.

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is my candid opinion that
all this money is wasted. I would like to know if
lie has any knowledge as to the extent of the ser-
vices rendered by Mr. Williams, of Chatham, im
this direction? Although I have lived there all
my life, I have never heard of his distributing
pamphlets, nor do I know any man who has ever
heard of his doing so. I think this item is ai
illustration of how this noney is being wasted
generally.

Mr. WATSON. I had hoped that the Minister
would have some changes to suggest with regard
to these agents in Europe. I am strongly under
the impression that it would be inuch better if this
large amount of money spent in maintaining offices,
was expended on agents who would travel around
in different sections of the country to see the
people who intended to emigrate. Gentlemen who
have had considerable experience in this matter
advise that this course should be adopted. These
agents take up a very large percentage of the total
vote, and so far as I can learn, they do little or
nothing outside of their offices. With regard to
the expenses of Mr. Dyke, of $4 a day for 365
days, the hon. gentleman does not appear to know
whether this is for travelling expenses or not.

Mr. CARLING. I have explained that $1 a
day is paid to an assistant in the office out of Mr.
)yke's allowance, and $3 is really what lie gets.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Dyke has several assistants
besides, and I suppose that dollar a day man
relieves him of some work be ought to do himself,
or no doubt he would not pay it out of his salary.
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Mr. CARLING. Mr. Dyke acts as a consular
agent. We have no consular agent in fact, but
the Americans have consular agents at these differ-
ent points, and they pay them very large salaries.
Mr. Dyke is there as a representative of Canada,
and is very attentive to all matters relating to the
(overnmient. I do not know if the hon. gentleman
has been in Liverpool, but everyone who has
visited that place finds that Mr. Dyke is most
attentive, most active, and most energetic and
that he is doing his work admirably. We owe a
great deal to Mr. Dyke, in conjunction with Sir
Chailes Tupper, for preventing our cattle being
scheduled at the time the American cattle were
scheduled. That advantage to Canada is worth a
million dollars a year as compared with the posi-
tion of the Americans with the same number of
cattle. I do iot think that we should begrudge
this to an energetic and active gentleman like Mr.
Dyke.

Mr. W A TSON. What about J. G. Colmer,
who draws a salary in the London office ?

Mr. CARLING. He is Sir Charles Tupper's
secretary, and he is not under the Agriculture
Department now.

Mr. WATSON. I do not think the hon.
gentleman's reasoning is very good, for he stated
that it was very much harder to secure immigrants
now than it was a few years ago, while at the saine
time lie says that he is reducing the vote for immi-
gration. Is it because lie cannot get the money
voted by his Department, or is it on account of the
labor organisations, that this very small amount is
voted for immigration purposes ? It appears to
me, considering the importance of settling up the
North-West, that we should have a larger vote for
immigration purposes. I believe that the Agri-
culture Department should be the most active
of all the Departments of the Government, and I
am sorry to see that it is practically faling off
altogether. As was stated by the member for
Kent (Mr. Campbell) a great number of the immi-
grants who settle in Manitoba are from the Eastern
Provinces, and I venture to say that we get twenty
people from these Provinces for the one we get from
the old country. Of course, these are the very
best settlers we can have and we cordially welcome
theni, but still we should have some immigration
from the old country. I would like to know fron
the hon. Minister, whether Mr. Grahame, who had
done good work for the Department at Winnipeg,
and who had always treated the immigrants with
courtesy, sympathy and kindness, was dismissed
from the service of the Department ?

Mr. CARLING. The chief reason for Mr. Gra-
haie leaving the service was because he desired to.
He wrote a letter to the Department saying that
his health was not good, and that he wanted to
change his mode of living, and would like to get
leave of absence with a view of retiring.

Mr. WATSON. Was that the only reason, or
was lot his resignation asked for?

Mr. CARLING. Not by me. I did not askhim.

Mr. WATSON. Do you know if he was asked
by the Department?

Mr. CARLING. No.
115j

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Was he allowed a gra-
tuity?

Mr. CARLING. He was allowed six months'
leave of absence and retired at the end.

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the hon.
Minister if that active agent whom he praised so
much the last time we were discussing this item,
Mr. Metcalfe, has been re-engaged?

Mr. CARLING. No ; Mr. Metcalfe is not in the
service of the Government at the present time.

Mr. WATSON. Do you expect to secure his
services this year?

Mr. CARLING. I do not know. I have not
spoken to him on that subject.

Quarantine, Grosse Isle......... $18,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why do you

want an increase of $4,636 ?
Mr. CARLING. It has been necessary to in-

crease the steamboat accommodation, as every
vessel that comes up the St. Lawrence, night or
day, is now inspected by the medical superinten-
dent or by his assistant.

Tracadie Lazaretto.............. $4,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here is an

increase. What is that for?
Mr. CARLING. We have employed the medical

superintendent of that establishment pernanently
to give more attention to the establishment and to
visit different parts of the country where lepers
may be found. We have already found one or two
cases in Cape Breton, and it was necessary to have
them removed to the establishment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not dis-
posed to quarrel with any reasonable expenditure
under this head. The House is, perhaps, aware
that there have been symptoms of an outbreak of
leprosy in a good many quarters of Europe of late,
and we can hardly be too particular to, stamp it
out as soon as it appears. Is there any reason to
believe that the number of these unfortunate
afflicted persons is increasing ? I was sorry to hear
that the synptoms of the disease were found in
places outside of Tracadie.

Mr. CARLING. We had reason to belive that
there were some cases in Cape Breton, and we sent
the medical officer there to make an investigation,
and we had the afflicted persons brought to Traca-
die. I think that now there are none outside of the
institution.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Were those persons
natives or foreigners ?

Mr. CARLING. Natives.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What power

has the Department to deal with these cases ? Are
you able by summary process to arrest the persons
afflicted and bring them to the Lazaretto, or do
they come voluntarily ?

Mr. CARLING. The only power we used last
season was the persuasive power of the medical
officer, and the good treatment the patients have
received at the institution. I hardy think we
have legal power to arrest theni, but it may
possibly be necessary to take power.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If even one
or two cases have been found in such place as Cape
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Breton, it is for the bon. Minister and his Depart- Mr. CASEY. Why, in the nare of the in
ment to consider seriously whether legal power migration Department-for I can think of no
should not be obtained for the isolation of any stronger phrase--is this charged to Mr. Dyke,
person so affiicted. In these northern countries when paid to somebody else? And what has this
we are free at present from the scourge of leprosy, item to do with cattie? This Shows the utter and
but everybody knows that it is a highly contagions fatuous jumble in which the accounts of the
disease, and any negligence on our part in allow- Department are kept. Here is $486 under the
ing these people to go at large might result in very head of quarantine and public health paid to Mi'.
grave consequences. Dyke, and the hon. gentleman says it was not

the Pbliefor Mr. Dyke, nor for quarantine or public health,
Precautionary measures for thebut to enable Mr. Dyke to send somebody to the

llealth......................... 5O docks to look after cattle.
Mr. CASEY. Wbat does the hion. Minister Mr. CARLING. Cattle disease is a matter

intend to do with this item ? , which cores under this heading, as it is important

Mr. CARLING. This item has been reduced by diseased catte should not go into the country.
$5,000. Some part of that money bas been used Mr. CASEY. I an corplaining tbat this shouh
in giving support to the heaith journals and it is be carged to that account, and the hon. gente-
voted to be ready for any emergency. man explains that the public health includes the

Mr. CASEY. The accounts of îast year in health of cattie. It appears now that the duties of
regard to, this item are sadly Dixed, and I suppose this mari, whon Mr. Dyke emnployed, were ot to
it is the faft of the Department, because the give advce and information to exporter when
Auditor General must take the accounts in the they landed, but to see that the catt e oere
shape in which they are handed in to him. I find healthy before being anded. No catte can be ex-
charges for investigating pig disease, attending posed for sale in Liverpool until they have heen

plasere at ranon, auling teaersandso nspected by the English authorities, and, there-

pMtrer BrandonWhauinesteamers, Mindisue

forth-ail sorts of items jumbled up together. fore, there is no necessity for this charge being
There is nu means of telling what is due to the made by Mr. Dyke.
public health, and what is not. There is a separ- Mr. WATSON. It would be better in future to
ate vote for cattie"diseases and sheep scab, but I have the namne of the person employed inserted,
find under the charges for public health last year because this leaves one to imagine that Mr. Dyke
any number of items relating to cattye diseases. receives ail this roney for his own services, ad if
do not tbiuk that is the right way to arrange the be is receiving $4,000, I think hie is receiving too,
accounts or to spend the money. In regard t n the much.
Sanitary Jornal at Montrea and the Sanitary Mr. CARLING. I admit that the item les
Journal at Ottawa, I do not know the former, but not seem to be properly charged. There is nu
I do know the latter. It has been sent to me doubt the money was expended for that purpuse,
for years, and once in a while I get a bil for it. and was not paid to Mr. Dyke, but to r.
whîch I pay with the request to discontinue it. I Mitchel, who was eployed by Mr. Dyke. The
have not had a bi for a year or two bak. I do charges are made in a different manner tis
not know what the Governient get for the $1,2 year.
they pay. know it is a worthless ittie publica- Mr. WILSON (Elgin). What are the duties
tion. Do the Government get a certain number of performed by Mr. Mitchell? How many visits
copies? did fe take? The Minister ought to be able to

Mr. CARLING. This paper is sent to repre- explain this item.
sentatives of this House and Senators, to the head Mr. CARLING. I believe that this payment is
oicers and ahl our immigration officers, and has for nearly the whole of his time. The ion. gentler
been very favorabiy noticed by the press of the man knows that last year we shipped to Great
country. I have had many communications from Britain somethmng like 85,000 cattie, and this 51110

medical men w different parts highly approving of $400 or $500 is very srali for that service.
Of it. Mr. CASEY. What did he do i reference to

Mr. CASEY. I know the journal quite weal M t

and read it once in a while, and arn satisfied it i br. CARLING. I cannot give the exact state-

a littie speculation. For the price paid, the Gov- ment, but for visiting the wharves on arrival of
ernment could get a fine compilation on sanitary essels with cattle I do not think the ahount pad

questions and have something for their money, tohan is extravagant.
instead of this littie ephemerai sheet. I think it Mr. CASEY. I see two steamers mentioned
is a job in the full sense of the terni. I notice here, the Hygeia and the Challenger. Are these
that Mn. John Dyke, the agent at Liverpool, has employed in connection with the quarantine at
spent considerable money in travelling. Under Grosse Isea ?
this item of public health, hie received for travel- Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Carried.
ling expenses $486.56, although ie is allowed $4 a Mr. CASEY. No, S ; have been on my feet
day for expenses. fe thus charges both aiounts. ail the tune.

Mr. CARLING. That was a special ailowance Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The on. gentleman
for looking after cattle in the docks, and the has gone back to, another item. We are endeavor'
money, altough paid to Mr. Dyke, went to some ing to keep as nearly ais possible to the iten uuder
man by the nahee of Mitchell, erployed tot go to discussion.
the docks at Liverpool, and give information to Mr. CASEY. The items are the saie in the
the men thippin catte. Auditor General's Report ; they are under t saine

Sir RICH&eD CARTW-.kIGHT.
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heading on page D-43. I also find here charges of
this kind-brushes, brooms and soap, burying
child, cleaning sheds, and so on. I am a little con-
fused by these items appearing under the head of
public health.

Cattle Quarantines and possible Ex-
essfrCattie Diseases and

heep Scab........................ $18,000)
Mr. CASEY. Is there any expectation of sheep

scab this year ?
Mr. CARLING. I hope not, but it may break

out.
Mr. WATSON. I should like to know if that

one sheep that was imported into Ontario last year
was thoroughly examined.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think, under the present
system of criticism which is being adopted by one
or two hon. gentlemen opposite, that it is neces-
sary we should injure our health by remaining
here any longer to-night. I do not object to fair
or decent criticism, but it seems to be the idea of
these gentlemen to keep us here the whole night
by asking facetious questions. If we are to go
through this kind of criticism, we might as well
(o it in better hours. If we cannot do work fairly,
I think the Cemmittee had better rise, and come
back to the question another day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Go on.
Mr. WATSON. I think the remarks of the

Finance Minister are uncalled for.

Mr. FOSTER. There never was a more absurd
question put than that which the hon. gentleman
put a minute ago.

Mr. WATSON. I think the criticisms on this
side have been very fair, and have resulted in
obtaining information from the Government, and
also admissions that certain items were not in
proper shape. In fact, the Minister of Agriculture
stated that he would charge some of them in
another way in future.

Miscellaneous Printing................$30,000
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Why do you

.ask for $10,000 addional ?

Salary and contingencies of office of Mr.re........ ............. $3bw
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think we ought to

have some explanation of what he is doing,
whether he is succeeding in sending us out any
immigrants.

Mr. FOSTER. He is sowing the seed for future
results. It takes time.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). We ought to have some
report from this gentleman.

Mr. FOSTER. I acknowledge there ought to
be a report. I think there is a report, but the
Secretary of State is not present.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) By the report of last year
lie was instrumental in bringing one immigrant,
and that immigrant was never placed anywhere.
I move that the item be struck out. It is utterly
indefensible.

Committee divided: Yeas, 6; Nays, 18.

To assist in the publication of the 4th
volume of Cartwright's Cases........ $250

Mr. FOSTER. I think the words " Sir Rich-
ard " ought to be inserted before the name " Cart-
wright."

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I would heartily support
that if the Government would publish Sir Richard's
speeches.

Commercial Agencies...................$5,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What do we

get for this?

Mr. FOSTER. I reduced that. It has not been
expended this year.

Survey, construction of roads, bridges
and other necessary work in connec-
tion with the Hot Springs Reserva-
tion near Banif Station.............$17,00

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Have we any Governor
General's warrants in connection with the Baniff
Springs ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. That is all there is. The
expenditure this year is all within the mark.

Mr. POSTER. It was under-estimated last year. Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Is that to be a contin-
uous thing? Is there no end to it?

Survey of Georgian Bay .............. $18,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it not

time this survey should be closed?
Mr. FOSTER. I do not know how it is at pre-

sent. When I was Minister of Marine we thought
that about four years would probably finish what
was most necessary to be doue. As my hon.
friend knows, these waters are very extensive, and
the extent that is got over each summer, although
they work very faithfully, is not very large.

Mr. DENISON. The work ought to be con-
tinued until it is finished properly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How many
parties are employed ?

Mr. FOSTER. There is one large boat, and
last year there were two or three parties in small
boats, off from the large boat.

Mr. SPROULE. They are still in the GeorgianBay.

Mr. DEWDNEY. We are decreasing the ex-
penditure every year, and I think there will be a
further decrease next year. All the heavy work
on the roads is about completed. There is one
bridge to be built to complete the circuit of the
carriage road, and after that there will be no
heavy work. But it is proposed to make a few
bridle trails into some of the most interesting
portions of the park.

Collection of Orders in Council... $8,000
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think that is a piece

of extravagance altogether.
Mr. FOSTER. This vote, I think, will com-

plete the work which has been undertaken and
been going on for about two years. The Orders
are all collocated that have been passed by the
Council. This is to cover the remainder of the
cost of printing.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think myself that has
been a perfect job. It ought to have been done for
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about $1,000. I have examined the report and
know it well; every lawyer has looked through it.
There is no work about it at all. The expenditure is
simply outrageous, and no defence can be offered
for it. I have talked with a lot of gentlemen who
understand that kind of work, and they agree that
it was simply disgraceful and unpardonable. The
revising officer in the district of the Minister of
Justice is the gentleman who collocates these
Orders in Council and publishes them. He is in
the enploy of the Government.

Mr. FOSTER. He is not in the employ of the
Government at present. It was necessary that the
work should be done, and if the gentleman who did
the work was capable, what did it matter whether
he was revising officer for the county or not?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) I am surprised that the
hon. gentleman does not see that a wrong was com -
mitted. The revising officer is supposed to be
independent of the Government and of the Oppo-
sition ; but this officer, who filled the position, was
in the employ and under the dictation of the hon.
Minister of Justice. It is an outrage on the face
of it, Moreover, the gentleman was paid three or
four prices.

Publication of proceedings of Royal
Society...................... $5,000

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Here is another amount
of $5,000, from which we do not receive any
benefit.

Mr. FOSTER. It is the only contribution we
give to general science.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I do not object to a con-
tribution to science, but I doubt whether the
work is worth the money we spend on it. Occa-
sionally there is a very nice article in the col-
lection, but, on looking through the volume pub-
lished last year, it seemed to me that many of
the articles were essays which were hardly worth
embalming in the historical records of the country.

Dictionnaire Généalogique de l'Abbé
Tanguay........ .................... $1,0

Mr. CAMPBELL. What amount has been spent
on this work ?

Mr. FOSTER. This is the sixth volume at
$1,000 each. I am solemnly assured that the end
of it has come.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am surprised that the
Equal Righters should not and do not raise the
question involved here as the families of one Prov-
ince only are described. In looking through the
Parliamentary Companion I find that almost every
member of the Senate is descended from an ancient
king. I object to money being spent on genealo-
gical trees, going back to the tine of Jacques Car-
tier. It is an outrage and it is indefensible.

Mr. O'BRIEN. If supporters of Equal Rights
objected, the cry would be raised that they were
prejudiced. I agree that it is a most preposterous
expenditure.

Dominion Lands..................... $172,243
Mr. DEWDNEY. I bave had under consider-

ation what changes may be made to reduce the
expenditure, and I have come to the conclusion
that there is a certain amount of duplicating of

Mr. DAviEs (P.E.I.)

work, and that during' the recess I will see what
changes can be made. It was understood by some
persons that I had indicated in the early part of
the Session that I proposed moving the Laud
Commission Office from Winnipeg. That was not
the case ; but I think there can be some material
reduction made, and shortly after the Session I
propose to go to Winnipeg for a few days in order
to go to the Commissioner's offioe and see where
reductions can be effected.

Mr. WATSON. The renarks of the hon. Mi.
nister in the early part of the Session in regard to
moving the Land Board froni Winnipeg caused
considerable alarm in Manitoba and the North-
West. While it may be admitted that it is rather
extravagant, still the people of Manitoba do not
want the Land Board removed from Winnipeg,
because it is much more convenient for the people
to do business at Winnipeg than at Ottawa.
Although there is extra expenses, still the people
favor the retention of the Land Board at Winni-
peg. I believe there should be something more
done in Winnipeg in connection with the lands in
Manitoba and the North-West, than there is to.
day, and less done in Ottawa.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the
Minister would see his way to reduce this vote by
transferring the whole Ottawa establishment to
Winnipeg. I am not at all certain but that my
hon. friend is perfectly correct, that a very small
force at Ottawa could do the work. I have very
great doubts as to the policy of governing that
country from this point.

Mr. WATSON. I hope the hon. Minister will
consider well the suggestion of my hon. friend Sir
Richard Cartwright.

Mr. DEWDNEY. A certain amount of the
work has to be done here and a certain anount in
Winnipeg. If the whole of the Department could
be moved to Winnipeg, myself included, I would
not at all object.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think the sooner we
remove the Land Board from Winnipeg the better
it will be. for we have any number of clerks there
who are practically doing nothing. I might ask
the Minister who is the inspector of colonisation
companiep now? Is Mr. Stephenson still in the em-
ployment of the Governnent, and drawing a salary
for doing nothing?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Mr. Rufus Stephenson lias
not been in the employ of the Government for over a
year. There are only one or two companies in ex-
istence and we have no inspector.

Mr. WATSON. With regard to this iten for
the salary of forest rangers, I would suggest to the
Minister that it would be much better to pay those
officers a fixed salary, than to pay then the pre-
sent salary and allow them to participate in a share
of the fines imposed. In some cases these agents
are over-zealous in attempting to increase their
salaries by seizing timber which, under ordinary
circumstances, they would not seize at all.

Mr DEWDNEY. There are some few who are
temporarily employed in some localities who receive
fees, but I do not think the permanent officers re-
ceive fees and salaries.

Mr. WATSON. I think the hon. gentleman is
mistaken in that, Some of the forest rangers In
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Manitoba receive $700 a year salary, and they
increase that to $1,000 by participating in fines.

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is the first time the
matter is brought to my notice, and will give it
my attention.

Mr. WATSON. Does the hon. Minister con-
sider it unnecessary to have a forestry commis-
sioner any longer?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In the Supplementary
Estinates of the hon. Minister. of Agriculture,
there will be a vote for the purpose of establishing
some Forestry Experimental Farms for the planting
of trees. The Experimental Fari Act provides for
eight of these farms to be established throughout
the Territories, and I believe it is the intention of
the hon. Minister of Agriculture to establish four
this year. It is intended to give more attention
to forestry matters, and this is the commencement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is an
interesting matter, and the House might profitably
spend some time in discussing it, but we cannot
(o so just now. I have myself time and again in
the House advocated the formation of Crown
forests, and although it would not pay us, I be-
lieve that in twenty or thirty years they would be
a great profit to the people of this country.
Speaking for myself alone, and in no way pledging
any one else, if the hon. gentleman bas any project
of that kind to propose, I will be prepared to give
it every possible consideration. I believe that we
have in our hands the means of creating a very
profitable source of revenue.

Mr. WATSON. It is very important that
attention should be paid to forestry in Manitoba
and the North-West, and it is to be regretted that
a large quantity of the timber land of that country
was burned over last fall in consequence of the
carelessness either of some Indians or persons
going into the country. The whole country
betweenî Strathclair and Lake Dauphin, and I
believe almost up to -the big Saskatchewan, was
burut over. That is to be regretted, and the
officers of the Department should notify all people
that they w-1i be severely punished if they make
ires in the forests.

Resolutions reported.
Mr. FOSTER moved the adjournment of the

House.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon.

Minister gives us any information as to the time
when lie will take up the Banking Bill ?

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to take it up on
Tuesday, provided we do not on that day go into
concurrence on the tariff resolutions ; and if the
Baçking Bill is not taken up on Tuesday, it will
be on the day after.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 1.40
a.n. (Saturday).

HIOIUSE OF COMMONS.
MONDAY, 21st April, 1890.

The SPEAKR took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PRAYERS.

LABOR LEGISLATION.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) (for Mr. LÉPINE) asked,

lVhether it is the intention of the Government to

21, 1890.]

introduce, during the present Session, the mea-
sures respecting labor promised in theSpeech from
the Throne?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The promise of the Govern-
ment will be fulfilled.

JAMES GREER.
Mr. SOMERVILLE asked, Whether James

Greer bas been appointed a fishery overseer in the
Province of Ontario? If so, what was the date of
his appointment, and what amount of salary does
lie receive ?

Mr. HAGGART. The late James Greer was
appointed fishery overseer on April 1, 1879, for a
certain district in the County of Leeds, Province
of Ontario, at a salary of $40 per year.

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE.

Mr. PLATT asked, 1. Whether the attention of
the Governnent has been called to the effect of
the changes proposed to be made in the Royal
Military College, Kingston, as per report of Major
General Cameron ? And is it the case, that the
proposed changes, if carried out, will have the
effect of reducing the number of responsible pro-
fessorships, which must be held by military men,
from five to two ? 2. Is not part of the scheme
to make one officer (himself fully employed in in-
structional work) responsible for the instruction
in the following large range of subjects, viz.:
Military history, strategy, tactics, fortifications,
descriptive geometry, geometrical drawing, mili-
tary topography, civil engineering, practical
astronomy, and reconnaissance, which have here-
tofore been divided between three responsible
heads ? 3. Is not one of the proposals of the
scheme to double (from $1,000 to $2,000) the
salaries of the professors of French and English,
whose work need, and does not require anything
like their full time (one of them being actually in
charge of a parish) ? 4. Having regard to the
facts, do the Government now intend to carry out
the whole or any part of the extraordinary changes
proposed by the Commandant in his last report ?
And if so, what part ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In answer to the bon.
gentleman, I beg to state that a report has been
submitted, suggesting certain changes in the Royal
Military College. The report was submitted only
quite lately, and during the recess it will receive
the consideration of the Government.

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE.

Mr. DENISON asked, Whether the Government
intend appointing a Board of Visitors to the
Royal Military College ? And if so, when ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There is a Board of
Visitors which has been in existence alnost since
the College was started.

REBATE ON SAW LOGS.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Whether Richard
Power, formerly of Victoria Harbor, received a
rebate on saw logs cut on Parry Island, in the
Georgian Bay, during the years 1885, 1886 and
1887 ? If so, what amount each year ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In February, 1886, Richard
Power received a rebate of $1,078.64 on account of
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lumber dues overpaid by him on saw logs in the
seasons of 1884 and 1885, on the Parry Sound
limit. He received no other rebate.

RAILWAY STATISTICS.

Mr. CHARLTON. I wish to call the attention
of the hon. First Minister to the fact that the rail-
way statistics for 1889 has not yet been issued.
It is a valuable compilation, and it is most desir-
able to have it distributed. I understand the delay
is occasioned by one or two companies failing to
make the return required by law. I think some
measure should be taken by the Government to
hasten the returns in order that the publication
nay be issued.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There must be
some mode of compelling the railway companies to
send in their statements. The neglect to issue the
report is due to the failure on the part of some
companies to send in their statements, and perhaps
Imay call attention subsequently to the best means
of enforcing the statutory order.

SUBSIDIES TO THE CANADA ATLANTIC
RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. BERGERON moved for :
Statement of the amount of subsidies voted to the

Canada Atlantic Railway Company for the construction
of their bridge over the St. Lawrence River, between
Coteau and Valleyfield, the amount paid by the Govern-
-ment up to date, and the amount unearned or still to be
paid.

He said : I desire to explain why this motion
has been put upon the Order paper, and my object
in asking for a statement of the amount of subsidies
voted by Parliament for the construction of a
bridge by the Canada Atlantic Railway at Coteau.
I see that the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Somer-
ville) has a question on the paper to-day, asking
what steps were taken in the construction of
another railway, with the view of arriving at the
same object which I wish to attain, that is, to
secure the payment of the laborers and others who
had claims against the Pontiac and Pacific Junction
Railway, out of the subsides voted by Parliament.
In the construction of the bridge at Coteau it
appears that the laborers, poor men from Valley-
field, worked a part of last summer and have not
yet been paid. Whether the money is due by the
sub-contractor, or the contractor, or by the com-
pany themselves, no one can find out. The Parlia-
ment of Canada voted, last winter, $180,000 as a
subsidy to help the company in constructing that
bridge. I need not say to the House that the men
do not understand whether they should go to law,
which they have not got the means to do, or
whether they should attack the company,
or the sub-contractor, or the contractor him-
self ; in tact, no one knows what to do.
They have taken legal proceedings against one
of the sub-contractors, but they have not succeeded.
They have had a good deal of trouble, and have
been subscribing among themselves to take legal
proceedings against the company, but the sub-
contractor being the only person who formed the
line of law between the company and the laborers,
refused to go and give his testimony, and couse-
quently the laborers lost. My object in making
this motion is to put before the House this very
queer state of things. The people naturally say

Mr. DEWDNEY.

that, if this money is taken out of the public chest
a guarantee should be given to the laborers who do
the work that they should be paid. I may say,
en passant, that I am not opposed to subsidies
being granted.; on the contrary, I think it is a
good policy on the part of the Government, but
there is something lacking in the law in this
respect, which might be remedied by an amend-
ment of the Railway Act, or some kind of legisla-
tion by which it can be secured that the poor
laborers working on these public works shall re-
ceive pay for the hard work they perform. It
may be said that the company will say they have
paid the full amount to the contractor; and the
contractor may say that lie has paid the full
amount to the sub-contractor ; but there is one
thing sure, that the laborers have not been paid.
Many hon. gentlemen have working people in their
counties. They know that their working people
are often very poor. Mine were nearly starving all
winter, because they cannot secure just payment for
their labor, although public money has been paid
to the contractor of that bridge. I repeat once
more, that the statement of my hon. friend from
Brant (Mr. Somerville) that, on some other occa-
sion, the Government, acting in a paternal way
I may say, appointed Mr. McGee, of the Privy
Council, if I understand it aright, to be a kind of
arbitrator between the Pontiac Pacific Railway
Company and the laborers, which ought to forn a
precedent in this case. If anything of that kind
could be done in this instance, I would be very
glad indeed if the Government should corne to such
a conclusion. These poor laborers have bous in
their possession which may not be very good for
money, but, at all events, they prove that the
work was performed by them, and I do not ses
why they should not succeed. If you have a
stipulation that there will be supervision on the
moneys which are paid by Parliament, to secure
that justice is done to the working people, and
if everything possible to relieve these poor people
from the unfortunate position in which they are
to-day can be done, it will be a step in the right
direction. 1, therefore, beg to move this resolu-
tion, seconded by Mr. Geoffrion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can beno
objection to the motion being carried. The subject
which the hon, gentleman (Mr. Bergeron) speaks of
is one of very considerable difficulty, and the
question arises very frequently when either the
contractor or sub-contractors fail to pay the work-
ingmen. The Department tries in every possible
way to induce the companies td see that the men
are oaid, sometimes with success and sometimues
unsuccessfully. The contract, as the lion. gentle-
man knows, is a contract between the Governlient
and railway company. The company agrees to
build the railway, and upon that agreement the
Governient covenant to pay them a certain sub-
sidy. If they perform the work and build tie
railway they have a right to the money ; and tie
Government cannot intervene between the company
and the contractor if they have done the work and
if they ask payment of the money, which is pledged
to them on the performance of that work. I1ow-
ever, we find generally that the companies do all
they can to compel their contractors to pay the
men, but there are contractora and sub-contractors
and sub-sub-contractors, and it is quite impossible
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to follow these various private arrangements which paid by the Government for the work performed,
are made during the construction of a railway. they and a number of sub-contractors abandoned
The Government cannot pay the subsidy to the the work, leaving a number of men unpaid, who
company and, at the same time, pay the laborers have not yet received their money. There is a
who have not been paid by their employers. We clause, I believe, on the general form of agree-
have met with very considerable success, however, ment between the contractors and the Govern-
in obtaining payment in whole or in part for the ment, which to my mind is very objection-
laborers where the contractors or sub-contractors able. The clause to which I refer is that which
ha% e failed to pay them. gives a lien to the Government on the plant and

Mr. LAURIER. There is no doubt of what the property belonging to the contractor who may
right hon. gentleman says, that this subject is one do the work. I do not think there is any neces-

of great difficulty. But it seems to me that it sity on the part of the Government for insert-

would be possible to obviate these didiculties it uig such a clause as that, which interferes so
were kownbeforehand that the Government much with the privilege of laborers in getting at
would not pay any subsidy unless all the liabilities the contractors under the law of the country.

on the road were dischargsd. This would ensure that The amount of money deposited as security by
the coinpany would see that the contractors and contractors should be sufficient security to the

sub-contractors paid their men. Of course, at pre- Government for the performance of the work, and
sent. the moment a section of a road has been built persons performing work could get at contrac-

the (overnment is bound to pay the subsidy ac- tors under the law of the country for their pay
cording to their promise, and according to the themselves, as in dealing with any other person

grant made. At the sanie time, if the Government with respect to any other kind of work. Tlhat is

gave due notice in advance to the company, that one clause which the Governasent should have
it would te part of their duty to see that all the removed from the general form of agreement they
liabilities of that road were properly discharged by have with coutractors undertaking work, and that

all parties concerned, the company would see that oud otect a great many worknge abe eit was to their advantage that the sut-coutractors claims remait npaid, and it 'would enable thero
paid the men. If it were known, therefore that to get at the contractors and get their pay, the same
the mnoney would not be forthcoming, utnless the as they would i law for any other work they per-
lial)ilities were discharged, it seeros to mie that a formed. Under these circumstances, I hope the
good many of the difficulties now brought for- Government will sec that those men will get their

ward-in this instance by my friend fromn Beau- pay, and in future, arrangements will be made by
harnois (Mr. Bergeron)--would be obviated. These which the people will be better protected than

cases of contractors not paying their laborers are they have been in the past.
becoming altogether too numerous. At present Motion agreed to.
there are four or five such examples ; but, I must I
say, in all fairness to the companies, that they have CANADA AND TREATIES OF COMMERCE.
paid their contractors, while at the same ti.ne the f
sub-contractors have failed to pay their men. When General LAURIE moved for:
it is known that the company has only discharged Copies of any and all communications that may have
a part of its contract by simply paying their contrac- passed between the Imperial and Dominion Governments
tors, that they mut take care that the oney is pro- with refrence to the abrogation of such articles i thetor, tat heymus tae ere hatthemony i pr -varions Treaties of Commerce between 11cr Majesty'sperly applied, and that they will not receive the Gov- Govern ment and the Governments of foreign nations as
ernment subsidy unless they exercise surveillance preclude preferential fiscal treatment of goods of British
over the contractors and sub-contractors, a good atnd Colonial production by the Government of the Dom-
deal of this difficulty would be obviated. Iunder- iion.
stand, that when imy hon. friend the inember for He said : Mr. Speaker, on the 24th of April, 1883,
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was Prime Minister a return was brought down to the House of Com-
and Minister of Public Works, lie took precautions mons, in reply to an Address, for
to see that the laborers were properly paid by the " Copies of all despatches, telegrams and correspond-
contractors on the Lachine Canal. This, perhaps, ence between the Government of the United Kingdom
would be a precedent for the Government to follow. and Canada, and between the Government of Canada

Mr. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton). I am glad
that the hon. member for Beauharnois (Mr. Ber-
geronî) has brought this matter before the louse.
In the county which I have the honor to represent,
as far back as some fifteen or sixteen years ago,
we had a number of men unpaid for labor performed
in connection with work on the St. Peter's Canal.
That work was done at the time and under con-
tract with the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), when Premier and Minister of Public
Works. Since then these laborers have been
asking for their wages from the Goverument, or
requesting that the Government should take some
steps to have themo paid, but without any success.
Withim the last two years contracts were let toseveral contractors for the building of a rail-
way through the Island of Cape Breton, and,
it so happened that although the centractors were

commercial arrangements with France, Spain, or other
ountries, and all reports of the 1High Commissioner on

the subiect."~

This report came down only to the year 1883. At
that time there were still unsettled several ques-
tions connected with commercial treaties of great
moment to the Dominion, and since that date
nothing official has been placed before Parliament
and the country showing in what position we stand
with regard to this niatter ; and with the view of
having our position defined, I have placed. this
motion on the Notice paper. I shall briefiy out-
line the history of our diplomatie positions. I find
that there do not appear in this return, one or two
papers antecedent to the question that then arose,
but of vital importance to us, as showing the pos-
ition in which we stand in relation to the mother
country. Up to the year 1878 it was the practice
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of the mother country to negotiate such treaties treaties, and requested that such action le taken
and to make such arrangements for her colonies as as miglt be deemed necessary to meet the wishes
she considered advisable, without apparently in any of the Canadian Government. The Governrnent
way consulting them, except on special occasions. instructe Sir Alexander Gaît te place their views
But, in 1878, Lord Carnarvon, who, though a Tory on this point before the Secretary of State for the
of the Tories in England and opposed to colonies, and to urge that aucl a step shouldbe
changes there which lie did not consider necessary, taken as would relieve us from the obligation cf
was certainly most progressive in regard to those treaties. Sir Alexander Gaît qccorlincly
colonial matters, communicated to the Governor placed this view before the Colonial Secretary,
General a draft article which he proposed to apply who placed it before the Foreign Secretary, throngh
to all treaties with foreign nations. The wording whor all foreign correspondence is condutted.
of that article was as follows :- find (see page 10 of the Sessional Papers) that

" The stipulations of the present treaty shall be applica- application was accordingly made by the Secretary
ble to the colonies and foreign possessions of the two of State for Foreign Affaira, to Belgiur and the
high contracting parties named in this article. Gerrail Zollverein, asking that we should be

"The stipulations of the present treaty shall be also
applicable to any colony or foreign possession of either of relie'ed, as seon as convenient, from the obliga-
the two high contracting parties, of a supplementary con- tions connected with any4reaties of commerce now
vention to that effect. in

" In the latter case, the stipulations of the present ete iith freedom cf a ch
treaty shall, subject to such modifications as may be
agreed upon by the high ceontraeting parties, from and Dominion Parliament. Sir Richard Herbert,
after a date to be agreed upon, not later than six months Under Secretary of State for the Colonies, wrote
from the date of the ratification of such supplementary as follows te this Government, giving the result of
convention, become as fully applicable to such colony or
foreign possession as if it had been mentioned by name in sucl proceedings
the present article." "Sîa,-With reference te my letter cf the 7tb January

thatis acharer t nsauthrisig ~ last, 1 arn directed by the Earl cf Kimnberley te acquaint
Practically thato that Bis Lordship is informed by the Secretary of
to have a voice in the negotiation of all treaties State for Foreign Aflairs that Ber Majesty's Minister at
made with foreign powers, in which our interests Brussels and 11r Majesty's Ambassador at Berlin, in
are concerned. But, within three months after accerdance witb their instructions, placed theusselvesinforînally in communication with the Belgian and
that date, it appears that the Colonial Office had German Goveraments as te the exemption cf the Dominion
forgotten that such a dispatch had been sent ;fr cf Canada fram the stipulations ofArticle 15 cf the Angl-
in June of the saine year, the Colonial Office for- Belgian Treaty cf 1862, and cf Article 7of the Commercial
warded a communication to the Governor General, Treatecf186 Mith Geraa
stating that they were negotiating a treaty with that in the opinion cf the Belgian Gevernment th cx-
Roumania, and asking whether the conditions of emption desired by the Dominion cf Canada woul( ne-
the treaty would be acceptable to us. There is essitate the dennciation of the Treat cf 1862, an< the

treay wo e acepa lete i nenegotiatien cf a fresb treaty te replace it, aed iler
necessity of my wearying the House by reading Majesty's Ambassador at Berlin las learned that in the
these communications. Two years afterwards, the opinion cf the ceipetent German authorities, it would
Liberals having in the meantime succeeded to net be cither cenvenient or desirable te abrogate singlearticles cf the Treaty cf 1865 apart frorn a generftl re-
power in England, Lord Kimberley, the Colonial vision cf the wbele instrument, for whicbbowever.there
Secretary, wrote to the Governor General to say, dîd net appear te be any immediate necessity.
that the British Government proposed to negotiate And s0 the matter was allowed te stand by the
a treaty with Roumania, the sanie country as was British Foreign Office. Sir Alexander Gaît again
formerly mentioned, and they asked the Govern- bronglt the snbject tethe attention cf the Doinion
ment of Canada to state, whether they wished to Governinent, and a further application was made
take part in that treaty or to be excluded froin it. by the Dominion Governent, urging our position
He went on to say, thatif the Government of Canada on the home authorities and poîntmg ont the
desired, the British Government would obtain necessity cf relief being given. Nothing further,
exemption for Canada from the provisions of that however, appears to bave been done by the Imperial
treaty. In 1881, Sir Alexander Galt, who seems Government, accordîng te these returna, which

to have exercised a very close supervision over only core down te 1882. ln the meantime Io -
what was going on in England, called the attention, cial communications passed between the Jalaica
first, of Lord Kimberley, and then of the Government and the Canadian Governulent, and
Government of Canada, which lie represented as the Governor cf Jaraica submitted te the home
High Commissioner, to the fact that theGovernment authorities the question, in view cf those uuolhcîal
of Canada were bound under certain treaties ne- comnunications, whether it was within the pow el
gotiated by the British Government prior to 1878, cf the Governments cf Jamaica and Canada te
which precluded us from making any arrangements make special commercial arrangements ith
with sister colonies or with the mother country other and the British West Indies generallY, in
that we might desire, because any arrangements the direction cf reciprecal concessions in .edUiti
we might so make with them would inure to the cf import duties. Lord Kimberley replied as
benefit of the two countries therein naned, namely, follows
Belgium and the Zollverein of Germany. Sir
Alexander Galt called the attention of Lord Kim-
berley to the request of the Government of Canada
to be relieved, as soon as convenient, from the
obligations imposed by such treaties, limiting the
freedom of action of the Dominion Parliament, and
stipulating that neither Great Britain nor any of
lier possessions should admit their respective pro-
ductions at lower rates of duty than those imposed
upon the goods of the countries named in the

Gen. LAURIE.

" I need scarcely say that Sir A. Musgrave is cntirel'
right in his assumption that Her Majesty's Goverminut
could not sanction any arrnngement which would iniv ,e
the creation of differential duties in favor of Canada."

This reply, which was sent to the Marguis Of
Lorne, the Governor General of the Dominion, m as
by him submitted to the Privy Council here, w-h1o
fully considered the matter, and sent a report
thereon to the Earl of Kimberley. In this report,
I find it stated ;
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"The Minister of Finance, to whom the confidential
dispatch was referred, observes that although the
Canadian Government are not at present prepared to
p)ropose any Plan for a commercial convention with
Jamaica or the West Indies generally, they feel it neces-
sary to record their dissent from the principle laid down,
that as betweee portions of the said Empire, no duties
discriminating in favor of British as against foreign
industry cao be sanctioned by HerMajesty's Government."
The report then refers to the proposal made by
Canada, prior to Confederation, for free inter-
change of products with the Maritime Provinces,
while maintaining duties on the saine article
against the rest of the world, which proposal was
agreed to, and proceeds to state :

" That in accordance with this precedent the Canadian
Government claim that it is competent for any of the
colonies possessing representative and responsible Gov-
ernment to enter into mutual agreement for either partial
or absolute free trade with the mother country or with
each other, or with both, diseriminating against other
countries."
The report adds:

" Trade should be rendered as free as practicable be-
tween the varions portions of the Empire, having regard
solely to theirown interests, and unfettered by any obli-
gation to treat others with equal favor."
One would suppose that, as the result of this dis-
cussion, some further action would have been
taken, but we find that a report was brought down
to the British House of Commons, on a motion of
Colonel Howard Vincent, dated 27th of April, 1888,
asking for :

arrangements with our sister colonies, from which
those other nations would be excluded, and are
prevented from taking any action whatever which
would give differential advantages to any other
nation or community. But I shall return to this
presently. In the meantime, we are all aware that
large concessions have been made to the colonies,
especially Canada. In 1878, Sir Alexander Galt,
then our High Commissioner, was authorised to
conduct negotiations with Spain in the interest of
Canada. In 1883, Sir Charles Tupper was appointed
co-plenipotentiary with Sir Richard Morier, also to
conduct negotiations with Spain, and the negotia-
tions were to be conducted by Sir Charles Tupper
but signed by both. In 1888, Sir Charles Tupper
was appointed co-plenipotentiary with Mr. Chain-
berlain and Sir LionelSackville-West in the negotia-
tions with the United States; in 1888, Sir Charles
Tupper was appointed co-plenipotentiary with Sir
Clare Ford to conduct negotiations with Spain,
the negotiations to be conducted by Sir Charles
Tupper, but to be signed by both plenipotentiaries,
thus binding the power of England to support
those treaties. The same question has been raised
in Australia. As long ago as 1871, a desire was
shown by Australia to enter into closer trade re-
lations with soine of the French colonies on the
Pacific, and the matter was submitted to the home
authorities. Lord Kimberley pointed out that it
was utterly impracticable to give differential trade

" Return of the treaties.of commerce in force between relations to a foreign power and to discriminatethe United Kîngdom aed foreige powers whieh preclude temte
preferential fiscal treatment cf British geesr le the against the mother country or against the British
colonies and dependencies of the British Crown, showing colonies. From a portion of his dispatch, I read:
when such treaties were concluded, what notice is neces-
sary for their termination, and whether the clauses "The imposition of differential duty on British goods
placing the export trade of Great Britain and Ireland compared with foreign will, it can hardly be doubted,
within the Empire upon the same conditions as the export have a tendency to weaken conection."
trade to British colonies of foreign countries which deny
a like advantage to the production of British industry, That summarises the position we occupy in regard
can be abrogated without prejudice to the rest of the to making fiscal arrangements with communities
ecue e toniutstion and what advantage such treaties outside of our own. I ain aware that this question

Tse ae t e tat. . has been brought up in this House by the hon.he answer to that is this return I hold inmy member for West Durhamu (Mr. Blake) in 1882, andand. Sir Edward Hertslet stated, m preparng by the hon. memiber for South Oxford (Sir Richardthe return, that there are two treaties between Cartwright) in 1889. There was this differenceGreat Britain and foreign powers, which expressiy between the motions made by two hon. gentlemenpreclude preferential fiscal treatment of British and the position which I advocate. In the case ofgonds in the colonies and dependencies of the the hon. member for West Durham, it was urgedBlr iti Crown. These treaties are: Treaty with that permission should be obtained frou the Im-Belgiuni, 23rd July, 1862. Treaty with the Zollve- perial Government to negotiate with other Britishrein 3Oth May, 1865. The treaty with Belgum possessions or with foreign states, but the proposi-
"onTalhe d r u gapult ion: tion of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Rich-

su "Te produce or manufacture of Belgium, shall not be ard Cartwright) was simply to deal with foreign,ýubject in the British Colonies to other or higher dutiesarCrwig)wasipytdel ihfrin
than those which are or may be imposed upon similar states. The hon. member for West Durham has
articles of British origin." stated that he is inclined to the view that it is de-
The treaty with the Zollverein has this article; sirable to increase our export trade. He said :

In those colonies and possessions-that is, the colonies " There are many classes of manufactured commodi-
afn possessions of lIer Britannic Majesty-the produee ties capable of being produced in this country, which't the states of the Zollverein shall not be subject to any require for their economical production a large market.i er or other import duties than the produce of the There is nothing clearer as to numerous classes of comn-
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland." modities, that within certain limits which far transcend
Unfortunately, by the application of those two our population. the larger the marke.t the cheaper the
treaties ce goods can be produced. and long ago, in some particularfreatewe cone under the obligation of the most- cases, we had supplied to the full the home market,avored-nation clause. I fnd, on examining a created to some extent a foreign trade, and were depen-
return to the British House of Commons made dent for the further extension and growth of our manu-
SAugust 1888, tha h facturimg interest upon the facilities that one might
ir s, , t there are no less than obtain by cheap productions and reasonable arrange-

tirtY-four treatie entered into by the mother ments with foreign nations, in sending forward our goods
country with foreign nations in which the Most- into their countries. That development of manufactur-

ing to which I have referred is one not interesting to thefavorednation clause is embodied. Therefore, manufacturer alone, but of interest and importance top
Sb long as these treaties stand in force, we are the whole comqiunity, to the consumer as well as the pro-
bound te give the most-favored-nation terms to ducer, because it is based upon the theory that economy
thirty-four other nations. While these treaties are of production will ensue from the largeness of the produe-
in force e tion, and from that economised production, the consumerare thus prevented from making any will obtain a portion of the benefit."
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The rest bears on the same subject, and is as well of ail classes of goods, to the West Indies, amounted
expressed as the hon. member always expresses to £3,394,736. In order to show that others than
what lie has to say. Then I find that my lion. European nations set a eat value on the trade
friend the leader of the Opposition has not hesi- with the West Indies, I will read from Ishans
tated in the same way to declare that lie does not book on tle Fishery Question, of wlich it gives a
limit his desires-though possibly some people historical summary. Speaking of the state Of
might have inferred so - to closer commercial affairs in 1873 lie says:
relations with the country to the south of us, for "In July of the same year that the treaty was signed
last October, in declaring his political programme, an Order in Council proibitedthe importation ofAneri-
he said in a public address can fish to the markets of the Englis West Indics, con-rsswished to meet the emergencv, and asked of the

"I would be in tavor of a more close commercial alli- g ermission to retaliate. This was fot given. Inance of Canada with Great Britain. I would favor it theconstitutional convention Pickering said, that the
with all my soul." Now England States hsd lost everything hy the war. In

the llrst Congress, Fisher Ames declared that Weet
I am sure he would. I desire simply to declare India molasses had been counted Upof in exchange for
that I think we should put ourselves in closer com- the fish that could not bo disposed 0felsewhere. He con-
mercial union with those countries withIndian demnd for fish weremercal nionwit thoe cuntres ith hom e ijurod, ' vo cannot maintain tho fisheries.' Extraordi-
are more allied. While the hon. gentleman and nsry moasures were presontly sdopted to sustain the fail-
lis friendf desire that we should have thoser re- ing industry."
lations with tlie country to the south of us, we And that these were necessary a proved by the
have tlie assurance of tlie Secretary of State, Mr. fact that, althougs in 1764 the exports of fis
Blaine, that lie will not listen to that except on from the nited States amounted to £155,00 ster-
terms which would not be acceptable to us; that ling, in 1814, after the loss of the United States
is, that with a clange of financial policy, we mu ht trade with tle West Indies, and in spite of the
also change our allegiance. So I think we need great development of the country, trade retro-
not enter into the question of our trade rela- graded until it liad fallen to $128,o00, sowing that
tions with the United States any frther. 1 tlie West India trade is one that au be dvelope
will, be glad to discugs that question with my hon. very largely, and become an important trade to s,
friends on some otlier occasion, ut, as I read tle if proper steps are taken. But we are told: "Oh,
present polittcal state of affairs, we cannot do New York ias such an immense advantage the
mudi more lN the way of expanding our trade ports of the United States are so much nearer to
with them. But I say that tliere arc countries the West Indies that tiey can furuish ail the
scattered over thc world witl which we cau goods required in the West Indies, and distance e
expand our trade. These countries, whici extend against us." Now, in regard to distance, I takie
tlie world over under the Britisli flag, may be in- St. Tliomas as a central point, and find that New
duced to trade witli us wnthout our being asked to York is 1,430 miles distant, wlile talifax is 1,564
change our allegiace, or without our askng other miles distant, a difference of only 130 miles.
countries to change tseirs. We find three great Really the difference is not so great that au enter-
groups of colonies under the Britisli flag. wyhich prising merdhant cannot get over it. New Orleans
are desirous of extendmg their commercial rea- is somewhat nearer; but New Orleans can hardly
tions, and are willing to compleme xt our trade be cosidered as a depot for te export of matn-
resources by furnishiog what we want from them factured goods. will not weary the flouse by
and taking from s what they want. I should be reading the West Indies trade statistict, but I
very much inclined to group withi Canada, e te nay say tat there is very little supplied to the
first place, the West Indice, sud I hope that, sooner est Indies tiat we are not able to supply fron
or later, -e shail have better relations with tihem. Canada. I associate tie West Indies, to a certali
Althougl I have heard hon. gentlemen speak of extet, with the North American group of col-
the West Indies as offring us no prospects fromh nies. Passing to the group of colonies in th
increased trade, I find that up to 14 , tlie West souther hemisphere, I will consider the trale
Indies took one-flfth of ail thc export of British returns of Australia, and I fsd that nustralia
gods to British possessions. With that fact before imported goods, that we are perfectly able to sp
us, it must be evident tlat they have vast con- ply, to the amount of £28,000,000 sterling. That
suming powers and possibilities for great pros- seems to me far too large a trade for us to sacrifice.
perity, although, according to the present fin- Mr. SOMERVILLE. Wiy do we not NePPY
aucial policy of the mother country, they have it nok ?
been sadly prosrated. But, thougi they do General LAURIE. Recause oter nations have
not take the sane position as they forerlyaReay te diffecisn o grat tat an e
did, their custom ifs not a small one. Lu 1888, aolred taenr posessain flthat tra, sud' wcfthe im orts of three of the rest Indies, Jamaica, woiin rehant crtannot feativer t Nw Orons
Barbadosa and Trilidad, amounted to £4,7a,386. bem. We has denot efod tae ere ofmanu

u 1874, the imports of those tlfree colonies fause we ha l not eary the Housegby
amounted to £4,137,058, showing an increase n reding the West ies t e satiti thI

1888 of £597,328. Te revenue of the West last few years only begvr to develop our m nufac

Indies l over two million pounds sterling. It o tures. To show how trade is rapidlY groWlsupl I
true that the revenue decreased, owig to varns will read to the house W t Ie to atceral
causes, bât improved education has brouglit - Mr. JONES (Halifax).th N ia of ol
creased energy and aptitude for business, sud as Pohcy that makes goods high. o i
One of the ,est proofs of this I find that concur- GEtneral LA RIE. Very well, I will rea ad
rently with decrease of revenue there las been extract from a manufacturer n Canada, under the
an increase in the post office revenue from £62,370 National Policy whicf has made goodshigh, which
in 1882 to £76,922 in 1886, asure sig of grwing letter shows that during the existence Of the cfati-

nrosperity. lu 1884, the export fromn Great ritain, onal Policy this trade hs een develrdeI ae
Gen. LAL'RiE.
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.1 etter from Mr. Massey, of Toronto, in which he this is a small matter but it is one of the many details
a e which should be looked into, in connection with this

says: enterprise. In the second place, we should have better
" The writer had the privilege of an extensive trip cable facilities, more especially as regards price. Our.

through Australia and of opening our branch there, cable messages frequently range from $25 to $30 each,
thich is now doing a flourishing business throughout the and we have had them cost as high as $70, and this, too,
Australian colonies. To be brief, we believe that the notwithstanding the use of a good code. Both of these
steps to bc taken to further Canadian trade with Aus- its however, would doubtless soon right themselves,
tralia are these: First. A treaty in reciprocity in general iufficient interest m the matter could be awakened."
trade. It is argued against bis that the productions of I have answered my hon. friend's question, whythe two coontris are so similar that this eould not lie
donc to advantage, but anyone who would care to look we do not do business with thein now. It is be-
fuly into the matter, will, nevertheless, discover that cause facilities were not offered, and Mr. Massey
there are productions of several characters which could is showing what facilities are required in order to
be mutually exchanged to great advantage to both coun- .
tries. Australian wool, for instance, is everywhere known improve the business. I hold in my hand some
to be the finest produced, and it is well known that the statistics froi the Trade Returns, showing the
ftiest goods cao only be made from Australian wool. amount of imports into the Australian colonies in
'flese goods are largely manufacturcd lu Engianti the

nited States aving abandone their manufacture from 1888, and I find that of articles that we ourselves
the fact that the Government of that country has im- can send to Australia, no less than £28,000,000;
posed so heavy a duty on the raw material coming from worth were imported. The hon, member for South
Australia that manufacturers of well-known goods have Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) said, I think, inconfined themselves to the cheaper unes of woollens; and O
it has occurred to the writer that this is an industry, a speech lie made at Toronto last year, that:
whi ch, if taken up in Canada, could be well developed and " We are wasting our time in trying to encourage trademade a profitable trade. There are other c.om- with insignifieant communities, comparatively speaking,modities, which I have not the time to mention, ten thousand miles away from you on the other side of the
that could be imported from Australia with great advan- globe."
tage to ourselves. Of course, in return we could send
them manufactured goods of all kinds which they now England has not found it very difficult to trade
get largely from the United States or Great Britain. As with communities ten thousand miles away from
an instance of what Canadians can do in Australia, we her. Let us compare the distances froma Londonwotuld refer you to our own trade in the Colony of Vic-
toria alone. In the harvest of 1887-88 we entered the Vic- and Halifax to Melbourne and Sydney, and I
rorian harvest field with something like a dozen machines, find that we stand at an advantage as compared
which were easily disposed of, and which was the founda- with London. From London to Melbourne viâtion of our trade there. The year following we sold in that ,
same colony over 200 machines, and in the harvest that has the Suez Canal, with all the heavy duties charged
just passed we sold 572 self-binding harvesters-a growth on vessels, the distance is 11,250 miles; from
of trade whieh is almost unprecedented ; and this in.the Halifax to Melbourne, via the Cape of Good
face of the keeneat competitien on the part cf Anerican Hope, is only 12,000 miles, so we are really nearerandi British maanufacturera long establisheti in Australian o
colonies. There are several other things which should to Melbourne rit the Cape of Good Hope than Eng-
be considered by our country in developing an Australian land is via the Cape ; whilst, of course, in going
trade. A steamship lne is certainly a necessity, and it through the Suez Canal, ve heavy dues are im-would seem from our limited experience that it could be ry
conducted with profit. We regret exceedingly that so posed, which must act as a check on trade, and more
little bas been donc by our Government in this direction than compensates for increased distance. Again,
heretofore, and we hope that the eyes of our officials will from London to Sydney the distance is 10,840soon be opened to the necessity of giving Our manufac-
turers greater facîlities for disposing of their goods in miles ; from Vancouver to Sydney the distance is
foreign markets. While it is a small matter, at the same 7,434 miles ; from London to Auckland, New Zea-
itue it goes to show how dilatory our Government is. land, the distance is 11,840 miles, whilst fromTic Postage betwecn the twe countries ta at an absurd Vancouver to Auckland the distance is only 6,934prnce, and consitierably in exceas ef the Uniteti States

postage with Australia. This is a small matter to be miles. These communities may have been at one
sure, but it is only an illustration." time insignificant, but they are fast passing from
Then again he goes on to say the stage of insignificance. I find the following

in a Halifax paper published last weekWe Anl es d i t A t. ili Il. y er ay .recev e us ra an ma ,which gives most flattering reports of our success there
(luring the past season, and also of the good work our
machines have doue in New Zealani, where we sold in
the neighborhood of seventy-five self-binders during the
season just passed. We also have a small mower trade
1mi New Zealand. You ask us in which of the colonies wehave the largest trade. Victoria is the one in which we
have done the most work. Next to this comes New Zea-land. Third upon the list is New South Wales, and fourthTasmania, in which latter we have no mean trade. Wehave aiso proceeded to open up trade in the othercolonies.
Our traveller who has just finished up the business inhfsmauma. and who was proceeding to Melbourne withthe settlement of the year's business, said that lae hadwith him cash and notes to the value of over £4,000at g as, the result of our first season's business in

Then again he writes:

"There are two points which I did not mention speci-al y ln my letter, that would materially facilitate thepractical side of business relations between Canada andAustrama. In the firat place, a more efficient anti
cheaper mail service. As 1i is now, oe oly hear fronmthere once a month. There should be a mail every twoeek. This could lie accomplished very nicely, if thepropcsed Canadian line from Vancouver to Sydney couldbu atarteci up. Then again, the rates are absurdiy 10gb.
The postage onTour mo ly Austrahlan mails rangesfrom $4 to $5 each way and sometimes more. & course,

" Is there any country in the wide world that bas made
such progress as New Zealaud. in the past thirty years ?'
Look at these figures: Since 1858 the population has in-
creased from 32,554 to 607,380; the public revenue from
£146,855 to £3,859,000; the savings hank deposits from
£7,862 to £7,407,776; the exports from £458,023 to £7,867,-
325; the wool exports from £254,025 to £3,115,008; im-
ports from £1,141,273 to £5,941,900."

And this is but one of the insignificant communities
that form the magnificent group of Australasia.
These may be insignificant communities, but their
trade is well worth looking after, especially as I
have shown it amounts to £28,000,000 a year.
When we come to exami4e the relative values of
the trade of these so-called insignificant communi-
ties on the other side of the world with the 1trade
of other countries, we will find their trade is not
so insignificant as has been asserted. I do not
desire to read all the statistics from the blue-
books, but I seek rather to give a general view of
the importance of the trade. I will now refer to
another community, which is being developed even,
more rapidly than the Australasian community,
that is South Africa. Hon. members are well

-aware that a large quatity of wool is imported.
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into Canada. I find that the imports of wool way, 1,200 miles long, is being buit by the South
,reached 10,500,000 pounds yearly, and of that we African Company from the ocean to the head
imported direct from Australia and the Cape only waters of the Zambesi, with the idea of developing
2,500,000 pounds, the remainder coming through the nagnificent trade that can be opened out
other channels, largely from Great Britain or viâ and it is only right that we should secure OU'
New York. Surely it is desirable that we shoul& share of that trade, fo which European nations
obtain that wool direct. It could not fail to prove are keenly competing. I am told that some of our
advantageous, as we mnust obtain our wool cheaper, manufacturers are already realising the opening
which would enable us to manufacture cheaper and that exists at the Cape. I hear that the Bell Organ
to export cheaper; and if we imported directly, it Company have opened a hranch in Cape Town;
would create an export trade, which would enable and, although this may be a small matter in itseli,
us to place our manufactures on the Cape market. it shows that our people are awakening to the
Hides form another article of which we imported value of the Cape market. In view of the fact that
largely, to the value of $1,500,000 yearly. We im- we exported of cottons to China in 1887 1,742,00
ported all these hides, except to the value of $66,000, yards, whîch quantity we increased in 1888 to
from the United States, and yet scarcely one of them 6,500,000 yards, we should be able to build up at
is the product of the United States. Most of thein export trade with the Cape Colony and the interior
are dried hides imported from southern countries of Africa in that class of goods. The Cape is n fur-
and brought toBoston or NewYork and thence ship- ther from Canada than it is from England. Froîn
ped to this country. That should not be the course of London to Cape Town the distance is 6,065 miles;
trade. No wonder our Trade Returns show a large from Halifax to Cape Town the distance is 5,931
trade with the United States, compared with that miles; Canada thus being nearer than England,
of other countries, when we purchase and sell our which has hitherto largely supplied that market.
goods in the markets of the United States instead And in order to show that the distance is not con-
of purchasing the goods in the countries of produc- sidered excessive, 1 may mention, that within the
tion and selling them in our own markets. I can last few months, owing to the dearth of mackerel
speak from personal knowledge with respect to the on our shores, a schooner sailed froin Gloucester,
Cape, because I have visited there, because 1 have and was only fifty-two days in reaching the Cape,
seen their warehouses and have examined the and after prosecuting a flshing voyage on that
goods they import ; and with respect to the class coast she brought inackerel back to the Gloucester
of goods they import, I am able to say that our market. 1 have taken from the British trade sta-
Canadian products should be in great demand there tistics, statements showing the imports of South
and that the goods manufactured on this continent Africa in 1888, and although the trade nay be
suit them better than English goods, and accord- termed insignificant by some, it is one in which
ingly the export trade of England to the Cape has we would willingly share. The imports into South
diminished while the export trade of the United Africa reached the value of nearly £5,000,000 ster-
States to the Cape has increased. Of course, the ling. 0f these-and I eau speak from experience
Cape has been looked upon in the past as a be- -a large quantity consists of goods whîch eau be
inighted community, because they had no ports at well supplied from Canada, and they included
which their products could be shipped, except at butter, agricultural implements, candles, hardware
very great loss to the producer or the shipper. As of all kinds, clothing, harness, boots and shoca,
much as $10 a ton was paid at the time I was there v ehicles of ail kinds, ail of which we can supply of

;for lightering goods, such as wool and hides, from the description that will suit the South African
Port Elizabeth and Algoa Bay, at East London, colonies very well. I mentioned in a report
to vessels lying outside to be carried to the markets made some years since:
of the world. This House will realise that raw -Every warehouse in Durban appeared to be filed
material cannot bear such an enormous charge for with American agrieultural implernents aud vehieles.
carriage from the shore to vessels two miles away, spiders being the favori e carnage in N
besides insurance, for the lighters may capsize and p c t te United Stnteo , inae
the cargoes may be lost. That is one difficulty same year, was 40 per cent. Throughout the South
which retarded the progress of Cape Colony. But African colonies the consumption of preserved provisions
latterly docks have been built, greater facilities is somethiug beyond belief. Rich as the country is inPasture and cattie, it is Most unusual to Seo auti1 a
have been afforded for getting goods from the preserved Milk nsed at the breakfast table in the towfs,
interior to ports at which vessels call, and larger 'ad this suggests a new and profitable development Of
vessels are now able to wharf at Cape Town and our dairy farming."
Durban, and the trade of South Africa has con- They do not use cattle as we use them. They are
sequently enormously increased. I repeat that mainly nsed for trekking, for doing transportation
we are importing yearly 10,500,000 pounds of work. Cattie are rarely killed for consurfPtiOne
wool, raised either at the Cape or Australia, and except in the towns, nor are cows often milked on
that quantity can be ahnost indefinitely increased, the farma in the interior. In regard to Australia, 1
because they furnish much larger exports, and desire to say a few more words. The Govenîneut
we could make up much larger quantities if we of Victoria, in 1871, proposed to negotiate a com-
could obtain it at more reasonable rates, and mercial tneaty with the French colonies n the
obtain a market for the manufactured products. Pacifie, for Victoria bein protectionist Coi-
A very large quantity of this wool arrives in the munity, they supposed the would be able to
United States. A trade journal in Boston states secure control of those markets and supplY them
-that half the clip of Cape wool that enters Boston with manufactures. Lord Kimberley wrote very
is reshipped to Canada. We should obtain thia strongly in regard to this proposai. He said that
wool direct. In order to show how rapidly the the i
Cape Colony is being developed, I may state that to en the connection with Great Britain. The
.at the present moment north of Delagoa Bay a rail- matter was brought up in the Victoria Legisîstive
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Council, and the Hon. J. O'Shaughnessy moved
in accordance with notice :

" That after mature consideration, this House adopts
the following deciaratory resolutions:

"1. That the power to make international treaties is
an inherent and indispensable right possessed by su-
prene authority, the Sovereign of the British Empire,
and that this power in the opinion of this Bouse, has al-
wavs been exercised with due regard for the interests of
all'Her Majesty's subjects.

' 2. This House considers that no advantage would re-
sait from the claim set up on behalf.of the Australasian
Colonies, to make treaties with foreign states that would
conpensate them politically or commercially, for the
risk thereby involved, or of endangering the connection
now happily subsisting between ail parts of the Empire.

" The colonies of the same group as those of Austral-
asia, should be enabled, with proper safeguards, to con-
clude agreements amongst themselves for the regulation
of their commerce, subject to such conditions as may be
found necessary to preserve intact the authority of the
Crown to make treaties binding on all parts of the
Empie

iPhat the thanks of this louse are due to the Right
Hon. the Earl of Kimberley, for the consideration which
he has shown to Her Majesty's subjects in Australasia,
in having afforded them an opportunity of discussing the
grave questions raised by His Lordship's circular des-
patches before coming to a final decision upon them."
I only mention that, Sir, to show that after they
considered the matter fully, they realised that Lord
Kinberley had exercised a wise discretion in for-
bidding them to impose differential duties on
foreign products as against those of foreign nations.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Vas that resolution
carried ?

General LAURIE. That resolution was car-
ried. That was some years ago, and since then
the question has not been raised ; but, as you are
aware, the Prince of Wales thought proper to invite
the varions colonies and possessions of the Empire,
to have an Imperial Exhibition in London, in 1886,
and the British public before whom the products
of the colonies were more especially brought, were
more than surprised at the capacity for production
of the British Colonies. This has produced a great
change in public sentiment in England, from
that which formerly existed. At one time there
was an idea, especially among Liberal statesmen
-with the one marked exception of Lord Rose-

berv, who has shown a great desire to maintain
intact connection between the mother country and
the colonies-that the colonies should be allowed
to go adrift. But the ideas that Liberal statesmen
formerly exploited, because that is all I can
really say of them, the ideas they openly expressed
11(1 advocated, that it might be well to let the

colonies go adrif t, have been entirely dropped. This
change of opinion is largely due to the creditable
exhibition made by the different colonieà, and which
tanght the mother country that leaning on the colo-
ies she can obtain all the supplies which she needs
for her trade and manufactures. This conclusion
had led to the consideration- will not say in the
f1orm of leagues, because I will not touch on that
point-but it has led to the consideration of how
the mother country and lier colonies may be bound
more closely together. It bas led to the exam-
ination of the question of what obstacles prevent
the mother country and the colonies, drawing to-
gether more closely than they have done, and it
led to the action of- Colonel Howard Vincent,
calling for, and obtainini, this return, showing
that so mnany countries ha treaties of pommerce
with the mother country, which precluded the
colonies making intercolonial arrangements among

themselves. Protest has been made, and most
properly made by our Government, but up to
1888, it is quite evident that protest bas been
without results, or else these treaties would not
have been still extant. I do think it is desirable
that some action should be pressed before Parlia-
ment, to enable us, as a self-governing comnmunity,
to take such steps as may be desirable to negotiate
with the nmother country, and with our sister
colonies, for closer trade relations. I may be told,
Sir, as I have heard over and over again stated,
that if we were united with the United States and
had commercial union with them, we should have
the greatest system of free trade the world ever
knew, and that was practically possible. What is
the trade of Great Britain and lier colonies ? The
imports and exports of Great Britain and lier
colonies, amnounts to £1,093,000,000 annually.

Mr. CHARLTON. Hardly, I think.

General LAURIE. My hon. friend seemus to
dispute that, but I am prepared to stake ny repu-
tation upon it, and I will give the figures in detail
to show that I am correct:

Imports
and Exports.

Great Britain and Ireland...... £686,000,000
Indian Possessions............. 161,000,000
Other Eastern Possessions....... 50,000,000
Australasia, &c................ 124,000,000
America......................... 42,000,000
Guiana, &c.................... 3,000,000
Africa ....................... 14,000,000
W est Indies, &c ................ 11,000,000
European Possessions........... 2,000,000

Total................ £1,093,000,000

1 have given this in detail in order to set at rest
any question as to whether I am right or not. But,
Sir, I want to go further than that, I want to show
what great importance these comparatively insig-
nificant communities are in their trade with the
mother country, and of the importance they are,
therefore, to the general trade of the world. I
find that while the United States wasfacile princeps
the largest importer from Great Britain, and that
ber imports amounted to £41,000,000 annually;
Australasia, that insignificant comnunity, is actu-
ally second on the list, and imports £28,500,000
annually, and actually takes a larger import of
British goods than any country in Europe. I find
that whilst Australasia imports British goods to
the value of £28,500,000 sterling, annually, Ger-
many imports only £27,000,000; France imports
only £24,000,000 annually, and then we make a
big drop until we come to Belgium, which imports
£12,000,000, annually, from the United Kingdom.
Next to Belgium, in the matter of British
imports, is the other so-called insignificant com-
munity of South Africa. Before all these large
countries of Europe, to which we are accus-
tomed to look at, as carrying on a large trade,
these insignificant countries to which I referred,
offer greater facilities for increasing our trade
with them, and of which we ought to take ad-
vantage. I think it is a great misfortune that
commercial treaties still exist which preclude
our taking advantage of the facilities for tråde. I
say, that compared with our dropping in with the
commercial system of the United States, a general
customs union for the British Empire would
be undoubtedly the system to which could well be
applied the term "of the greatest system of free
trade the world ever saw." A comparison of that
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trade with the Empire, which would accrue to us, commission serve? The British Government hae
as compared with our trade with the United States, stated that, as long as those treaties are in force,
will show how much more desirable a trade with we are prevented from negotiating any doser trade
the British Colonies is. Of course, I shall be taunted relations with other colonies Or offering any ad-
with the remark that this is nothing but an lui- vantages to them or to the mother country that
perial Federation idea. Very good, Sir, I am pre- will not be claimed by Belgium and the Zollverein,
pared to accept it, even on these terms, although as well as by the other thirty-four countries which
Imperial Federation has nothing to do with my are enjoying a favored-nation clause in their treaties
motion. I am prepared to accept it on these terms with Great Britain. Any preferential treatinent
for the reason, that I do believe that closer com- which we offered to those colonies, would be pre-
mercial union leads to closer political union. It is ferentialtreatment withregardtoallthosecountries,
for that reason I have no desire to see commercial and, therefore, wouldbenopreferential treatment at
union with the United States come into active ail. 1 think we have learned from Mr. Cobden, i his
operation, and that I do desire to see commercial negotiation of his trenty with France in 1860, that
union with the sister colonies under the British if we want advantages from other countries we
Crown. We have had Gladstone quoted to us in must offer thein something in return. Nations do
this House as the ablest man living, but even Mr. not offer commercial advantages from feelings of
Gladstone makes mistakes sometimes. Mr. Glad- benevolence, but they offer them because they ex-
stone, on the 4th December, 1889, discussing the pect commercial advantages in retur; and we
Brazilian Revolution at Manchester, said: must be able to offer preferential advantages to

" The Brazilian Revolution showed that the sympathies other colonies if we expect them to grant preferen-
of the whole American continent were unfavorable to tial advantages to us. I attended a meeting of the
royalty." Imperial Federation League in England, at the
And yet here we stand with one foot on the Mansion House, last summer. Among those who
Atlantic, and one on the Pacific, owning and gov- had in the past sneered at and belittled the propo-
erning one-half of the North American continent, sais of the founders and active workers of the
and I do not think the sympathies of this half are league were the London newspapers, and notahly
unfavorable to royalty or British connection. If the London Globe; but, after the idea had heen
they are, then there could be very little force in ventilated at that meeting, and it had been shown
the resolution passed by this House early in the that a considerable amount of work had been done
present Session, and spoken to and supported not i England, and that the sentiment was growing,
merely by men favorable to the Governnent, or by the Globe wound up an article discussing the ques-
men who wished through the Government to tion by saying:
promote a particular idea or play into the hands - The Imperial Federationists may be dreaming a
of the Government at home. We have been told dream but it is a noble dream at worst, and from such
that there are influences which will prevent the oe te grandest beiefits to mankind."
British Empire ever being linked together, in the Sir, I ar satisfied that we can inaugurate a systeni
dissimilarity of the races of which it is composed; of free trade among the various possessions of the
but my hon. friend who seconded that resolution British Empire whîch will ie of the greatest bene-
in this House belongs to the French Canadian fit to ourselves, to the mother country, and the
race, which we have been falsely told is a bar to Empire at large.
any closer union of the British Empire. The same Mr. SKINNER. As the seconder of this resolu-
remark has been made of the Dutch of South tion, I do not wish to address the bouse, because
Africa, and yet Mr. Hofmeyer, a leader of the I have a motion cognate to it, and I intend to
Dutch party at the Cape, moved a resolution
at the Conference of Colonial Delegates in Lon-
don, in 1887, in favor of an Imperial tariff being Mr. CASEY. I ar very glad the hon. member
imposed throughout the Empire in order that for Shelburne (General Lanrie) bas brought 1p
Imperial objects might be obtained. We have this matter. -1e has given usa great deal of ulefnl
been told, again, falselv, that the Irish of Australia information and a great deal of sound commercial
are an element fighting against closer union, and doctrine; but, unfortunately, when he is askeil to
yet I have read to you to-day a resolution moved apply to other countries the logic which he has
by Mr. O'Shaughnessy, whose name indicates the brought forward in support of trade with the other
nationality to which he belongs, in favor of that colonies, he refused to do it. He is like a horse il,
object. The obstacles based on race are purely a steeplechase, who approaches the hurdle at a tre
imaginary and are only raised for mischievous mendous pace, and shows every sigu of an intdn
purposes. I believe that closer commercial union tion to clear it in magnificent style, but at the last
would lead to closer political union, and, there- moment refuses to leap, and swerves off Bo suddeily
fore, I desire that we should promote such steps as as to be in danger of throwig is rider and bring-
would bring about commercial union. To that ing him to grief. I ar afraid that the hon. gentle
end I think that any obstacle that stands in our men's colonial policy will treat him i the same
way, such as the obstacles contained in these way-that his half-hearted policy of extended
treaties, should be removed, in order that we may trade will amount to nothing except to dislodge the
have a free hand to take such action as we deem hon. member himself from his seat. The hon.
proper with regard to our sister colonies. It is a gentleman lays down, to begm with, the veY
matter of common report that we are shortly to sound priciple that what we need -i Canada i
send a commission to Australia to discuss with the extended markets-that there are a great MaI1
Governments there the possibilities of closer trade thigs which could be cheaply and prolltably
relations between those colonies and this country; manufactured i this country if w had on1Y
but with these clauses standing as obstacles in the a sulficient4y large market. That is VerY truc
way of closer trade relations, what end could that there are a great rany thia which copld le

Gen. LAuBJE.
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manufactured here very profitably if the sale if that' were the present financial policy of
were very large ; but they cannot be manufactured the United States, the question for ii-
profitably so long as the sale is confined to Can- to consider is whether it is worth our while, in
a(a. This is one of the strongest arguments that carrying out the idea so ably presented by my hon,
have been urged in favor of reciprocity with the friend, to try and induce the American people tg
United States, and it is very much stronger with adopt a financial policy which will give extended
regard to reciprocity with the United States than trade relations to the two countries otherwise
withi regard to reciprocity with the colonies to than on the basis of political union. I do not
which my hon. friend applies it. Not to quote all intend to go into this question at length on a mo-
that he says with regard to markets, it may all be tion of this kind, but I would call attention to the
boiled down to a few words by saying that you fact that our trade with the United States is
cannot sell in a market where you cannot or will many times greater than our trade with all the
not buy; that trade has always two sides to it, British possessions together, and is in nany tes-
and that if you want to increase your export trade pects greater than our trade with Glreat Britain ;
you must increase your import trade at the saine and our trade with the United States goes on
time, except in the case of a few exceptional com- increasing at a nuch greater ratio than that with
modities which can be got in no other country. England. In agricultural products our trade with
For this reason, the hon. member appears to think, Great Britain from 1884 to 1888 only increased from
I believe properly, that, in order to increase our $3,990,000 to $4,292,000, a little over $200,000.
trade with other colonies, we must make treaties Our trade with the United States in the saine class
of reciprocity with them. He is quite sound on of products increased from $7,500,000 in 1884 to
that point, and so are the Messrs. Massey, of $10,706,000 in 1888, or over $3,000,000. In animal
Toronto, who wrote the letter he read in regard to products our trade with Great Britain remained
our trade in agricultural implements with the 1 almost stationary, rising from $16,000,000 to$16,-
Australian colonies. If we are to trade with 571,000 only, while with the United States it rose
them, mutual concessions must be made, although from $3,167,000 in 1884 to $7,595,000 in 1888.
one of the Australian colonies has gone as far In other respects, while our trade with the United
as it can in the direction of free trade -I States has increased, our trade with Great
bean New South Wales--and is reaping the bene- Britain has decreased. My lion. friend says it is
fits of it by largely increased trade. But when not worth while to consider the question of
the hon. gentleman is asked to apply these sound reciprocal trade with the United States, while it is
doctrines of his to the case of trade with the with the British possessions. Just let me
United States, what does he say ? Does lie say give an instance of the comparative amount of
that it would be inadvisable to have extended trade done by us with the United States and with
trade relations with the United States? By no the British possessions. Of the products of the
mneans. Hie merely says that Mr. Blaine has told fisheries, we sent to the United States over
us we cannot have those extended trade rela- $3,000,000 worth in 1888, and to Australia $130,000
tions except on the condition of the closest politi- worth, and the export to Australia is the largest of
cal relations. Well, Mr. Blaine is not the United our exports to the British colonies except that to
States. the West Indies, $1,130,090. Of the products of

Ceneral LAURIE. He is the Secretary of State. our forests, we sent to the British West Indies
$197,000 worth ; to Australia, $180,000 worth, and

Mr. CASEY. Yes, but lie does not dictate the to the United States, $10,622,000 worth. Of animals
financial policy of the United States for all the and their products, we sent to the United States
future, or even for the immediate future. We $7,595,000 worth ; to the West Indies $1,297,700
know that already a resolution has passed the worth ; and to no other British possession, except
Finance Committee of Congress, asking the Newfoundland, as much as $1,000, and to New-
President to appoint commissioners to -confer with foundland we shipped only to the value of $373,000.
commissioners fr« ithis country regarding extended Of agricultural products, we sent to the United
trade relations, without mentioning anything States $10,306,000; to Newfoundland, $576,000;about political relations; and yet, the hon. and to the British West Indies, $76,000; to Guiana,
gallant member for Shelburne insists that we can- $46,000. Of manufactures, we sent to the United
flot have extended trade relations without political States, $1,632,000 worth ; to Newfoundland,
relations, because Mr. Blaine, who, for the time $242,000 worth ; to Australia $132,000 worth; and
heiug, is Secretary of State, has said we cannot. to no other British possession as nuch as $50,000
Put the Secretary of State in the United States worth. Now, when we compare these figures,

fas not the control of the finance policy of that we see the absurdity of striving to obtain
coultry which our Finance Minister has of ours. a trade with those colonies while we refuse
1n the United States Congress, financial schemes to trade with the market close at band, which
are ionsidered and formulated by a large Com- is willing to trade with us. To pretend thatrmittee, coiposed of members of the House, and the importance of fostering trade with the British
ie flot proposed on the responsibility of a Minister colonies is greater than the importance of foster-

as >ere. When a responsible Minister makes a ing trade with the United States is absurd, moreStatement here you may be pretty sure it expresses especially with regard to the Province to which
t1e poliey of the Government as long as he remains the hon. gentleman belongs. If he Applies in itsa( member of it ; but it does not follow in the ful sense the doctrine that a large market pro-
United States, that the obiter dictum, the casual motes manufacturing and prosperity lie ought toexpression of opinion of the Secretary of State, apply that doctrine with special force to his own
forbodies the financial policy of that country even Province. There is no part of the Dominion
for the tine being, as he may not be able better fitted to do a large manufacturing trade and
tO carry his idea through the. Rouse. Even a large carrying trade than the Province of Nova116
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Scotia. Its population are accustomed to seafar-
ing ; they have a great deal more shipping than
any other Province. They have every facility
for manufacturing. They have natural products
of various kinds eminently adapted for export.
Take the article of coal alone. The hon. gentle-
man must understand that the markets of the
United States would give a great impetus to the
coal mining industry, and not only to the export
of coal, but to the export of manufactures in which
coal would be used. We were told by Sir Charles
Tupper, when Minister of Finance a few years ago,
that the facilities for the manufacture of iron in
7Nova Scotia were unequalled, as coal and iron are

found absolutely in the sanie neighborhood, and
close to the sea, so that these products could be ex-
ported readily. If we had reciprocal trade relations
with the United States, Nova Scotia would
manufacture iron for the rest of the continent.
Again, look at their shipping trade. The hon.
gentleman must be aware that ship-building has
declined during the last few years. taking the
Dominion as a whole, and taking the Maritime
Provinces particularly. The report shows that the
tonnage in 1873 amounted to 1,073,718 tons. The
tonnage gradually grew until in 1877, under a
revenue tariff, it amounted to 1,310,468 tons. It
remained at about that figure until 1881, but we
find that in 1888 it had again dropped to 1,089,642,
only a trifle over what it was seventeen years be-
fore. That was the case, notwithstandingth at many
new vessels had been built. The actual amount of
shipping bas not increased, but has absolutely
decreased in the last few years. It may be said
that this is due to the substitution of iron vessels
for wooden vessels. That may be true to a certain
extent, but there is still a great demand for
wooden ships. The true reason is that there is a
lack of employment for our vessels in consequence
.of our not trading as we ought with foreign coun-
tries. It bas been possible to build iron vessels in
Ontario, though we are at so great a distance from
the markets, and still more could iron vessels be
built in Nova Scotia, where they have iron and
coal, if those vessels could be built cheap enough
to be sold abroad, or if they could be employed
in trading with foreign countries. I hope the hon.
gentleman who bas gone so far towards free trade
yith the colonies will go a little further and apply
it to the Dominion at large.

Mr. SKINNER. The motion which I have on
the paper is so similar to this of the hon. member
for Shelburne (General Laurie) that, with the con-
sent of the House I will move mine now, so that
they may both be disposed of together.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am afraid ihat cannot be
done.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The speech of
my hon. friend from Shelburne (General Laurie) is
exceedingly interesting, and it is well for us to be
.able to consider it when we have an opportunity
'of exami.ning the details of the speech as published
in Hansard. The only thing I was afraid of was
that his speeh might bring on aniother debate on
the subjects of free trade and protection, forei
relations, the tarif., and all the rest of it. I sha,
therefore, only refer to the subject of the motion
itself. Of course, there is no objection that all
communications between the Imperial Govermuent
and the Dominion Goverument in regard to this

Mr. CAsEx.

subject shall be brought down. As to the two
treaties which the hon. gentleman bas quoted, with
Belgium and Germany, made, I think, in 1865
they contained that unfortunate clause includingthe colonies. The hon. gentleman bas referred to
the Canadian remonstrance against those treaties,
and to the action of Her Majesty's Govern.
ment, which was to urge upon Belgium and
Germany the expediency of amending those
treaties so far as they affected the freedoni of the
colonies. The hon. gentleman also read the answer
which was given by both Belgium and Gerniany,
who desired to hold those treaties unaltered. They
desired to have access to the British colonies, as
well as the mother country, under the " most
favored nation " clause. Those clauses cannot be
altered without the consent of both parties to the
treaty. I do not think that, in practice, Canada
bas been injured by that refusal, as there is little
or no chance of Belgium or Germany agreeing to a
separate arrangement or reciprocal treaty with
Canada. If, however, Canada could by any means
induce Germany or Belgium to make a treaty,
reciprocal or otherwise, as to the commerce of
Canada, I have not the slightest doubt that Her
Majesty's Government would authorise such nego-
tiations to go on, would assist such negotiations
with those two nations, and would allow Canada
to be represented in any such negotiations, as was
done in the case of Spain and the United States,
so that the Canadian representative would have
equal authority with the English ambassador and
it would be a joint commission, so that, if any ar-
rangement were come to, the treaty would be signed
both by the British ambassador and the Canadian
commissioner. Thus the treaty would be a ssented
to by Canada and at the same time would be enforced
and upheld as an Imperial treaty. With regard
to the intercolonial arrangement, notwithstanding
the dictum of Lord Kimberley, I have no doubt
that any arrangement between the colonies would
be assented to by Great Britain. There bas been
a great change since Lord Kimberley wrote that
rather imperious dispatch. Though he is supposed
to be a great Liberal in England, Lord Kimberley
was a decided autocrat as a colonial Minister. I
have no doubt whatever that Her Majesty s
Government would agree to any such arrangement.
Lord Kimberley is rather behind the age iu regard
to colonial matters. You may remember that
some few years ago, when Lord Kimberley was
Colonial Secretary, this House passed a very
respectful and loyal Address to Her Majesty on the
subject of home rule for Ireland, but Lord Kim-
berley took it upon himself to tell us in polite
language to mind our own business, just as in this
dispatch le took it upon himself to say there
should be no arrangements made to give special
preference to the colonies in regard to arrange-
ments amongs themselves. That, I ame sure, is an
exploded doctrine, and if we were able to make
arrangements, for instance, with the West Indies
for an interchange of commodities under certain
tariff arrangements, I am sure that Her Maiesty's
Government would consent to it, althongh
Australia or the Cape of Good Hope, or any other
portion of Her Majesty's dominion, were excladed
from that arrangement,

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell), I suppose the hon-
gentleman will go beyond the colonies.
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sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In what way ? has been represented to us that until that question

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Carrying that doctrine had its solution one way or the other, it would be

further than the colonies. well for Canada to defer sending commissioners
there. Thus the matter stands. All the coloniesSi JOHN A. MACDONALu. I ar talking have expressed their desire to meet Canada in con-

out aterprovincial trade just on have o ference, but they have, as I say, expressed their
any doubt that .er Majesty's Government would conviction that such a conference would fail unless
assist any arrangement we might make with one all the Governments were represented, and that it
or more colonies to have a reciprocal trade between would be well to postpone our commission until a
themoselves, although that would have the effect confederation should be finally settled. I think,
of excluding other colonies who did not agree to therefore, that everything has been done by Can-
the same terms. With respect to trade with the ada that can be done in the way of trying to in-
West Indies, Canada has tried agam and again to duce our sister colonies to enter into a scheme or
see whether she could not take some steps schemes for developing trade. The only two
tow'ards developing such a trade. Before the hon. treaties which affect the colonies are, as has been
gentlemants time a commission was sent to the mentioned, those with Germany and Belgium ;West Indies, years ago, to make an arrangement those can only be altered by agreement between
nwith the principal colonies, but it was found that the two powers which made those treaties; but
we could make no arrangement. They would with the exception of these, no attempt has been
come to no agreement among themselves; they Mnade to combine the colonies in any commercial
nwere quite willing that Canada should spend treaty made by England. On the contrary,
money, that Canada should -give a large subsidy in consequence of our remionstrances, which re-
for steamers or other modes of marine communi- monstrances have been re-echoed from Australia,
caton, but they would not corne to any terms i whenever England has made a commercial treaty,
the way of makig contributions to the means of there has always been a clause in those treaties
forwardimg that trade. stating that the colonies shall not be included

Mr. BLAKE. They were willing to take, but in those treaties unless within a certain period
not to give. named in the treaty, or the assent of the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes. We are colony is given. Consequently, we have had
doing a little in the way of giving a subsidy to again aud again treaties commuuicated to
show our earnest desire to foster and develop trade. Canada, and we have given auswer that we did
Since that time we have had some gentlemen of not desire to be included in those treaties, so that
considerable importance here from Jamaica. The we uight have a free ]and, should it at any time
whole question of reciprocal trade between Jamaica be found expedient for Canada to enter into direct
was considered, but it was found that Jamaica, s0 communication wîth auy foreigu power for the
far as these gentlemen represented that colony, purpose of making a separate treaty. Iu sncb
would only agree to an arrangement which would cases, as I have already stated, whenever any one
exclude the sugar of the other colonies and give of those nations express a desire to enter into re-
Jamaica the sole and exclusive shipment of sugar; ciprocal arrangements with Canada, or to make a
because they said : "If British Guiana comes in, treaty, I have no doubt that we wîll be assisted in
they will undersell us in the Canadian market, and every possible way by Rer Majesty's Government.
it will be no advantage to us to have a reciprocal Motion agreed to.
arrangement, unless it be exclusive, between
Canada and Jamaica." POST OFFICE AND CUSTOMS HOUSE BUILD-

Mrn BLAKE. That sounds almost as if they ING AT ANNAPOLIS, N.S.
were protectionistso Mr. WELDON (St. John) moved for:

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It does sound a
little as if they were protectionists. As to
Australia, my hon. friend may remember that
Canada had made arrangements to send a commis-
sion to Australia for the purpose of negotiating a
treaty or treaties for reciprocal trade, and also for
the purpose of arranging for a line of steamers
runnng between Australasia, including New
Zealand and Canada. That commission would
have gone to Australia had it not been represented
to us from Australia that the period that was
selected would not satisfy the varions colonies
there, inasmuch as most likely some, if not all, ofthe Legislatures would be in session when our com.
mission arrived there, and it would be useless for
the commission to go to Australia unless in the
conference each of the Australasian colonies shouldbe represented by a member of their Government,
which could not be expected during the sessions of
their several Parliaments. Of course, it would beof little use if one or more of the colonies were un-represented in any such conference. Since that
time there has been an attempt to federate the
various colonies in some system like ours, and it116

Correspondence and all other papers relating to the
purchase of a site for the Post Office and Custom House
building at Annapolis N.S.; any reports relating to such
purchase, and any oders for other sites made by other
parties to the Government.
He said : Some time ago the hon. member for
Annapolis (Mr. Mills) brought up this question,
and in reply to a statement made by me, that he
had been interested in certain properties until
20th June, 1888, le stated that assertion was not
true. Strictly speaking, as regards that particular
date, the hon. gentleman may have been correct;
but I propose to call the attention of the House to
the facts connected with the purchase of the
property on which the Annapolis Post Office
and Inland Revenue building now stands. It
would appear that some years ago, I think in 1887,
the first vote for a Government building at Anna-
polis, N.S., appeared in the Estimates. At
that time, or prior to 1888, several lots of land, I
believe, were offered to the Government. I stated
on a previous occasion that the Government own a
property which was equally adapted, and even
better adapted, as I am informed, for a public
building than the site where the public building
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now stands. I speak from hearsay and not from convenience of the inhabitants, on which property
personal knowledge. I stated at that time that a light was erected which could have been easily
two lots of land were owned by the hon. member fixed on the building erected. The two lots offeredi
for Annapolis (Mr. Mills), one being in the naine were both on opposite sides of the railway,
of Pickels & Mills, and the other owned by him- and in order to approach them it was necessary
self. I stated on a previous occasion that the hon. to cross the railway track, and either of those
member for Annapolis (Mr. Mills) had been at one lots could have been obtained for a very much
time owner of these properties, and I stated that I less sum than the amount paid for the property
understood he was so up to 20th June, 1888. I am on which the Government was erected. The lot
not quite correct as to the date, but in order to on which the building is erected is nearly
show that I was practically and substantially covered by the building itself, and to the southerii
correct, I will read a certificate from the registrar part of it there is a right of way which is given by
of deeds of the County of Annapolis. It is as Pickles & Mills to the Government, but which,
follows : I am informed, and I speak subject to correction,

"PROVINCE 0F NOVA ScoTSA, was conveyed to another person, the hon. memnber
CONTY oF ANNAPOLIS. for Annapolis (Mr. Mills), three years previously,

"REGISTRY OFFICE. and the Government have no right in regard to it.
"BRIDGETOWN, llth March, 1890. So much with respect to the land and the sale.

"L Edmund Bent, Registrar of Deeds for the County Then, again, with respect to the building itself. A
of Anna poilis, do hereliy certity that in libro 88, folios 586
and 587, I fin a deed John B. Mlii and wife, to Piokels return has been brought down, and I find the only
& Mills, of a property in Annapolis Royal, dated 14th of justification for the change of material fron grey
June, A.D. 1888, recorded 16th June, A.D. 1888. The fore- granite to red sandstone is a report from Mr.
going is John B. Mills' interest in the property deeded Fuller, the Government Engineer. The report is
by Pickels & Mills to Her Majesty.

'I also find a deed John B. Mills and wife to John a very short document, and I will read it:
Buckler, of a property in Annapolis Royal, adjoining the
above lot, dated 16th June, 1888, recorded 22nd June, 1888. Re STONE USED IN THE PUBLIC BUILDING, ANNAPo-

A portion of the last lot has since been deeded to iler LIS, N. S.
Majesty by John Buckler and wife. The specification states that ' the whole of external

"E. BENT, stone-work and dressings above ground hne are to be of
" Registrar.' approved grey granite from Lawrencetown, or otier

As 1 understanid the ntter, these poorties w a proved granite of equal quality.' The contractorsprope w (odes &Currei, of Amherst, N.S.)snbmitted a saiiple
conveyed to the Crown on the following March by of a red sandstone from quarries at Northport, N.S.,
the parties mentioned in the certificate of the which they guaranteed could be obtained in any quan-
registrar of deeds. So much with respect to the tity and of any dimensions required. This stone being in

every way equal in quality and durability, and far more
titles to the property. As I understand it, the pleasing in colour, and better adapted for use in conjune-
lot of land, being part of the Pickels & Mills lot, tion with red brick-its adoption was authorized. This
was something like 48 by 50 feet, for which $3,300 stone, both from its pleasing colour and durable qualities,

must be considered one of the finest sandstones on this
was ever paid, which anyone possessing a knowledge continent. And as the greater portion of the expos.ed
of Annapolis must know isa most extraordinary sum surface is to be quarry faced (that is without dressing)its
to pay for such a quantity of land. Then we find fpleasing tone of color will add very much to the effect

h . of the building when completed. The grey granite was
about the same time, a portion of the Buckler lot, specified because at the time the specifications were pre-
50 by 44 feet, was sold for $700, and I venture to pared it was stated that it was the only stone that could
say that no sale of any other property in Annapolis be obtained. The only difference would be in the labor

was ever made at such figures. I believe even in of dressing, but as there b so littie required, the slnt
would not lie mucli, and ean lie arrangod at tle final set-

large cities very little more than $4,000 would have tiement, but the contract price would not be increased.
been paid for a site equal to that on which the Gov- (Signed) "THOS. FULLER, ,
ernment building in Annapolis is placed. I am " Chief-Archituet.
informed, and I know myself personally, that As to the question of durability between grey
according to prices paid some years ago these pro- granite and red sandstone, I question the accuracy
perties must have been very largely overvalued. I of the architect's opinion. But assuming he is
understand the properties originally were bought correct, the alteration was made because the
for a very much smaller sum, and with respect to sandstone was of a more pleasing color and would
the property owned by Pickels & Mills, it had, add to the effect of the building, would add to its
when it was purchased for a much smaller sum, a 1 beauty, but not give any substantial benefit what-
house 'on it which was afterwards burnt. So ever. Then, the architect points out that the
much with respect to the sale of the lands. As only difference in cost will be for the labor of
I stated when the subject was up on a previous dressing, and as there is so little dressing requtired
occasion, I understood the hon. member for An- the saving could not be much, and at all events, tise
napolis (Mr. Mills) was interested in that pro- contract price would not be increased. What do we
perty up to June, 1888. I find that on 14th June find ? We know there is a great difference in cost
he conveyed that property to Pickels and Mills as between dressing grey granite and red sandstolle.
or a portion of, and another portion to John As I pointed out on a former occasion, and showed
Buckler, that a small portion of the lots was by figures, the difference was $1,856, of which the
afterwards sold for the enormous sum I have contractors received the benefit by havmg obtain-
mentioned, I say an enormous sum for Annapolis, ed red sandstone from their own quarries instead
and for the position of the lots. Lots perhaps not of purchasing grey granite at Lawrencetowîî
exactly equal to, but what would have been prac- They obtained the contract for $750 less than th
tically as beneficial to the public could have been next lowest tenderer, but they have secured $1 ,856
obtained by the Government for a far less sum. as the difference between using the two different
Then we have the fact that the Government had a kinds of stone, and that difference they
property of their own there which was fully suit- will be able to place in their pocketî.
able for the purpose, and would have fully met the That statement made by me was not answered.

Mr. WELDON (St. John).



I find the universal statement that there would but I was informed by my officers that while in
certainly be that difference, which is an extrenely one case the stone was harder and would require
large difference. That amount is not an over-esti- more labor, yet in the other case there was more
mate, as I am told by persons of experience of what work than there would be necessary with the other
wvas gained by the change made in getting the stone stone, and therefore this stone was adopted.
f rom their own quarry instead of purchasing it, I have seen the two samples of stone, and there is
and by putting in gray granite in accordance with no doubt that the sandstone which has been adopted
the specifications upon which all other tenders for is far superior to the other. The appearance of
the building were based and submitted to the the building will be better, the durability of one
Government. We are told that on this contract, it stone is as good as the other, and if I had known
w as understood by the Chief Architect, that some at first that such stone could be had at a reasonable
arrangement should be made for a final settlement, distance where the building was being constructed,
but the contract price would not be increased. Even we would certainly have adopted it at once. We
in the face of that, the Goverunment was not justified did not know then that that stone existed, and
in not enabling other parties to tender, and in therefore the specifications only spoke of the
allowing these parties to get the contract at a price granite which was on the spot. If the hon. gentle-
which enabled them to have a great advantage man wishes, I will show hin, this afternoon, speci-
over other parties, and to reap a benefit to the mens of the granite and the sandstone, and he will
e xtent I have named. So far as regards this build- see himself that if he had to select between the two
ing, I am afraid that it is only a specimen of many lie would have chosen the sandstone and not the
similar transactions throughout the Dominion. granite. Of course, the correspondence, and the
We find here that, year after year, we are putting other papers to which the hon. gentleman refers,
more taxes upon the country, and upon the food will be brought down.
and necessaries of life of the people, and here we
are throwing away money or expending it uselessly, Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I have been awaiting
in giving enormous prices for lots for public build- this opportunity for some time, to say something
ings, and then enabling favorite contractors to reap with reference to the purchase of the lot for the
an enormous benefit by changing the contract after erection of a public building in Annapolis, and as
the terms have been submitted, and thus enabling I intimated some time ago, when I brought the
these parties to put money in their pockets. 1, question up as a matter of privilege, I should have
thierefore, move this resolution, seconded by Mr. liked to have been here the afternoon that this
lones, of Halifax. matter first arose in the House. However, being

then upon a bed of sickness I was prevented from
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. When this matter attending. As regards the imputation cast upon

was before the House on a previons day, I in- myself, that I was the owner of the property at
formed the hon. gentleman about the purchase of Annapolis upon which this property was erected,
this property. It was a property which, accord- it was perfectly true to say that I had owned in the
mg to the Chief Architect, was the best under the property at one time, but I hold in my hand a deed
circumstances. Each lot being too small for the by which I sold my part of that property on 3rd
purpose for which we wanted it, the two lots January, 1887,which shows that the money was paidwere purchased. The price that had been asked for it, and the property transferred to a party who
im1 the first instance for these two lots was $6,000, died a short while afterwards. The deed that
but after negotiating with the parties, we obtained eventually was recorded upon the registry of deeds
them for $4,000, and they were considered the was in fulfilment of the deed thats old the property
best that could be selected. Of course, the hon. on 3rd January, 1887. I have already stated to
gentleman knows that I must be responsible for this bouse that I had no interest in any shape or
the action taken under the circumstances, but I form in that property at the time it was sold to
have neither seen the lots nor the place itself. I the Government, and if any hon, gentleman wishes
also explaimed, the other day, about the vicinity any further investigation upon that I invite the
of the railway, and its crossing. With refer- enquiry. There is no doubt whatever that hon.
enee to the quality of the stone, to which the gentlemen opposite can very easily get at the truth
lon. gentleman lias referred, he has read just now in reference to this matter, as the property was
the statement which I brought down, and in sold to the Governmnent by a firm of gentlemen who
w hich it is set forth that in the contract the stone support the Opposition in this House, who have
that was mentioned was granite, because we always supported the Opposition, and for aught
thought that was the only stone which could I know, will always continue to do so. The
bI found la the locality. Afterwards it was lot was selected because it was the most desir-
shown, in the report made by the engineer, that able property in the town, and I advocated itsnistead of the granite, which was not a desir- selection for that reason. The only objection thatade stone, we could obtain a stone which any persons in Annapolis had to its selection
w'as much better in appearance, was as dur- was that it was too good for a public building.able, and which would assimilate much better That was the only objection anyone in Anna-with the brickwork. It was reported that we polis had to it, with the exception of the infor-could obtain this stone in large quantities, and that mant of the hon. member for St. John, a mant Ie price of the contract would not be increased by named T. S. Whitman, who had a lot on the
Usig it. This did not mean that it would not be de- opposite side of the railway which lie desiredcreased afterwards, when the final estimate was to sell, and which lie offered to the Govern-Made up, but it was ascertained from the contrac- ment for $2,000. I would not have advocated thetor that if that stone was adopted the price would Government selecting that lot, even if Mr. Whit-not be ncreased. Of course, I am only a layman man had been willing to give it away. In order toand 1 cannot speak as to the working of the stone, show the respective values of the properties, I
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have only to mention the rentals obtained from has neyer seen that spot, or if le las, he las neyer
them at the time I owned in the one. I was one of taken any notice of it; but when he goes there
those who bought that property for the purpose of this summer, and sees the building on it, and cou.
making money out of it. After we bought it the pares it with the corner opposite, I know that h,
rentals amounted to $610 a year, and the building wil retract ail lie has said, and will set down Mr.
on it was only a two-story building. The building on Whitman, lis informant, as a man who does iot
the property of Mr. Whitman at that time was a always tell the truth. As regards the Stone used
large three-story building, and yet Mr. Whitman's in the building, 1 know something about that.
rentals froni it amounted to only about $306. Mr. Fnller, the Chef Architect, when prepar.
That is the true test of the value of ing the specifications, consulted me as to what
the properties, what they would bring in the stone should be used. He wanted to know if
market. If my lion. friend knew the real facts there were any stone quarries near, from which
of this matter as I know them he would not stone could be taken to the building. I told hln
have spoken on this subject as lie has done. I I did not think so-that the only stone there was
know where lie got his information ; lie got it from granite, and that I did not tlink it was the best
a man in whom, if lie knew hini as well as I do, tlat could be used, because when it got wet
lie would not place the least reliance. I say this and afterwards became heated it was apt tocrack,
boldly, knowing that the people of Annapolis agree and I thouglt it would not le as durable as sand-
with me, and knowing that I have stated the same Stone. However, that granite being a mile or haif
thing before the man himself ; consequently, I am a mile froni the building, I recommended that it
not trying to cloak myself by my position as a should be put into tle specifications, and it was.
member of Parliament. If it is desired to have It was not my wisl that Rlodes & Currie should
this matter investigated in any shape, I am willing. get the contract. I did ail I could to have
If it is a crime to own property in the town of tle contract given to a local man, Mr. Burton.
Annapolis, I have been guilty of that crime; but, Mr. Burton las been a contractor in Annapolis for
as for attempting to influence the Government to years and is a first-class workman. He las buit
put mnoney into my pocket, I utterly repudiate large public edifices, including the Union Bank
any such accusation. As regards the lot on which building, and understands lis work muer
the Government building is being erected, tle thoroughly; and I was extremely auxious, on his
Government own that lot down to what was called account, for tle sake of the town of Annapolis,
the " town pump." i t has a frontage of 25 feet that lie should have had tlat contract. But his
more than is being actually covered by the build- figures were higler by something like $750 than
ing ; but the town is deriving a great benefit froin those of Rodes & Currie, and they got the
the fact of the Government being in possession of contract. Wli the contract was given, the first
that property, whereas if a private person had got tling I knew about it was tlat it was asserted in
possession of it it would be different. I have been some of the newspapers tlat sandstone was to
told, time and again, that the owners of it, Messrs. le nsed. That was not tle first time 1 heard of
Pickles & Mills, had determined to take advantage sandstone being taken in place of granite, because
of everything that the law gave them on the street. Mr. Burton lad spoken to me about it, and wantel

Mr. WELDON (St. John). What is the size of to know whether it would not be possible to prit
Pickles & Mills' lot? in sandstone in thc place of granite. 1 told hinif sandstone did not cost any more, I thouglit it

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I do not know just was quite possible. If the Chef Architect
now, but I can tell you that it is large enough to was pleased with the stone, it was altogether
give them a right of way of 10 feet around the likely tlat sandstone could le used. But. of
whole building; and the Government occupying course, ail tlis was before the tenders w ere
the whole of the lot, they give 11 feet more on the put in, or before any one knew of Rhode-
south side, which gives thiem an absolute right of Currie. TIen Mr. Rhodes came to Annapohe ani
way around the south side of 21 feet, on the west made arrangements with Mr. Goucler, a friend
sidfe of 10 feet, and the two streets are on the of mine, to bave that granite quarried and brought
other two sides ; so that it is one of the most desir- to the site of the building. He was to bring that
able sites that could be obtained in the town of granite for $1. 75 a ton and place it at the site of
Annapolis. As regards the site on the military the building, as it was but a short distance from
property, although that miglit have been utilised the building, about a mile to a mile and a-half,
for a public building, yet, having been where this granite was qarried. The sandstoIe
handed over to this Government by the Im- was highly recommended, and a specimen of it was
perial authorities as military property, it is sent by tle quarrymen, to the Chef Architeit,
held that it should not be touched for any who was very nuch pleased with it. Other ',en
other purpose. Besides, there is this objection to wlo understand this business thoronghly, Mho un-
the building being located on that site, that it derstand the different kinds of sandstone, we'e
would give the rear of the building to the river, exceedingly pleased with it and when the croise
which would not be desirable in the case of a pub- itself appeared upon the ground the contrast it
lic building. I consider that a public building in made with the bric was exceedingly pleasant, and
a town is placed there, not for a year, but everybody was satisfied with the idea that the red
for all time; and that is the consideration I sandstone was to be used in place of granite. Wîthî
had in view when I asked the Government to regard to the difference in cost, I tIink it mY d'ty
make an appropriation for it. Consequently, a to give a careful estimate made by Rhodes &
few hundred dollars difference in the matter of Currie, who got a man outaide their firm entirelv
the site should not be allowed to come into the to estimate the difference i the cutting betweef
balance. It is in a very prominent and most de- the saxdstone and the granite, whidl shows that
sirable position. The lion. member for St. John the man whose figures the hon. member for St. Johi

Mr. Mneets (Annapolis).
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(Mr. Weldon) quoted the other day must have

been entirely astray, when he says that $1,500 was
the difference between the cost of the two kinds of
stone.

Mr. WELDON. $1,856.

Mr. MILLS(Annapolis). The whole thing would
not cost more than that. Here is the difference in
cutting. The cutting of granite trimming is esti-
mated to cost $972, the cutting of the sandstone
actually cost $599-hardly $400 between the two
stones. Now, where does this sandstone corne
froi? W hen this matter firstcame up Imanifested
ny ignorance of the geography of Nova Scotia to a
certain extent, but Northport has only lately corne
into proninence. 1 have just discovered that in-
stead of its being on the Bay of Fundy side of Nova
Scotia, it is on the Northumberland Straits side, so
that a vessel coming froni Northport to go to Anna-
polis lias to corne down Northumberland Straits,
through the Gut of Canso, around Cape Sable, past
Yarmouth, to Annapolis. That brings the cost of
sandstone landed at Annapolis to $10.60 a ton.
Those figures show a little difference from those of
mîy hon. friend, and I invite an investigation of the
matter. Here are the actual figures showing the
difference between these two stones : 120 tons of
g'ranlite at $1.75 a ton makes $210 ; 120 tons,
required to put up the building of red sandstone,
at $10.60, amounts to $1,272. The cost of
eutting the granite was $972. The cost of the
granite is $210; making a total of $1,182. The
cost of cutting the f reestone is $599, the cost
of the freestone is $1,272 ; making a total of $1,871
for the whole of the freestone. Messrs. Rhodes &
Currie are to-day actual losers by the transaction
to the extent of $689.

After Recess.
RELIEF OF H. F. KEEFER.

Mr. PRIOR moved second reading of Bill (No.
119) for the relief of Iugh Forbes Keefer.

House divided:

Bain (Wentworth),
Barnard,
Blake,
Bowell,
Bownan,
Brion,
Brown,
Campbell,
Cargil,
Carling,
Cockburn,
Davies,
Denison,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Ea.rie,
Ellis,
Hall,
Hickey,
Innes,
Jamîeson,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Lang,.
Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Lister,
Livingston,
Lovitt,
MDonald (Victoria),
MeMillan (Huron),
Madili,

Béchard,
RETURNS ORDERED. Bergeron,

Bernier,
Statement of the amount et subsidies voted by Parlia- Boisvert,

ment to the Beauharnois Junction Railway Company, the Bourassa
amonut paid by the Government up to date, and the Caron (Sir Adolphe),
amount still due or unearned.-(Mr. Bergeron.) Cimon,

Copies of all petitions and other documents relating te Doyen,the building of the proposed branch railway to Matane.- DuPent,(MAr. Fiset.) Geoffrion,
Copies of ail Orders in Couneil making aprnintaients, Motion agreed te,promotions aud changes in the Department oB Militia and

Dp ence, for the yoar ending 3sit December, 1889-(Mr. iRELIEF
Lister.)i

YEÂs:
Messieurs

Mara
Marsfiall,
Masson,
Meigs,
Mills (Annapolis),
Mills (Bothwell),
Moncrief,
Paterson (Brant),
Porter,
Prior,
Putnam,
Roome,
Rowand,
Rykert,
Scriver,
Semple,
Skinner,
Scarth,
Smith (Ontario),
Somerville
Sutherland,
Temple,
Tisdale,
Trow
Tyrwhitt,
Watson,
Weld on (Albert),
Weldon (St. John),
White (Cardwell),
Wilson (Elgin),
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Brockville).-64.

NAys:
Messieurs

Gigault,Grandbois,
Joncas,.
Langerm (Sir Hector),
LaRivière,
Laurier,
MeDougall (Cape Breton),
MeMillan (Vaudreuil),
Montplaisir,
Thonpson (Sir John).-21.

and Bill read the second time.

)F C. F. GLOVER.

Return giving the names of all those who have been Mr. MONCREIFF moved second reading of Bill
appointed to the different Departments of the public (No. 120) for the relief of Christiana Filman Glover.service without examination, since 1880, to perform pro-fessional duties, such as architects engineers, draughts- Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time
'en, etc., as provided for under the Civil Service Act, on the sane division.and who have since sauch an appointment been assignedelerical duties not requiring the technical knowledge forwhich they were originally appointed, and showing RELIEF OF EMILY WALKER.

whether those since transferred to clerical work haveSince passed the Civil Service examination, and giving Mr. BROWN moved second reading of Bill (No.
the names of those who have so passed.-(Mr. Lister.) 142) for the relief of Emily Walker.

Return showing: lst. The number of acres of pasture Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I must call the atten-land 11w under lease in the North-West Territories.2nd. The amount paid the Government for rental of tion of the House to the peculiar character of this
grazing leases during the past year. Srd. The amount Bill. So far as I am able to understand the pre-due the Government for arrears on pasture leases, and cedents which exist on the subject of divorce, thisthe camnes cf the lessees ie arrears fer pasture lea4e irî ne-erentai. 4th. The names cf the resses holding eases ot is an entirely new departure. The practice of this
territory upon which settlers are not allowed to take up Parliament in granting divorces has been confined
oad without the consent of the lease-holder, with the to the one cause which is the most prominent
Charoa f such leases, and the lcation f each.-(Mr. cause, and which is recognised by most Protestants

Return of the quantitv and value of eggs imported into to be a sufficient one, though it is net se recognised
and exported from the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec by those of the sopposite faith. In some of theOnee 1st January last; also, the countries they have cases which have prevailed it has perhaps been diffi-been inported from and exported to.--(Mr. Guillet.) cult to ascertain the truth in that matter, but some

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. proof has never been wanting. In one case,

3694



3S95 [COMMONS] 3696

which is relied upon by the counsel supporting Mr. MITCHELL. I have read over the testi-
this Bill, it is contended that there was an analo- mony in that case with a great deal of attention
gous case in which the element of adultery was not as I have in all these divorce cases.
established. As one who was present when that Some bon. MEMBERS. Ra, ha
case was considered, I venture to dissent from that Mr. MITCHELL. Some hon. gentlemen laugh;
view, as I think the offencè of adultery was estab-
lished. But, whether it was or was not, the case pehaps the annot ail say that a gin
was as widely different from this as it was possible there is a clear case for the woman getting a
to be. The case of Lavelle was one in which, divorce. I believe the circumstances were sncb
whether the parties intended to marry or not I do that if ever a divorce was warranted it is in this
not know, but they were married under fictitious
names, and afterwards there was a bigamous asend I sha terf vteg
marriage contracted in the United States by
the female, which was considered in Canada Mr. TISDALE. I quite agree with the remarks
to be adultery. The present is a very simple of the hon. gentleman who'las just sat down, and
case. This case is put forward on the ground I will give some reasons wly it strikes me that the
that the woman was not of age, that is, that woman is entitled to a divorce, and why, if we
she was not twenty-one years of age when the should refuse it, it would create a very strong
marriage was solemnised. She was twenty years feeling in this country in favor of establishing a
and five months old. It is admitted by those who divorce court, and would have the opposite efièct
have supported this Bill, both as counsel, and as from thar desired by those hon. gentlemen in this
members of Parliament in another place, that that buse who are so strongly opposed to ail divorces.
formed no legal ground for declaring the marriage I myseif do not wish to see a divorce court estab-
to be invalid. In point of fact, then, it may be hished, if people can get relief in proper cases
assumed that, as far as legal validity was con- without its assistance; but I Say that if the
cerned, the marriage was as valid, the woman Parliament of Canada refuse relief in cases like
being twenty years and five months old, as if she this, wlere, in my opinion, relief should he
had been twenty-five years old. We must look granted, it would be what I consider a legal
for another reason for the dissolution of this outrage, and it would start an agitation that,
marriage, and the reason put forward is that, it I think, would probably end, and shonld end, i
was not consummated. Its validity is not ques- the establishnent of a divorce court. Now, in
tioned. The perfect capacity of the woman'thi the young woman was under age, and
to understand the agreement she was entering our Jaws declare that she is incompetent to niake
into, her deliberate intention to be married, are as any contract. It is true that in ancient times,
plain froo the evidence as any matter of evidence and even in times as modem as that of George
can be. Therefore, she pas not only capable of Il, hich is a long time in one ta ay, inors
making a marriage contract, but she understood could not contract a legal marriage without the
the marriage conttact, she intended to be married, consent of the parents. The necessity, to lisa
and she nnderstood herseif to ho married It is that expressie, of the circumstances, eventuall
true that the marriage was celebrated without the ltd marriages even of minors, vheia they had been
consent of lier parents. It is true that ier father consummated withaout the consent of the parents,
died soon afterwards, and that her mother, wlen to be recogised. Now, what do we find here
she was acquainted with the marriage about ten Under our law this young woman could have made
months afterwards, wds mucli affIicted by it ; no contract. If she had sold a horse and had not
but even as to the annoyance and grief of the wished to fulfil the bargain she could not have
mother at the marriage having been celebrated, a h een compelled to do so; but ere, in the snost
these facts existed five years before there was any solemn and highest sort of contract that is P-
application made to any tribunal, even to this sible for a woan to iake, she Made a i eistake
Parliainent, to dissolve the marriage. The only rea- and desires t sowitldraw from it. t has not beci
So the woman alleges why she has changed lier consummated. The old definition and the prope
mind and desires a dissolution of the marriage as de finition of inarriage is: tirst, a civil contract;
that she was led to believe before the marriage second, the consummiation; otherwise the marriage
took place that her husband was earning more than remains inchoate. Now, here there is no conslk-
she found subsequently he vas earning. She stated mation, and there is no legal marriage in tit
that if she ad understood that lie was not able to sense, and yt the reswlt of refusing this divorce
earnl more than sghe subeequently found lie was would be to coi npel this woman to remait ii a per-

Ishe would not have consented to narry petual state of eribacy, or to contra t n in
him. The proposition then is that we shah dissolve marriage I disagree wit the Minister of Justice
the marriage simply because she found that she in the case quoted by him, which is not preceden
was, married to a person not able to support lier as to this case. In the case ie cited, thogh tie
well as she hoped lie would be. I cannot imagine a wo oan was not of tender years when she ines
ground of divorce whice would be more stigmatsed bigamnous marriage, she got der divorce.
in those countries wliere laxity of principles, as Sir JOHN TROMPSON. The liusband did.
regards divorce, are prevalent ; I cannot inmagine
an application for divorce the granting of wbieh Mr. TISDALE. The iusband got a divorce sn
would do more dishonor to this Parliauent tlan that gronnd, but the Senate refused to put intO the
the passage of this Bi would do. I shae , there- Bi that it was on account of adultery. They, e t S
fore, apart from miy objection to divorce on general just the one case, but there the Senate recogaise
principles, oppose this Bi fro every point of viewr a distinction under the circumstances thet no cn-
and I move that it be not now read tie Second time, summation had taken place, and they refused to pt
but that it be read this day six months. in the Bio on that ground, the only cause whice,

Sir Jo N THompson.
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they say, is justifiable. Now, I say further, that Parliament I have steadily voted in favor of divorce
the Minister of Justice did not understand the evi- Bills when adultery was proven beyond a doubt ;
dence in this case as I read it, or he would not and I think it would be a great misfortune for this
have said that the young woman refused, as he country, it would redound to its discredit, it would
says, to consummate the marriage, because the promote demoralisation to an enormous extent, it
vo ung man was not earning as much as he told her. would bring on the evils we see on the other side
\Vhat she did say was, that if she had not believed of the line, if we did not adhere to the law of the
lie was able to support her she would not have land, and the law of the Scriptures as well, that
consented. Those, I believe, are her words. marriage can only be dissolved for the cause of

,ir JOHN THOMPSON. That is what I said. adultery. There is a great deal to be said for the
position taken by the Catholic Church against

Mr. TISDALE. No; I understood the hon. gen- divorce in any case ; but looking at the statement
tlenan to say what would lead the House to infer we find in the Scriptures that for the cause of
that, so far as she was concerned, it was a matter of adultery divorce should be allowed, I have always
ioney--that the man was not earning as much as she voted in that direction. But I will steadily op-

supposed. That is quite a different thing, although pose in every possible way any further extension
I do not mean to say that the hon. gentleman meant of the rule. My hon. friend says that if a Bill of
to misrepresent lier reasons. I read the evidence this kind is refused it would cause an excitement
carefully, desiring to see what her reasons were, in the country for the establishment of divorce
and I think the hon. gentleman will agree with courts. I am opposed to the establishment of
me that the reason she gave was that she would divorce courts; I think it has had a bad effect in
not have married him had she not believed he England ; and I am well satisfied that our prac-
was able to support her. Well, that would be tice should continue. But if we had a divorce court
the very best reason why parents should object. established to-morrow it would decide according to
Love is all right ; it is a necessary incident law, and according to the law of England ; and ac-
of the marriage, but prudent people and the parents cording to the law of divorce as known in
of young women are not willing that their daughters England, and as it exists, therefore, in this
should be married to husbands who are not able to country, there would under that court be no
support themu. So it was a sensible and practicable relaxation of the rule as known and established
reason that she gave; it was not simply both in England and in the British Empire gene-
because she found out that he was less wealthy rally. On the other hand, if there is to be any
than lie hai represented himself to be. Her parents laxity, if this Legislature is going to adopt the
w ere against it, and it is further disclosed in the course taken by too many of the State Legislatures
evidence that he very soon after went away, and in the United States, I would go in immediately
letters are in evidence to show that he went to an- for the establishment of a divorce court, a court
other country, and he never asked her to go and live of Judges learned in the law, who would decide
with him, never showed any inclination to have lier according to the law of England. My hon. friend
live w-ith him. The result then would be that this drew a strange inference fron the fact that the
young woman, who had not arrived at the legal legal age of discretion is by law 21 years. This
age of discretion where any other contract would young lady actually was seven months fron the
be binding upon lier, asks to be relieved from this age of a woman of discretion, with all the respon-
contract, and if we compel ber to abide by it she sibilities of a woman. But the hon. gentleman
will either have to live in a perpetual state of says he does not mean to say she was not capable
celibaey or tocommit a bigamous marriage. There of making this contract of marriage; he does not
are tmo things necessary to constitute marriage, seem to say there was any mode of entrapping ber
and one of them is absent in this case. I think it used ; he does not mean to say that she did not act
would be very unjust and very unfair to refuse the with a full knowledge of the responsibilities she
relief asked for, and I think the result of any such was going to enter upon. The lion. gentleman
decision would be to raise a strong feeling for a says: That may be so; she may have understood
divorce court which would have much greater the whole thing ; but she wantediseven months of 21
Powers for granting divorces thay are now exercised years of age, and therefore we nust hold lier to be
by the two Houses. I would regret very much to absolutely without discretion. -He says she could
see such a decision. This precedent will be a very not be bound by contract to buy or sell a horse.
narrow one; it will be only a precedent where the The saine law which says she shall not be respon-
party was under age. I am not at present saying sible for purchasing a horse says she is quite old
that I am prepared to go any further. The Senate enough, if she chooses, to enter into a contract of
lia-e considered this case very fully ; they are a marriage. The law draws the distinction, and says
body that is very difBicult to move, especially in, a woman who could not make a contract in other
violation of precedent. The young woman was inatters by law, could make a contract by which1111(er 21 years of age, she could legally perform no she was bound for lfe. I say that I look with
coitract against the will of her parents, and she horror at the idea of anything like the laxity that
Perforined a contract with a mian who was not in a is produced by the relaxation of the rule that
position to provide for her, and he afterwards marriage shall be indissoluble except for the one
a>andoned ber, and unless we are prepared to cause-the cause of adultery.dissolve that contract, we will say that she shall
for all time to come remain without a husband, or Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think it would be
contract a bigamous marriage. . very unfortunate indeed if the argument addressed

'Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sorry I by the hon. gentleman for South Norfolk
cannot agree at all with my hon. friend with (Mr. Tisdale) should prevail before this Assembly.
respect to the line of argument he has taken in this The hon. gentleman has laid down a proposition
case. Ever since divorce cases have come before which, if carried out, will create a court of divorce
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in this country, wider, broader and looser than
anything that exists in any part of the United
States. The ground on which he based his view
of the case is one that I can hardly understand,
because the proposition he advanced is one, I hesi-
tate not to say, which would be held untenable
before any court in the land. This woman is of
sufficient age to enter into a contract of marriage,
being twenty years and five months old, and she is
perfectly competent, therefore, to enter into a legal
and binding contract. This is not a case in which
there is any element, so far as I can see from the
evidence, that would justify this House in assisting
her to dissolve the marriage. The woman was
acquainted with the man for fifteen months, she
was engaged to be married during twelve months,
and they agreed upon their marriage two or three
weeks before it occurred ; she went deliberately
with her eyes open, fully knowing the consequences,
to church, was married by a priestand afterwards
returned home. She stated deliberately and dis-
tinctly that it was a solemn contract of marriage,
which is the most solemn contract into which a
woman can enter, and he visited her then and for
several weeks after. There is not a scintilla of
evidence or suggestion to show that she was
entrapped into the marriage, that duress, force,
fraud or anything wrong was used to induce her to
enter into the contract; and the sole possible
ground on which, so far as I can find in reading the
debate in the other House, the divorce is sought,
is that this legal, binding, solemn marriage had
not been consummated. If this House is going to
adopt that as a cause of divorce, it is leaving the
door wider open than in most of the United States.
I desire to quote briefly from the evidence as to
events after the marriage was over. Here is an
extract from her evidence :

" Q. You did not sec him afterwards?-A. He came up
that evening.

" Q. And other evenings ?-A. Yes; he kept coming up
occasionally until lie went away.

ccQ. Did he talk to you about what he had done ?-A.
No; lie did not seem to mention anything of that kind.

"Q. Or you either?-A. No.
"Q. You never mentioned about the marriage?-A.

Oh, yes, we mentioned it, but he never spoke about pro-
viding a home for me.

"Q. Did be ever speak of your relations as husband and
wife ?-A. Yes.

"Q. In what way ?-A. Notbing particular. He said
as soon as my mother was aware of it she would be agree-
able.",
When she was asked as to whether she thoroughly
understood the import of the contract entered
into, she gave evidence as follows:-

standing on both sides of the solemn nature of the
contract entered into, and after a time one of the

I parties finds out that the other is not quite as well
off as was expected, and Bo the petitioners come to
this Parliament for relief. I hold that this House
should by a very strong vote declare that it will
not countenance such an application, and the more
emphatically this declaration is made the better it
will be for Canada.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I cordially endorse
the remarks made by the hon. member for
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), and by the right
hon. the First Minister. In the Province of
New Brunswick we have a divorce court, and
such cases as this come occasionally under cogni-
sance. I have no hesitation in saying that this
petition would have been dismissed almost without
delay by that court.

Mr. MITCHELL. How do you know?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). A few years ago I
was professionally engaged in a case precisely
similar to this, which I argued before the court.
It must be remembered that we are sitting bere as
a judicial tribunal guided by the principles of the
law of England, and the cases put forward in the
brief addresses to this House do not seeu to be
applicable to the present case, and, in fact, when
they are examined, they prove to be opposed to
the contention of the petitioner. In the case re-
ferred to-a most peculiar case and one of the latest
decided in England-Scott rs. Sebright-any-
one who reads that case will see that Mr. Justice
Butt, the eminent judge who presided, would have
refused relief under siumilar circumstances to these.
In that case the circunistances were precisely the
same as these. Nothing beyond the ceremony of
marriage took place, and the question was whether
it was under duress. The decision laid downS by
Justice Butt in that case was as follows :

" It is that long before the ceremony was gone through
the feelngs of this young lady towards the respondent
were such that of ber free and unconstrained will she
never would have married him: that she had been re-
duced by mental and bodily suffering to a state rin whh
she was incapable of offering resistance to coercbon and
threats which in ber normal condition she would have
treated with the contempt she must have feit for the man
who made use of them: and that, therefore,there nevervas
any sud consent on ber part as the law requires for the
making a coutract of marriage. Sncb beiug the case, I
know of no consideration consistent with justice or with
common sense which should induce me to hold this mar-
riage binding."
This is the principle laid down by Mr. Justice

1
Q. At that time, did you consider you were going utt, and any person who examines tat cas

be married, or was it simply some little lark on your though it is denied by the petitioner's counsel in
part ?-A. It was not any lark. We both understood we this case-would see, that if the circumstances
wanted to be married. . were similar to those now before us, Mr. Justice

' Q. And you went there with a serions intention of Butt would not bave dissolved the marriage. The
being married ?-A. Yes. . ht

"Q. And living as man and wife?-A. Yes. i strong poiit which Mr. Justice Butt made in that
"Q. Was there any understanding beforeband that you case was that there never was such consent on lier

were not to live together as man and wife?-A. Nothing part as the law requires for making a contract of
of that kind. Of course, I should never have married
him had I known his circumstances-had I known that mnarriage. As pointed out by my hon. friend
he was not in a position to keep a wife. Davies), it is clear that there was no attemPt Of

"Q. Was it understood you were to go back home and duress in this case. This girl was of an age whel
not live with him as your husband?-A. I understood I
was going home for a while. He gave me to understand she was perfectly - capable of understanding, tle
he was getting a good salary, and he told me the figures. nature of the obligation she was enterimg into,
Had I known he w.as not in such a position I would never and with full knowledge of the facts she delibera-
have consented to this." tely got married, and, as she stated, afterwards
So the sum and substance is this-that a man and fully realised the position. It seems to me that
woman enter into a contract of marriage, that it we would be establishing a very dangerous prece-
was solemnly gone through, with a clear under- dent if, under these circumstances, we would allow

Mr. DAVIEs (P.E.I.)
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this Bill to become law. In the case of Lavelle, itwill
be recollected that the marriage was under similar
circumstances to these. The wife afterwards went
to the States, and married a Mr. Fralick, and the
fact of that bigamous marriage was the only
justifiable ground upon which the Act was passed
allowing the divorce.

Mr. MITCHELL. Would my hon. friend
answer one question? After having listened to
the decision of the House the other night-that a
woman was not able to take care of herself until
she was thirty years of age-how can he reconcile
that with bis present position?

Mr. WEL)ON (St. John). I did not quite en-
dorse the views of the majority in that, but I do
not think the law laid down there has anything to
do with this case.

Mr. TISDALE. Do I understand the hon.
gentleman to lay down the doctrine that a divorce
court will iiot grant relief to the husband who
deserts bis wife after the consummation of a
marriage?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Not according to
the marriage law in England.

Mr. TISDALE. If that is good law I would say
there is no case here, but I fail to find any case
which goes that length, o1 anything like it, because
it is a monstrous doctrine.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In the case which I
recollect in the New Brunswick courts it was pre-
cisely similar to this. They separated at the
church door, and on that occasion I could find no
case in justifying me to come before the court to
ask for a divorce. I adopted the same course as
in the case of Lavelle, and obtained a divorce.

Mr. DICKEY. I wish to say ouly a few words
Il reply to the remarks made by the hon. member
for Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale). There is no doubt, and
there can be no doubt that this marriage was as
good, and valid, and as binding a marriage as ever
was contracted in Canada. The hon. gentleman
says the divorce courts, under similar circum-
stances as these now before us, would have dis-
solved this marriage. I challenge the hon. gentle-
man or any hon. gentleman in this House to
cite one single precedent where the divorce court
dissolved a marriage under such circumstances.
The argumnent was made before the Committee of
the Senate by able counsel on behalf of the plaintiff,
and every case that could be brought to bear on
the question was cited from the English, the
American and the Ontario reports. The trouble
was taken not only to deliver that argument to the
Senate Committee, but to print it and put it in the
hands of every member of Parliament, and there is
flot a pretence that there was ever a precedent for
the granting of divorce under any such circum-
stances. After a thorough examination of the
subject myself, I find that there is no such
decision to be found in the law books.
There is in this case a marriage clear and
distinct. The consent of the parents has nothing
to do with it whatever, and the consummation has
equally nothing whatever to do with it. All you
want is a clear consent to make the c9ntract, and
the contract was made and consent given in this
case. The husband, it is true, has gone to the
States, and it is said that this woman has no
renedy, but that is an entire mistake. Does any

hon. gentleman mean to say, that if any husband
in this country leaves bis family and goes to the
United States the wife has any right to come here
and ask for a divorce, and that if she does not get
it there is danger of wrong being done lier ? This
woman can go to the United States ; she can
follow her husband and institute a suit for the
restitution of marital rights. He is bound to sup-
port her, and to give ber that marital comfort
which a wife bas a right to expect. I submit that
there has not yet been given the slightest reason
whatever to this House to induce them to vote
this Bill.

House divided on amendment
Thompson (6 m. h.):

YEAs:
Messieurs

Armstrong,
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Baird,
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Bernier,
Boisvert,
Bourassa,
Cameron,
Carlin,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),

Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Chapleau,
Chouinard,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Coughlin,
Davies,
Denison,
De St. Georges,
Desjardins,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Doyon,
Dupont,
Earle,
Fiset,
Fisher,
Flynn,
Geoffrion,
Gigault,
Godbout,
Grandbois,

Bain (Wentworth),
Barron,
Bownan,
Brown,
Campbell,
Davis,
Ellis,
Hale,
lnes,
Jamieson,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Lang,
Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Livingston,
Macdonald (Huron),
Macdowall,
McKeen,

of Sir John

Guillet,
Hall,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Holton,
Hudspeth,
Ives,
Joncas.
Jones (Halifax),
Langevin (Sir Hecto r),
LaRivière,
Lépine,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Sir John),
McDougald (Pictou),
McDougall (Cape Breton),
MeMillan (Vaudreuil),
McNeill,
Montplaisir,
Paterson (Brant),
Pattersen (Essex),
Perry.
Porter.
Purcell,
Rykert,
Scriver,
Sproule,
Temple,
Thérien,
Thompson (Sir John),
Vanasse,
Welden (Albert),
Weldon (St. John),
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland).-70.

NAvs:

Messieurs
MeMillan (Huron),
Masson,
Meigs,
Mitchell,
Moncrieff,
Prior,
Robertson,
Ross,
Semple,
Skinner,
Small,
Somerville,
Tisdale,
Trow,
Tyrwhitt,
Wallace,
Watson.-35.

Amendment agreed to.

SECOND R&ADING.

Bill (No. 141) to facilitate the purchse by the
Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company from
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company of the
branch line between Hull and Aylmer.-(Mr.
Bryson.)
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TRENT VALLEY CANAL.

Mr. BARRON. Before the Orders of the Day
are called, I desire to state to the lion. the First
Minister that I have recently received a rather
important letter from my riding, regarding the
bridge across the Fenelon River. It is important
that that bridge should be attended to, for the
sake of navigation from the upper lakes to the
lower lakes, and some of the people in that part of
the country are anxious that the work should be
gone on with as soon as possible. I should like
also to know from the First Minister whether, in
case the Trent Valley Commissioners do not report
before the close of the Session, it will be possible
to have their report, together with the evidence
taken, printed and distributed to the members of
this House during the recess, in order that they
may prepare themselves to discuss it intelligently
next Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I can
inform my hon. friend that the report will be
printed and distributed as suggested. As regards
the evidence, I suppose that will follow, but I do
not like to say positively that it will be printed.
As to the first part of his question, if he will give
me a memorandum of what he requires I will
attend to it.

FRANCHISE ACT AMENDMENT.

Order for second reading of Bill (No. 44) in
further amendment of the Revised Statutes, clap.
5, respecting the Electoral Franchise, read,

Mr. BA RRON. I should be willing to allow
this to stand if the hon. the Secretary of State
would consent to consider my proposal, or at all
events to bring it up for discussion when he brings
up his Bill.

Mr. CHA PLEAU. I intend to put in the Bill
which the Governnent has before the House one
part of the hon. gentleman's Bill, that is to say,
the provision that the qualification shall be stated
in the body of the declaration. Thate is the only
part I can add

Mr. BARRON. Do I understand, then, that the
hon. Minister proposes to do away with the sche-
dule, and insist on the qualification being mentioned
in the, declaration itself ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.

Mr. BARRON. That is satisfactory, and I
move that the order be discharged.

Motion agreed to, order discharged and Bill
withdrawn.

TRADE COMBINATIONS.
Mr. WALLACE moved second reading of Bill

(No. 77) to amend the Act for the prevention and
suppression of Combinations forned in restraint of
Trade. He said : Last year we passed a Bill on
this subject, in which some changes were made in
the Senate, and the Bill was sent back here in
order to have the changes ratified. This was dur-
in the last days of eie Session ; and bad we
refused to accept those changes the Bill would
not have passed at all. Under these circumstances,
it was considered better to adopt the Bill in its
emasculated form, rather than have it fall through.
In the Bill I now present I propose to restore the

Mr. DICKEY.

provisions which we adopted in the House of Com-
mons last year. I niight mention that the Senate
weakened the effect of the Bill last Session by
inserting the words -unduly and unreasonably"
in certain paragraphs, and they also changed the
last clause, which has reference to this Act not
interfering with the regular and legitimate trades
unions of the country, but will have the effect of
preventing wholesale dealers from forming what
they would call trade unions, which, we are advised,
they would have the power to do under the Trades
Unions Act. These are the two objects proposed.
To restore the provisions, as it was in the House of
Comnons, by striking out the words " unduly and
unreasonably, " and to make it more clear what the
intention of the House is with regard to trade
unions. The intention is not to interfere in any
respect with the action of trades unions in carry-
ing out the objects of trades union associations.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second tine,
and House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Is it liable to punish
any combination ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The word "unlaw-
ful " will still remain in the first section.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.l.) I understand this Bill
as merely declaratory? Anybody who unlawfully
designs to do an unlawful act shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor. That was the law before, and is
the law still.

Mr. WALLACE. We want to make a declara-
tion of what the law is. The lawyers may under-
stand what the law is; the general public do not.

On section 2,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I). Does the second clause ex-

enpt trades unions from the operation of the Act?
Can they unlawfully combine to do unlawful acts?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. By the Trades Unions
Act combines in restraint of trade are permitted,
both as to workmen and employers. The effect of
the clause will be to permit combines by worknen
but not by employers.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Even if it is unlawful?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Even if it is in re-

straint of trade.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) The Trades Unions Act

exempts in a particular way and to a particular
extent, but this Act goes further.

Bill reported.

RECIPROCITY IN WRECKING.

Mr. CHARLTON. As the First Minister lias
expressed his wish that this Bill should be dis-
charged from the Order Paper with the other
Wrecking Bills I have no objection, and I move:

That the third Order for second reading of Bill (No. 2)
to permit Recip rocity in Wreeking and the Towing Of
Vessels and Rafts, be discharged.

Motion agreed to.

PROTECTION OF RAILWAY LABORERS.

Mr. PURCELL moved second reading of Bill
(No. 52) for the protection of persons employed by
contractors engaged in the construction of railways
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under Acts passed by the Parliament of Canada. Bil should be read a second time, and referred to
He said : This is the sanie Bill which I introduced the Committee on Railways, which will sit on
last year, to provide for the payment of money due Friday to consider another measure, and there the
to laborers on railways authorised and subsidised railway interests can also be heard, because, per-
by the Government. I think that men who work haps, some of these clauses might be oppressive on
on railways should receive their pay. There have them. In that Cominittee the Bil can be consid-
been a great many instances lately where men have ered clause by clause.

had a great deal of difficulty in getting their pay,
though this condition of affairs has not been so bad Mr. BOJSVERT (Translation.) With the per-
of late as it was in years gone by. I could not mission of the House 1 will sny n few words with
g'ive the details of these cases without mentioning respect to this Bil. As is well known, it is calcu-
the names of the parties, which I do not desire to lated to benefit the laborerswho are unfortunately
do ; but I think the Government, who claim to be so often taken advantage of by some sub-contrac-
the friends of the workingmen, should favor this tors who do not scruple to badly pay, and even
Bil]. On the Intercolonial Railway several con- sometimes to neyer pay at ail the poor men they
tractors burst and left the men without their pay. employ. 1 hope the greater part of the members
They stayed on the road as long as they could, but of this Rouse, to wbatever political party they
iany of them left the country and went to the înay belong, will deem it their duty to support

States, and have not received their pay to this day. thîs Bil, which is intended to safeguard the i-
I have been on railways, canals and other public terests of a class of the community 50 necessary
works for thirty years, and I have seen enough in and at the sane time so worthy of our sympathies.
matters of this kind to make the hair stand on I also hope the Governmeut will manifest no hostil-
one's head. These cases are very little known. ity to this Bil, for they have shown themselves to
Since I introduced this Bill I went down to my be the sincere and devoted friends of the working-
o(wn place and found that my paymaster had got a men of this country. 1 May quote as an illustra-
number of men from Lower Canada employed tion of Vhs the fact that, in 1886, regardless of
there. The man by whom they were engaged was the expenditure, tbey appointed a royal commis
paid 8400 or $500, but you could not get a $2 bill sion, whose duty it was Vo make enquiries in varios
out of him with a search warrant, and lie did not parts of the country in order to ascertain the social
pay the men. The result was that I had to pay condition of the Canadian workingmen. I ain
them over again. I said I had introduced this sorry the members of thîs commission had no op-
Bill, and I was not going to be the first to break portnnity to make their enquiries in the varions
it. I believe that will be a lesson to that man, as it places wliere railways were under construction, for
was a lesson to myself. I hope that we will see they would have obtained a greater sum of infor-
that any municipality which gives contracts for mation for the benefit of the members of this House
works will be obliged to see that the men who as to the unjnst dealings of certain raîlway con-
labor on them are paid. ln every country, defraud- tractors. For, as I said before, if aîong tbem
ing laborers of their wages is a crime which is there are men who pay rather well their laborers,
heinous to society. I hope the Minister of Justice there are others, unfortunately, who are far froni
vill favor this Bill, and, if it is passed now, the discharging their duties to them. A glance on
evil will bc wiped out. ln Maine, Kentucky, that part of the reports of the royal commission
Michigan and Texas, the magistrate settles this which has reference to the relations between work
difficulty. If the laborers are not paid, the magis- and capital will be sufficient to force conviction on
trate will sell an engine off the road, or, if there is that point; and, at page 63, we find that when the
no engine there, he will sell a piece of the road in commission was sitting at Sherbrooke a wîtness
order to pay the men. That is done by the magis- stated that a great many laborers who had
trates without any necessity of bringing the case worked for sub-contractors had been losing from
to a higher court. How can one or two, or $15 to $16 each. Unfortunately, Sherbrooke is
ten laboring men go to a higher court in con- noV the only place where this bas happened.
test with a rich contractor, or a rich company? It las happened at many places. For My
We have been sometimes a hundred miles away part, I know of a place where laborers have not
from a regular magistrate, but the Government been paid for more than two years now, and
always sends a stipendiary magistrate on these that, it goes without saying, is the cause of
works, and, in the States to which I have referred, serions injury to every class of that commu-
the stipendiary magistrate has power to settle nity. lu the first place, everyone knows tbat
thiese matters. There is not one case out of a the laborer is a man wlo has very liVtle capital, a
thousand in which laboring men will sue a com- man who lives from hand to mouth and wose
pany. Their $5, $10, $15 or $20 are not sufficient credit is very limited. Well, if that man is noV
to enable them to employ a lawyer and bring paîd regularly ho is exposed, as welI as the mem-
these cases to a higher court, and so they go with- bers of bis family, to be wanting the necessaries
out their pay. I hope the Government will agree of life. Another class, Mr. Speaker, whicb have
to the passage of this Bill. had much to suifer, is that of the farners. Every

one knows that when a railway is bnilt through the
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Bill is pre- country the greater half of the laborers wbo work

pared by my hon. friend (Mr. Purcell) for a very on it are farmers and sons of farmers, who come
beneficial purpose-the protection of the working- from ratber distant places in order Vo earn sore
nien; but it may be doubted whether, under the money Vo improve their farms, and wbo, while thus
terms of the Bill, adequate protection will be working far froni their bomes, contract debts for
given, whether the clauses of the Bill will fully the maintenance of their families. Now, if these
effect the purpose for which the hon. gentleman men are îot paid, far from having improved theirbas introduc It. 1 have no objection that the conition, they will have made it on l more criti-
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cal, and sooner or later they will have to bear the
disastrous consequences. Then, as to the mer-
chant of the locality, who advanced his goods
rather liberally, should he, moreover, as is often
the case, have taken from these laborers orde rs for
several hundred dollars, and should, on the other
hand, the laborers not be paid, he cannot receive
his money back, his trade is seriously affected, so
much so that, in order to prevent being run in
financial ruin, he will be compelled to sue them.
So that it can be seen at a glance what a miserable
condition will befall these poor people. I will
mention, in connection with this state of things, a
fact which occurred barely a few months ago. A
laborer who had worked on a railway under con-
struction for several weeks, and in the meantime
had contracted debts for the maintenance of his
family, not having been paid himself was unable
to pay his own debts. His creditors sued him and
had all his things sold by order of the court; he
was almost turned out of his home. He told me
quite recently that had caused him damages
amounting to $200. Mr. Speaker, perhaps it will
be said that the law is there to protect the laborers
working on railways the same as any other
inembers of the community. Well, I say it is not
always an easy thing to have justice done. In
the first place, the railway companies very seldom
carry on the works by themselves. In the major-
ity of cases they let them to a contractor, who,
himself, lets them to a sub-contractor, and s0 on,
and it sometimes happens that this sub-contractor
is a man of no financial standing, a kind of stop-
gap behind which others hide themselves so as not
to pay the laborers. Sometimes this sub-contrac-
tor comes and visits the works once or twice and
then he is no more to be seen, like those meteors
which pass through the immensity of space and.
leave no traces behind them. At other times it is
a representative of the company who comes and
engages a foreman. This foreman engages laborers
and these latter do not know for whom they work.
As an instance of this I will mention a fact which
occurred a few weeks ago. An honest laborer who
had earned a few dollars by working on a railway
under construction, annoyed at being put off from
week to week, froin month to month, I might
rather say from year to year, finally resolved to
take legal proceedings against the company for
which he had worked. Well, what was the result?
The company pleaded first that they had never
engaged the plaintiif ; and, what is still worse, they
pleaded prescription, and everyone knows that in
the Province of Quebec the wages of a laborer are
prescribed by the lapse of one year. Well, the
poor man had to pay the legal costs and lose the
money they owed him. Must it not be inferred froin
all this that there is a great deficiency in our sta-
tutes and that it is absolutely necessary that a law
should be passed to protect the laborers working
on railways under construction. I am not the only
one who is asking for such a legislation. There
are on the Table of this House many petitions ask-
ing that a law be passed to protect the laborers
working on railways nnder construction. Does it
not seem that the signers of these petitions are
crying out to us: We beseech you, at all events,
who are our representatives, to grant us that
greater sum of protection to which we are entitled;
we beseech you to grant us that protection which
you grant so easily to every other class of the

Mr. BoIsvERT.

community, and especially to the wealthiest
class of this country! We beseech you to protect
us against that class of men eager to enrich them-
selves with the money we have so painfully earned
and which so legitimately belongs to us ! I ask,
Mr. Speaker, is there a single member who would
decline to aid in the passing of this Bill in favor of
the laborers, in the fortunes of which we take a
deeper interest in election times than in this House.
Some time ago an hon. member rose in this House
to ask for the appointment of a commission of en-
quiry on the causes of the emigration of Canadians
to the United States. I think one of the principal
causes of this emigration-and there is no necessity
for making investigations on that point-I have no
hesitation in saying that one of the principal causes
of emigration is the want of protection to the labor-
ers, to the poor farmers and to the settlers. Yes,
I repeat it, to the settler in this country, to the
man who, poor but courageous, did not hesitate to
part with bis native parish where he had spent the
best days of his youth, to go with his family in the
thickest part of the virgin forest and engage with
it in a struggle that will last until one of the two
succumbs. And while engaged in clearing his
ground he will be compelled sorietimes to leave in
order to earn some money to provide for the more
pressing wants of his family; and then, if an op-
portunity offers, he will go and work for a railway
contractor. Should he not be paid for his work,
one can see in what a painful position his family
will be ; he will go back to his place, his heart
saddened, saying the position is untenable ; he will
sell, as soon as he can, all that lie owns ; he will
direct his steps towards the nearest railway station ;
but, on leaving, he will cast a last look at the piece
of ground he toiled upon and where he should have
been so much delighted to live with his family.
But, alas ! that happiness not being allowed
him, he will go, with downcast eyes, like an
outcast, banished from his country, to the
nearest station and take the train that will
soon take him to that American Republic, made
up of every nation on earth, each speaking his
own language, and which it is commonly agreed
to call the United States Republic. After that
one shall see editors inveighing, in long and numer-
ous columns of their papers, against the emigration
of Canadians to the United States, and at certain
days in the year, on the St. Jean Baptiste day, for
instance, one shall see young men just let loose
from the lyceums, their imagination full of flowers
of rhetoric, appear on the platform and deliver
patriotic speeches, in which they recall the bril-
liant military achievements of our fathers and
bitterly deplore the emigration of Canadians to
the United States, of these poor compatriots who
are often wrongfully charged with a want of
patriotism when leaving their country. I am not
in favor of the emigration of Canadians to the United
States, but I think a great many of those who
emigrate are just as patriotic men as those
who remain in the country. One thing sure, Mr.
Speaker, they have more. patriotism than the rail-
way contractors who do not pay their men. Each
man appreciates patriotism in this world after bis
own ideas. Ask the soldier what a patriot is. .®
will proudly answer : It is he who gives ls life in
the defence of his country. Ask the farmer who
is the greatest patriot. He will proudly answer .
It is he who causes two blades of grass to gFoW
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where only one grew. Ask a laborer what a
patriot is, and he will frankly tell you : It is lie who
has heart, courage and energy enough to earn the
livelihood of his family, and if he does not find
means of doing it in this country, his duty is to
seek for it elsewhere. Of course, in doing this, he
is actuated by patriotism, for should he*remain in
his country and cause his family to suffer he would
not be a true patriot. Mr. Speaker, I shall say no
more. It appears to me no lengthy arguments are
required to show the necessity of passing a Bill
to protect the poor laborer working on railways.
The Bill of the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr.
Purcell) has that object in view. If it is not found
perfect, let it be amended ; but I pray that it be
passed, for the effect of this Bill, if it becomes law,
will be to give every one his due, and so the devil
will have noue.

Mr. LEPINE. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, if
there ever was a Bill worthy of the consideration
of this House, it is this very Bill brought up by
the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Purcell) for
the protection of laborers employed in the con-
struction of railways. For several years past
complaints were made by laborers employed on
railways. A good many of them have lost part or
the whole of their salary, and it is time this class
should be protected by some such special legisla-
tion as this measure now submitted to our consid-
eration. A few months ago the newspapers have
been advocating the claims of nany persons em-
ployed on railways under construction in the
Eastern Townships, and on another railway under
construction in the Baie des Chaleurs. Extensive
strikes have occurred at these places, and they
were caused and warranted by the conduct of con-
tractors,who declined to pay the honest salary due
to their laborers. By this Bill the Government
will prevent the making of illegitimate profits out
of the laborers employed on those works, and, as
pointed out by the lion. member for Nicolet (Mr.
Boisvert), who has vigoronsly advocated to-night
the rights of the persons employed on railways, this
Bill, if passed by Parliament, as I have no
doubt it will be, will greatly benefit the laboring
classes. -I do not wish to detain the House any
longer, but I hope that this Bill, which no doubt
will be referred to the Committee on Railways,
im order that it may be more thoroughly consid-
ered, shall soon be brought back with the sugges-
tion that the House should pass it.

Mr. SPROULE. The lion. member for Glen-
garry (Mr. Purcell) is entitled to credit from
the workingnen of the country for bringing in a
Bill of this kind. It is a fact that cannot be de-
nied, that from time to time we have instances of
hardship, instances of poverty, that are the result
of ill-considered contracts, or of dishonesty on the
part of contractors. In every part of the country,
and at all times in the history of the country, we
have brought to our notice large numbers of
laborers who have faithfully discharged their duty
to contractors and sub-contractors, who have
worked hard for the money that was needed to
support themselves and their dependent families,and yet after that labor has been performed, after
their time has ibeen wasted, after many of them
have gone into debt for necessaries to support
themnselves in the meantime, they wake up
to realise that an unpricipled contractor has

cleared out and left them without their well-
earned money. This being the case, they have
little or no redress. A private individual, a labor-
ing man, who has got to contend with a rail-
way corporation, lias little or no redress. He
is unable to collect his wages ; lie may sue for them,
and perhaps lie finds that lie lias not the power to
carry on the suit against the contractor, or he may
find other disabilities which prevent him from col-
lecting that which lie lias lawfully earned. Now, a
Bill of this kind, if it could be crystallised into
law-while I confess that I think this falls
short of the object aimed at-still, I say, if a Bill
of this nature could be crystallised into law it
would be a warning to railway corporations, and
would compel them to take the trouble to ascertain
the financial standing of contractors, their honesty,
and their means of carrying out the contract
before they would allow them to enter into such
contracts. Unfortunately, as it is to-day, it is a
matter of little concern to railway corporations or
to big contractors when they sub-let contracts,
whether the sub-contractors are able to do the
work ; the result is, that we find that Goveruments
are applied to-as this Government lias been, not
only during the present Session, but during many
previous Sessions-to furnish money to pay these
men who have done the work for which the public
are receiving a benefit afterwards, and for which
the contractors have failed to pay them. We had
such an instance in the building of the North-West
Central Railway, or of the Souris and Rocky
Mountain Railway. Year after year that stood,
until only a short time ago the labor that
was expended in the completion of these con-
tracts was paid for at something like 50 cents
on the dollar ; but it was paid at a time when
these poor unfortunate men who did the work
realised very little for it, because they were in such
a state of hardship that many of them were com-
pelled to sell their claims, believing that these
claims would never be realised upon, and many
were compelled to sell their claims for 25 cents on
the dollar. When the claims were paid it was
others who profited by their labor and not them-
selves ; they received scarcely 25 cents on the
dollar. In this case I regret to say the original
company was more at fault than the contractors;
but no matter who was in fault, at any rate
the poor laborer who did the heavy part of the
work received little or nothing in return for his
labor. Now, I say that, if this Bill becomes law, it
would be a standing advertisement to the world,
that men would not be allowed to make a contract
with a company without proving first, to the satis-
faction of the company, or the first contractor, that
they had some financial standing in the country,
or something to back them up, which would enable
them to complete their contract. It may be said
by some that if this Bill becomes law it will
prevent railway corporations from carrying on
their operations as successfully as they otherwise
would do, because the percentage held back by
the company will be so great that it will
require all the financial skill and manœuvr-
ing that a sub-contractor can do to enable
him to complete his contract with the limited
means at his disposal. But I think it would
rather result in the making of better arrangements
between the companies and sub-contractors ; they-
would not only make provisions for the work being
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carried on-because it would be in their interest progress of public works in this country, because
that it should be done-but they would also make it is important that contractors should have every
provisions for ascertaining from time to time how facility for carrying them on.
much, if any, remained behind unpaid, how many
of these poor unfortunate laborers were lying out Mr. BERGIN. I desire to add a word to what
of their money. These are the poorer classes of has fallen from hon. gentlemen who have pre-
the community, they are the least able to bear the ceded me in support of this Bill. There can be no
loss of their wages, and they are the least able to doubt that very great suffering and great hardshipfight for them when they are cheated out of them ; have been caused, and very great wrong has been
therefore, I say this Bill is a very important one. practiced upon poor laboring men in the past, and
Now, the first clause says ; will be in the future, unless prevented by legisla-

" Any railway company now or hereafter incorporated tion such as this. It has corne to my notice
under the authority of any Act of the Parliament of frequently during years past that sub-contractors
Canada may stipulate and provide in any contract." have faîled to pay the wages of the laborers em-
I think there ought to be a change in the phrase- ployed by them upon railways and other public
ology, and that the word " may " should be "shall works. It is not always the fant of the con-
stipulate and provide ;" because it leaves it tractor, but very often it is. I mention this
optional ; they may do it, or can do it, whereas I especiahly because the hon. gentleman Nvho bas
believe the aim of the hon. member is to make a just taken bis seat (Mr. Sproule) bas said that h
law by which they are compelled to do it. I have was in tbe înterest of the contractor ahways to see
no doubt that when this Bill comes before the the work properly done by the sub-contractor, and
Committee on Railways and Canals, where each tie payments to the laborers promptly made.
clause is considered separately, the wisdom of that Now, we know that, so far f rom this being the case,
Committee, provided they see fit to pass this Bill, frequently contractors employ suh-ontractors
will so modify it as to make it compulsory on witbout sufficient capital to carry on the con-
railway companies and on the first contractor to tracts indeed, they go so far as to induce
make such a provision. I can only say that the men Vo take sub-contracts at a price less than
object of the Bill is a good one; it aims at that for whicb they can fairly do the work.
remedying an evil that has been felt from time to As a consequence, after several weeks they flsd
time in this country ; it aims at giving the poor they are unable Vo pay their laborers; the men are
laborer what he is richly entitled to, after he has obliged to cease work, and tbe damage is not con-
worked hard for days, it may be, in the sun, or it flued entirehy to tie laborers, but it is pretty
may be when the inclemency of the weather is widely spread in the neigbborlood where the work
such that it is segrcely fit for a man to be out, and is being carried on. The snb-contractors obtais
when he has faithfully discharged his duty, labor- credit fion the boarding honse keepers, ani froin
ing f rom eight hours a day to ten, twelve and tie merchants who furnisb theiu with supplies.
perhaps sixteen hours a day, and still he may re- The boardîng bouse keepers get in debt to the
ceive no reward for that labor unless we bave some rerchats, as do the sub-contractors, and tie sub-
scb a Bill as this Vo compel the contractor Vo contractor in a litte wile is obliged to cease
consider lus case and make proper provisions witb work; e chears ont; be leaves his aorers unpaid.
the suh-contractor for bis payment, otherwise The merchants who trusted the laborers and who
sose unprinciphed, dishonest man may avail trsted the sub-contractor lose their debts also,
himself of tbe laxity of the law and clear out of the and the contractor induces sone other foolis tosee
country and !eave these poor men witbout paying to take the place of the sub-contractor wbo ias
for their labor. As 1 said before, 1 thîuk the bon. gone away. My hon. friend wbo has introduced
member is entitled to credit for bringing in Vhs this Bi can give many instances of this kind,
Bihl He knows the need of it biniself hy experi- wbere three or four s eb-coytractors in successioi
ence as a contractor, and while saying 0 I inst have failed, owing Vo the false representations inade
adîniü from ahl the information 1 have been able Vo the by the contractor, and three, or four,
Vo geV on thîs suhject, that he is entitled Vo credit or five sets of lahorers have lost their wages.
for another thing also ; that hebas sbown a dis- 1 think that this Bih would do aw y with that
position during bis wbole Aife to look after the evil, thai it would ampy protect tbe laborers; at
interests of the laboring men, and, as I ain told, ail events, as amended, as p aar sure it wihl e i
u some instances lie has even paid the second toe sense implied by the hon. member for crey
time laborers wbo bave been deprived of their (M. Sproule), it will make it imperative upo
money by sub-contractocs, Vo whom lie had wet coutractors who suh-let any portion of their works
contracts. Now, 1 say it cornes with good grace Vo se that their laborers are paid ; and if tbey are
from that bon. genitleman, because he bas been a not paid the Goverment wi l have it in its pomer
railway contractor for yeas, and lie knows the to deduet from the sunms payable o them by the
evils that have grown np, he knows the injustices Governusent the amount necessary Vo pay the wages
that have been perpetrated, times without number, of the laborers. So great gas been the loss to the
against poor laborers. Tberefore, lie feels. himself laboring -community througb the snb-letting of
that it o bis duty, as a member of Vh s Parliame mt, portions of railways and other public works Vo eb
to introduce a Bih which many would say would without sufficient capital Vo carry on their sb-
be against bis own interests as a large contracwor, contracts that the attention of the reat labor
but which wla protect the poor la orers of the organisations baa been called Vo it, an numecons
country. I trust that this Parliament wil see fit petitions have been presented Vo phas youse asking
Bo pass the Bil , at least in some shape, so that it Pariament Vo pass the Bill of the hon. member for

may accompnish the object the hon, gentleman as Gengarry (Mr. Purcell) inVo iaw. There can be
id view, and while doing that I tbink it may also no question, I hink, from ail we have heard i
be framed s as bot, in any way, to retard the connection wit Vhs BW, that the hou. ceeber

Mr. SPROULE.
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for Glengarry (Mr. Purcell) deserves the gratitude
of the laboring community of this country. No
one has moved in this matter before, or, at all
events, has so earnestly pushed it as lias the hon.

member for Glengarry (Mr. Purcell) ; and when

we find that the great labor organisations have

called upon us to adopt his Bill, we are in duty
bound to pay attention to those representations,
because, as the lion. Minister of Justice said the

other night, in speaking of another matter recom-
mended to this House by the labor organisations,
we should take it, to a certain extent, for granted

that they have fuller information on these matters,
and mnust know more about them than we do who
are not engaged in matters of this kind. We know,
too, that the sub-contractors not only impose up-
on laborers and deprive them of their earnings,
but they do mischief all round. When a man is
employed as a contractor on a Government rail-
way, the people in the neighborhood naturally
think he is representing the Government. They
think any contract entered into with the sub-con-
tractor will be ratified by the Government ; they
look upon him as part and parcel of the Public
Works or Railway Department, and they are cer-
tain, w-hen they deliver the property, they will be
paid by the Railway Department or Public Works
)epartment. They little know that these people

are merely tools in the hands of an astute con-
tractor; and I could, if necessary, point to more than
one case where the community in the neighbor-
hood have been fleeced by such unscrupulous and
incompetent men. I do not wish to occupy the
time of the House longer, because it must be
patent to every bon. member that, as our attention
has been called to a great evil, it is our duty to
remedy it. There is no portion of the community
less able to enforce a claim against the disho4est
sub-contractor than are the laborers ; in fact, the
sub-contractors leave them in a position that
they are unable to prosecute any claim against
them, and to pay the fees in the division court
necessary to be paid before they can enter suit
against them, but they even leave the poor labor-
ers and their families without bread. It is a cry-
ing evil, and it is one which should be terminated
if possible, and I feel quite convinced that this
Bill, after it lias been considered by the Commit-
tee on Railways and Canals, will be so framed that
the laborers of the country may feel assured in
future that when they are employed on Govern-
ment railways or public works their wages will be
secured, and that they need not fear being robbed
by any dishouest sub-contractor.

Mr. CURRAN. The hon. member for Glengarry
ýi r. Purcell), who has brought forward this
mneasure, has on several occasions requested me to
read his Bill and consider it. The question is one
with which he, as a public contractor-having car-
ried out some of the most important works in the
)ominion-is thoroughly abquainted, at all events

in o far as the great hardships to which men are
exposed who may have the misfortune to fall into
the hands of persons who are unscrupulous and
anxions to defraud ; and he also knows how difficult
it is, under existing circumstances, for poor men to
enforce their rights against persons who are evilly
disposed. The hon. the First Minister has suggest-
ed that this Bill be referred to the Committee on
Railways and Canals, and that reference, of course,
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will enable that Committee to take cognisance of
the various provisions of the Bill, and consider
exactly how far those provisions come within the
jurisdiction of this Parliament. The great object
of the Bill is, of course, to afford ample protection
to the laborer who lias earned his money by hard
work upon the public enterprises of the coun-
try. But we must be very careful not to over-
step the marks that are traced for us with
respect to our powers, and while some of the
provisions of this Bill may possibly come within
the jurisdiction of this Parliament, especially
if the Governnent themselves were undertaking
the construction of a public work, then it might
make certain provisions in its contract that those
who had charge of men or received contracts
fron the Government should be forced to carry
out certain terms of payment with respect to those
employed. Still it is difficult for me, at all events,
te see how we could intervene in most cases with-
out usurping the powers now in the hands of the
Local Legislatures of the various Provinces of the
Dominion. These questions will naturally present
themselves to bon. members who are well versed in
such matters on the Railway Committee, and I
will, therefore, merely say that I congratulate the
hon. gentleman on having brought this matter to
the notice of Parliament ; and as regards the
provisions of the Bill with which we cannot our-
selves deal, they being ultra rires, the matter will
have been brought to the notice of those who have
that power, and the hon. gentleman will have had
the satisfaction of having made known the state of
things which exists, so that those who are com-
petent to apply the remedy will, no doubt, dis-
charge their duty at the proper time.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I understand it to be
the wish of the House that this Bill be read the
second time and go to the Comnittee on Railways.
I will not oppose the motion, and I could hardly
do so when the leader of the House has requested
that that course should be followed. But I hope
the lion. gentleman and those in favor of the Bill
will not understand us all as committing ourselves
at all to the principle of the Bill in so assenting.
So far as I am able to judge there is nothing in it
which we have power to pass, except the title and
possibly the preamble ; but I have no objection to
the Bill going to the Committee, so that it may be
thoroughly examined for the purpose of ascertain-
ing whether any provisions of like character can
be enacted within the powers of this Parliament.

Mr. BRIEN. The lion. member for Glengarry
is a large contractor, and on that ground alone, I
am in favor of the Bill. The hon. gentleman
deserves the thanks of the laboring men of this
country for having brought it before the House,
for if there is any class that is unable to protect
itself it is the laboring class. If this Bill should
become law, it would do justice to those who
otherwise would not receive justice. I heartily
support the Bill, and I hope it will go before the
Railway Committee.

Mr. LARIVIÈRE. The Bill is more important
than it would, perhaps, seem to be at first sight.
We have through the Dominion several railways
being constructed, and we know that in my own
Province, as well as in other Provinces, we have had
a great deal of trouble on account of some of the rail-
way contractors and sub-contractors not paying
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their laborers. In a great many instances-in the sense of their being ignorant of the usages, laws
almost in every case I inay say-some contracts and often language of the country. Recently, in
have been let to irresponsible sub-contractors, and Toronto, a move has been made, something in the
the poor laborers after working for weeks, and for same line as this Bill, by the corporation passingseveral months in inany cases, have not been paid an ordinance of the council that no wages less than
for their labor. This, as has been said by the hon. a certain sum per hour should be paid to men
member for Stormont (Mr. Bergin), is fron the working on the sewers, and I think the block pave-
fact that the people who were working for railway ments of the city as well. By this means the
companies, are under the belief that the Govern- corporation are enabled to see that the working-
ment is responsible for their wages, and that, there- men shall be paid a fair wage, and that they get it.
fore, they go on working for weeks and weeks with- I fancy that ifa law of that sort is good in Toronto,
out being paid, because they believe the payment in connection with contractors for city work, it
is sure to come. Unfortunately their mistake has also ought apply with equal force to men employed
led them to trust these sub-contractors, who have as navvies on railways. I see no reason why legis.
taken contracts at a iuuch lower price than they lation should not be adopted on the lines of this
ought to, and who are unable to pay the poor Bill, and I believe we should pass a law which
laborers. I hope this measure will be well should protect the navvies and at the same time
examined by the Railway Committee, and that compel the railway companies to see that justice
such legislation as is required under the circum- is done to the men who really build the line. I
stances, will be adopted in order to relieve, in know many cases where men have lost their whole
future, the poorer classes from the recurrence pay, or a large portion of their pay through the
of the losses they have sustained in the past. sub-contractors failing, and for this reason I think
I believe, that some means can be adopted we should protect the workmen. I heartily endorse
wherebv these laborers can be protected as well as the principle of this Bill.
men working en ordinary buildings, because we General LAURIE. It occurred to me at firsthave the lien law to protect the mechanics who sight that the provisions of this Bill applywork on, as well as those who supply building more particularly to counties and localities inmaterial for ordinary buildings. I do not see why which public works are being carried on. But Iwe should not have also a provision in the Railway believe, on second thoughts, that districts, at aAct, whereby those who earn their wages by hard distance from where these works are, are eventoil, should also be protccted. L hope that when more affected than the actual localities. A largethis Bill is brought before the Railway Committee, number of workingmen leave their homes and golegislation will be adopted to protect these poor to the districts in which these works are being
workingnen. In itself, the Bill may not appear carried out, in the hope of obtaining regular em-to be very important, but when we consider the ploynent. But, if through dishonesty, or theconsequences of what has taken place, the measure failure of the contractors, the work is not carried
is much more important than it may appear. The on these men are thrown on their own resources.
losses may be small, but they are numerous, and They have not their homes near the works ; they
the whole taken together, amount to a large sum cannot wait to obtain their wages through anywhich falls directly on the class of the community process of law, even if they could obtain them by
least able to sustain these losses. Men in ordinary this means, and they must return whence they
business in life may sometimes lose very large came, or seek work elsewhere. Without going
amounts without affecting their position; but poor into the details of the Bill, it seems most desirable
people, who depend upon their wages to maintain that some money should be retained to pay these
themselves and their familes, cannot afford to poor workingmen for the work they have actually
lose even a small amount. As we are here to done. I hope that some such Bill, as the one noW
legislate to protect all classes of the community, before us, may become law.the rich as well as the poor, and the poor as well
as tIle rich, I believe we ought to adopt such means Mr. COCKBURN. L amn very glad, ideed, that
that, in every case, these poor people who give their the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Purcell) has
labor should be protected against unscrupulous beenî kmnd enoughi to embody in this Bill the result
contractors, or againt contractors who make mis- of the long experience of forty years which he has
takes in tendering for contracte at too how a figure. had as a contractor. While I am anxious to see

provision made for the due protection of the
Mr. DENISON. The class which it is proposed workingmen - and especially the workingmen

to legislate in favor of, by this Bill, are a class of belonging to the class mentioned by the member
the community who can least afford to sustain a for West Toronto (Mr. Denison), nanely, the
loss. They are the lowest paid, I suppose, of all navvies-who require that protection perhaps
the working classes. The Bill refers mostly to the more than any other laborer, yet, at the same tiie,
class known as navvies, who work on the railways, I must say this is a Bill which must be entered
and that being the case, mt j the duty of this upon and have its provisions viewed most carefullY

House to protect them, and to see that they obtain by the Committee on Railways and Canals. I fin
their hard-earned wages. As we know, it very that section 3 of the Bill says:
often occurs that the men employed on railroad "Every railway company, inco orated by Parliament

and contracting as aforesaid, sasilascertain from time toconstruction are foreigners, and not understanding time, by agent or otberwise, that al arrears due to
our language, they may be induced to delay laborers and workmen have been paid by their contrac-
collecting their wages, and may be inposed upon tors, before making final payment to or settlement with
through their ignorance of our tongue. On that them"
account, I believe, legislation should step in to in- It occurs to me that under these provisions araiway
sure that these people who are more or less ignorant company might stir up some innocent laborer to
ahould be protected-the word "ignorant " I use in make a claim which might be well founded or

Mr. LARrIvIRE.
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might be unfounded, and the sub-contractor
would be left in the position of being unable to get
any money from the railway company to pay his
-workmen-however willing he might be to do so.

Mr. PURCELL. I intend to have that amended.
It wias a mistake to put that part in the Bill.

Mr. COCKBURN. I am very glad of that, be-
cause it would open the door to any amount of
chicanery and cheating. I hope while the hon.
gentleman is taking up the protection of the
-workingmen, that he will not forget also the poor
working woman, who often supplies the working-
man with the necessaries of life, and who occasion-
ally happens to be left unpaid, and that he will
not omit even the Chinese washerwoman. I
should like to see the provisions of the Bill ex-
tended to the fullest extent, so that not only the
workingmen will be protected, but all connected
with the contract. When the Bill goes before the
Railway Committee, I hope it will be thoroughly
investigated, and we shall have there the great
experience of the hon. member for Glengarry to
guide us. No Bill has corne before the House
which is more important in some of its ramifica-
tions than this, and no Bill requires to be more
carefully guarded, because a Bill of this character,
with proper restraints, may be of great benefit, and
if allowed to extend beyond due limitations, it may
do incalculable harin. I hope that whatever may
be done with the Bill, the discussion will have this
effect, that if we find it to be beyond our powers to
deal with the question, so much attention will have
been drawn to it that the Local Legislatures will
take the matter under their wing, and accomplish
the objects sought to be attained in this Bill.

Mr. WATSON. I have just a word to say before
this Bill is passed. I am sure the House will
almost unanimously agree to this Bill, and I hope
the hon. Minister of Justice will give it such
attention as to crystallise it into a law that will
benefit the class for whom it is intended, the work-
ing class on railways. The case which has been
mentioned came under my notice five or six years
ago-the case of the Souris and Rocky Mountain
Railway. There were unpaid claims for labor on
that road to the amount of $80,000, and the House
practically admitted the principle of the Bill
by inserting a clause for the incorporation
of the North-West Central Railway Company,
which took over the Souris and Rocky Mountain
Railway, providing that one of the first claims
against that company should be the old claim of
the workingmen on the Souris and Rocky Moun-
tain Railway. That claim of $80,000 was
settled for, I believe, for $25,000, and I think I
amn safe in saying that not $10,000 of that amount
-ent into the hands of the working people to whom

it was due, because it was not paid for three or
four years, and those people could not afford to
Wait, and sold their claims for what they could
get. I think that case shows how important it is
that such a Bill as this should be crystallised into
workmg shape, and that the original contractor
should be held responsible for the labor performed
under sub-contractors.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT.
Mr. DICKEY moved second reading of Bill (No.

103) in further amendment of the Canada Tempe-
1171

rance Act. He said : I think it proper that I
should explain to the House as shortly as possible
the necessity that exists for this Bill. Il would
first draw the attention of the House to the ori-
ginal section of the Canada Temperance Act, which
is the same as section, 95 in the Act of the Revised
Statutes, the part of which material to my argu-
ment reads as follows :-

" When any petition bas been adopted, the Governor
in Council may by Order in Council, published in the
Canada Gazette, declare that the second part of this Act
shall be in force and take effect in such county or city
upon, from and after the day on which the annual or semi-
annual licenses will expire."
By an oversight, when the Act was originally
passed-I believe those in charge of it having more
in view the circumstances that existed in Ontario
-the fact was overlooked that there are a large
number of counties in Nova Scotia in which no
licenses were in force at all. Therefore, after the
Act was voted on in some ten or twelve counties,
the question was raised whether or not this Act
had come into force, because the Order in Council
which purported to bring it into force followed in
all cases the terms of the Act, saying that it
should come into force after the day of the expiré
of the annual or the semi-annual licenses. That
point was decided against the counties by some of
the courts, and the result was that an appeal was
made to this Parliament in 1884, when chapter 31
was passed to remedy that difficulty. The first
section of that Act provided for future cases of
counties which had no licenses in force, and the
second section was retroactive, declaring :-

" If any Order in Council has been published in the
Canada Gazette declaring that the second part of the
Canada Temperance Act, 1878, shall be in force and take
effect in any county or city upon, from, and after the day
on which the annual or serni-annual licenses for the sale
of spirituous liquors the.o in force in such county or city
will expire; and if in fact there were at the date of such
publication, no such licenses then in force in such county
or city, then the second part of the Canada Temperance
Act, 1878, shall be deemed to have been in force and taken
effect in such county or city at the expiration of thirty
days from the date of such Order in Counoil,"
That had the retroactive effect of bringing into effect
in these counties in Nova Scotia the prohibitory
clauses of the Canada Temperance Act. That in the
year 1884 made matters perfectly satisfactory, and
brought the law into operation, as it had been
asked by the majority of peeple in tbose counties.
In the consolidation of the statutes, by the repeal-
ing schedule, this statute of 1884, 47 Vic., chapter
31, to amend the Canada Temperance Act, was
repealed. It was not observed in time by any
body interested in the matter that this Act had
been repealed, but as time went on the point was
raised-I think about a year ago-that the Act
whfch brought the Canada Temperance Act into
force in those counties had been repealed, and that
the effect was to do away with the Act in those
counties. I do not think that argument will corn-
mend itself as a sound one to any of the legal
element in this House. I think that looking to
the Consolidated Statutes and the Act of 1884, to
which I have just referred, and looking particularly
to the Interpretation Act contained in the Consol-
idated Statutes, which provides what shall be the
effect of the repeal of any statute, it must be clear
to any lawyer that the opinion I have referred to
is a mistake. But we have to deal with matters
as we find them, and a county court judge in
Nova Scotia thought the Act, owing to the repeal
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of the statute of 1884, is no longer in force in
Nova Scotia. It will be seen at once that by an
error in the work of the revisors of the statutes, an
effect has been produced which never could have
been contemplated by this House. The Canada
Temperance Act was brought into force in ten or
twelve counties in Nova Scotia by the deliberate
and almost overwhelming voice of the people.
There has been no intention on the part of Parlia-
ment ever to override that decision, and I do not
think there will be any intention now to do any-
thing in that direction ; and the Act I propose is
the following -

For the removal of doubts as to the application of the
Act hereinafter mentioned in certain counties and cities
in Canada . Her Majesty, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate and House of Commons of Canada,
enacts as follows:-

Notwithstanding the repeal of section 2 of the Act 47
Vie., chapter 31, it is hereby declared that the second
p art of the Canada Temperance Act was and still is in
orce in any county or city to which such section applies,

and shall remain in force in such county and city as if no
repeal had taken place.
The Bill proposes simply to put those counties
where they would be if this repeal had not taken
place. As that repeal was not intended by the
House to work any such effect as it bas been made
to work in the opinion of one judge, I feel I cannot
look for any serious objection in any quarter to
the second reading of this Bill.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I do not intend to oppose
the second reading. I have been unable to compre-
hend by what process of reasoning the county
court judge arrived at the conclusion he did. It
is an extraordinary decision ; however the hon. gen-
tleman is dealing with facts as he finds them. No
doubt if the case be appealed to a higher court,
that court will take a different view. I would
suggest that the proviso in the Act of 1884 be re-
newed in this Bill, nanely, tliat existing rights be
reserved and not prejudiced by the passing of this
declaratory law.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The only hesitation
I feel in supporting the Bill is that I think the
law so perfectly clear that there is no cause for the
least doubt. As to the decision which the hon.
gentleman has referred, I find it impossible to have
any respect whatever for it. My hon. friend is
mistaken in supposing that the Act of 1884 was
repealed by error, and that its repeal was not
noticed. Like all Acts which have served their
purpose, and which were temporary in their
character, it was properly repealed on the revision
of the statutes. That Act performed its purpose
in fixing the date when the Canada Temperance
Act came into force, and nothing but an Act of
Parliament could make it cease. But a judge has
been found to actually take the view that an 'Act
repealing errors and ambiguities provides of itself
errors and ambiguities. I would oppose the passage
of the Bill were it not that in four or five counties
a great deal of confusion exists, one appeal having
been taken and a suit standing for judgment, and
in the meantime the Act being interfered with.

(In the Coumittee.)
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) moved that clause 2 be

added to the Bill as follows :-
Nothing herein contained shall be construed so as to

afect any suit, action, prosecution or proceeding, now
pending.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. Dicxxy.

Bill, as amended, reported.

Mr. DICKEY moved third reading of the Bill.
Mr. DAVIS (P.E.I.) As my hon. friend from

King's, Nova Scotia (Mr. Borden), takes an interest
in this measure, and as he is unable to be present
to-night in consequence of sickness, I would ask the
bon. gentleman to allow the third reading to stand
until to-morrow.

Mr. DICKEY. This will, probably, be the last
day on which I will have an opportunity of pro-
ceeding with the Bill, and, probably, any proposals
the hon. gentleman may have to make may be made
in another place.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Very well.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third tine
and passed.

FRANCHISE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The Secretary of State
bas incorporated the provisions of Bill (No. 108) te
amend the Electoral Franchise Act, in bis general
amendment to that Act. I, therefore, move that
the Order be discharged.

Motion agreed to, Order discharged and Bill
withdrawn.

LORD'S DAY OBSERVANCE.

Mr. CHARLTON. Probably it is too late to
proceed now with (Bill No. 110) to secure the better
observance of the Lord's day, as it may create con-
siderable discussion, and it might be better to pro-
ceed with the next Order, which I do not think
will occupy much time.

FRANCHISE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. BRIEN moved second reading of Bill (No.
114) in further amendment of the Revised Statutes,
chapter 5, respecting the Electoral Franchise. He
said : I am very glad we have at last arrived at
this Bill. I think no better argument can be adduced
to show the necessity of the Bill than the measure
which bas been discussed to-nighton the proposition
of tbe hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Purcell). Se
far as we can gather from the utterances of those
who introduced and supported the Electoral
Franchise Act, it is based on the ground of giving
representation to industry. If that be the view, 1
believe every industrious laboring man should have
a vote. The Minister of Inland Revenue said, when
the Bill was first introduced :

" This Bill widens the franchise so as to bring in the
laboring classes. It brings in every industrious mechanic
and every industrious laborer in the country."

Last year, the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White), in moving the Address, said :

" It confers the franchise on all citizens who are net
confirmed paupers, upon every one who hasasiake in the
country."

If we examine the statistics as reported by the
Ontario Bureau, we find that the average wages
paid to farm laborers amount to $250, and manY
of them work for wages under that amount. I am
sure that no one will declare that these men
are tramps, or are not citizens who have an interest
and a stake in the country. I think the House
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should favor this Bill. There is no party purpose the buse of Gommons as they are for the Local
to be gained by it. It is simply intended to do Legisiature.
justice to this class. I do not wish it to be under- Mr CHARLTON. It is a very simple matter
stood that I favor the principle of the original Bill,
which I cannot find a parliamentary term to dispose o tenini of is Bim b r
characterise by its right name, but, as we are n t or denci It i b0 rg a igl
compelled to accept it willingly or unwillingly, pstn to lower t f fr e $0 tr25
we should make it as workable as possible. I y own experie
have seen workingmen on the stand hour after is that the limit of $300 excindes a large proportion
hour trying to figure up cent by cent what the ual care of wages i toe orig e
they had received, with a view of getting and I
the right to vote. The ordinary payment of think the proposition of the hon. member
laboring men in this country is not more for South Essex (Mr. Brien) is well worthy the
than one dollar a day, and it is not possible consideration of the Secretary of State, and that it
for them to work more than 313 days in the year. will place the franchise on a more just basis than
Ifind that the average amount which they receive at present.
is only $250, and it is useless to pretend, in that Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gen-
case, that the application of this Bill gives the tleran does not see that although it is made to
franchise to the laboring class. In comparing the assimilate the vote to the Province of Ontario,
Provincial franchise and the Dominion franchise in that is not the only Province; it does not assimi-
the constituency which I have the honor to repre- laVe it to the other Provinces. The hon. gentleman
sent, I find there is a difference altogether of about looks at it in regard Vo bis own Province.
20) voters who are disfranchised as between the Mr. BRIEN. There is another feature that
$250 and $300 income. I do not care so much about strikes me, and that is the reduction of value.
the other clauses of the Bill as the first clause. An income of $250 now is really worth as much as
The third clause is simply to substitute an adver- an income of 8300 was when the Franchise Act
tisement in the paper instead of posting up these was passel. It does not appear to me that the
lists. I speak from experience in this matter, and Bil would require to change the basis of the
I think the Government will find that it will be franchise. If the Prime Minister will promise us
nuch cheaper to advertise in the newspapers the that he wiIl let it go through next Session, we will
time of the meeting of the court, instead of posting not push it any further.
it up. I know that lists that have been posted up Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will con-
have been torn down, either by some one who sider it next Session.
walited to appropriate the list for himself,or through
mischief. I do not deem it necessary for me to say otion agreed to, and lebate adjourned.
any more in regard to this Bill, considering the f ill Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD uoved the ad-
discussion it has had, along with the franchise journinent of the bouse.
question in general, and I hope the Government Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11.15

teHiol allow the BiC o ao become law. p L.o

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon.
gentleman must see that it is quite impossible for
this Bill to get through this Session. It alters, in
fact, the elective franchise as it is now constituted,
and it opens the door for a discussion which would,
perhaps, last a week. I think my hon. friend must
be satisfied in having introduced this Bill, and
hav ing called the attention of the House to it, and
through the House, the attention of the country.
Therefore, in order not to waste the time of the
House, I move the adjournment of the debate.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). This is certainly a very
summary way of disposing of a very important
measure. It may be the more convenient way to
get rid of it ; but, certainly, I think, there is a good
deal in what has been stated by the hon. member
for Essex (Mr. Brien). I must say, further, that I
think the First Minister can hardly claim that this
Bill materially alters the franchise. All it does is
to place many of the honest laboring farm hands in
a position that they may be entitled to record their
votes for a representative to the House of Com-
mous, as well as for a representative for the Local
Legislature. Now, if the First Minister will con-
sent to allow this clause to be added to the Gov-
ernmient Bill, to attach it to the Bill of the Secre-tary of State, I will not take up a minute more ofthe time of the House on this Bill. Ail I desire isthat the measure shall become law, so that thelaborers nmay be placed in the same position for

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDA Y, 22nd April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

VACANCY.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that lie had
received a communication notifying him that a
vacancy had occurred in the representation of
the Electoral District of Kent, N.B., by the
acceptance by the sitting member, Pierre Armand
Landry, of an office of emolument under the
Crown. He also informed the House that he
had issued his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery to make out a writ of election for said
electoral district.

PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RAILWAY.

Mr. SOMERVILLE asked, What steps were
taken by the Government to secure the payment
of laborers and others having claims against the
Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway, out of the
subsidies voted by Parliament in aid of the Pon-
tiac Pacific Junction Railway? Is it true that
Charles Magee, of Ottawa, was appointed to ex-
amine and report upon the claims in question? If
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so, upon whose recommendation was he appointed?
Did he receive one thousand dollars for his ser-
vices in that connection ? If not, how much did
lie receive, and was his remuneration paid out of
the subsidies voted for the railway ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When the sub-
sidy was granted it was with the understanding
that the wages of the men, &c., then owing by the
company, should be paid before any payment of the
subsidy was made, and that any expenses in connec-
tion with ensuring having this done should be borne
by the company out of the subsidy to carry on this
undertaking. A commissioner was appointed to
undertake this service. Mr. Charles Magee, of
Ottawa, was appointed by the company to examine
and to pay the just claims, reporting progress. His
appointment was approved by the Minister of
Railways and Canals of that day. He did receive
$1,000 for his remuneration from the company,
which was, I believe, paid out of the subsidy.

CARAQUET RAILWAY.

Mr. ELLIS asked, Whether the Government
has been asked to take over the Caraquet Railway,
or to give that railway further financial aid ? If
so, has any determination been reached in the
matter, and what is the nature of that determina-
tion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. F. S. A.
Hanbury Tracey, George B. Crow, trustees for the
bondholders of the Caraquet Railway; General
Alex. Fraser, Hon. A. Cadogan and George Brook
Mee, English directors named in the prospectus,
by letter dated 26th November, 1889, offered to
transfer to the Dominion Government the Cara-
quet Railway, taking the bonds at the price of
issue thereof. No further action appears to have
been taken, except that I caused the offer to be
referred to the Committee of the Privy Council.

OFFICIAL DEBATES-ACCOMMODATION.

Mr. BARRON. I desire to draw the attention
of the Minister of Public Works to the insufficiency
of the Hansard room for the purposes of the
reporters. I had occasion quite recently to do
some private work in that room, and I then ascer-
tained that the accommodation was such as should
not he permitted to continue by the Minister of
Public Works. We must all admit the great use-
fulness of those gentlemen, and I think it is the
duty of the House to give them every possible
accommodation. I ascertained that there are
regularly no fewer than eighteen souls in that
room from the opening of the House until its close,
at all hours of the night and morning. The heat
is something intolerable, and the atmosphere is
most impure. I found, on enquiry, that the only
means of ventilating the roon is through an open
window, and the moment that window is opened a
draft sweeps through the room, which is most
dangerous to the health of these gentlemen. I am
told there is a room immediately to the west which
might possibly be taken, but by taking it the rights
of some other official of the House might be cur-
tailed. Something, however, certainly should be
done on behalf of those gentlemen, for, according
to my personal obstrvation and experience, after
being a few hours in the room the other day, I am
satisfied the present accommodation is most dan-

Mr. SoMERVILLE.

gerous to the lives of the official reporters. It is a
great misfortune that the official reporters have
been allowed to remain so long in that room
cooped up li the way they are, and I hope the hon.
Minister of Public Works, before we meet next
Session, will take some means to provide those
gentlemen with proper accommodation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do I under-
stand there are eighteen persons in one small room ?
I think, in that case, my hon. friend has made out
a strong case for the purification of the atmosphere.
If eighteen gentlemen are cooped together in one
roomn, the atmosphere must be very unwholesome ;
and really the Hansard reporters have done their
work, on the whole, so well, they deserve con-
sideration from the House and from the parties in
charge.

Mr. MITCHELL. There seems to be a very
spacious room immediately opposite the entrance
to this Chamber, which might be very properly
appropriated for these gentlemen. This room
certainly cannot be of very much use now,
because the Government do not seem to need it
for caucuses, or anything of that kind, and if it is
merely for smoking or lounging purposes, a room
could be got elsewhere. I think the Minister
should consider the suggestion, to provide further
accommodation for the Hansard reporters.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After having
heard what the hon. gentlemen say about this
room, of course I will take care that we will pro-
vide these gentlemen with a larger roonm. If there
are eighteen persons in the Hansard room, and
140 in the other room, the latter cannot be con-
sidered too large.

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't think I ever saw
my hon. friend going in there smoking.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The third party
is jealous of the first, and wants to get a bigger
room.

Mr. MITCHELL. The third party is q1uite
satisfied with the room they have. They had
hard work trying to retain it.

THE VOTERS' LISTS.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to enquire of
the hon. Minister about what time we nay expect
to receive the voters' lists ? I called at the office
of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery this morn-
ing for the voters' lists for South Grey, and was
informed that he had not yet received them. It
appears to me that these lists should be issued
before this, and I would like to know when it is
likely we will have them.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The voters' lists are getting
ready as quickly as possible, and whenever a memi -
ber enquires about the list of a certain county, 1
am always willing to give him an answer. It
depends, to a certain extent, upon the revising
officers to whom these lists, after being printed, are
returned to be certified as being correctly printed,
according to the minute which has been kept
after revision. We expect that the whole of the
lista will be printed during the next three or four
weeks.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Ways and eans.
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(In the Committee.) the increase. The increase of 25 cents a galion,
Mr. FOSTER. There are two or three trifling I suppose, will bring about $150,000 of increased

amendations which I wish to make. Before doing revenue.

so, I wish to say that the hon. member for West Mr. FOSTER. I estimate that about $120,000
Durham (Mr. Blake) has given notice that he will be the total increase all around.
would move a certain motion upon going into Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course,
Conmittee of Ways and Means. I asked him to- only some one conversant with the details of the
day if he would have the kindness to let it stand trade can say how the change will effect impor-
over until I move to go into Supply, as I was tations below 85 degrees. The 25 cents per gallon,
very anxious to get a few items through in the I should think, would be worth somewhat more
Committee of Ways and Means, and to get con- than the calculation the hon. gentleman inakes.
currence on the resolutions, so as to leave me free What is the quantity collectively of all spirits
for other work. The hon. gentleman very kindly except brandy?
consented to this, on the understanding that he Mr. FOSTER. I had a memorandum of the
would have an opportunity to bring up his whole matter, but cannot find it just now.
resolution when the House again is moved into Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think ICommittee of Supply. I wish to amend item 314 can tell from recollection pretty accurately. Ion the free list, by striking out the words "of think the hon. gentleman will find that, apart froIcotton and woollen goods," and causing it to read : the brandy, the other liquors affected are about"blood albumen, tannie acid, antimony salts, tartar 800,000 gallons, so that the addition of 25 centsemetie, and grey tartar, when imported by manu- er gallon would amount to $200,000 er se, with-facturers for use in their factories only." By pe galln. wou. aout t20,0 e se wt
leaving out the words "of cotton and woollen iot takg to accoun wht mighe ged by
goods," we put these articles on the free list abso- down to any strength and the reduction down to
lutely for all manufactures, whether for the manu- 85 o any strength and the reutin n to
facture of cotton or woollen goods or not. In item 80 that, prmanface, the amount will be nearer
214i, I wish to add the word " dressed " after the $250,000 than $120,000, unless the importation
words " all other building stone," which bear 30 be largely dimmished, which I do not think will
per cent. ad ralorem. In item 148, I wish to case.
strike out the words " ginger wine " in paragraph Mr. BOWELL. There will be a large reduction
e, and insert the words " ginger wine" after the on the brandies, no matter what their proof. Now
word "Vermouth " in paragraph g of the same they are permitted to reduce to the extent of 15
item. I find that ginger wine is imported in vary- per cent. below proof, which would be equal to*15
ing strength, some of it being very weak, and per cent. of the total importation, and Old Tom
some having a great deal of spirit in it. I wish to will show the same proportion.
make this change so that there will not be so heavy RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not
a duty on the light article, and the alcoholic duty
will be im posedon the article which is strongly think that will be the case. Supposing they did,

alchoimod t arall brandy you levy duty upon is computed as if it
were proof.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wish to M
ask the hon. Minister if this clause, contained in r. BOWELL. Before, but not now.
the notice of motion which he has given, embodies Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You may be
the proposition he is about to make : sure if it is brought in in proof, it is watered to

" Spirituous or alcoholie liquors distilled from any suit the consumers just afterwards, and as a matter
inaterial, or containing or eompounded from or with dis- of course there will be no practical difference intilled .irts of any kind, and any mixture thereof with the importation.ivater.1
Is that the proposition the hon. gentleman is now Mr. BOWELL. In Hennessy's and Martel's
going to make ? brandies they all range 15 and some a little

Mr. FOSTER Yes. lower below proof. Formerly they paid $2 upon
each gallon for their proof, over proof or underSir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, this proof. Now, with the 15 per cent. reduction, thatchange seems to involve a considerable alteration would be equal to $1.70 instead of $2. That is thein our whole system of levying duties on spirits, brandy brought in in bottles. The bulk brandyand it will be well for the hon, gentleman to ex- generally ranges from 1 to 4 per cent. above proof,

plain iu detail the full effects of it. As I under- and in all cases that has been admitted also at $2stand, the hon. gentleman proposes to raise the per gallon, but now they will pay a proportionate
duty on all spirits, except brandy-which at increase in proportion to their strength. The pro-present pays $2 a gallon-4rom $1.75 to $2 portions are very smali.
a gallon ; and he also proposes, as regards ail Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Even so, 15alcohiolic liquors of less than 8.5 degrees, that nopecnt duioonbaywulba heu-reduction shall be allowed. He proposes to allow per cent. reduction on brandy would be, at the out-
a reduction for any diminution of strength below side, balanced by the abolition of the reduction in

proof down to 85 degrees, but below that he does the case of the other hquors.
not propose to allow any reduction, I suppose the Mr. BOWELL. Yes. Allowing for the loss to
hon. Minister is in a position to state to the Com- the revenue from the change in the rates on brandy
mittee what the effect of that alteration will be. and Old Tom generally, the increase on the other
A large quantity of these articles have been will more than compensate to the extent of about
brought in hitherto at degrees considerably below $120,000.
8, and the effect of this change will be largely to Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should
increase the duty on them, wholly independent of say it will compensate to the extent of $200,000.
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There arc 800,000 gallons at an increased duty of proof is fixed, and not permit a corresponding deduction
25 cents, apart froin the brandy. Then you have when spirits are imported under proof either in wood or

bottle? If a dealer or consumer desires to purchase,the advantage of the abolition of the reduction say, a case of gin containing 1, 1* or 13 gallons, why
below 85. It is a matter of calculation, which the should he be compelled to buy a case containing 2 gaI-
trade alone would answer. lons, which he would have to do if the Government pro-

vide that all cases of spirits must pay duty upon 2
Mr. FSTER. The calculation was carefully gallons? Consumers do not in any way suIFer, and are

made by the officers of the Departnent, estimated not imposed upon by the seller of a weak spirit in small
upon the amount brought in last year ; and taking bottes, as the price of the article is regulated upon cost

upontheamout uougit yar tîng acco rding to the strength and size of the bottle. Brandy
in that which will give a decrease and that which is manufactured at a strength of 30 and 50 per cent. over
will give an increase of duty, and balancing them, proof, and there is no standard for shipment in cases, the
it gave about $120,000 or $125,000 as being the net hippers reducing the strengt to suit the different mar-

n kets of the world; therefore any fixed standard of proof
increase. That statement I will bring over. at which brandy must be imported in cases would be

Mr. MITCHELL. I have received a communi- arbitrary and not equitable."

cation giving the opinion of houses dealing in wines Mr. BOWELL. When was this written?
and liquors in Montreal, and also a private letter Mr. MITCHELL. Before the change i the
from a leading house on the same subject. With brandy tarif. As I understand, the two points
the permission of the Committee I will read the raised are that, in the first place, they are charged
correspondence, in order that the Finance Minister for cases containing three gallons when they only
may show to what extent he lias met the difficulties contain two gallons.
complained of : Mr. FOSTER. That is r4nedied.

" DEAR SIR,-I, with others, have just been discussing
the duty question on spirits in Messrs. Henry Chapman & Mr. MITCHELL. You propose to charge them
Co.'s office, and Mr. Wonham read to us his letter to you for proof when the spirit is under proof, though, if
of the 8th inst., which is ail right as far as it goes, it is over proof, you make them pay for the anountand I write this as a supplement to be attached to it.p

' Domestie Spirits.-The Government allowed the Cana- that is over proof. I understand that, to a certain
dian distillers to bottle spirits in excise bonds, in bottles extent, that lias also been remedied by the percen-
.of any size and of any strength, the distillers only paying tage being allowed down to 85. The other point
the excise duty on the actual quantity of sprits used, ,
and at the actual strength; for instance, a case of rye is, that you allow the domestie manufacturer of
whiskey will contain one dozen bottles, containing i, 2 or whiskeys the right to put his whiskeys up in any
2* gallons of spirits, at 25 per cent. under proof; for in- bottles he desires, though you willnot permit that
stance, we will take a case of say 2 gallons, this pays duty le lie of thougiorte a ile
on 12 gallons of spirits, the 25 per cent. under proof being in the case of the imported article.
allowed. Therefore, why should not we as importers, Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose the
paying a much higher tax, be allowed for the actual Minister of Finance is hardl disposed te apply
under proof and actual measurement of any spirits um o F
bottles that we may import? What we want is the same the extreme doctrine of protection to the domestic
measure of justice that is given to the Canadian distillers. manufacture of spirits. I think, however, by this
I learn that no points have been given to any Op osition tariff, lie will considerably alter the ratio of dutiesmembers but yourself, and would thank you to get t e on. on.t
Mr. Cartwright to take notes from yours. on the domestie and the imported article. He lias

The memo., which was the result of a meeting not stated that it is his intention to add to the

of the liquor dealers, is as follows : excise duties on whiskey manufactured in Canada,
which, I think, now amount to about $1.30 per gal-

MEMO. re PROPOSED CHANGE IN DUTIES. lon. What is he going to do in that respect? Is lie
"The old duty, for years in force in Canada, was $1.75 going to specially protect the distiller or the whis-

per proof gallon on ail spirits (except brandy), any addî-
tional strength was charged for and any lower strength key manufacturer of Canada, or is he going o a
below proof allowed proportionately; duty was aIso an amount to the duty paid by the manufacturer
levied upon actual measurement of a case. This mode at home in order to make that equal with the
of collecting duty worked well, without friction and was amount which he oses to le on imports?quite satisfactory to the trade of the country Cases
contain from Ei to 2 gallons, but the Goverument now There is a question of policy, as well as a question
propose to enforce payment of duty upon 3 gallons, while of revenue, involved in that matter.
41- 1~am ciIe uuyuuausagîo

e argest case onl contains 2 gallons.
Mr, FOSTER. That is renedied.

" Then again, it is sought to make us pay on the proof
strength, allowing nothing for under proof, but taking
care to collect for a single degree over proof."

Mr. FOSTER. That also is remedied.

" Brandy was for years charged $2 upon the proof
strength, consideration being had for a lesser or higher
strength, and actual measurement of cases. When on
20th February, 1889, the Government discovered that in
accordance with their printed tarif they had made a
mistake lu their luterpretation of it, and that brandy in
cases in future must pay upon contents of cases, as if at
proof, without any allowance for under proof.

" The new tarif proposes to exact a duty upon a gallon
more than a possible measurement, which is two gallons.

Examples of proposed change showing the enormous
and inconsistent duties upon an article like gin.

"Say case of Red, containing3ý gallons: first cost, f.o.b.
Rotterdam, 6s. 8d.; duty $7.16.

"Say case of Green, containing 13 gallons: first cost in
Rotterdam, 3s. 7d.; duîy $8.112.
S" The practice of levying duty upon spirits upon a basis
of proof is, we beieve, universal in almost every
country wbere duties are imposed, the principle
ls just and equita he. Why should eovernment im-
pose additional duty for over proof, where a duty for

Sir RicHARD CARTWRIGHT.

Mr. FOSTER. So far, we do not propose any
change in the inland revenue tax. The manu-
facture of spirits in this country is hedged arotint
with very considerable safeguards, and ls conse-
quently put to very considerabke expenses by the
regulations which were introduced a year or twoe
ago by my hon. friend the Minister of Inland
Revenue, whom I do not now see in lis place-
Manufacturers of whiskey in this country are
compelled to keep .their liquors for two years im
order to age tlem properly and to eliminate front
theni, as I am informed, the more poisonous anti
deleterious elements. This necessity of keeping
the liquors for two years is, of course, attended
with large expense, and I suppose, as I am Il'-
formed-for I know nothing of these matters my-
self,-it involves keeping three years' stock on

hand in order to be ready for any demands that

may take place. If you take that juto consider-
ation, and put the duties aide by aide, I think yout
will find that there is very little advantage given
to the article manufactured in Canada. It is no
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proposed to change the duty upon that article. that argument fails. I (10 not think it is at all an
Taken altogether, the present solution of this ques- industry that deserves special protection at our
tion which I propose to the Committee is one hands. While we reduce, as far as we can, the
which is agreeable all around, and is one which, taxes on necessaries of life, I think it is our bounden
at the same time, has the merit-if it be a duty to get all that we can out of the whiskey
merit-of bringing a considerable addition to duties ; and I put it to the hon. gentleman, whether
the revenue from that source. When we pro- he himself will not appear in a very curious light
posed to charge the duty on the bottles, whether before the country when he is shown by this tariff
they contained the ainount specified or not, to have increased the duty on a great many neces-
with the effect of charging the duty upon three saries of life--on pork, on flour, on fruit and a
gallons of liquor when only two gallons were variety of other things-but lie leaves the duty* on
contained, the importers made very strong repre- whiskey untouched ? I wonder how histemperance
sentations against that proposal, and their repre- supporters on the other side can reconcile themselves
sentations appeared to the Government to be so to supporting increases in the tariff, all of which
just that we have conceded that point, and might be avoided by increasing the duty on manu-
the present proposal is entirely satisfactory to factured whiskey in this country. I cannot say
the trade. With reference to the question of proof, that the argument the hion. gentleman has addressed
there was a very strong case made out against our to the Conimittee seems to me convincing, but I do
charging upon proof. Various arguments were say that it is an extraordinary policy to abstain
brought against that proposition, against our charg- f rom increasing the duty on whiskey manufactured
ing for what was over proof and not allowing for in this country, and at the saine time go ·on
what was under proof, and I understand thatvarious increasing the duty on articles of prime necessity.
liquors, in order to be at their best, must be some- Mr. LAURIER. If I am correctly informed-whiat under proof. The Minister of Customs. and r UIR fIa orcl nomd

yself, after considering the matter and the strong I speak under correction- -the protection now given
repyseateronsiaderg hed mtt and the sto to the Canadian manufacturer of 'whiskey is 75
representations made, decided to allow the hmit to cents a gallon, against imported whiskey, and itgo dw15prcn.blwpof1t samsimo-would appear, from. what the hon. gentleman lias
sibleto grade all the way down, andthere mustbe stat, that tgis nfa 11dustry o gentlemamancertain amount of arbitrariness about any regula- factue requires st i utre pofectin, anu-
tion of this kind. Even to grade down to 30 or 40 facture requires stil more protection, that the
per cent. would be an interminable bother, so we on ain manufacturer, being already hedged in
toughta1per cent.would beanermbloe protr wasoon all sides, and having to keep bis merchandise

compromise, and the other matters contained i in a warehouse two years, still requires more pro-
the regulations were not objected to by tlie trade. Itection than hie now receives ;and this, 1 under-

stand, is the cause of the increased duty which is
Mr. MITCHELL. Yon still charge the over now suggested to the House. The proposition can-

proof? not have been made with a view of increasing the
Mr. FOSTER. Yes. revenue, because the Finance Minister has already
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not a surplus. and he expects a surplus next year.

express any opinion as to the present mode of Therefore, if the reason is not for the purpose of
levying the excise duties, but I certainly did siot mrasgtervne hni utb o h

et to fin the Minister of Fince ain purpose of giving more protection to this infant
in the guise of a full-blown protectionist of the industry.
liquor manufacture in this country. Now, that Mr. FOSTER. It is a pretty sturdy industry.
is the rôle in which he appears at present. It Mr. LAURIER. I call these protected industries
may be for good financial reasons, but still it is infant industries, because they always require pro-
a curious rôle to find him filling. As I under- tection, and the more protection you give them
stand, this two years' retention of whiskey in the more protection they want. This particular
bond, of which he speaks as if it were an injury industry is as old, alnost, as the colony itself. I
to the distillers, has really been, to all intents and am informed that the Canadian manufacturer is
purposes, an enormoue protection to the existing also protected in another way, or rather the
distillers. By means of that rule you have practi- importer is hampered in another way. A letter hascally given a monopoly,and entrenched a monopoly, been placed in my hand by a firm in New York,
to four or five great bouses who alone manufacture who wanted to import some 5,000 gallons of spirit
whiskey in Canada, and you also give them a re- for the manufacture of perfumes in Montreal, but
duction Of 10 per cent., I think- ithev are prevented from doing so by an order of

Mr. FOSTER. 5 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. More than

that, I think. There is a very considerable re-
duction given for the ageing, and everybody knows
that whiskey increases in value by being kept, and
1 think it is also improved in quality.

Mr. MITCHELL. It diminishes in quantity.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes ; but

probably the quality is better. Now, I do not
think the distillers at present in Canada are at all
entitled to be exempted from the increased excise
by reason of whiskey being kept in bond for two
years, as at present ; therefore, to my judgment,

the Customs Department, requiring that no im-
portation should take place except in packages of
100 gallons. Is that the law?

Mr. BOWELL. That is the law.
Mr. LAURIER. May I enquire what is the

reason?
Mr. BOWELL. The reason that clause was

placed upon the Statute-book was to prevent the
smuggling of goods in small packages across the
line. I may inform the hon. gentleman that this
law was on the Statute-book long before I had
anything to do with Customs matters, and has
neyer been .changed. When the application to
which the hon. gentleman refers was made by the
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firm of Lymau & Kemp, of New York, the only
answer I could give, was, that the provision of the
law prevented the importation of liquor otherwise
than as described by the hon. gentleman, that is,
in hogsheads of 100 gallons. Some years ago I
made enquiry in the Departnent as to the reason
why this restriction was made, and why that clause
was introduced in the Act which was consolidated
by the Government of which the hon. gentleman
was a member, and I found the reason to be that
which I have just stated to the House, that if you
allowed whiskey to come over in small kegs it
would be inuch more easily smuggled.

Mr. LAURIER. I understand at present this
regulation is practically almost prohibitory, be-
cause I understand the ordinary packages of coin-
merce contain from 45 to 50 gallons, a size which
seems to me quite sufBcient to prevent smuggling.
I think it would be almost as difficult to smnuggle a
barrel of 50 gallons as to smuggle a barrel of 100
gallons.

it will be otherwise, I shall be very glad to listen
to him ; but if the hon. gentleman will apply the
specific advance of 25 cents and take the difference
between the proof gallon and 15 per cent. under
proof, he will see it will give quite the amount I
have mentioned. It is a matter of sufficient im-
portance to be more thoroughly explained than it
has yet been explained to the Committee. This is
a question that can only be worked out by taking
the figures for proof and under proof and arriving
at the result in that way. The specific advance is
clear enough. Whatever may be the imports there
is 25 per cent. on the quantity, and that will give
about $180,000. The question as to the liquor below
proof is not so certain, I admit, because there is an
element of uncertainty with respect to those liquors;
but the average of them being established, the 15
per cent. under proof w1 " give, in my judgment, 20
cents more. With respect to the other point raised
by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) I think that is deserving of attention,
particularly at a time like this when we are told

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think it is a pity the the Government are bringing forward these in-
bon. Finance Minister lost his memorandum with creases in the tarif, as bas been stated again and
regard to the importation of liquors, otherwise I again, for the purpose of protecting manufacturing
think lie would have been able to give us state- industries. This is a part of tie system, and it is
ments that would correspond more nearly with the well to understand tiat the Minister of Finance, as
returns which are in the hands of the House. If the apostie of a great cause, is bringing forward
the hon. Finance Minister will refer to the Trade tiis change to further protect the manufactures
and Navigation Returns, he will find that last year in this country.
we inported 484,0(X) gallons of gin, 99,570 gallons Mr. FOSTER. Oh, oh.
of rumin, and 154,700 gallons of whiskey, making in
all 738,270 gallons.

Mr. BOWELL. And 196,416 gallons of brandy. may laugh, but that is the object of it. He may
attempt to disguise it as hie pleases. Hie is placing

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Brandy is not affected. an increased duty on the foreign article, and is
Mr. BOWELL. Oh, yes, it is materially af- allowing the donestic article to remaîn at the

fected. old duty. There can be no doubt, the evident
Mr. JONES (Halifax), It is not affected for the objeet is to keep out the foreigr article and throw

purpose of my argument, because I am taking ail the trade into the hands of the favorite wsiskey
only these three items of gin, rum and whiskey. manufacturers, who now supply and control the
The lion. Minister of Finance said that the increase markets of the Dominion. That is the most ob
under this proposition would only show a gain to vieus effect it will have, whatever May be the
the revenue of $120,000. Now take the 25 cents object in view. It is, however, only carrying out
alone on the 738,000 gallons of these three liquors, the policy which the Minister of Finance and bis
and you will have $184,000 of itself ; besides colleagues have announced frequently, in repiy to
whatever may be the effect of the change in the enquiries made by hon. members on tiis side of tie
mode of levying the duty as between tiie proof fouse, that their whole object and purpose nvas
gallon and the 15 per cent. under proof. Now, on to carry ont a littie further the principle of Pro-
certain articles affected by this resolution, there tection, the National Policy, to domestic snannfac-
will not be much change, but on other articles, of tures They have applied it to alinoat every-
course, it will counat very largely in favor of the tiing, and in order to be consistent-J do isot
revenue. On run, for instance, which is 40 per iean tiat they are inconsistent in carrying Olt
cent. over proof, the old tariff was $1.75 on the the principles-they are applying it to the mai50-
proof gallon ; now I understand that the duty to facture of whiskey. Tie country will nier-
be levied is $2 on 15 per cent. under proof ; conse- stand tiat under the present Finance Minister tIe
quently, all that is gained between the 15 under favored ciass, tie wiiskey manufacturers in tis
proof and the proof of the old tariff, would be s0 country, are placed in a more favored position
much gain to the revenue fron the present system. than they have occupied heretofore. It is welI
And that, according to ny calculation, may be the country should sealise this, and understaîsd it
estimated at very nearly 20 cents a gallon more. If thoroughly. Going back to tie differesce of duty:
that is the case, it will give about 40 or 50 cents if the Mni refer to tie Tr.de
on the whole 738,000 gallons, inaking over $400,000 and Navigation Retnrns, ie wilI find the quaiitt
which will accrue to the revenue by this change in I have given is accurate, and by the change in the
the system of levying the duties. The hon. gen- tarif lie proposes, le is going to get at least
tleman, I think, will see at once that the 25 cents $400,000 more out of tie taxpayers of tie
will give $184,000, and the 15 per cent. between country to add to what, he gays, is already an
the proof and 15 under proof will also fori a very overfiowing revenue.
large item of itself, and I think the hon. gentleman Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think I nay congratu-
by this change will obtain over $400,000 increase late the hon. gentlemen who favor prohibition
of revenue. If the hon. gentleman can show how in Vhs House, and who sat on that Bide of tis

Mr. BOWEIL.
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House during the last two or three years, on the
altered sentiment they seem to entertain at the
present time, especially the hon. member for North
Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) and the hon. member for
Queen's, N.S. (Mr. Freeman). It is rather a
remarkable circumstance that these hon. gentle-
men should favor a high tax on breadstuffs and on
the necessaries of life, and they should also favor
a tariff which encourages this infant industry, the
inanufacturing of spirits in Canada. I am quite
sure the constituents of those hon. gentlemen will
appreciate the earnestness with which they have
hitherto supported the cause of prohibition. Those
hon. gentlemen were loud in their declarations in
favor of prohibiting the use of ardent spirits in
this country. They recognise with as much clear-
ness and with as much force as did the hon. gentle-
man who is now Finance Minister, the importance
of carrying into effect the principle of prohibition.
But I should like to ask those hon. gentlemen what
new light they have had, for we on this side of the
flouse have had no new light.

Mr. FOSTER. You never get any there.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman
says we will never get it. No. We do not expect
to get our spirits up by pouring spirits down. I
do not know whether the hon. gentleman expects
to do so or not. A niarked change has, however,
taken place in the sentiments of the hon. Minister
of Finance. The tariff he now proposes is hardly
in the line he advocated from the platform and
from his place in this House a few years ago. It
is a new departure on the part of the hou. gentle-
ien opposite, that they have thought necessary to
adopt a policy to encourage the manufacture of
spirits in Canada. I had supposed those hon.
gentlemen would rather have been disposed to dis-
courage its manufacture everywhere, as far as it
could possibly be done; but I was mistaken. Other
bon. gentlemen are mistaken who formed an
opinion of that sort, for we see hon. gentlemen
opposite are now prepared to tax breadstuffs,
meat, the ordinary necessaries of life, and yet
encourage the production of old rye and John
Barleycorn in Canada.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not suppose the hon.
gentleman would expect that I should take seri-
ously this small contribution to the debate which
he has just got off for the benefit of the country,
if not for the benefit of the House. I do not in-
tend to impose upon the Committee any serious
reply thereto. I am quite willing to take the con-
sequences of anything that has been done in the
matter. When I have, on the one hand, the
knowledge that the country has its breadstuffs and
the necessaries of life very slightly taxed, and, on
the other hand, the knowledge that there is no
article in Canada that bears a higher tax than in-
toxicating liquors, and when, with respect to the
items under discussion to-day, I have the very
weighty authority of the hon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones), that I have placed $400,000 extra
taxes upon alcoholic liquor in this country, I do
not think the argument of the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Mills), which was certainly not a serions
argument, will weigh very much against such facts
and statements.

Ur. MILLS (Bothwell). No portion of that tax
fa"s on what is produced in Canada.

Mr. FOSTER. I think myself that the matter
of temperaice or intemperance is very closely
connected with the consumption of alcoholic liquor,
but I am not aware that it is so closely connected
with the manufacture.

Mr. FREEMAN. I thinik, Sir, that the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) who has referred
to the supporters of prohibition on this side of the
House, has a greater desire to attack us than he
bas to promote the principle of total abstinence.
Pretty much everything lie says on this subject is
directed on that line, and I can assure him that
the total abstainers, of my own Province at least,
give him very little credit for his presumed support
of temnperance principles. He refers to the views
that our constituents take of our conduct here.
Let me assure him that our conduct is highly
approved of, and especially that portion of it where
we would not allow hin to make political capital
out of the temperance question in this House, a few
sessions ago. He is very clearly seen through by
all the supporters of prohibition in my own Pro-
vince, and, I presume, in the other Provinces also.
If lie wishes to support us in this matter, let him
come boldly out and bring bis friends with him
and support a probibitory measure in this House,
and we will go with him.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No, you will not. I
have tried you and you would not do it.

Mr. FREEMAN. But, while lie supports the
manufacturers of liquor in this country, while lie
supports the manufacture of that deadly poison
in this country, and throw his influence wher-
ever lie can in favor of the manufacture, and
sale, and use of that article, I would advise him
not to attack those who are opposng that traffic,
and are doing what they can to destroy the manu-
facture, and sale, and use of liquor.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose the Committee under-
stands that the section I laid on the Table the
other night, is to be substituted ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
Minister bas, no doubt, taken into consideration
that if bis former views prevail, lie is largely
increasing the value of the vested interests of the
manufacturers of this country, or lie will do so, by
putting this additional tax on imported liquor and
leaving the liquor manufacturers in this country
alone. No doubt, since this tariff bas passed,
every manufacturer of liquor in Canada bas a more
valuable franchise by a large sum of money, than
lie had before, and if the question that was raised
by bis lion. supporter just now, and if abolition
should corne, and compensation is to be paid, the
hon. gentleman having made the manufacture of
liquor very much more profitable than it was
before, will, no doubt, be prepared to consider.this.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not believe in compensation.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a

great deal said just now about syndicates coming-
here to buy up the distilleries and breweries in
this country, and I should not wonder if the prices.
were put up, nany hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars, just by virtue of the increased protection
which the hon. gentleman, if this measure passes.
as at present, will give to these manufacturers. My
own opinion is, that he is making a grave mistake.
in departing fromn the practice of his predecessors,
who invariably caused a rise in the excise, when.
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they added to the duty on imported liquors. I
must say that I disapprove extremely-although
not a fanatic prohibitionist-of encouraging in any
way the manufacture of what the hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Freeman) called " deadly poison,"
and I think the hon. Minister is committing a
serious error in encouraging it as he is now doing.

Mr. BLAKE. As I understand, there is a dif-
ference of opinion between the hon. Minister of
Finance and the lion. member for Queen's (Mr.
Freeman) upon this subject, because, while the
hon. member for Queen's, as a temperance advo-
cate, declared that lie was opposed to the manu-
facture of what he called a deadly poison, the hon.
Minister of Finance, as I understand him, declares
that temperance and prohibition principles are
concerned with the consumption but not with the
manufacture. He is, therefore, consistent in his
views.

Mr. FOSTER. To change the subject, I pro-
pose to change item 411, schedule A. The Com-
imittee will remember that we changed the basis of
this duty from an ad valorem on stereotypes to a
square inch basis. That change was instituted in
items 412 and 413 of the old tariff ; but item 411
was overlooked. The proposition I have to make
here is to change this duty exactly on the same
principle as the other items, but to add nothing at
all to the protection. This proposition is simply
to place on the square inch basis, instead of ad
valorem, the duty on stereotypes and electrotypes
of standard books of two-thirds of one cent per
square inch.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman may make it the same for the present
moment, but he must observe that should any im-
provement be made in the manufacture of these,
by which the price is reduced, the specific duty
would become an extremely oppressive ad ralorem
duty. It is a matter of constant occurrence, that
where you change an ad valorem to a specific duty,
and the price becomes cheaper, the specific duty is
very much greater than the present ad valorem
duty.

Mr. McMULLEN. Before proceeding to the
other items in which the Finance Minister pro-
poses to make changes, I beg to call the attention
of thq Comrmittee to an item in yesterday's Empire,
which I will read for their information :

" A wealthy American syndicate, with a capital of
$1,000,000, bas just effected a huge deal in Canada by pur-
chasing a controlling interest in all rope and binding
twine factories in the Dominion, except one in Ontario,
which still holds out. The factories purchased, are the
old Converse factory in Montreal, J. Brown & Co.'s,
Quebec one in Halifax, one in St. John, N.B., and three
in the West. Large fortunes have already been made
here in this business, and there is a high protective
tariff 'on the product, but latterly, the increase in the
factories has led to considerable competition and cuts in
prices. Now, it is believel prices will advance, and
perhaps some factories will be closed, as it will only pay
to manufacture for Canadian requirements, which is two
or three millions annually."
Now, Sir, I consider that this is a very important
announcement. We are about closing our changes
in the tariff. The attention of the Committee has
already been drawn to the fact of the enormous
drain on the resources of the farmers which exists
fron the duty of 25 per cent. on binding twine,
and they have been asked to put it on the free list,
but they have refused to do so. I thought it well

Sir RiCeARn CARTWRIGHT.

to bring this item before the Committee, in order
to give the Government an opportunity of making
the necessary change, and not being place i in a
position to call their followers to support them by
their votes. The hon. Finance Minister has now
an opportunity-of taking a note of this item, and
placing on the free list binding twine and other
cordage which farmers use so largely, and which is
going to be ruled by a syndicate. Unless he does
so, or makes a change that will release the farners
from the imposition to which they have been sub-
jected for the last few years, I will take the oppor-
tunity, when the Committee rises, or on the third
reading of the Bill, of moving a resolution on this
point. Then the supporters of the Government
will not have the excuse of saying that they had
not a chance of urging this change on the Minister
in the Committee. It is clear that this syndicate
will have in its hands every factory in the Domin-
ion, and that the price of binding twine, and other
cordage used by the farmers, will not be reduced,
but will be increased ; and as it requires two or
three million dollars worth of binding twine to sup-
ply the farmers of this country, I would urge the
Minister to place them on the free list, and pre-
vent the formation of a monopoly to control them
which will otherwise be formed.

Mr. COOK. I wish to give an illustration of
what the hon. gentleman has stated. Only Satur-
day last my manager told me that we were very
fortunate in having purchased our supply of rope
for the season, because he said the rope factories
had evidently gone into the combination, and
prices had increased enormously.

Mr. FOSTER. I find, in order to make the
ginger wine item all right, I have to move to strike
out of item 399 in the old tariff, the word "ginger"
in the second line. I wish, also, to move that the
following be added to section 7 of chapter 33, 49
Victoria:-

Provided that this section shal not apply to the ex-
port of any carcass or part thereof of any deer which
shall have been raised or bred by any person, company or
association of persons upon his or their own land.
The section of the Act at present is :

" The export'of deer, wild turkeys, quail, partridge,
prairie fowl and woodcock, in the carcass or parts there-
of, is hereby declared unlawful and prohibited ; and any
person exporting, or attempting to export any such article,
shal, for each such offence, incur a penalty of $100, and
the article so attempted to be exported shall be forfeited,
and may, on reasonable cause of suspicion or intention to
export the same, be seized by any officer of the CustoS,
and if sucb intention is proved, shall be dealt with as for
breach of the Customs Act."
That provision was, of course, adopted to protect
our game ; but there are parties who have pre-
serves in this country in which they keep their
own game, which is as much their own as cattle im

their yard would be. If they attempt to take any
of these out of the country in the carcass, they are
liable to all the penalties under the Act, and it is

believed that this addition to the clause will not

militate against the due protection of the game,
and will remove a hardship which at present exists
in a few cases.

Mr. BLAKE. I am afraid the practical result
would be the export of a great many deer or parts
of deer under the pretence of their having been
bred or raised on somebody's land.

Mr. FOSTER. But it must be on his own
land.
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Mr. BLAKE. How much of thq deer's breeding
or raising would have to be on ,he person's own
land? It is very vague and indefinite. I very
heartily approve of the proposal of the hon. gentle-
man's predecessor, because it is very certain that
an immense deal of butchering was going on, and
our gaine preserves were being rapidly depleted.
If we could limit the effect to the ostensible pur-
poses of the exception, I would not object to the
change, but I very much fear that under it there
will be a revival of those abuses which led to the
original provision in the law.

Mr. TISDALE. I wish to say that in some of
the Anerican States, especially in the State of
Michigan, which is a game State, they prohibit the
export of game, but they allow exports to take
place under circumstances more liþeral than those
proposed by the hon. Finance Minister. A gentle-
man going there to shoot wild game, under certain
circumstances, and the authorities being satisfied
he wishes it for himself to a limited extent and not
for the market, is allowed to bring it out. This is
mnuch more limited. This is a reciprocal arrange-
ment.

Mr. BLAKE. Perfectly unobjectionable, if it
is kept within the limits.

Mr. TISDALE. I would suggest, if there is
any doubt, that the onus should be put upon the
party, and I presuine the Minister of Customs
will see the proper regulations are enforced.

Mr. MULOCK. What regulations does the
hon. gentleman propose to make to prevent this
clause from being abused?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose, in
point of fact, there is really nobody except the
proprietors of what is known as the Long Point
Company who possess any herd of deer of any
magnitude.

Mr. TISI)ALE. I do not know of any other,
but I know of others commencinu to raise them.

. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would
rather give you the permission to export a certain
number in gross and no more, than open this door
in the law which might give a good deal of trouble
and lead to a good deal of abuse. I suppose there
are several hundred deer on that Long Point
property.

Mr. TISDALE. In the Ontario game law, there
s a provision that anyone belonging to an organised

company nay export ducks, but no others. I am
heartilyinaccord with the prohibition of the export
of game, butdo notthink itshouldbe carried to such
an extent thatgentlemenfrom the United Stateswho
becomeinterested, as they have the right under our
law, in the protection of game, should not be
allowed to * take home what they shoot. In the
Ontario game law, there is a special exception that
gentlemen who belong to companies which protect
game shall be allowed to take ducks home with
them. It may be true that the Long Point Com-
pany is the only company which breeds deer of its
own; but this provision is, al the same, a great
hardship. Two gentlemen from New York, who
have been members, of that club for twenty years,
were prevented last year from taking home two
saddles of deer. One of the employés of the com-
pany, who had been discharged, telegraphed to
the -Customs officer at the bridge, and he confis-

cated the deer, and these gentlemen had to pay,
besides, a penalty of $100. I applied to the
Customs authorities to have that fine remitted, as
being a breach of the intention of the law at all
events, but they declined. The Minister of Cus-
toms said he had no authority, as he was governed
by an express statute and not by an Order in
Council. I contended that the law did not apply
to this case: but probably the Minister of Customs
was right. Probably it does apply technically,
but surely not in spirit. The law was intended to
prevent pot-hunting and the slaughter of wild
animals for a foreign market. But if a man raises
them, he ought to have the right to send them out
of the country. Raising or breeding on the lands
of the parties does not mean that they grow in a
state of nature.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). This provision of the
old Act has been very beneficial in preventing the
depletion of the forests of deer in my own locality,
and since the adoption of this prohibition of the
export of deer. that class of game has multiplied
very considerably. I think, therefore, the Minister
of Customs ought to be very careful about intro-
ducing any provision which would allow the expor-
tation of those carcasses or parts of carcasses from
the country under any circumstances. If he is de-
termined to put through this clause which has been
submitted to the Conmittee, he ought to be very
careful in guarding, in the most complete manner,
the exportation of the carcasses or parts of car-
casses of these animals. I would like to enquire
of the Minister of Custons whetber the Depart-
ment has fully determined whether live deer can
be exported fron the country under the provisions
of this statute, or whether they cannot. My hon.
friend will remember I brought a case under his
notice once, in which a person desired to export
two live deer to the United States. The ruling of
the Commissioner of Customs was that under this
clause prohibiting the exportation of carcasses or
parts of carcasses, those live animals could not be
exported, but subsequently the bon. Minister him-
self came to a different conclusion, in which I
thought he was correct. I should like to know
now whether the Departnent still holds that live
animals constitute carcasses or do not.

Mr. BOWELL. The Department has come to
the conclusion that a carcass is not a live deer, or
a live deer a carcass, and, consequently, has given a
decision that live deer can be exported. There is
nothing under the provisions of this clause, or any
other, to prevent the exportation of live deer. With
reference to the difficulties which have been sug-
gested by many gentlemen, I do not anticipate
that the exportation of carcasses, or parts of car-
casses, by gentlemen who hold stock in these
reserves, will give any particular trouble to the
Department. We can, with little trouble, ascertain
who the stockholders are, and if the gentlemen who
have spoken will read this amendnent carefully,
they will see that it is well guarded. But, in
order to provide against any difficulty, and to
give full power to make regulations, I would sug-
gest that the words "under such regulations as
may be adopted by the Governor in Council" be

ed. This will enable us to pass an Order in
Council, providing that parties who desire to ex-
port these carcasses, or parts of carcasses, froni
reservea in which they are stockholders, shail prove
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under oath that the aimals were raised upon their
reserve. I think that will meet the objection, and
give the necessary protection. The case my hon.
friend has drawn attention to is a very hard one.
A gentleman from New York, who holds stock in
the Long Point Company, was about taking home
a saddle or two of venison, when one of the
servants informed the Customs officer, who had to
perform his duty. The gentleman paid the pen-
alty, and there is no athority to refund it, as
the law makes special provision that the goods
shall be forfeited and a penalty of $100 imposed.

Mr. FOSTER. In regard to item 309, in the
free list, wire when imported by manufacturers of
toilet pins for use in the manufacture of such
articles in their own factories only, I intended that
to be out of the free list. It follows the general
arrangement of the wire duty, that the article
being now made in this country, we do not propose
that the manufacturers of these pins shall import
their material free.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is evident
that women have no votes.

Mr. FOSTER. It was proposed to make ships'
repairs dutiable at 25 per cent., but it is now pro-
posed to drop that item (214k).

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does that
restore it to the free list ?

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose it will go under the
unenumerated class, but I doubt whether there is
any authority to tax these repairs.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). What will be the
.duty ?

Mr. FOSTER. If it came under the unenume-
rated list it would be 20 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. I think we are entitled to know
whether these repairs are to be dutiable or free,
and, if they are dutiable, at what rate the duty
,will be charged ?

Mr. FOSTER. As far as I can learn, the custom
has been to collect a duty on repairs to ships. This
lias not taken place in regard to sea-going vessels,
for the obvious reason that they may be away for
years and yeara, aad may corne back to this coun-
try almost entirely new.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Would it not be better
to prpvide that these repairs shall be free by a
special section.

Mr. BLAKE. I kuow, as a matter of fact,
because a constituent of mine was concerned in a
matter of that sort, that it is the custom to collect
.duty on certain classes of repairs, and I presume
this will apply to all classes of repairs. The
result of this, I preaume, would be to leave the
duty at a higher rate than was intended by the
proposal of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. FOSTER. No ; at a lower rate. The pro-
posal was 25 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not think it would be desir-
able to leave this in a state of doubt or ambiguity.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Does the Minister pro-
pose to leave the question in this way, or is it an
.open question to he decided by the Government on
the particular cases ? There are two classes of
repairs. A vessel may go to a foreign port to be
repaired, or a vessel may be in distress, and may
have to be repaired before she can come home.

Mr. Bowru.

Surely, under the latter circumstances, the Govern-
ment would not exact a duty on the repairs neces-
sary to bring her home ? It should be distinctly
understood under what circumstances this is to
apply. I think it is an erroneous principle alto-
gether, but, if the Government do not intend to
levy a duty on repairs at all, they should say so,
or, if they do intend to levy a duty on certain
repairs, they should pay what repairs they are
going to levy upon. Of course, a vessel might go
across to an American port for ordinary repairs,
and that would be different from a vessel which
requires repairs to enable her to return home.

Mr. BLAKE. The case which called my atten-
tion to this subject was one which illustrates this
point. I was informed that the Customs Depart-
ment did not levy a duty on repairs when a vessel
was forced into a foreign port for repairs, and the
repairs made were not in excess of the damage
caused by stress of weather. Of course, as long as
you keep up your system, if no duty is levied on
repairs made under dther circumstances, a master
of a ship who desires to get a new sail beut, or some
other repair made, can choose whether he will have
it done in Oswego or in Toronto. The only ques-
tion for him would be which was the cheapest
market. Consequently, if the American lake port
is the cheapest, the business would be done there,
instead of in our own ports. Still, it would be
indefensible to charge any duty on repairs which
were rendered necessary by stress of weather.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In our case, when
our vessels are repaired abroad, it is entirely in
consequence of stress of weather, sails blown away
or other damages, and these repairs should not be
dutiable. This is very important to our coasting
trade. There are a number of small vessels that
meet with disaster and have to refit in New York
or Boston, and certainly no duty should be charged
on these repairs.

Mr. BOWELL. The example given by the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), has been
the practice ever since I have had anything to do with
the Department, and upon enquiry from the Coin-
missioner he tells me it lias been the practice ever
since Confederation. In no case have vessels been
charged a duty upon repairs which were necessary
to enable them to complete their voyage or to re-
turn home, nor have they been charged a duty
upon sails which have been purchased in a foreign
country to replace those lost while upon a
voyage. But if they leave a port in this country
and go, say from Kingston to Oswego, for the
purpose of repairing a vessel and to purchase a
new sail, or ropes, or an anchor, or any other
article which is dutiable, then, upon their return,
duties have been levied upon the articles so pur-
chased. The intention, in defining the rate of
duty, at first, was to prevent the difficulties which
have arisen as to the rate of duty which should be
imposed upon the different articles which are pur-
chased. For instance, a repair to an engine would
pay a higher duty than a repair to a huil, because
the one under the law is 10 per cent. while the
other might be 30 per cent. At first it was thought
better to make a uniform rate of duty of 25 per
cent., but upon conesideration it has been deemed
advisable to drop the item altogether and leave
the Department to judge as to the rate of duty to
be imposed upon repaire te vessels according te
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the circumstances in which the repairs had taken
place. The principle has never been applied to
ocean-going vessels ; it is only applied to those
upon inland waters, where they leave a Canadian
port and cross to an American port and have
work done to the vessel and purchase the different
articles that might be required to complete the
equipinent, in such cases the principle is applied
in order that the repairs may be confined to
our own shipyards. ln reference to repairs of
foreign vessels in our own country we have been
much more liberal than our neighbors in that re-
spect. If a vessel lost lier sail, or received damage
of any kind while in a canal, or upon the high seas,
or while on the inland waters, and she ran into a
maritime port, we allowed the owner to send to
the United States and bring into the country
free of duty any article that might be required
in order to repair the vessel, and put upon her a
new sail, or a hawser, or an anchor, or anything of
that kind. The Americans, however, unless they
have lately changed their policy, have not followed
that course, because my attention was called to a
case a short time ago in which a Canadian vessel
lost her mainsail in a storm in Lake Michigan.
She made a port on that lake, and telegraphed to
her owners at Port Dalhousie for a mansail ; the
mainsail was forwarded vid Detroit, and upon
arriving at the border the owner had to pay some
q75 upon that sail as duty, before it could be for-
warded to the port where the vessel had sought
shelter and put upon the vessel to enable her to
complete ber voyage, her destination being King-
ston. Now, we never have exacted from the United
States shipowners any duty under those circum-
stances.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Might not those articles
be bonded ?

Mr. BOWELL. No; they would not allow it to
be forwarded in bond. That case I brought under
the notice of the authorities in Washington, and
although it is over twelve muonths ago, up to this
time we have never received any answer. I may
add that while I was drafting that dispatch to the
Secretary of the Treasury, in Washington, an ap-
plication of a somewhat similar character was made
to the Department for a remission of duties which
had been paid upon some articles that were
required to repair a vessel that had put into
Yarmouth, if I recollect the port aright. I at
once attached a copy of that application to
the dispatch as an evidence of the practice in
this country, and asked whether some reciprocal
arrangements of that character could not be made,
but the Government has never received any answer
to that dispatch. I can inform the House that
since that time I have carried out the principle
of reciprocity, and that when articles are im-
ported, even for the repair of ships, they have
had, since that time, to pay the duty. While
this Government is quitc prepared to extend
and continue the privilege which we conceded to
American vessels in the past, we think it is only
fair and right that the same privileges should be
conceded to Canadian vessel owners ; and as soon
as an intimation is given that that practice will
ha extended to us, we will revert to the old
practice of what is termed the constructive bond-
ing of goods that are required for the completion
of and repairs to foreign vesses. The result of the

dropping of this resolution will leave us precisely
in the position in which we were before it was
introduced. It is my own opinion from the read-
ing of the law, that the repairs that have been
made to a vessel taken out of the country, as
indicated by the lion. member for West Durham,
would be dutiable. If, however, the Minister of
Justice considers that I am wrong in that interpre-
tation, then we shall not enforce it.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think the Government
acted quite riglit in the course they have adopted
in reference to this case to which the hon. member
lias referred. There is a great difference between
charging duty on repairs to a vessel that lias been
in a foreign port, and charging duty on the articles
which are required to repair a vessel in our own
port. I think it is not at all unreasonable that
if the materials, unless such materials can be pro-
duced in this country--there might be some sticks,
or spars, or something of that kind which cannot
be produced in this country-but I think that if
the materials required to repair a foreign vessel in
our own country can be procured in our own coun-
try, the duty should not be remitted on them when
going into a foreign port. But, of course, that is
different from applying the duty to repairs of a
temporary character which have been made in a
foreign port. I suppose the Minister has referred
more to the lake ports than maritime ports.

Mr. BOWELL. It has never been enforced in
the maritime ports.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is a new idea to me,
and I was not aware of it until the hon. gentleman
brought it up. But now that the subject has been
raised, I thought it would be better to understand
the ground upon which the Government will act
in the future.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). A gentleman from
Queen's, N. B., told me in St. John, that where
repairs or sails were thrown away in case of dis-
aster to a ship, no duty is charged.

Mr. BOWELL. In such cases no duty is charged
even on the lake ports, and neNer in the maritime
ports.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to move:

That it is expedient further to amend the Act 49 Vic-
toria, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of Canada,
entitled: ' An Act respecting the Duties of Customs," by
striking out from item 4 these words: " Skelp iron, sheared
or rolled in grooves; " and to add a new item: " Skelp iron,
sheared and rolled in grooves not widez than eight mnches
nor thinner than twenty gauge, until such time as it is
manufactured in Canada, to bear a duty of 30 per cent."
The duty at the present time is $13 per ton, which
is, at the present rate, about 34 or 35 per cent. It
is not made in Canada. I propose that the duty
shall be lowered to 30 per cent., until it is manu-
factured in Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have no
objection to any lowering of duty on iron; but
what is the reason ?

Mr. FOSTER. This material is used in the
manufacture of iron pipe. The Committee will
remember I proposed to increase the duty upon
that pipe ; but afte bhaving made that proposal, I
found it would interfere with so many other
interests that I asked the Committee to allow me
to go back to the old duty upon it ; and instead
of increasing the duty, I now propose to lower the
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duty about 4 per cent. on the raw material, skelp
iron, which is not made in this country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The duty on
the pipe is about as objectionable as any duty can
be. This pipe is very largely used for the supplying
of our towns and villages with waterworks and
gasworks and similar conveniences, and this is a
duty which the hon. gentleman ought to abolish
altogether. However, I shall not object to the
lowering of duty on iron, but I object altogether
to this duty on the pipe.

Mr. BLAKE. Will this lowering of the duty
reduce the price of the finished article?

Mr. FOSTER. The proposition is to strike out
the articles which appear under item 217 on the
old tariff, which bore a duty of $13 per ton, or
equivalent to .34 or 35 per cent., and to insert a
new item placing the duty at 30 per cent., this
being the raw material for the manufacture of iron
pipe, on which I proposed to increase the duty,
but from which position I afterwards receded.

Mr. BLAKE. I beg to enquire whether it is
the anticipation of the Finance Minister that this
change will affect the price of the finished article,
the pipe ?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it will much affect
the price of the pipe, but it will enable it to be
manufactured in larger quantities.

Mr. BLAKE. It will give a larger 'market to
the manufacturers, of course.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Two years ago the city
of Charlottetown entered into a contract with a
Glasgow firm, to buy from them the necessary
pipe to lay waterworks ; and under the duties
imposed by Sir Charles Tupper, the city was coin-
pelled to pay $14,000 increased duty. Although
the conti act was made before the tariff was passed,
the Government did not make any remission.

Mr. BOWELL. Is the hon. gentleman certain
that remission was not made ?

Mr. DAVIES (P. EL.) Certainly. The com-
missioners for the construction of the water-
works in Charlottetown bitterly complained in
their last report that although they had made
application, no remission of duties had been made.
I hope the bon. Minister of Customs is in a position
to say that this should have been done, because I
think he would be doing a simple act of justice in
making that remission. The contract was made
before the increased duties were imposed, and the
commissioner represented those facts ; but the
commissioners in their report next year stated
that they were unable to succeed in getting a
remission made. It strikes the hon. Minister
evidently that tbey should have succeeded, and he
is evidently under the impression that they did
succeed, but there is time yet for this remission to
be made. I ask the hon. gentleman only to do that
which his good judgment will prompt him to do,
and what is evidently the course that should be
adopted.

Mr. BOWELL. I am under the impression
the hon. gentleman is in error. There was a
special provision in the Tariff0 Act of 1887, pro-
viding that pipe and all iron which had been
purchased under contract prior to the introduction
of the tariff, should be admitted at the old rate of
duty ; and in all cases that came under my notice

Mr. FOSTER.

the permission was granted, or if the increased
duty had been paid, a remission of duty was
made. I know in one case, by Order in
Council, it was extended, in the case of British
Columbia, to two or three months afterwards,
for the reason that a vessel containing a
cargo of pipe was sunk off the Horn, and it was
impossible to raise it and get the pipe into the
country, and so the privilege was extended a
sufficient time to enable the people of British
Columbia to import another cargo of pipe. If it
has not been applied to the town of Charlottetown
it ought to have been, and the people of that city
certainly have a good claim; I will make enquiry
to-morrow,when I go to myofficeto see whether the
statements made by him are correct. Perhaps an
application was not made because the case was
such as indicated by the lion. member for Queens
(Mr. Davies), for in all cases where applications
were made and the facts were sustained, permis-
sion was granted to enter at the old rate of duty,
or a remission of duties made in case the increased
duties had been paid.

Mr. LAURIER. Is it the intention to make a
similar provision on this occasion?

Mr. BOWELL. No; it is not the intention so
far, whatever the Government mnay decide here-
after. I need scarcely say that the concession
made in 1887, when the duties on iron were
increased, was an unusual one, and I am not aware
that such course was ever followed before, except
in the case of tea some years ago, when tea was
placed on the free list.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The tea case
was a vastly greater concession than the concession
made in 1887, because in that case a sum of money
was paid out of the public treasury to those who
had previously obtained, presumably, the benefit of
the increased duty on tea.

Mr. BOWELL. It is a very (langerons principle
to adopt; and, from what has come under my
observation, I am satisfied that the statement made
by the hon. gentleman is correct, and there were
numerous frauds perpetrated under that concession,
as I am confident there were under the concession
given in regard to iron.

Mr. WATSON. By admitting strips of iron,
up to eight inches in width, at a reduced rate of
duty, does the Finance Minister expect that tubes
will be manufactured here of two and a quarter
inches diameter?

Mr. FOSTER. I think they will.

Mr. WATSON. All this is being done for one
manufacturer in Montreal.

Mr. FOSTER. There are two manufactories
there.

Mr. WATSON. Would it not be better to
assess the large number of manufacturers who are
using tubing, and give it to them at a reduced rate,
rather than give these two manufacturers in Mon-
treal the raw material at a low rate. We are

going to lose 4 or 5 per cent. on the raw material
for the purpose of bolstering up some manufac-
turers in Montreal who have already sufficient pro-
tection. There are more men employed in using
pipe for-other work than in manufacturing pipe ii

Montreal.'
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Mr. FOSTER. The Committee will remember
that the other evening the question was raised
about a possible arrangement between our country,
and Newfoundland and the United States, regard-
ing duties on fish and the products of the fisheries ;
and the items in the old Customs law with respect
to fish were subjected to the provisions of section
3, of chapter 33, 49 Vic. These two items respect-
ing fish duties were repealed in order to add
the words "or salted," and the question arose
whether or not such repeal and the substitution of
other items slightly changed, although the duty was
not changed in the new, would not take these from
under the provisions of section 3. We propose to
add to items 215 and 216, the clause in each :
" subject to the provisions of section 3, 49 Victoria,
chapter 33," so as to prevent any doubt on that
mnatter. I wish to make another change in item
22, so as to make it read: " buttons of hoof,
rubber, vulcanite or composition, 5 cents per gross
and 20 per cent. ad valorem," instead of 10 cents
per gross and 25 per cent. ad valorem."

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There is an item which
we passed the other day, and on which I would
like to have a little more definite information from
the Minister. There seems to be some misappre-
hension with regard to the two classes of pork,
namely, the mess pork and the clear cut pork. The
Minister said, in replying to the enquiry I made,
that the Inspection Act defined the mess pork, and
that it took in what is generally known as heavy
mess pork, and clear cut pork as well. Is it to be
understood from that, that the clear cut pork will
be admitted at the same rate of duty as the mess
pork ?

Mr. FOSTER. Clear cut pork, made from
heavy hogs over 200 pounds in weight, will be ad-
mitted at IJ cents, just the same as the mess pork.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Under what provision
of the tariff does the hon. gentleman come to that
conclusion ?

Mr. FOSTER. On the item of the tariff which
gives a definition of what constitutes mess pork.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. .) The mess pork as defined
by the General Inspection Act does not include
clear pork ; and if the hon. gentleman does include
clear pork, certainly a large number of members of
this House have been deceived in the passing of
this tariff.

Mr. BOWELL. The law says, if I recollect,
that mess pork shall be the rib pieces only.

Mr. GILLMOR. It is precisely the same portion
of the hog they make mess pork of, with the ribs
taken out.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Then the fact of the
matter is, that if the hon. gentleman admits clear
pork under the description of mess pork, at lý
cents, the protection which he supposes he gives to
the farmers is gone, because the lumber camps will
all be supplied with the clear pork, introduced at
-. cents, and the mess pork will not be purchased

by them. It was supposed that the clear pork
came under the $6 a barrel or 3 cents per pound
dluty, and that it would offer a living protection
to the farmers who produce the mess pork, or, in
other words, the lumbermen would be obliged tobuy the mess pork from the farmers. Now, the
hon gentleman is going to admit the clear pork
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under the 1 cents duty, and the result will be that
there will be no protection for the farmers. The
thing is a delusion.

Mr. GILLMOR. The lumbermen can buy my
hon. friend's pork, and the farmers will get a pro-
tection on it of li cents a pound, that is $3 a barrel.
The mess pork comes from the same part of the
hog as the clear pork.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It was not to ascertain
who would get the protection that I raised this
question, but simply that the House might clearly
understand what class of pork is to be admitted
at the low rate of duty. I hope the hon. Minister
will make it clear.

Mr. FOSTER. I think it will be found to be
clear enough.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). If it is understood by
those who admainister the law, I suppose it is all
right, but at present it is not clear enough.

Mr. WELSH. I understood that the duty on
clear pork would be 3 cents a pound ; but I do not
understand this new explanation the Minister has
given. I want to know what class of pork will
pay 3 cents a pound, and what class l cents?

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I should like to enquire
from the hon. Minister of Customs whether any
decision has been arrivpd at regarding the intro-
duction of what is technically known as back pork,
that is, pork taken from the back of the animal,
in the case of hogs of 200 pounds or over. It has
been contended by some people that the pork
known as back pork, being part of what forins
mess pork, ought to be admitted at the same rate
as mess pork. I should like to know whether the
Department have come to a decision on that point,
and if so, what that decision is ?

Mr. bAVIES (P.E.1.) I have the Inspection
Act before me now, and the mess pork is defined
thus : " shall consist of the rib pieces only." The
hon. gentleman says that it may be the rib pieces
only, or it may be the same with the ribs taken
out. That was not the meaning which the Com-
mittee or the country understood. It was under-
stood that these duties were to be for the purpose
of protection to home-grown pork ; but you class
clear pork used by the lumbermen under the title
of mess pork, which may be imported under a duty
of l cents a pound. Where is the protection to
the farmer ?

Mr. EDWARDS. He does not want any.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) He does want it. If any
class of the community wants protection, it is that
class. As I pointed out the other day, among the
whole four or five hundred articles mentioned in
this tariff, the farmers do not get protection on
any, while they are taxed for everything they use;
and here is an article on which it was supposed
they were going to get a quid pro quo, but it
appears that, at the dictation of the lumbermen,
clear pork will be admitted at the low rate of duty,
and the farmers will get no benefit.

Mr. CHARLTON. I should like to know what
is the difference whether pork cut from a certain
part of the animal is in small pieces or in large
pieces ? It is the same pork, only it is handled in
a different way.
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Mr. WELSH. I always understood that mess
pork and prime mess was from animals of 200
pounds and under, and that clear pork was fat
pork from animals above 200 pounds, which is the
pork the lumbermen use. This was the only item
in this tariff which would benefit the farmers of
Prince Edward Island, but I find that the interests
of the lumbermen and other interests are going to
swamp them, as they have always done in ninety-
nine cases out of every hundred. I would advise
the hon. Finance Minister to stick to his first
programme. -

Mr. BÉCHARD. The hon. gentleman who has
just sat down speaks for the farmers of Prince
Edward Island, and it is equally well that some one
should speak for the farmers of Quebec. This
article of pork is the only article on which the farm-
ers of Quebec can get any protection. The Province
of Quebec is loaded with taxation. It is shown, by
tlie officiai report placed in the liands of tise mem-
bers, that the Province of Quebec bears the largest
part of the taxation on flour; of the whole impor-
tation of flour for consumption, Quebec consumes
about four-fifths, yet there is no article produced
by the farmers of Quebec on which tliey receive
protection. The duty of 3 cents a pound on pork,
as proposed by the hon. Finance Minister, would
have stimulated the production of that article by
the farmers of Quebec ; but the duty of Il cents a
pound on what is called mess pork, is no encour-
agement to them. What is the reason for this
difference ? I can understand why : it is to follow
the general practice of this Government, namely,
to protect the manufacturers only. The hon.
Finance Minister has in view in this case the in-
terest only of the wealthy lumbermen, who realise
large fortunes and become millionaires in a few
years at the expense of the public domain. I think
they are a class who, amongst all others, should pay
taxes in this country. You should not, in this in-
stance, sacrifice the interests of the farmers for the
interests of that class of manufacturers.

Mr. IVES. I have not taken any active part in
the discussion of this question, but I have had an
opportunity of judging how the tariff, as it is
understood in the country, has been received by
the people. I had extensive opportunities of feel-
inýg the pulse of my section of the country witli
regard to tie pork duties; and no feature of the
protective tariff whici lias been introduced since
1879 lias been received with greater popularity or
favor among the farmers of the Eastern Townships,
and the southern part of the Province of Quebec
than the proposed duty on pork. The farmers of
that section of the country are largely engaged in
dairying enterprises ; they raise pork to a con-
siderable extent in connection with the manufac-
ture of cheese, and they have congratulated them-
selves that a protection of 3 cents a pound would
enable them to furnish the lumbermen of that
section with the clear pork which they require to
use. Beef is used now as well as pork. Clear
pork we must have, and we made up our minds
that we must pay the increased duty on pork, un-
pleasant as it is, for the sake of the farmers. I
am very nuch surprised that a different construc-
tion has been put upon this item, and that under
the tariff, as now explained by the Minister of
Finance, we shall not import any but what will
come under the l½ cents duty.

Mr. CuARLTON.

Mr. COOK. The hon. gentleman contradicts
himself. He states lie must have clear pork for
his shanty under any circumstances. Therefore
it does not come into competition with the farmers'
pork, and has not the effect of increasing its value.
I quite agree with the hon. gentleman that the
lumbermen must use the heavy pork which is
grown in the United States. They must use
Chicago pork, no matter what it costs, as the
Canadian pork is too small and too thin. It does
not pay our Ontario farmers to keep their pigs
over the year, and they find it more profitable to
slaughter their pigs when young, as they get a
better price for it in the cities, towns and villages;
out it does not answer the lumbermen, who must
have the heavy and fat pork which is not grown
here. Therefore, any duty upon mess pork, or
what is called clear pork, is just so much money
taken out of the pockets of the lumbermen without
any compensating advantage to the farier. Be
tween clear pork and mess pork there is this differ-
ence : clear pork is pork cut mto small blocks of
four pounds without any lean whatever. It is
cut from. the heavy part of the animal and
is very fat pork. That has to be used by the
lumbermen, principaliy in the Lower Provinces,
and the fishermen, who use it in connectinn withi
the cooking of beans. The statement of the hon.
gentleman is correct that a large amount of beef
s consumed in the shanties. A lumberman froni
New Brunswick told me that, under any circum-
stance, if he had to pay $6 or even $10 a barrel
duties for Chicago packed beef, lie must have it.
He could not get packed beef here to answer his pur-
pose. That is my experience, and it is that of every
lumberman. We must have salt beef, and we have
to get what they call the salt mess beef of Chicago,
as the men of the shanties will not eat anythiug
else. We use large quantities of fresh beef which
we buy from the farmers, but every dollar that is
paid for mess pork, which is consumed by the
shantymen, the iners and the fishermen, is so muci1
taken out of our pockets without any compensating
advantage to the farmer. This idea of stimulating
production and giving protection to our farmers by
increasing the duties upon heavy pork, is all a
myth.

Mr. IVES. The hon. gentleman is entirely
wrong. Tlie average of Canadian hogs, picked up
and taken to Montreal to the small packing estab-
lishments which, they have there will run 5
ponds over the average of the Chicago hogs. The
average weiglit of the Chicago liog is under 20()
pounds, and the average weight of the Canadian hog
is over 350 pounds.

Mr. COCHRANE. I take exception to the state-
ment of the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Cook), that
the farmers of Ontario cannot produce the pork re-
quired by Ontario, and I take the ground that the
duty placed upon pork will stimulate the produc-
tion of that commodity in Ontario to the extent of
the requirements of the country. It is absurd to saY
that the farmers of Ontario cannot produce the pork
which the country requires. It is humiliating for
the farmers of Ontario to recognise the fact that we
are importing over a million dollars of pork and
paying duty on it every year. We can produce
large hogs if we get a market for them, but, fron
the fact that large pork does not suit the taste of
the people, there is no use producing it. I also
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take exception to the opinion of the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who cannot see
any difference between long clear pork and mess

pork. Mess pork has the ribs left in, while long
clear pork is the whole side of the hog with the ribs
taken out, which makes a material difference. If
a lumberman gets long clear pork as cheap as mess
pork, he will not buy the latter. A hog does not
req uire to be over 200 pounds in weight to make long
clear pork, for that kind of pork is simply the whole
side with the ribs taken out. I hope the Finance
Minister will stand by his first proposition, and
keep to the 3 cents duty on all pork with the ex-
ception of mess pork, and thus give the farmers of
Ontario a chance to produce the pork the country
requires.

Mr. EDWARDS. I have no desire to enter into
this discussion, further than simply to state that
there must be some great misconception as to what
is termed clear pork in this section. Several lum-
bermen have spoken, and they do not seem to
understand what it is. What we term clear pork
in this section is simply heavy mess pork with the
bone taken out. What is termed clear pork in the
Lower Provinces is, I understand, a different thing
entirely. It is not long side or anything of the
kind, but simply mess pork with the bone taken
out.

Mr. WELSH. I do not agree with the remarks
which have fallen from the hon. member for Sim-
coe. The hon. gentleman says they cannot grow
pork over 200 pounds weight up where he lives.
They must have very bad feed for their pigs. We
can supply all the clear pork wanted in Canada
froi Prince Edward Island, and can supply pigs
weighing 300 pounds each. I cannot understand
how this discussion has sprung up again. I thought
the question was clearly defined the other evening
when we discussed this item.

Committee rose and reported progress, and it
being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. WELDON (St. John). It is a very im-

portant matter for' the Maritime Provinces to
understand exactly what kind of pork clear pork
is. The hon. gentlemen who have spoken this
afternoon all seem to differ as to what clear pork
is. What we understand in the Maritime Pro-
vinces to be clear pork, is rather different from
what was stated by the hon. member for Simcoe
(Mr. Cook), and the hon. member for Russell
(Mr. Edwards). It would be a very serious tax
on the lumbermen and the fishermen of the Mari-
time Provinces, who use the clear pork and not
the mess pork, unless this is defined, because
otherwise I am afraid that we will be saddled with
the higher tax.

Mr. SPROULE, I am surprised to find the
lumbermen takixg the view that the men they
employ are not able to eat pork. As I understand,
a great many of these men are taken from the
agricultural clam. They pursue their agricultural
avocations in the dummer, and lumbering in the

11t'

winter. In the summer they eat the pork from
their farms, and I think they would be able to use
the same diet in the winter. But the lumbermen
speak of them as if their stomachs were different
to those of other men, as if they could not digest
pork, unless it were clear pork and that of the
heaviest class. Perhaps, it may be that they think
it would be cheaper, because the heavier pork
could not be so easily digested. I know something
of lumbering operations in this country for at least
twenty years, and I know that the men were
supplied in our part of the country with pork from
the farmers. That was one of the valuable means
the farmers had of selling their produce-supplying
pork and oats and other necessaries to the lumber-
men in the lhnber camps. At that time, there
was no objection made to the pork which was
raised by the Canadian farmer. No complaints
were made then, but, of late years, because the
lumbermen have found it to their advantage
to bring in western pork, because it is a little
cheaper than Canadian pork, there is a howl
raised all over the country by the lunbermen in
consequence of this proposal of the Government.
If this duty does the lumbermen any injury by
increasing the price of pork, it will do the farmers
good by enhancing the value of pork. The hon.
member for West Simcoe (Mr. Cook) and the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) have
said something in regard to this question in oppo-
sition to the proposed duty, but these gentlemen
are themselves interested in lumbering operations,
and with them it is either money in their pocket
or out of their pocket. They do not pay much
attention to the interests of the great agricultural
class of the community, many of whon they
represent, or pretend to represent, because I think
they are misrepresenting rather than representing
the agricultural class. The interests of the farmers
are to be set aside in favor of the interests of the
lumbermen. They will sink the interests of the
farmer because the lumberman can get American
pork a few dollars cheaper than Canadian pork. I
have never been able to understand why Canadian
pork js not as useful, and will not sustain life as
well, as any other pork. If a heavier class of
pork is needed, Canadian farmers can raise it if
you give them the market. There is one thing
in which I think the Government are making a
mistake, and that is in drawing a distinction
between mess pork and clear pork. I fear the
result of that will be that the larger portion of
the pork which the lumbermen require will come
in under the cheaper tariff. I think it would
be better for the Government to make a duty of 3
cents a pound on meat all round, and do away with
these fine distinctions. The farmers are an impor-
tant class of the community, and they look to the
Government to do them justice. It will be more
in harmony with the wish of the agriculturists if
the Government would drop these fine distinctions
and put on a general duty of 3 cents a pound. The
raising of pork is one of the valuable lines in which
the Canadian farmers can engage, and I am sure
they will look with disfavor upon any attempt to
lower the rate of duty. I think the representatives
of the agricultural class on both sides of the House
are of the same opinion on this subject. They
believe that if there is one question in which the
farmers are vitally interested it is this question of
pork, and that the Government should put it up to
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a fair price, say 3 cents a pound, and so do justice
to the farmers and do no injustice to the other
classes of the community.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I do not under-
stand much about the difference between mess pork
and clear pork, but I do understand this : If hogs
can come in at 30 per cent., and pork, except mess
pork, is to be charged 3 cents a pound duty, the
only result will be that Canada will be the scene of
slaughtering all the hogs intended for this country
instead of their being slaughtered in the United
States. Take a hog of 200 pounds live weight, at 4
cents per pound. That is about $8. If you take that
hog slaughtered, allowing 20 per cent. for shrink-
age, you have a weight of 160 pounds, which, at
3 cents a pound, is $4.80. The live animal will
have to pay a duty of $2.40 at 30 per cent., so,
that there is only a protection of $2.40, or about
14 cents a pound, which can be of no benefit
whatever to the Canadian farmer. The only dif-
ference will be that the hogs which now come
in as pork will come in as live animals and will
pay 30 per cent., while the heavy pork will corne
in at 1 cents. The deduction which I have
made, 20 per cent., is a little more than the usual
allowance upon hogs which have to be slaughtered.
I do not believe that it will ever pay the farmers
of Canada to raise pigs to the weight of 220 pounds
or 240 pounds, and I repeat what I said the other
night, that the younger animal requires a
smaller amount of feed in proportion to the older
animal. The system of feeding that we have at
the present time, in putting our hogs on the
market weighing 150 to 170 pounds to the animal,
is the most profitable for the farmers of Ontario,
and I believe for the whole Dominion; and if hogs
are allowed to corne in at 30 per cent. there is no
protection to the farmers.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think the tariff
should be altered in some way so as to make it
more clear, otherwise I am satisfied there will be
great confusion. My hon. friend will recollect
that a memorandum was sent to him from New
Brunswick, asking to have the barrels examined,
for the purpose of ascertaining what description of
pork they contained. People should be able to
know what kind of pork they are going to buy. In
our Province, the lumbermen want the best kind
of pork ; they want the best of everything, and
they will desire to get th Chicago clear pork.

Mr. HESSON. I must confess that, like my
hon. friend from South Huron (Mr. McMillan), I
an unable to distinguish between the different
grades of pork, whether it comes in under the
name of mess, or ham, or bacon. We do know,
however, that something over 24,000,000 pounds
of meat were brought into this country last
year, which paid a duty of i cent per pound.
I presume, from the discussion that has taken
place in this House, that that is the class of meat
which is chiefly required by the lumbermen, as I
understand they require heavy fat pork, and that
is a quality that can be produced by the farmers
of Canada. That pork came in at 1 cent a pound,
and 3,500,000 came in under the heading of hams
and bacon, as I find in the Trade Returns, at
the rate of 2 cents a pound. It is fair to pre-
sume that the laboring classes and the artisans
who, perhaps, had to buy some of this latter
class of American pork, were paying 2 cents a

Mr. SPRoULE.

pound duty, whilst the lumbermen were paying
1 cent a pound. Now, we are going to have that
matter made worse ; if I understand the proposi-
tion of the Minister of Finance, the position will
be made worse, for the people who have to earn
their own living in towns and cities, than it has
been in the past. I think the House heretofore
bas been somewhat misled by the interpretation
of the Inspection Act, or by the arrangement of it
under the present classification. We did believe
that the purpose of the Government was to
encourage the production of the heavier class of
pork, and we are sure that the farmers of Canada
can prodnce an abundance of that class of pork
within six to nine months-all that is required for
the wants of this country. I find that 24,000,000
pounds of meat came into this country during
the past year, and I think that any one who is at
all conversant with the capacities of this country to
produce meat and to raise coarse grains, will agree
that we could have produced all thatmeatourselves.
Raising coarse grains to feed stock is certainly
a more reasonable way of making noney than to
sell the grain and impoverish the farms ; it would
be much better to put it into the shape of ineat,
and sell the meat. I find that a pound of pork,
at the lowest average, costs 6 cents to produce.
The best feeders in the country give us to under-
stand that a bushel of barley will produce 13
pounds of pork, and if you multiply that by 6
you have 78 cents for that bushel of barley. The
same thing appies in a greater degree in the
feeding of pease. A bushel of pease will make 15
pounds of pork. A hog can be kept on pasture at
very little cost during the whole summer season,and
if the pasture is short, a, hog will live and thrive on
ensilage the same as cattle. We know that a hog
will live all summer and provide for itself, and then,
if you put it up in the fall and feed it on barley,
or pease, you can get 78 cents a bushel for your
barley and 90 cents a bushel for your pease; besides,
you will have the offal of that hog for the nourish-
ment of the farm, instead of impoverishing the farni
by exporting the grain from the country at 35 or 40
cents a bushel for the barley. It is said the far-
mers of this country, as a class, have been ill-pro-
vided for in the past. We understood that the
Government, in this matter, had formed a policy
which was to give some encouragement to the far-
mers of Canada. I will read you an extract fron the
experience of a person who has been in the pork
business for soine time. He is a farmer, and has
been accustomed to fatten a large number of hogs
and sell them in the market, and he knows what
he is talking about. You see that the farmers were
all under the impression that the proposition of
the Government with reference to the imposition
of 3 cents duty on American pork was going to be

carried out in good faith. Here is what this writer

says :
" Farmers can in this present year of grace make more

noney by raising pork than in any other line of animal
or agricultural enterprise. Look at it this way: One
bushel of corn will make 13 pounds of pork. That is not
guesswork, it is the demonstrated fact. Pork at present
is worth about 6 cents per pound. Then one bushel of
corn turned into pork is worth 78 cents. We shall be tod
tbst ont farmers do not maise innch corn-lu soule Parts
of Ontario noue at ail. We l one bushel of barley will
produce 13 pounds of pork. fs it profitable. to se

1 barley
at 78 cents? But one bushel of pease will produce 15
pounds of pork. Is there xnoney in pease at 90 cents a

bushel? Let us go a bit further. Pork can be produced
for less money than by feeding on bariey, corn or pease.
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Pigs will keep themselves in summer if allowed good going to weaken on this matter ; for, if he does so,
pasture, and, when asture fails, they thrive on ensilage he s ging to make the most serous mistake com-as well as cattle, and need grain only when fattened. it ding t arliamet se ono retend
If the Government are going to allow American mitte during this Parliament. I do'not pretend
hos ta core inta this market at 20 per cent., t say the Government can go through a Session

a i at a duty of l cents, it will without making some inistakes, but this would be
ad American pork t armer of h cnt ry the greatest mistake of the Parliament. I shall
be a question whether the farmers of tis country favor dividing the House on this question, nowill get any benefit irom it or not.- matter what the result may be.

"For the next year or two, hogs will command high
prices. Last year we imported for home consumption Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) No doubt the farming4 000 hogs 8 000,000 pounds of lard, and 23,000,000 pounds
o'f bacon, ha'ms and pork. That is equal to 20,000 hogs of community will be very greatly misled if the
average size. Farmers will be able largely to increase Finance Minister insists on the views he appeared
their sales; and those who have made a study of the to entertain this afternoon. The hon. gentlemanmatter tell us that a pound of pork can be produced for
less money than is required to produce a pound of heef. is aware that the McKinley Tariff is at present
It is better to sell pork at 6 cents per pound than wheat passing through the Congress of the United States.
at S1 a bushel." In Prince Edward Island we raise and export an
Now, when we' could secure for our barley 78 enormous quantity of potatoes yearly, our market
cents a bushel, and pease 90 cents, by feeding, being largely in the United States. The increased
as is evident from this statement of a man who duty proposed to be placed on potatoes entering into
knows what he is talking about, the farmers the United States will practically exclude us fron
are going to be very grossly deceived in this mat- that market entirely, and unless our farmers can
ter. They have been led to believe that they utilise their potatoes by feeding them into pork
w ere going to make money out of hogs, and out they will be, to a large extent, a drag on their
of grain, that their farms would be the better for hands. The farming community were led to
feeding this stock at home. It is a most unfortu- believe, when the hon. Finance Minister intro-
nate state of things that they should have been duced this tariff, that such protection would be
led to believe that for one moient, if the Govern- given to them on this one article as would ensure
ment are going to recede from the position they them the Canadian market. What did the hon.
took then. They may attempt to mystify us gentleman say in his speech ? He said :
about the classification of pork. But there is one " It is proposed to introduce added protection to an-
great fact staring the people of Canada in the face, other series of the great farming products of the country.
and that is, that 23,000,000 pounds of meat have It is felt that in a country like ours, with its large graz-

ing areas, equal to any in the world, with its rapidly in-come into this country during the past year, and creasing dairy and cheese industries, with its unrivalledthat 1i , cents a pound duty is not going to keep facilities for the production of meats of varions kinds,
out Americai meat. It will still come in, and the time bas come when these great industries should be
crawd aur producers ai park ta the wall. If 20 protected by an adequate duty from the competition

S. i which they are at present receivng largely from theper cent. is not sufficient on the heavy hog, make country to the south of us."
it 30, or 40 per cent. Hogs can be raised in The bon. gentleman promised to put on an " ade-Caiada, raised at a profit by any man who under- quate duty." What is his proposition? His pro-
stands it, or who pays attention to the matter. position is that as regards the main classes of pork
the ay tat, notwithstandmg the demanda aif which are imported here, the duty shall be raised
fue diîunermen-and they are the most success- Ifromn i cent ta 14~ cents-that is ail. The hon.
fwl and wealthy men we have in Canada to-day--- gentleman is told by lumbermen all round the
we have ta consider a inuch mare important indus- gnlmni odb ubre l on h
tr tane toa ainsier am re hta d House, that the increased duty of half a cent asitier tan tat of the lumbermen, we have to con- pound will not keep out pork from the Sonth. But

tomake ctass af small farniers wo ae endeao the hon. gentlemans proposition was to place theta miake their living ont ai the hardest toil in uyi tsc a sum as would keep it ont and give
which men can engage. Now, I hope that the duty at such asmiiou kep Ht ou
Minister of Finance will consider this question ourfarmers the Domnion market. He went an
again and let us have a qurug n eston further ta say :caint it ui ae I tharaugh understanding "Now, there is no reason in the wide world, to my mmd,a . Iquie agree with the hon. member why Canada should not only raise all the meat necessaryf Grey (Mr. Sproule), who deprecated any for the consumption of her own peop le, but should becomemisunderstanding about the classification ; per- one of the largest exporters of tbese different kinds of
haps very few of the officers at the different meat to foreign countries. It is with a view of fostering
parts where prk is te oragh dirt these meat- roducing industries with a fairly protective
the csere por is entered thoroughly understand duty. that the Government have come to the conclusione classification. Here we have gentlemen who .to protect the farmers by raising the rates on these meats
have had some experience in this matter, and who in this way."
aie not agreed as to the particular classification What is the hon. gentleman doing ? He is placingIf pork, or the particular style of the cut that a duty of $6 a barrel on a class of pork in whichshafld be lu each particular barrel. You would there is no competition. The hon. gentleman knowshave all the difficulty of opening the barrels and that the ordinary pork imported from the Unitedhaving them inspected, and in some cases the States, so far as the shipping interests are con-officers are not posted; and, under these circum- cerned, comes into the country in bond ; that thestances, it would be much better to levy a duty of shippers in Halifax, St. John, Montreal and Quebec3 cents per pound on all meat coming into the import all their pork in bond, and it does notcountry, not only pork, but beef. The farmers of matter whether there is a duty of $6 or $16 placedOntario, and I am glad to say the same remark on foreign pork which comes into Canada in bondapplies ta Prince Edward Island, that beautiful and duty free. What market is the farmer goingioand by the sea, are able to produce enough pork l to secure? So far as the lumbermen are concerned,ta Sppl the lumbermen with a heavy class of that there is ta be an increase of only half a cent perarticle. I hope the Minister of Finance is not pound in the duty on pork ; and so the promise
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which the hon. gentleman made to the farmers is on them, a different feeling prevails. They have
being broken, and the farmers are being deceived. expected and believed that this duty would be raised
It will not give our farmers sufficient protection to as high as 1 cents per pound, or a duty of $3 per
give them control of our markets; and, in view of barrel on pork. Then as regards the distinction
the McKinley Tariff, by which our farmers will be between mess pork and clear pork, they had
practically prohibited from sending their potatoes entertained the hope that that would be levelled
to the United States, our farmers in Prince Edward down and no discrimination would be made.
Island will have no protection. The hon. gentle- The hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) has
man who last addressed the House, spoke of the truly said that the question of inspection will
quantity of pork which Prince Edward Island be a serious one. I understand from practical
could supply. I have no doubt whatever that we men, that the work of inspection is atten(led
could supply the markets of New Brunswick and with considerable danger to the article of pork ;
Nova Scotia, and have a large surplus besides; but, that if it becomes necessary that every barrel
if the hon. Finance Minister persists in his decision should be opened to ascertain that it is clear or
in regard to the ineat duties, as announced this prime mess, the inspector will be obliged to take
afternoon, he will be keeping the promise of the a quantity out of each barrel, probably to open
ear but breaking it to the hope. The farmers will both ends of each barrel, and afterwards it
be deceived, and I protest against it. would be almost impossible to place that barrel

Mr. TAYLOR. Any person acquainted with in a water-tight condition. If, moreover, the
me will know that I am a protectionist out and pickle is lost, the pork is readily destroyed. I
out. I find from the Trade and Navigation Returns had hoped, and I still hope, that the Government
last year that there were imported into this country willsee their way clear to make no discrimination
pork meats of all kinds and lard, the products of between those classes of pork used by lumbermen,
the hog, to the value of $2,300,000. Let us look because if you make one class subject to a greater
at that for a moment from a practical standpoint. duty than the other it would be simply to compel the
The lumbermen or merchants who import these consumer to buy mess, and the Government would
products to that value have a merchantable article, r
and if it is sold and exported, Canada is no worse 1 point is the amount of duty you intend to levy upon
off than when it was bought. But we send pork. I say that this duty of $6 per barrel will be
$2,300,000 of our cash over to the United States burdensome, and surely the wealthy people of the

to prchse toseproucts Suposethe ar Province of Ontario ought to have some considera-to purchase those products. Suppose they are .
brought into the country and consumed here ; the tion for the people by the sea, who are not well pre-
pork is consumed, but our noney is out of the pared to go into the raîsing of pork. If pork can 1a

counry.Ifhowverwe ay he armes o Caadaraised as freely and as liberally as is stated here bycountry. If, however, we pay the farmers of Canada: cia amr rmOtro h,1blee r
this amount, although the pork is consumed here, pr
the money is still in the country. Looking at the speaking correctly, there is surely no need of a
question in this light, from a national standpoint,fully concede

it is clearly our duty to protect pork. In order
that there may be no dispute about the classifica- prepared to raise its own heef, and we care fot
tion of mess pork, clear cut and short cut, I would how yon mise the duty on that article. But ln the
suggest that pork of all kinds when put up in interests of the lumberuen and the fishermen, 1
barrels, salted, and beef when put up in barrels
and salted, should pay a duty of 2 cents per pound reasonable consideration, and that when you corne
or $4 per barrel ; and fresh meats of all kinds, and to a duty of $3 a harrel on pork yon wvll stop
hams and bacon, save and except pork salted and there.
beef salted, shonld pay a dWy of 3i cents per pound. Mr. HESSON. may say, in reply to the last
Our farmers would then have as good protection asi
our manufacturers enjoy. Two cents per pound e, a il t the o re

w ite prepared to compete with faim and reasonable

at~btwe those classe of por used bynt prumbermenok, lu -

takiug the mbarket value ef pork the year round in competition in their own country, it is utterly ein-

the markets of the United States; for that wonld Possible to compete with the western producers of

be paying $6 per 100, which would be a hig price, 1ork, who get their corn at 10 cents a bushel. The

as probably $5 wonld be a fair average value for gentleman must know that, athoiotgh a

pork in the United States. 1 think that wonld be farmer in ay produce barley or pense, or even corn-

the best solution of the difficulty, alp classifications and we produced about 17,0o,00 bushels of cob

in regard to mess pork, clear pork, long ct, being inthe ear in Ontaro last yea -yet they cannot pro-

wiped out. duce it at 10 cents a oushel. No man of comnmO
sense can expect that a eCanadian farmer feeding

Mr. BAIRD. I did not cxpect to have anything pis stock on this most important food, can hold
to say on this subject, but the interests of the his own aaist the western farier, unless he lias
Province from which I corne require that some- protectiorn The American pork is not equal f
thing should be said. I am awar that it is very ithe Canadian, every one knows that; and a y one
difficaît te reconcile the various interests of thîs who ihas experince of Canadian pork wil always
wide Dominion on a question of tarifh; but if pork yit te the western American. But it is tn-
can le maised as largely as is represented in Ontario, possibn e for our farmers t h raise hogs te comPete
surely its representateves should be satisfied with with the Americans; they have te pay dty for

a duty of $3 a barrel, or li cents per Pound as cro and they ca ot produce it as cheaply as t
sufficient protection. The lumbermen and fish- the Western States. What we want is protection
ermen of New Brunswick are wiing te bear faim against the American pork, and f as Well,
and rearsonable burdens in the interests of the without destroying the chanmes and hopes Of
farmers; but when you place an excessive burden our farmer through unfair competition. Gentle-

Mr. DAviEs (P. E.I.)



men on the opposite side of the House have re- understands it to be. If I understood that hon.
peatedly stated that the farmers of Canada have gentleman aright, Sir, he defined " rib pieces " to
not been sufficiently protected, and now, when be those pieces that contained the rib. Well, if
there is an opportunity of protecting the farmers, the ribs are taken out of these pieces, it seems to
I hope they will show their honesty of purpose me that they are just as much mess pork after the
and advocate it. ribs are taken out, as they were when the ribs

remuained in the meat itself.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I do not know that I

would have troubled the House with any further An hon. MEMBER. No.
remarks on this question, were it not for some Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). My hon. friend saysobservations which fell from my hon. friend from " WuITu lie My u n wren says
Iberville (Mr. Béchard), in which he indicated no," but I would like to understand where the dif.
that there was a conflict of interest between the ference is. If youtake a certain portion of an animal,
fariner and the lumberman. I understood my and call it mess pork with the bones in it, surely it
hon. friend to say-and 1 thought it a very singu- is none the less mess pork after you take the bones

lar theory to be announced by a member of the out of it. Fish would not be any the less fish, if
great Liberal party-that it was perfectly legiti- you take the bones out of it, than if the bones
mate to put the lumbermen under contribution; remaned in the fish itself. So I say, that although
I migbt say, to rob the lumberm1en for the purpose Iam not going to dictate to the Minister of Finance
o i n g the a merIfone or to the Mnîster of Customs under what defin-ofbeneflting the farmerri. If there is oeprn- tion they shall b ring in thîs particular class of
ciple, Sir, which hon. gentlemen on the other side ion they shall brind in this partular a of
of the House have advocated ever since I have pork that is proposed to be itroduced at a lower
had the honor of a seat in Parliament, it is that rate of duty than the other class of pork, yet it is
one class should not be burdened for the benefit of their bounden duty to intimate to the House and
the other ; and if there is one principle they have the country what class of pork they are going to
deprecatedi as admit at Il cents a pound. I quite agree with the
contended, has had the effect of robbing one portion observation made by the hon. member for Russell
of the conmunity for the purpose of enriching (Mr. Edwards), that the class of pork which we
another portion of the community. It was, there- call clear pork in this section of the country is, per-
fore, with a great de-l of pain that I listened to the haps, not the same class that is called clear pork in
observations of my hon. friend (Mr. Béchard), and the Lower Provinces ; it is mess pork with the bones
moreparticularly, because,frommyownexperience, taken out of it. I do not care whether the
I have come to the conclusion that there is nc Administration determine to admit that as mess
conflict of interest between the lumberman and the pork or not; but what I want them to do is to
farnier. ln my own locality, at all events, the declare in the most unmistakable terns, so that
lumbiermanhabet importers widl make no mistake about it, what

lias een te pioeer wo lia oe ecass they will admit at the 1~ cent rate, andup the country for settlement. The lumbermen class they will admit at the cent rate.
have opened up portions of the country which have what class they will admit at the 3 cent rate.
subsequently been filled with the nost prosperous For my own part, I have no hesitation in say-
fariers in that locality. Not only that, Sir, but ing that, i my judgment, there is no possibility
the lumbermen have given to the farmers, in the of importing any class of pork that would corne
nsewer portions of the country, a home market at under the definîtions and regulations provided by
higher prices than they could possibly obtain under the General Inspection Act ; because it provides
any other circumstances, and, therefore, I hold that that all the barrels containing mess pork shall be
it does not lie in the mouth of my hon. friend to branded on one of the heads, yet there is no brand
say, that there is any conflict of interest between on the mess pork comimg from the United States
the lumberman and the farmer. Sir, I am not at all ; there is simply the name on the end of the
here to dictate to tise Government what course barrel, and a description of the pork it contains.
they shoud dt with to the amount of Therefore, I say it is necessary, in the circum-te hudadopt ithregard stancemua o
duty they should impose upon this particular stances, that the Government should define, in the
article now under discussion. The hon. the most unmistakable terms, what they hold to be
Miister of Finance, and the ion. the Ministe ess pork, and declare to the publie what class
of Customs, after a long deliberation, have come they are gomg to admit at lA cents a pound, and
to the conclusion that they will submit to what class at 3 cents a pound.
this Parliament a proposition to impose on the Mr. FOSTER. If the House will allow me, Ilieavier grades of pork a duty of lI cents per j will take this opportunity to make a brief state-Pound. It seems to me that what we have to ask ment in reference to this matter. I think it wasthese hon. gentlenen to do, under the circum- altogether gratuitous on the part of hon. gen-stances, is to declare to this House, and in an tlemen opposite, or hon. gentlenen on this side ofunmistakable manner to the country, what classes the House, to intimate that there was anythino pork they propose to allow to be introduced into like attempt by the Government to misleaanada under thaf rate of dity. The Minister of either the House or the country in reference toFinance and the Minister of Custons have declared this matter. I think the Government have beenif to be their intention to admit a certain class of straightforward and outspoken on this matter everpork, as defined by the General Inspection Act, at since it has been introduced to the House. In thea rate of duty of lI cents per pound. The General Budget speech I stated what lias been read by my
Inspection Act declares that mess pork is to be the hon. friend from Prince Edward Island, that it

b pieces takein fron hogs weighing not less than was the proposal of the Government to put a pro-200 pounds. I do not quite understand the defi- tective duty on meats.ifion of "rib pieces of hogs " to be exactly
what my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies) An hon. MEMBER. Adequate.
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Mr. FOSTER. Of course, I did say adequate Mr. BÉCHARD. I wish to say a Word with
protection, and I stand by that at the present reference to what has been said by the hon. nemn-
time. When I came to give the proposals of the ber for North Renfrew.
Government ten minutes later, the rates which Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I would say to ny
were considered adequate by the Government were hon. friend that this discussion is out of order and
announced, and they are the rates which remain irregular, and if it continues longer, it should be
to-day, with the single exception of the rate on on some motion. The item passed the House a
salt beef in barrels, which was reduced to 2 cents few days ago.
a pound. The Government thought that was an Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It is on the motionadequate protection, and stch was stated to the which the hon. Minister made before recess, that
House, and there has been no period since when the Committee rise and report.
any attempt has been made to mislead the House
in any way with reference to the Government's Mr. FOSTER. There was no motion.
intention. Wlien the question was asked: what Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. There are various
constituted the mess pork which should come ways in which the discussion could be continued,
in at 1 l cents a pound, there was no evasion and be in order.
then. Two or three evenings ago, when my hon. Mr. JONES (Halifax). I merely asked the hon.
friend f rom Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) asked Minister to explain the point I raised, and the dis-
the question, I told him that clear cut pork cussion has tak en a wider range than I anticipated;
was interpreted by the Government as coming but I think the statement made.by the hon. Min-
under the definition in the General Inspection Act ister just now is a fair one, that he will take time
-not only what was generally known here as to consider this matter, and let us know at another
heavy mess pork, but what was used in the Mari- stage at what decision the Government will have
time Provinces by the lumbermen and the fisher- arrived at.
men as well ; and long clear cut pork, which was Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think the statement
the saine as the mess pork, which was taken from F made by the hon. Mn t ine tha should be
the sarne kind of hog, and was the sarne portion, received without Minister is one that shouId le
except only that the rib was cut out, was sup- dives fthe facshat but I wasnt
posed by the Government to come within the ivet ny min of the fact that bis promise was to
definition of -the Generai Inspection Act. At give an adequate protection, and lie lias had a

defiitin o ·te Gnerl Ispetio Ac. A statement fromn the lumbermen on bothi sides of the
that time, there was no attempt to mislead on this se that the protein he hsfe of lh
subject ; and to-day, when the question was re- flouse tliat the protection e lias offered of av
iterated on the other side of the House, I made cents a pound on clear pork will not have
the sane statement, which was consistent in every e
respect with the statement I made when the tariff On resolution 2 (p. 2553),
resolutions were brought before the House. So Mr. FOSTER. You willremember, whenIwent
muchi with reference to that. I gquite agree with over these items, that this was omitted. It is a repeal
my hon. friend from Renfrew (Mr. White) that it of the section which has now been amended so as to
is of the utmost importance that there should be bring it into harmony with what it has been made
no mistake or misapprehension on this question, since.
and that the House and the country, and the Mr. WELDON (St. John). With referencetothe
officers of the Government, should know thoroughly duty on lime, the course taken by the Government
what kind of pork is to be admitted at certain may have the effect of destroying a very important
duties, and what kind at greater duties ; and in and rising industry in New Brunswick,which has an
that view, I am going to suggest, as this discus- and of indusand Bruswacday.iTh pro-

sinlisarsn naniemwicilisaied output of a tliousand barreis a day. The pro-sion has arisen on an item whichi has already bability is that a prohibitory duty will be adopted
assed the Committee, and as there is no item now by the Americans, which will have the effectof

lefore the Chair, that the better course would be destroin that industry.to remit this conversation at the present time, and e t
the Government will take into consideration the Mr. FOSTER. With reference to that, I nay
question of the definition of mess pork, and in a say that the article of lime is one of the articles
day or two there will be other opportunities for mentioned in the statutory offer of 1888, It is
bringing the matter up, and we can give maybe a entirely in the hands of the Government either to
more mature consideration to the point. reduce the duty or to take it off entirely, and it is

nou ~ ~ l iaue h.m ,uu eu bw te tri

Mr. IVES. Let me ask the hon. Minister of
Finance if, under his interpretation of the Inspec-
tion Act, there is any part of the hog between the
ham and the shoulder that is not mess pork ; and
if so, what it is ?

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose the rib portion.
Mr. IVES. There is the loin between the liam

and the point where the rib ceases. There you
come across another difficulty, and it becomes
more obvious that there is going to be a good deal
of difficulty about this matter. We have the
question now raised whether the loin of the hog
would come under the definition of the Inspection
Act as mess pork, and everyone knows that there
is no possible reason why that part should be
charged 3 cents and the other part only i cents.

Mr. FOSTER.

not, a matter that need be eatÎ wt y Y
I do not think it would be wise for us to deal with
it in the tariff before we know what legislation will
be had with the United States, in reference to it.

Mr. MILLS. What about fruit trees ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The parties inter-
ested in endeavoring to prevent an increase of the
duty by the United States say that the inaction of
this Government neutralises their efforts, and that
a prohibitory duty will be placed in the American
tariff.

Mr. FOSTER. The efforts of the people inter-
ested in keeping the lime duty down at Washing-
ton cannot have been affected by the action of this
Government, for we have taken no action so far as
tariff legislation is concerned.
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Mr. WELDON (St. John). I said the inaction chapter32-(Revised Statutes)-as amended, shall, unless
t the context otherwise requires, apply to, and form a

of the Government. part of this Act; and that any power conferred upon the
Mr FOSTER. ln answer to repeated represen- Governor in Council by the said " Customs Act " to trans-

people of St. John, the Govrn- fer dutiable goods to the list of goods which may be im-
tations fromn the pn t ported free of duty shall not be by this Act abrogated or
ment caused to be made known that hme stood i impaired.
a position in which parliamentary action was not 3. By re ealing sub-section 1 of section 5 of chapter 33

necessary, and that this Government would meet thereof atutos), and substitutng the followmg in heu
the Government of the United States as far as it The importation of any goods enumerated in Schedule
went in the matter-either lower the duty, or take " D " is hereby prohibited, and any such goods, if im-

a ehe ported, shall thereby become forfeited to the Crown, andil off altogether. shall be forthwith destroyed,-and any person importing
Mr. IVES. There are two sides to this lime any suc hoods shall in each case incur a penalty of two

hundred dollars.
1uestion. The hon. member for St. John (Mr. 4. By enacting that all medicinal or toilet preparations

Weldon) speaks as if New Brunswick were the only imported for completing the manufacture thereof, or for
portion of Canada which produces lime. He speaks the manufacture of any other article by the addition of

any îngredient or ingredients, or by mixing such prepar-of a thousand barrels a day as being the output of ations or by putting up or labelling the same alone, or
the quarries in the neighborhood of St. John, but with other articles or compounds, under any proprietary
there is as large an output from a quarry in the or trade name, shall be, irrespective of cost, valued for
Eastern Townships, a very large part of which i duty aud duty paid thereon at the ordinary market

lmvalue, in the country froin whence imported, of the
sold im the southern part of the Province of completed preparation, when put up and labelled under
Quebec to the pulp mills. Probably from ten to such proprietary or trade name, less the actunl cost of
fifteen car loads a day are placed in that part of labor and material used or expended in Canada in coin-

oleting the manufacture thereof, or of putting up or of
the Province of Quebec, and if the duty were labelling the same.
taken off lime, they could be as well supplied from 5. By enacting that reglations respecting the manner
St. Alans, Vermout. If the Government were in which molasses and syrups shall be sampled and tested

for the purpose of determining the classes to which they
to remove the duty fron lime and open the doors hall belong with reference to the duty chargeable thereon
to the products of the St. Albans lime quarry, shall be made by the Minister of Customs, and the instru-
they would be materially injuring the Eastern ments and appliances necessary for such determination
Townships q arry. So far as the course of the shall be designated by him and supplied to such officers

o p as shall be by him charged with the duty ofsampling and
Government is concerned, we have been giving testing such molasses and syrups; and the decision of any
that matter in the Eastern Townships some atten- officer (to whom is so assigned the testing ofsuch articles)
tion, and have been led to believe that the action as to the duties to which they are subject under the tariff

shall be final and conclusive, unless upon appeal to the
of our Government upon the question of lime Commissioner of Customs within thirty days from the
would not affect in any way whatever the action rendering of such decision, such decision is, with the
of the United States Government. No doubt the approval of the Minister, changed, and the decision of
Rockland lime peope are moving Heaven and teCommissioner with such approval shall be final.

Eartlt have he dies irc reae sease ahd 6. By enacting that any goods or packages being thei to have the duties increased so as to shut growth, produce or manufacture of Canada, and having
out St. John lime, and if they can bring political heen exported therefrom and intended to be returned,
influence enough to bear, they will succeed, but may be admitted free of duty on being re-iinported to

withut ny rferncewhatverte he atio weCanada, provided such goods or packages were enteredwithout any reference whatever to the action we frnexportation, and branded or marked by a Collector ormay take here. proper officer of Customs. and fully identified by the
Collector or proper officer, at the port or lace where theyResolutions reported, as follows :- are so re-imported ; and further, provided that the prop-

1 erty in such goods or packages has continued in the saie
iReolied, That it is expedient to amend the Act 49 person or persons by whom they were exported, and thatVictoria, chapter 33-Revised Statutes-intituled: " An such re-importation takes place within one year of theAct respecting the Duties of Customs," as follows :- exportation thereof.

ting n lieu hereofaid Ac, and substitu- . By enacting that any person who, without lawful ex-
In this Act, or in any other Act relating to the Customs cuse, the proot of which shall be on the person accused,

unless the context otherwise requires: sends or brings into Canada, or who, being in Canada,
(a) The expression or contraction " ad val." rebresents has in his possession any bill-heading or other paper ap-

and has the mueaning of the words " ad valoremn.' ! pearmg to be a heading or blank capable of being filled
(b) The initials N.E.S. represent and have the meaning up and used as an invoice. and bearing any certificate

of the words " not elsewhere specified." purporting to show, or which may be used to show that
(c) The initials N.O.P. represent and have the meaning the invoice which may be made from such bill-heading

of the words " not otherwise provided for." or blank is correct or authentie, shall be deemed guilty
(d) The initials F.O.B. represent and have the meaning of a misdemeanor and liable to a penalty of five hundred

Of the words " free on board." dollars and to imprisonment for a term not exceeding
(e) The expression "gallon " means an Imperial gal- twelve months, in the discretion of the court, and the

lon. goods which may be entered under any invoice made
(f) The expression "ton " means two thousand pounds from any such bill-heading or blank shall be forfeited.

avoirdupois. 8. By striking out from the Schedule "A" to said
( The expressions "proof " or " proof spirits," when Act the following headings, viz.:-

applied to wines or spirits of any kind, mean spirits of The words " Agricultural Implements, viz.:-" which
the strength of proof as ascertained by Sykes' Hydro- immediately precede item 7 in said schedule.neter. The words " Books, etc.," which immediately precede

() The expression "gauge," when applied to metal item 33 in said schedde.sheets or plates or to wire, means the thickness as deter- The words " Breadstuffs, viz.:-" which immediately
mineid by Stubbs' Standard Gauge. precede item 52 in said schedule.

(i) The expression "in diameter," wheu applied to .The word "Carriages" which immediately precedes
tuhing, means the actual inside diameter measurement. item 83 in aid schedaue.() The expressions " sheet " or " sheets " when applied The words " Cotton, manufactures of, viz. :-" whicho metals mean sheets or plates of not exceeding three- Thimmediatelyrecede item 121 in said schedule.sixteenths of an inch in thickness. The words Fruits (dried) viz.:-" which immediately
t (k) The expressions " plate " or " plates " when applied precede item 162 in said schedule.
teenetals mean plates or sheets more than three-six- The words " Fruit (green) viz. :-" which immediately2t s of an inch in thickness. procede item 165 in said schedule.2. By enacting that the interpretation elauses com- The words "Furs, viz.:-" which immediately precedePrised in section 2 of the " Customs Act," 49 Victoria, item 174 in said schodule.
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The words " Glass and manufactures of, viz. :-" which
immediately precede item 181 in said schedule.

The words "Gunpowder and other explosives, viz.:-"
which immediately precede item 193 in said schedule.

The words " Iron and manufactures of, viz. :-" which
precede item 213 in said schedule.

The words " Pianofortes, viz. :-" which immediately
precede item 344 in said schedule.

The words " Steel and manufactures of, viz. :-" which
immediately precede item 403 in said schedule.

The words "Stone, viz. :-" which immediately precede
ite7n 414 in said schedule.

The words "Sugars, syrups and molasses." which
immediately precede item 419 in said schedule.

The word " Tobacco," which immediately precedes
item 458 in said schedule.

The words " Trees-fruit trees, viz.:-" which imme-
diately precede item 441 in said schedule.

The words "Vegetables, viz.:-" which immediately
precede item 455 in said schedule.

The words " Wools and woollens, viz. :-" which imme-
diately precede item 473 in said schedule.

*. Resolved, That it is expedient to repeal the follow-
ing items in Schedules " A," "B' and ' C " to the Act
49 Victoria, chapter 33-Revised Statutes-intituled: " An
Act respecting the Duties of Customs," viz. -

Schedule " A" items numbered 2, 5, 6, 15, 17, 21, 22,
23, 40, 45, 47, 49, 58, 67, 81, 87, 98, 99,100, 109,110,115,117,
118, 119, 123, 134, 149, 153, 157, 165, 166,167,169, 177, 182, 183,
184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 193, 205. 206, 208, 209,
258, 262, 264, 265, 268, 269, 271, 274, 277, 283, 286, 288, 294, 295,
297, 298, 801, 305, 311, 312, 323, 324, 325,326, 327, 335, 336, 340,
341, 342, 358, 361. 363, 370, 372, 376, 379, 385, 387, 390, 391,
392, 393, 394, 395, 396, 397, 398, 402, 411, 412, 413, 415, 424,
425, 426, 427, 428, 429, 430, 432, 435, 437, 438, 418, 451, 45),
457, 459, 460, 461, 463, 467, 468; 473, 476, 481, 482.

Schedule "B,"' items numbered. 489. 490.
Schedule "C," items numbered. 505. 506, 507, 508. 509,

512, 513, 515, 518. 522, 523. 524, 526, 527, 529, 538, 539, 542,
544, 545,550,553, 554, 555, 564, 566, 568, 570. 571, 576, 577,
580, 581, 586, 587, 591, 594, 597, 601, 603. 604, 605, 608, 612, 613,
616. 620, 624, 628,630, 632. 637, 643, 658, 665, 674,677,681, 682,
684, 686, 688, 697, 698, 699, 700, 703, 709, 710, 711, 712, 714,725,
726, 728, 734, 737, 738, 742. 743, 744, 745, 746, 751, 756, 760, 762,
763, 764, 765, 769, 774, 778,782, 793,796, 801, 803, 804,809, 810,
and to make other provisions in lieu thereof by adding to
sncb respective schedules, as follows

SCHEDULE "A."
1. Acid, acetic and pyroligneous, N.E.S., and vinegar, a

specific duty of fifteen cents for each gallon of any
strength not exceeding a strength of proof and
for each degree of strength in excess of thestrength of proof, an additional duly of one cent.
The strength of proof shall be held to be equal to
6 per cent. of absolute acid, and in ahl cases the
strength shall be determined in such manner as
may be established by the Governor in Council.

2. Acid, acetic and pyroligneous of any strength, wnen
imported by dyers, calico printers or manufac-
turers of acetates or colors, for exclusive use in
dyeiug or printing, or for the manufacture of sucb
acetates or colors in their own factories, under
such regulations as may be established by the
Governor in Council, a duty of twenty-five cents
per gallon and twenty per cent. ad valorem.

3. Acid phosphate, three cents per pound.
4. Precious stones, N.E.S., polished but not set or other-

wise manufactured, and imitations thereof, ten
per cent . ad voalorem.

5. Animais, living, viz.:-Cattle, sheep and hogs,
thirty per cent. ad valosresm.

6. Artificial flowers, twenty-five per cent. advalorem.
7. Feathers of ail kinds, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent.

ad olorem».
8. Axle grease, one cent per pound.
9, Barrels eontaining petroieum or its products or

any mixtures of which petroleum forms a part
when such contents is chargeable with a specific
duty forty cents each.

10. Surgical belts or trusses and suspensory bandages
of ail kinds, twenty-five per cent. ad oalorem.

11. Blacking, shoe and shoenakers' ink, and shoe,
harness and leather dressing, and harness soap,
thirty per cent. ad valorem.

12. Advertising pamphlets, pictures and pictorial show
cards illustrated advertising periodicals, illus-
trated price lists, advertising calendars, adver-
tising almanacs, tailors' and mantiemakers'
fashion plates, and ail chromos, chromotypes,
oleographs, photographs and other cards, nictures
or artistic work of similar kinds, produced by any

Mr. FOSTER.
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process other than hand painting or drawing,whether for business or advertisingpurposes ornot, printed or stanped on paper, cardboard orother material, N.E.S., six cents per pound and
twenty per cent. ad valorem

13. Geographical topographical and astronomical maps,
charts and globes, N.E.S., twenty per cent. ad
valorem.

14. Newspapers or supplemental editions or parts
thereof, partly printed and intended to be coin-
pleted and published in Canada, twenty-five per
cent. ad valorem.

15. Bank notes, bonds, bills of exchange, cheques, promis-
sory notes, drafts and ail similar work unsigned.
and bill-heads, envelopes, receipts, cards and
other commercial blank forms printed or litho-
graphed, or printed from steel or copper or other
plates, and other printed matter, N.E.S., thirty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

16. Bookbinders' tools and implements, including ruling
machines, and bookbinder's cloth, ten per cent.
ad valoremi.

17. Fancy work boxes, writing desks, glove boxes, band-
kerehief boxes, manicure cases, perfume cases,
toilet cases and fancy cases for smokers'sets, and
all similar fancy articles made of bone, shell,
horn, ivory, wood, leather, plush, satin, silk,
satinette or paper; dolls and toys of ail kinds in-
cluding sewing machines when of not more than
two dollars in value, and toy whips; ornaments of
alabaster, spar, amber, terra-cotta or composition;
statuettes, and bead ornaments,N.E.S., thirty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

18. Brass in strips for printers' rules, not finished, and
brass in strips or sheets of less than four inches in
width, fifteen per cent, ad valorem.

19. Braces or suspenders and parts thereof, thirty-five
per cent, ad oaloremn.

20. Rice, uncleaned, unhulled or paddy, seventeen and
a-half per cent. ad valorem.

21. Wheat flour, seventy-five cents per barrel.
22. Buttons of vegetable ivory or horn, ten cents per

gross and twenty per cent. ad calorem..
221. Buttons of hoof, rubber, vulcanite or composition,

five cents per gross and twenty per cent. ad
ralorem.

23. Carpetting, matting and mats of hemp ; carpet linings
and stair pads, twenty-five per cent. ad valoreü.

24. Tobacco pipes of ail kinds, pipe mounts, cigar and
cigarette holders and cases for the same, thirty-
five per cent, ad valorem.

25. Clocks and clock cases of aIl kinds, thirty-five per
cent. ad valorem.

26. Clock springs and clock movements other than for
tower clocks, complete or in parts, ten per cent.
ad valoremt.

27. Horse clothing, shaped, N.O.P., thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

28. Cocoa mats and matting, thirty per cent. advalorem.
29. Cocoa paste and chocolate, and other preparations of

cocoa, not sweetened, four cents per pound.
30. Cocoa paste and chocolate, and other preparations of

cocoa coutaining sugar, five cents per pound.
31. Extract of coffee or substitutes therefor of aIl kinds,

five cents per pound.
32. Collars of cotton, linen, celluloid or xyolite, twenty-

four cents per doz. and thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

33. Combs for dress and toilet of al kinds, thirty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

34. Colored fabrics, woven in whole or in part of dyed or
colored cotton yarn, or jute yarn, or of part jute
and part cotton yarn, or other material except
silk, N.E.S. twenty-five per cent. ad calore».

35. Non-elastic wesbbing, twenty per cent. ad valorem.
36. Elastic webbing, twenty-five per cent. ad rnloremfl.
37. Old and scrap copper, copper in pigs, bars, rods, bolts,

ingots and sheathing not planished or coated, and
copper seamless drawn tubing, ten per cent. ad
ralorem.

38. Copper, ail manufactures of, N.E.S., thirty per cent.
ad valorem.

39. Copper in sheets or strips of less than four inches in
width, fifteen per cent. ad valorem.

40. Cotton cordage and cotton braided cords, thirty per
cent. ad caborem. ter

41. Cordage of all kinds, N.E.S., one and one-quar
cents per pound, and ten r cent. ad valoremn.

42. Cotton denims, drillings, bedtiekings. gingats,
plaids, cotton or canton fdannels, flannendlette
cotton tennis cloth or striped zeph rs, ducks
drills dyed or colored, checked an strited shirt-
ings, eottonades,Kentueky jeans,pantaLW staffs,
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and goods of like description, two cents per per or cloth ; also back, bone or corset wires.
square yard and fifteen per cent. ad valorem. covered with paper or cloth, eut to lengths and

43. Cotton sewing thread in banks, black, bleached or tipped with brass or tin, or untipped, or in coils,
unbleached, three and six cord, twelve and a-half five cents per pound and thirty per cent. ad
per cent, ad valorem valorem.

44. Jeans and coutilles when imported by corset and 80. Ferro-manganese, ferro-silicon, spiegel, steel bloom
dress staymakers for use in their own factories, ends and crop ends of steel rails, for the manu-
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. facture ofiron or steel, two dollars per ton.

45, Cuffs of cotton. linen, celluloid or xyolite, four cents 81. Builders', cabinet-makers', harness-makers' and sad-
per pair and thirty per cent. ad valoren. diers' hardware, including curry-combs, carriage

46. Curtains wben made up, trimmed or untrimmed, hardware, locks, butts and hinges, N. E. S., and
thirty per cent. ad valorem. tools of all kinds, N.E.S., thirty-five per cent. ad

47. Hammocks and lawn tennis nets, and other like valorem.
articles manufactured of twine, N.E.S., thirty- 82. Fire-arms, twenty per cent. ad salorem.
five per cent. ad oaloren. 83. Surgical and dental instruments of all kinds, twenty

48. Drain pipes, sewer pipes, chimney linings or vents, per cent. ad valorem.
and inverted blocka glazed or unglazed, and 84. Lap-welded iron tubing, threaded and coupled or
earthenwa re tiles, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. not, one and one-quarter to two inches inclusive in

49. Feathers, viz.:--Ostrich and vulture, undressed fif- diameter, for use exclusively in artesian wells,
teen per cent. ad valoren. petroleum pipe lines and petroleum refineries.

50. Feathers, viz.:-Ostrich and vulture, dressed, thirty- under regulations to bu made by the Governor in
five per cent. ad aloremn. Council, twenty per cent. ad valorem.

51. Apples, 40 cents per barrel, including the duty on the 86. Wrought iron or steel nuts and washers, iron or steel
barrel. rivets, bolts with or without threads, nut and

52. Blackberries, gooseberries, raspberries and straw- bolt blanks, T and strap hinges and hinge blanks,
berries, N.E.S., three cents per pound-the weight N.E .S., one cent per poun d and twenty-flive per
of the package to be included in the weight for cent. ad valorem.
duty. 87. Jellies, jams and preserves, N.E.S.. five cents per

53. Cherries and currants, one cent pur quart. pound.
54. ranberries, plums and quinces, thirty cents per 88. Laces, braids, fringes, embroideries, cords, tassels,

bushel. and bracelets ; braids, chains or cords of hair;
55. Peaches, N.O.P.,one cent perpound-the weightof the lace collars and al] sîimilar goods, lace nets and

package te bu included in the weight for duty. nettings of cotton, silk, linen or other materials,
56. Gas meters, thirty-five pur cent. ad valorem. thirty per cent. ad valoremn.
57. Crystal and decorated glass table-ware made ex- 89. Lard, tried or rendered, three cents pur pound, the

presslyformountingwith silver-plated trimmings, weight of the package, when of tin, to be in-
when imported by manufacturers of plated ware, cluded in the weight for duty.
twenty pur cent. ad vnlorem. 90. Lard, untried. two cents per pound, the weight of the

58. Glass carboys and demijohns, empty or filled, bottles ackage, when of tin, te be included in the weight
and decanters, flasks and phials of less capacity for duty.
than eight ounces, thirty per cent. ad valorem. 91. Lead, nitrate and acetate of, not ground, five pur

59. Lamp, gas light and electrie light shades, lamps and cent. ad valorem.
lamp chimneys, side-lights and bead-lights, globes 92. Lead pipe and lead shot, one and one-half cents per
for lanterns, lamps, electrie lights and gaslights, pound.
N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad valorem. 93. Leather-board and leatheroid, threc cents perpound.

60. Coîmon and colorless window glass; and plain, 94. Skins for morocco leather, tanned, but net further
colored, stained, tinted or muffled glass in sheets, manufactured, fiftteen per cent. ad vonorern.
twenty per cent. ad valorem. 95. Belting leather and upper leather, including kid,

61. Ornamental, figured and enamelled colored glass; lamb, sheep and calf, tagned, but net dressed,
painted and vitrifled glass; figured, enamelled and waxed or glazed, fifteen per cent. ad vcaloremt ; if
obscured white glass; and rough rolled plate dressed, waxed or glazed, twenty pur cent. ad
glass, twenty-five pur cent. ad valoren. valorem.

62. Stained glass windows, thirty pur cent. ad valorem. 96. Belting of leather or other material, N.E.S., twenty-
63. Silvered glass, thirty pur cent. ad valorem. five per cent. ad valorem.
64. Silvered glass, bevelled, thirty-flive pur cent. ad 97. Liquorice paste, two cents per pound.valorem. 98. Liquoricue relis or sticks, three cents per pound.
65. Plate glass, not colored, in panes of not over thirty 99. Extract of malt (non-alcoholie) for medicinal pur-

square feet each, six cents per square foot, and poses, twenty-five per cent. ad valoresm.
when bevelled, two cents per square foot addi- 100. Magie lanterns and slides therefor, philosophical,
tional. photographie, mathematical and optical instru-

66. Plate glass in panes of over thirty and net over ments, N.E.S., twenty-flive per cent. ad oalore».
seventy square feet each, eight cents per square 101. Mess pork, as defined by the General Inspection Act,
foot; and when bevelled, two cents pur square one and one-half cents pur pound, the barrel con-
foot additional. taining the saine te bu free of duty.67. Plate glass in panes of over seventy square feet each, 101:. Salted beef in barrels, two cents per pound, the
mne cents pur square foot ; and when bevelled, barrel containing the same te be free of duty.

two cents per square foot additional. 102. Meits, fresh or salted, N.E.S., three cents pur pound.
68. Imitation porcelain shades and colored glass shades, 103. Dried or smoked meats and meats preserved lu any

net figured, painted, enamelled or engraved, other way than salted or pickled, N.E.S., three
twenty pur cent. ad valorem. cents per pound ; if imported in tins the weight

69. Al other glass and manufactures of glass, N.O.P., te include the weight of the tin.
neluding bent plate glass, twenty pur cent. ad 104. Milk food and other similar preparations, thirty pur
calorem. cent. ad valorem.

70. Gloves and mitts of all kinds, thirty-flve pur cent. 105. Mucilage, and liquid glue, thirty pur cent. ad
ad valorem. valorem.71. Gold and silver leaf, and Dutch or schlag metal leaf, 107. Linseed or flaxseed oil, raw or boiled, one and one-
thirtv pur cent. ad oalorem. quarter cents pur pound.72. Gun, rifle and pistol cartridges ; cartridge cases 108. Lubricating oils, composed wholly or in part of petro-
Of all kinds and materials ; percussion caps, and leur, and costing less than thirty cents per
gun wads of all kinds, thirty-five per cent. ad gallon, seven and one-fifth cents per gallon.
valoreni. 109. Oil cloth and oiled silk, in the piece, cut or shaped,74. Hats, caps, and bonnets, thirty pur cent. sd valorem. oiled, enamelled, stamped, painted or printed,

76. Honey je the comb or otherwise. and adulterations india-rubbered, flocked or coated, N.O.P., five
and imitations thereof, three cents per pound. cents per square yard and fifteen pur cent. ad

77. India rubber boots and shoes with tops or uppers of valorem.
cloth or of material other than rubbur, thirty-flive 110. Opium (crude) one dollar per pound, the weight to
per cent. ad valorem. include the weight of the hall or covering.78. India rubber boots and shoes and other manufactures 111. Paintings, prints, engravings, drawings and building
Of India rubber, N. B. S., twenty-flive per cent. plans, twenty pur cent. ad valorem.

79 Cd valorem. 112. Dry white and red lead, orange mineral and zinc,.
7 Corsetclaspsspon claspeor busks, blanks, buaks, aide white or carbonate of zinc, five pur cent. ad

steels and other corset steels, whether plain. valorem.Japanned, lacquered, tinned or covered with pa- 113. Colors, dry, N.E.S., twenty per cent. ad valorem.
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114. Paints and colors, pulped or ground in oil or other
liquids and al liquid prepared or ready mixed
paint, N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad valorem.

115. Paints, ground or mixed lu, or with, either japan,
varnish, lacquers, liquid dryers, collodion, oil
fnish or il varnmsh; rough stuff, fillers, and all
liquid, prepared or ready mixed paints, N.E.S.,
five cents per pound and twenty-five per cent. ad •

valorem, the weight of the package to be included
lu the weight for duty.

116. Oxides, ochres and ochrey earths, umbers and sien-
nas and fire-proofs, ground or unground, washed
or unwashed, calcined or raw, twenty-live per
cent. ad valorem.

117. Paints and colors, ground in spirits, and all spirit
varnishes and lacquers, one dollar per gallon.

118. Paper hangings or wall paper in rolls, on each roll of
eight yards or under, and so in proportion for ail
greater lengths of the following descriptions,
viz.:-

(a) Brown blanks and white blanks, printed or plain,
two cents.

(b) White papers, ground papers and satins, not hand-
made, three cents.

(c) Single print bronzes and colored bronzes, six cents.
(d) Embossed bronzes, eight cents.
(e) Colored borders, narrow, and colored borders,

wide, six cents.
(f) Bronze borders, narrow, and bronze borders, wide,

fourteen cents.
(o) Embossed borders, fifteen cents.
(h) Ahl other paper hangings or wall paper, thirty-five

per cent. ad volorem.
119. Paper sacks or bags of ail kinds, printed or not,

thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.
120. Union collarclothpaper in rolls or sheets, not glossed

or finished, twenty per cent. ad valorem. -
121. Union collar celoth paper in rolls or sheets, glossed or

finisbed, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
122. Paraffine wax, stearie acid and stearine of all kinds,

three cents per pound.
123. Lead pencils of all kinds, in wood or otherwise,

thirty per cent. ad valorem.
324. Perfumery, including toilet preparations (non-alco-

holic) viz.:-Hair oils, tooth and other powders
and washes, pomatums, pastes, and ail other per-
fumed preparations used for the hair, mouth or
skin, thirty per cent. ad valorem.

125. Photographie dry plates, nine cents per square foot.
126. Alumimised paper chemically prepared for photo-

grapher's use, twenty-five per cent. ad valorei.
127. Pickles in bottle, forty cents er gallon, including

the duty on the bottles, and each bottle holding
less than one-half pint shall be dutiable as con-
taining one-balf pint, and each bottle holding
more than one-half pint, but not more than one
pint, shall be dutiable as containing one pint, and
each bottle holding more tban one pint, but net
more than one quart, shall be dutiable as con-
taining one quart.

128. Pickles in jars, botties or other similar vessels,
forty cents per gallon on the ascertained quantity,
the duty to include the duty on the jar, bottle or
other vesse.

129. Pickles in bulk, in vinegar or in vinegar and mustard,
thirty-five cents per gallon, and in brine or salt,
twenty-five cents per gallon.

130. Plumbago, fifteen per cent. ad valorem.
131. Plumbago, ail manufactures of, N.E.S., thirty per

cent. ad valorem.
132. Printing presses and printing machines, such onl as

are used in newspaper, book and job printing
offices ; folding machines and paper cutters used
in printing and bookbinding establishments, ten
per cent. ad valorem.

133. Lithographic presses, ten per cent. ad valorem.
134. Prunella for boots and shoes, and cotton netting for

the lining of boots, shoes and gloves, ten per cent.
ad valorem.

135. Woollen netting for the lining of boots, shoes and
gloves, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

136. Red and yellow prussiate of potash, ten per cent. advalorem.
137. Rubber belting, hose, packing, mats and matting,

and cotton or linen hose lined with rubber, five
cents per pound, and fifteen per cent. ad valo-
rem,

138. Sauces and catsups in bottle, forty cents per gallon,
and twenty per cent. ad v'alorem • and each bottle
holding less than one-half pint shall be dutiable
as contaiuing one-half pint, and each bottle hold-
ing more than ene half-plut but not more than
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one pint shall be dutiable as contáining one pint,and each bottle holding more than one pint but
not more than one quart shall be dutiable as eon-
tainig one quart.

139. Sauces and catsups in bulk, thirty cents per gallon,
and twenty per cent. ad valorem.

140. Soy, ten cents per gallon.
141. Seeds, viz. :-Garden, field and other seeds for agri-

cultural or otherpurposes, N.O.P., when in bulk or
in large parcels, ten per cent. ad valorem ; when
put up in smalt papers or parcels, twenty-five per
cent. ad valorem.

142. Shawls and travelling rugs of ail kinds and materials
except silk, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

143. Sewing and embroidery silk and silk twist, twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

144. Composition metal for the manufacture of filled gold
watch cases, ten per cent. ad valoren.

145. Slate pencils, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
146. Castile soap, mottled or white, and white soap, two

cents per pound.
147. Soap powders, pumice, silver and mineral soaps,

sapolio and other like articles, three cents per
pound, the weight of the package to be included

.in the weight for duty.
148. Spirituous or alcoholc liquors distilled from any

material or containing, or compounded from, or
with distilled spirits of any kind and any mixture
thereof with water-for every gallon thereof of
the strength of proof, and when of a greater
strength than that of proof, at the same rate on
the increased q uantity that there would be if the
liquors were reduced te the strength of proof.
W'hen the liquors are of a lest strength than that
of proof, the duty shall be at the rate herein pro-
vided, but computed on a reduced quantity of the
liquors in proportion to the lesser degree of
strength ; provided, however, that no reduction
in quantity shall be computed or made on any
liquors below the strength of fifteen per cent.
under proof, but ail such liquors shall be coin-
puted as of the strength of fifteen per cent. under
proof, as follows, viz.:-

(a) Ethyl alcohol or the substance commonly
known as alcohol, hydrated oxide of ethyl,
or spirits of wine ; gln cf ail kinds, N.E.S.;
rum, whiskey, and all spirituous or alco-
holicliquors,N.O.P., two dollars per gallon.

(b) Amyl alcohol or fusil oil, or any substance
known as potato spirit or potato oil, two
dollars.

(c) Methyl alcohol, wood alcohol, wood naphtha,
pyroxylic spirit, or any substance known as
wood spirit or methylated spirit; absinthe,
arrack or palm spirit, brandy, iucluding
artificial brandy and imitations of brandy ;
cordials and liqueurs of ail kinds, N.E.S.:
mescal, pulque, rum shrub, schiedam and
other schnapps ; tafia, angostura, and simi-
lar a Icoholie bitters or beverages,two dollars.

(d) Spirits and strong waters of any kind mixed
with any ingredient or ingredients and being
or known or designated as anodynes,elixirs,
essences, extracts, lotions, tinctures, or me-
dicines, N.E.S., two dollars and thirty per
cent. ad valorem.

(e) Alcoholic perfumes and perfumed spirits,
bay rum, cologne and lavander waters, hair,
tooth and skin washes and other toilet pre-
parations containing spirits Of any kîud,
when in bottles or flasks weighing not more
than four ounces each, ftfty per cent. ad va-
loren ; when in bottles, flasks or other pack-
ages weighing more than four ounces eae,
two dollars and forty per cent. ad valores.

(/) Nitrous ether, sweet spirits of nitre and arod
matic spirits of ammonia, two dollars and
thirty per cent. ad valoremn.

(g) Vermouth and ginger wine containing net
more than forty per cent. of proof spirits,
seventy-five cents per gallon; if containing
more than forty per cent. of proof spirits,
two dollars per gallon.

(J) in ail cases where the strength Of any Of
the foregoing articles caanot be correctlY
ascertained by the direct application bf the
hydrometer, it shall be ascertainedhy the
distillation cf a s8ample, or lu snch other
manner as the Ministar of Custcms May
direct.

49. Starch, including farina, corn starch or flour, and
al preparations having the qualities of sarch,
not sweetened or fiavored, two cents per pçund;

3767 3768



[APRIL 22, 1890.]

when sweetened or flavored, four cents per pound,
in all cases the weight of the package to be in-
cluded in the weight for duty.

150. Stereotypes, electrotypes and celluloids for al-
manacs, calendars, illustrated pamphlets, news-
paper advertisements or engravings, and all other
like work for commercial, trade or other pur-
poses, N.E.S.; and matrices or copper shells of the
same, two cents per square inch.

150. Sterecotypes, electrotypes and celluloids of books and
bases for the same, whether composed wholly or
in part of metal or celluloid, two-thirds of one
cent per square inch, and matrices or copper
shells of the same, two cents per square inch.

151. Stereotypes, electrotypes, and celluloids of news-
paper columns, and bases for the same, composed
wholly or partly of metal or celluloid, t-hree-
fourths of one cent per square inch, and matrices
or copper shells of the same, two cents per square
inch.

152. Water limestone or cement stone, one dollar per ton
of thirteen cubic feet.

153. Curling stones (so-cal ed) of whatever material made,
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

154. Molasses derived from raw cane sugar in the process
of its manufacture direct from the cane, not re-
fined or filtered or bleached or clarified, testing
by the polariscope thirty degrees or over and not
over fifty-six degrees, when imported direct.
without trans-shipment from the country of growth
and production, a specific duty of one and one-
balf cents per gallon, or when not so imported, of
four cents per gallon; when testing over fifty-six
degrees and imported direct without trans-s11ip-
ment from the country of growth and production,
a specific duty of six cents per gallon, or wben
not so imported, of eight cents per gallon: in all
cases the package in which imported to be ex-
empt from duty.

155. Syrups, N.E.S., cane-juice, refined syrup, sugar-
bouse syrup, syrup of sugar, syrup of molasses.
syrup ot sorghum, corn-syrup, glucose syrup and
all syrups or molasses produced in the process of
the manufacture of refined sugars, or in the refin-
ing of sugars, or in the refining of molasses, or in
the production of molasses sugars, and all
bleached, clarified, filtered or refined molasses,
a specific duty of one cent per pound and thirty
per cent. ad valorem, and the value for duty shall
be the value thereof f.o.b. at the last port of ship-
ment.

156. Provided that molasses when imported for or re-
ceived into any sugar refinery or sugar factory or
syrup or glucose factory, distillery or brewery,
shall be subject to, and there shall be paid there-
on, an additional duty of five cents per gallon.

157. Saccharine or any product containing over one-half
of one per cent. thereof, ten dollars per pound.

158. Sugar candy, brown or white, and confectionery in-
cluding sweetened gums, candied peels, condensed
milk wheu sweetened and condensed coffee with
milk when sweetened, one and a quarter cents
per pound and thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.

159. Sweetened biscuits of all kinds, popcorn, preserved
ginger, condensed milk not sweetened, and con-
densed coffee with milk not sweetened, thirty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

160. Telephones and telegraph instruments; telegraph,
telephone and electric light cables; electric and
galvanic batteries, electric motors and apparatus
for electric lights, including incandescent light
globes and insulators of all kinds, N.E.S., twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

161. Stamped tinware, japanned ware, granite ware,
enamelled iron ware and galvanised iron ware,
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.

162. Tinware and manufacturs of tin, N.E.S., twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

163. Cut tobacco, forty cents per pound and twelve and a-
half per cent. ad valorem.

164. Manufactured tobacco, N.E.S., and snuff, thirty
cents per pound and twelve and a-half per cent.
ad velorem.

166. Picks, mattocks, hammers weighing three pounds
each or over, sledges, track tools, wedges or crow-
bars of iron or steel, one cent per pound and
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

167. Shovels and spades, shovel and spade blanks andiron or steel cut to shape for sane, one dollar perdozen and twenty.five per cent. ad vaIorem.
169. Trunks, valises, hat-boxes and carpet baga, thirtyper cent. ad valorem.

170. Satchels, pocket-books and purses, thirty-five per
cent. ad valorem.

171. Plants, viz.:-Fruit, shade, lawn and ornamental
trees, shrubs and plants, N.E.S., twenty per cent.
ad valorem.

172. Gooseberry bushes, one cents each.
173. Grape vines costing ten cents and less, two cents

each.
174. Raspberry and blackberry bushes, one cent each.
175. Rose bushes, costing twenty cents and less, three

cents each.
176. Apple trees, of all kinds, three cents each.
177. Peach trees, three cents each.
178. Pear trees, of all kinds, four cents each.
179. Plum trees, of all kinds, five cents each.
180. Cherry trees, of all kinds, four cents each.
181. Quince trees, of all kinds, two and one-half cents each.
183. Cases for jewels and watches, cases for silver and

plated ware, and for cutlery and other like arti-
cles, ten cents each and thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

184. Cotton twine, one cent per pound and twenty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

185. Twine for harvest binders, of jute, manilla or sisal,
and of manilla and sisal mixed, twenty-five per
cent. ad valorem.

186. Twine of all kinds, N.E.S., thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

187. Umbrellas, parasols and sun-shades of all kinds and
materials, thirty-five per cent. ad volorem.

188. Umbrella, parasol and sun-shade sticks or handles,
N.E.S., twenty per cent. ad valorem.

189. Tomatoes and other vegetables, including corn and
baked beans, in cans or other packages, weighing
not over one pound each, two cents per can or
package, and two cents additional per can or pack-
age for each pound or fraction of a pound over
one pound in weight-and the weight of the cans
or other packages to be included in the weight for
duty.

190. Vegetables, when fresh or dry salted, N.E.S., includ-
ing sweet potatoes and yams, twenty-five per cent.
ad valorem.

191. Velveteens, and cotton velvets and cotton plush,
twenty per cent. ad valorem.

192. Veneers of wood, not over one-sixteenth of an inch
in thickness, ten per cent. ad valorem.

193. Walking sticks and canes, of all kinds, N.E.S.,
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.

194. Watches, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
195. Watch cases, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.
196. Whips, of all kinds, except toy whips, fifty cents per

dozen and thirty per cent. ad valorem.
197. Wire, of brass or copper, fifteen per cent. ad valoreni.
198. Wire, covered with cotton, imen, silk or other

material, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.
199. Pails, tubs, churns, brooms, brushes and manufac-

tures of wood, N.E.S., and wood pulp, twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

200. Fibre ware, indurated fibre ware, vulcanised fibre
ware and all articles of like material, thirty per
cent. ad valorem.

201. Clothing, ready-made sud wearing apparel of every
description, including horse clothing shaped, con-
posed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair
Of the alpaca goat or other like animal, made up
by the tailor, seamstress or manufacturer, N.O.P.,
ten cents per pound and twenty-five per cent. ad
valorem.

202. Carpets, viz.:-Brussels, tapestry, Dutch, Venetian
and damask; carpet mats and rugs of all kinds,
N.E.S.; and printed felts and druggets and all
other carpets and squares, N.O.P., twenty-five
per cent. ad valorem.

203. Smyrna carpets, mats and rugs, thirty per cent. ad
valorem.

204. Yeast cakes, compressed yeast and baking powders in
packages of one Pound and over ad not over
fifty pounds weight, six cents per pound, the
weight of the package to be included in the
weight for duty.

205. Yeast cakes, compressed yeast and baking powders
in packages of less than one pound in weight,
eight cents per pound, the weight of the package
to be included in the weight of duty.

205J. Compressed yeast in bulk or mass of not less than
fifty poundas, four cents per pound,

206. Wire of all kinds, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent. ad
valoremn.

207. Electric arc light carbons or carbon points, not ex-
coeding twelve inches in length and mn proportion
for greater or less lengths, two dollars and fifty
cents per thousand.
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208. Uncolored cotton fabrics, viz.: Scrims and window 222. Aluminum or aluminium and alumina and chloride
scrims, cambrie cloths, muslin apron checks, of aluminium or chloralum, Sulphate of aluminabrilliants, cords, piques, diapers, lenos, mosquito and alum cake.
nettings; Swiss, jaconets and cambric niuslins, 223. Anatomical preparations and skeletons or parts
and plain, striped or checked lawns, twenty-five thereof.
per cent. ad valorem. 224. Aniline dyes and coal tar dyes, in bulk or packages

209. Manufactures composed wholly or in part of wool, of not less than one pound weight, including
worsted, the hair of the alpaca goat, or other like alizarine and artificial alizarine.
animais, viz.:-Blankets and flannels of every 225. Aniline salts and arseniate of aniline.
description; cloths, doeskins, cassimeres, tweeds, 226. Antimony, not ground, pulverised or otherwise manu-
coatings, overcoatings, felt cloth of every descrip- factured.
tion, N.E.S.; horse-collar cloth ; yarn, knitting 227. Ashes, pot and pearl, in packages of not less than
yarn, fingering yarn, worsted yarn, knitted goods, twenty-five pounds weight.
viz., shirts and drawers and hosiery, N.E.S., ten 228. Asphalt or asphaltum and bone pitch, crude only.
cents per pound and twenty per cent. ad valorem. 229. Argal or argols, not refined.

210. Plough plates, mould boards and land sides,when eut 280. Beans, viz.:-Tonquin, vanilla and nux vomica,
to shape from rolled sheets of crucible steel but crude only.
not moulded, punched, polished or otherwise 231. Bells, when imported by and for the use of churches.
manufactured, and being of a greater value than 232. Bismuth metallic in its natural state.
four cents a pound, twelve and a half per cent. ad 233. Books printed by any Government or by any scientifie
valorem. association, for the promotion of learning, and

211. Wrought scrap iron and scrap steel, being waste or letters and issued in the course of its proceedings
refuse wrought iron or seeel and fit only to be re- and supplied gratuitously to its members, and not
manufactured, the same having been in actual for the purposes of sale or trade.
use, not to include cuttings or chppings which can 234. Books specially imported for bond fMde use of public
be used as iron or steel without re-manufacture, free libraries, not more than two copies of any one
two dollars per ton. book; and books which shall have been printed

212. Illuminating oils composed wholly or in part of the and manufactured more than twegqty years, bound
products of petroleum, coal, shale or lignite, cost- or unbound.
mg more than thirty cents per gallon, twenty-five 235. Borax, ground or unground, in bulk only, of net less
per cent. ad valorem. than twenty-five pounds.

213. Wrought iron or steel sheet or plate cuttings or 236. Botanical specimens.
clippings, as eut at the rolling mills or ship yards, 237. Old scrap brass and brass in sheets or plates of not
and fit only for re-rolling and to be used for such less than four inches in width.
purpose only, thirty per cent. ad ealorem. 238. Fire bricks, for use exclusively in processes of manu-

214. Sulphuric ether. five cents per pound. factures.
B. Resolved, That it is expedient to repeal the follow- bld r silver bullion, in bars, blocks, or ingots, and

ing items in the Schedule " A " to the Ac 49 Victoria, 240. Burrstones, in blocks, rough or unmanufactured,Chapter 33, Revised Statutes, intituled "An Act to not bound up or prepared for binding into millamend the Duties of Customs," viz.:-items numbered stones.30, 210, 281, 416, 417, and to make further provisions, by 241. Cu s or other prizes won in competitions.adding to the schedules to the said Act as follows, viz.:- 242. Cabinets of coins, collections of medals and of otherSCH243. "A. antiquities.
SCHEDULE " A." 24. Canvas of fot less than forty-five inches in width, not

214a. Bird cages, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. pressed or calendered, for the manufacture of
214b. Brass and copper nails, rivets and burrs, thirty-five floor oilcloth.

per cent. ad valoren,. 244. Celluloid or xyolite in sheets, and in lumps, blocks or
214r. Boots and shoes, N.E.S., twenty-five per cent. ad balls in the rough.

valorem. 245. Chalk stone, china or Cornwall stone, feldspar, and
214d. All manufactures of leather, N.E.S., twenty-five per cliff stone, ground or unground.

cent. ad valoren. 246. Citron rinds iu brîne.
214e. Barrels containing linseed oil, twenty-five cents 247. Clays.

each. 248. Anthracite coal and anthracite coal dust.
214f. Lime-juice, fortified, with or containing net more 249. Cocoa beans, shells and nibs, not roasted, crushed or

than twenty-five per cent. of proof spirits, sixty ground.
cents per gallon. 250. Communion plate, when imported by and for the use

And when containing more than twenty-five per of churches.
cent. of proof spirits two dollars per gallon. 251. Copper in sheets or plates of not less than four inches

214g. Lime-juice, sweeteneâ, and fruit syrups, N.O.P., in width.
forty cents per gallon. 252. Cotton yarns not coarser thau No. 40, unbleached,

214h. Lime-juice and other fruit juices, N.O.P., non- bleached or dyed, for use in covering electric
alcoholie, and lot sweetened, ten cents per gallon. wires ; also for the manufacture of cotton loom

214i. Granite and freestone, dressed; all other building harness; and for use in the manufacture ofItalian
stone dressed except marble, and all manufac- cloths, cotton, worsted or silk fabrics.
tures of stone, N.E.S.,thirty-per cent. ad valorem. 253. Cotton yarns in cops only, made from single cotton

214j. Grindstones, not mounted, and not less than twelve yarns finer than No. 40, when used in their own
inches in diameter, two dollars per ton. factories by the manufacturers of Italian cloths

214k. India rubber clothing or clothing made waterproof cashmeres and cotton cloths for the selvages 0
with India rubber, N.E.S., thirty-five per cent. said cloths, and for these purposes only.
ad valorem. 254. Indian corn, viz. :-" Southern Dent Corn," of the

2141. India rubber surfaced waterproof clothing, ten cents variety known as Mammoth Southern Sweet, and
per pound and twenty-five per cent. ad valorein. " Weetern Dent Corn," of the variety known as

214m. Biscuits of ail kinds not sweetened, twenty-five per Golden Beauty, when imported to be sown for
cent. ad valorem. soiling and ensilage and for no other purpose,

under regulations to Le made by the Governor il
SCHEDULE "B." Council.

255. Colors. metallic, viz.:-Oxides of cobalt, zinc and tin,
215. Salmon, pickled or salted, one cent per pound. Sub- N.E.S.

ject to the provisions of Section 3, Chapter 33, 256. Diamond drille for prospecting for minerals, not to
49th Victoria, Revised Statutes of Canada. include motive power.

216. Al other fish, pickled or salted in barrels, one cent 257. Diamonds unset diamond dust or bort and black
per pound. Subject to the provisions of Section diamonds for horers.
3, Chapter 33, 49th Victoria, Revised Statutes of 258. Emery in blocks, crushed or ground.
Canada. 259. Entomological specimens.

260. Extracts of logwood, fustic, oak, and of oak bark.
SOHEDULE "C." 261. Mexican fibre, and tampico or istle.

217. Admiralty charts. 262. Fish books, nets and seines and fishing liues and
218. Alkanet roots, crude, crushed or ground. twines but not to include sporting fishing tackle
219. Precious stones, in the rough. or hooks with flies or trawling spoon@, or threads
220. Aloes, ground or unground. or twines commonly used for sewing or manufac-
221. Alum in bulk only, ground or unground. turing purposes.
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263. Foot grease being the refuse of cotton seed after the
oil has been pressed out. but not when treated
with alkalies.

24. Fowls, domestic pure bred, for the improvement of
stock, and pheasants and quails.

265. Gas coke (the product of gas works), when used in
Canadian manufactures only.

266. Grease, rough the refuse of animal fat, for the man-
ufacture of soap only.

267. Gums, viz. : - Amber, Arabie, Australian, copal,
damar, kaurie, mastic, qandarac, senegal, shellac:
and white shellac, in gum or flake, for manufac-
turing purposes; and gum tragacanth, gum ged-
da and gum barberry.

268, Hair, cleaned or uncleaned, but not curled or other-
wise manufactured.

269. Indigo auxiliary or zinc dust.
270. Brass copper iron or steel, rolled round wire rods

under half an inch in diameter, when imported
by wire manufacturers for use in making wire
in their factories.

271. Jute yarn, plain, dyed or colored, when imported by
manufacturers of carpets, rugs and mats, and
of jute webbing or jute eloth, for use in their own
factories.

272. Kryolite or cryolite, mineral.
273. Liquorice root, not ground.
274. Lit arge.
275. Lemon rinds, in brine.
276. Lumber and timber planks and boards of amaranth,

boxwood, cocaboral, cherry, chestnut, walnut,
gumwood, mahogany, pitch pine, rosewood, san-
dalwood, sycamore, Spanish cedar. oak, hickory,
whitewood, African teak, black heart ebony,
lignum vitie, red cedar, redwood, satinwood and
white ash, when not otherwise manufactured than
rough sawn or split ; and hickory billets to be used
in the manufacture of axe, hatchet, hammer and
other tool bandles, when specially imported for
such use ; and the wood of the persimmon and
dogwood trees, when imported in blocks for the
manufacture of shuttles; and hickory lumbersawn
to shape for spokes of wheels, but not further
manufactured ; and hickory spokes rough turned,
but not tenoned, mitred, throated, faced, sized,
cut to length, round tenoned or polished.

277. Locomotive and car wheql tires of steel, when in the
rough.

278. Locust beans and locust beau meal for the manufac-
ture of horse and cattle food.

279. Mineralogical specimens.
280. Mining machinery imported within three years after

the passing of this Act which is, at the time of its
importation, of a class or kind not manufactured
in Canada.

281. Models of inventions and of other improvements in
the arts; but no article or articles shall be
deemed a model which can be fitted for use.

282. Iceland moss and other mosses, and seaweed, crude
or in their natural state or only cleaned.

283. Oil cake and oil cake meal, cotton seed cake and
cotton seed meal and palm nut cake and meal.

284. Oils, viz.:-Cocoanut and palm in their natural state.
285. Orange rinds in brine.
286. Ottar or attar of roses and oil of roses.
287. Pelts, raw.
288. Pipe clay, unmanufactured.
289. Platinum wire; and retorts, pans, condensers, tub-

ing and pipe made of platinum, when imported
by manufacturera of sulphurie acid for use in
their works in the manufacture or concentration
of sulphuric acid.

290. Rags of cotton, linen, jute, hemp and woollen, paper
waste or clippings, and waste of any kind except
mineral waste.

291. Rattans and reeds in their natural state.
292. Resin or rosin in packages of not less than one

hundred pounds.
293. Roots, medicinal, viz. :-Aconite, calumba, ipeca-

cuanha, sarsaparilla, squills, taraxicum, rhubarb
and valerian.

294. Rubber crude.
295. Seed and breeding oysters, imported for the purpose

of being planted in Canadian waters.
295k. Seedling stock for grafting, viz. :-Plum, pear, peach

and other fruit trees.
296. Seeds, aromatic, which are not edible and are in a

crude state, and not advanced in value or condi-
tion by grinding or refining or by any other process
of manufacture, vis.: Anise, anise-star, caraway,
cardamom, coriander, cummin, fennel and fenu-
greek.

2961. Silver, German silver and nickel silver, rolled or in
sheets.

297. Soda, sulphate of, crude, known as salt cake.
298. Soda ash, caustie soda in drums; silicate of soda in

crystals or in solution ; bichromate of soda nitrate
of soda or cubic nitre, salsoda; sulphide of
sodium, arseniate, binarseniate, chloride and stan-
nate of soda.

299. Steel of No. 20 gauge and thinner, but not thinner
than No. 30 gauge, to be used in the manufacture
of corset steels clock springs and shoe shanks;
and flat wire ofsteel of No. 16 gauge orthinner, to
be used in the manufacture of crinoline and corset
wire, when imported by the manufacturera of such
articles for use in their own factories.

300. Sulphate of iron (copperas); and sulphate of copper
(blue vitriol).

301. Terra japonica or gambier or cutch.
302. Ultramarine blue, dry or in pulp.
303. Whiting or whitening, gilders' whiting and Paris

white.
304. Wool and the hair of the Alpaca goat and of other

like animals not further prepared than washed,
N.E.S.

305. Books printed in any of the languages or dialects of
any of the Indian tribes of the Dominion of Can-
ada.

306. Brass and copper wire twitted, when imported by
manufacturera of boots and shoes for use in their
own factories.

307. NoUs, being the short wool which falls from the
combs in worsted factories.

308. Seeds, viz. :-Beet, carrot, turnip, mangold and mua-
tard.

310. Crucible cast steel wire when imported by manu-
facturera of wire rope pianos, card clothing and
needles, for use in the manufacture of such
articles in their own factories only.

311. Ribs of brass, iron or steel, runners, rings, caps,
notches, ferrules, mounts and sticks or canes su
the rough or not further manufactured than cut
into lengths suitable for umbrella, parasol or sun-
shade sticks, when imported by manufacturera of
umbrellas, parasols and sunshades for use in their
factories in the manufacture of umbrellas, parasols
and sunshades only.

312. Fruits, viz.:-Bananas, plantains, pine-a les, pome-
granates, guavas, mangoes and shaXdocks ; and
blueberries and strawberries, wild only.

313. Camwood and sumac for dyeing or tanning purposes
when not further manufactured than crushed or
ground.

314. Blood albumen, tannie acid, antimony salts, tartar
emetie and grey tartar, when imported by manu-
facturers for use in their factories only.

315. Manufactured articles of iron or steel which at the
time of their importation are of a class or kind
not manufactured in Canada, when imported for
use in the construction of iron or steel ships or
vessels.

316. Wire of iron or steel, No. 13 and 14 gauge, flattened
and corrugated, used in connection with the
machine known as the wire grip machine for the
manufacture of boots, shoes and leather belting,
when imported by manufacturera of such articles
to be used for these purposes only in their own
factories.

317. Steel of No. 12 gauge and thinner, but not thinner
than No. 3 gauge, when imported by manufac-
turers of buckle clasps and ice creepers, to be used
in the manufacture of such articles only in their
own factories.

318. Blanketing and lapping and dises or mills for engra-
ving copper roliers, when imported by cotton
manufacturera, calico printers and wall paper
manufacturera, for use in their own factories
only.

319. Yarns, made of wool or worsted, when genapped,
dyed and finished, and imported by manufacturera
of braids, cords, tassels and fringes, to be used in
the manufacture of such articles only in their own
factories.

320. Chlorate of potash in crystals, when imported for
manufacturing purposes only.

321. On imported Indian corn, to be kiln-dried and
ground into meal for human food, or ground into
meal and kiln-dried for such use, under sncb
regulations as may be made by the Governor in
Council, there may be allowed a drawback of
ninety per cent. of the duty paid.

To amend Schedule " D " by striking out the following
words which immediately precede item 813:-
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"The following articles are prohibited to be imported out from item 46 (Act number) (217, Departmental num
"under a penalty of two hundred dollars, together with ber) the words " skelp iron sheared or rolled in grooves,"
" the forfeiture of the parcel or package of goods in And substituting therefor :
" which the same are found, viz. :-" " Skelp iron sheared or rolled in grooves not wider than

4. Reolved, That it is expedient t repeal the follow- eight inches in width nor thinner than twenty gauge,
ing numbered items in the Act 50-51 Victoria, chapter 29, until such time as it 13 manufactured i Canada, thirty
intituled " An Act to amend the Act respecting the per cent. ad valorewa.
Duties of Customs," viz. :- 9. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the

Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 9, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 23, 25, 26, 31, 32, 34, foregoing resolutions and the alterations thereby made in
37, 39, 40, 44, 45, 72, 79, 80, 85. 92, 94, 95,102,-103,105, 106, the duties of Customs on the articles therein mentioned,
108, 113, 115, 116, 119, 120, 122, 130,147, 148, 149, 150. 152,153, shall take effect on and after the twenty-eighth day of
159, 163, 164, 165, 167, 168, 169, 171, 179, and by striking out March instant.
from the said Act the following headings, viz.:-

The word " earriages," which immediately precedes Mr. FOSTER moved second reading of the reso-
item il in Section one. lutions.

The word " cottons," which immediately precedes item
21 in gaid Section one.

The words " Iron and Steel, manufactures of, viz. :-" That the resolutions b nt now read the second tine, but
which immediately precede item 39 in Section one. he referred back to Commttee of the Whole with the

The words " Tools and Implements," whieh immedia- view of reducing the duty on hinding tine and cordage.
tely precede item 142 in the said Section one.

And the word "Woollens," which immediately pre- He said - intirnated to the Government this
cedes item 155 in said Section one. afternoon that I would introduce this amendment

5. Resolved, That it is expedient to cancel certain if they did not change this provision in the tarif.
Orders in Council made under the provisions of section I think, in view of the statement made in the To-
245, sub-section (1) of the " Customs Act," Chapter à2, ronto E that the manufactures of twine and
Revised Statutes, transferring certain articles therein
specified to the list of goods which may be imported into cordage are being benght up by a syndicate which
Canada free of duty, as follows, viz.:- desires to contrel this product, which is se inuch

Sections 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 13, 17, 19, 21, 22 and 24 used by the farming community, the Government
of Chapter 15, and the whole of Chapter 16 of the Consoli-
dated Orders in Council et Canada, and the following as
published in the Supplement te the said Orders in Coun- the dnty, even if it did net place it upon the free
cil viz.:- list.

Special regulations re lithographie printing presses;
Special regulations re ferro-manganese, ferro-silicon, liuse divided on amendment cf Mr. McMullen

&c., passed on the 4th and 26th of June, 1889; and the
following additions to the Free List as also published in YEAS
said Supplement as items added te the said Free List,
Viz..:- Med:

Re fellees cf hickory wood, r.e. November n6th, 1888. Armstrong, tines,
Re home-spring steel wre, 0.v. December rth, 1888. earron, Jones (Halifax),

e suiphate of alumina or alunH cake, O.C. May 22nd, teausoleol, Laurier,
188o. téhard, Lister,

ie sutac, d.i. June 4th, 1889. Bernieri Lovitt,
Aise the Orders in Counil defining the rates of duty Blase, M enntyre,

payable upon certain articles as foElows, vitz. :- Bormen, MeMillan (Huron),
On celluloid halls, etc., 0.0. April l2th, 1887. Blourassa, MeMullen,
On Vermouth citters or Vermouth wine, 0.0. August Bbwman, Meigs

2dte, ir. Campbell, Mills Bothwell),
On sapelie and silver soap O C. Ariu 4th, 1889. Cartwfight (Sir Richard), Neveu,
On veineers cf weod, 0. C. ky 14tn, 1889. Charlton, Platt,
And tae following transfers te the Free List, viz. ahoquette, Robertso,
Wire, for the manufacture cf wire cloth, etc., 0.t. Conk, Rowand,

is.civr

Malz.. 89.vs M ee rie

Jute yarn, o. . May w4th, 1889. Fiset Semple,
Wire o iron or steel for wire grip machines, 0.. May Bautiier, Trw

14th, 1889. Geoffrion, Waldse,
Steel for the manufacture cf aukie clasps, etc., 0.0. Guay, Weldon (St. John),

May l4th, 1889. Hfale, Wilson (Elgin),
Blanketing, lapping, etc., 0.C. May l4th, 1889. Hlolton, Yeo.--44.
Yarns for the manufacture cf braids, etc., 0.0. May

l4th 1889 NAYS
Wite Zsh lumber, 0.0. June 1th, 1889.
Camwoid, 0.0. lne l th, 1889. Messieurs
Steel wire for the manufacture of pins, 0.0. September owman

25th, 1889. ampell
Wire for crinolines, etc., O.C. September 9th, 1889. Bain (Soulanges), LaRvire,
Suphate of soda, O.C. November 22nd, 1889. aird, Laurie Lieut.-Ge.),
Cotton yarn for lome arness, 0. C. Nevember 27th, Barnard, Lépine,

1889; and the Order l Council cf May 14th, 1889, aefining Bel Macdonald (Sir John),
ie rate of duty payable upon plogh plates, mou d Boisvert, McuII

boards, &c. Bowell, MDonad (Victoria),

6. Reeolred, That it is expedient te furtler amend the .oC.Ga M'Dougald (pctn),
Act 49 Victoria, Chapter a3, Revised Statutes, intituled: Brlon, Meoa p nlAn Act respepting Duties cf Customs," Hy striking eut Bryson, MCltY,

Yan o h auatr fbads tet., sa.. c M ay eon 'Ky

from he item 399 l J the Sehedule 1Cargil, MKeen,
(ie word "ginger l ie second line cf said item. C1 gh MeNeil,

Ste Reolved, Th at Section 7 of 49 Victoria, h pte rn
1tevised Statutes, e amended by adding at the end Chapleau, Maa
thereof the frllowing words Cim0 e, Masson,

" Provided this section shall net apply te the expert cf Cochane, Moncrisif,
any carcass or p art thereof cf any deer which shail have Cc uru, Motaue,heen raised or sred by anyperon, C mpany or association B d,

of persons, upon his or their wn lands, under regulations Cornard,
1be adopted by the Governor in Council." CoUlombe, Patters1n (1nsex),

Daoust, Porter,6. Refsolved, That it is expedient te further amend the Dawson, Putuam,
Act 49 Victoria, Chapter 33, Revised Statutes intituled: Denison. iopel,
"*An Act respecting (le Duties of Customs," y striking Dewdney, Roome,

Mr. FOSTMI.
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Rykert,Dickey, Shanly'Dickison, Small,
Dupant, Smith (Ontario),
Fergusn (Welland), Sproule,
Foster, Stevenson,
Frerman, Taylor,
Gigant, Thérien,
Girouard, Thompson (Sir John),
Grandbois, Tisdale,
Guillet, Tyrwhitt,
Gille' Vanasse,
Hllon, Wallace,HesoWard,lickey, Wilmot,Ives, l
Jones (Digby), Wilson '(Lennox).
Kenny, Wood (Brockville)-85.
Kirkpatrick,

Amendmnent negatived.
Mr. CHARLTON. There is one other item in

this tariff which, I think, in the interest of the
country, should not be adopted, and that is the
duty on nursery stock. 1, therefore, move :

That the said resolutions be not now read the second
time, but that they be referred back to Committee of the
whole House with instructions to strike out the dutyim-
posed upon nursery stock.

Amendment negatived on the same division.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I wish to read a
letter which I have received from one of my con-
stituents:

" DEAR Si,-If you have an opportunity, will you
please correct the statement made y Minister Foster

that the duties on nursery stock ordered before the ex-
isting duty was re-imposed would have to be paid by the
shipper or agent of the bouse selling the goods.' He is
mistakan, or ignorant of what le is talking about. Our
nleiglibors do not do business that way.

"I had a few things ordered before anything was heard
of putting on the present duty, and I find I will now have
to pay $10 or $12 duty on the stock I have coming in. I
had to wait until the proper time came for shipping, and
now must pay this outrageous duty, wbich on many things
is much more than their cost.

"I amr not aone. I know of four or five others in the
sama fix. My loyalty, as loyalty is undsrstood at Ottawa,
is gradually dwindling away; I will not be troubled with
it very long.

Mr. PLATT moved:
That the resolutions be not now read the second time,

but that they be referred back to Committee of the Whole
Honse with instructions to remove the duty upon coal
oil, refined. and used for illuminating purposes.

Amendment negatived on a division.

Mr. TAYLOR moved :
That the said resolutions be not now concurred in but

that they be referred back to the Committee of the Whole
with instructions to amend the same by providing that
ail cheese imported into Canada for export be branded by
the Custou authorities as follows :-" Cheese for export,the produat of the Unîted.States."y

I rMay just say in connection with this motion,
that I brought this matter before the attention of
the House sone two years ago. Shortly afterwards
there was a meeting of the Dairymen's Association,
and the matter was discussed by theni and they
represented to the members of the Government
that such action was not at all necessary. I hold in
mr hand a circular issued from Liverpool, England,
In regard to this matter, which I will read :

THE IdVERPOOL PRovIsIoN TRADE AssociATION AND
EXCHANGE COMPANY, LiMITED.

SEcRETARY's OFFICE, 24 NoRTH JoHN STREET,
S -LIVERPOOL, 26th March, 1890.

DEAIR SIR,-We desire to inform you that a Commit t
eecOnsisting of the undersigned has been appointed by thisAssociation to watch the interests of the cheese trade,wvhich are buing seriously menaced hy the oontinued

increase in the manufacture of the article known as'illed Cheese.
119

" We desire to co-operate with you in the direction of
obtaining such legislation as will lead to the suppression
of the manufacture of this article.

" The legitimate interests of the 'trade' are seriously
imperilled, and the reasonable expectation of the con-
sumer disappointed and we are c early of opinion that
the distribution o 'Filled' Cheese is disgusting thb,
British public with the pure article, and that our tradeQ
and mutual interests are in danger of suffering a.
permanent and lasting injury.

" We are in communication with our home sanitar-
authorities, and are placing the matter before our Agri-
cultural Government Department, and members of the-
House of Commons.

" We venture to suggest that you should call upon your
Government and State Legislatures to prohibit the manu-
facture of these goods.

" We would ask you to inform us what steps are being,
taken on your side, and what course should, in your
opinion, be adopted to bring about the end we have in,
view.

We await the favor of your reply.
Yours faithfullR.

"A. W. DUNN.
"J. L. GRANT.
"C. HOLLAND.
"T. LONSDALE.

"J.S. ARWOD SAMUEL WHITE.
J. S. HARW OOD BANNER, Secretary."

This is a circular issued by the principal cheese
dealers in the old country, who, I am sure, are
purchasing cheese imported from Canada and they
believe it to be the product of Canada, while in
fact it is the product of the United States ; for I
do not believe that we have in Canada, any manu-
facturers of bogus cheese, cheese filled with cotton
seed. What they call in England " filled cheese "
is adulterated cheese, cheese made out of a mixture
of milk and cotton seed oil. This, if allowed to
continue, will bring the cheese of Canada into dis-
repute in the English market, and I think it is
high time that the Government should immgeiately
take some action and apply the law so that when
cheese is imported into this country for export,
wherever it is bonded, the Customs othcer receiving
the cheese and placing it in bond, should be
furnished with a stamp, and lie should stamp not
only the box, but the cheese, with the words
" Cheese for export, the product of the United
States." Then, when that cheese is placed on the
market in England, it will be plain for the con-
sumer to see that it is not an article of Canadian
manufacture. The importance of the cheese trade
to Canada is very great. I hold in my hand a
circular containing a statement that four factories
in the western part of Ontario last year produced
11,000,000 pounds of cheese, which brought a sum
of $969.760, nearly $1,000,000. We have too large
a production of cheese to allow our market to
be imperilled by the export from this country
of adulterated cheese from the United States, and
being sold in the English market as Canadian
cheese. Therefore I hope that the Government
will consider this matter seriously and take the
steps that are necessary to protect the credit of our
cheese on the English market.

Mr. SPEAKER. I would ask the lion. gentle-
man to point out what relation this amendment
has to the tariff, in what way the result lie is aim-
ing at can be attained. I do not see that it lias
any relation to the tariff.

Mr. TAYLOR. I fancy the tariff is dealing
with the Customs regulations, and this is a matter,
I think, that the Customs can deal with better
than any other Department of the Government. If
my resolution is out of order, or not relevant, I am
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prepared to withdraw it with the understanding
that the Governnent will deal with the questiou
at the next Session of Parliament.

Mr. CHARLTON. The matter has been brought
to the attention of the Minister of Agriculture by
a deputation of cheese makers from Western
Ontario. I visited the hon. gentleman in company
with the deputation, and I think the Goverunent
are disposed to take the steps that are necessary
in this matter, and I would suggest to my hon.
friend from Leeds (Mr. Taylor) that the matter be
left in the hands of the Government. The deputa-
tion of cheese makers were entirely satisfied with
the representations made by the Minister of Agri-
culture, and no doubt proper steps will be taken
by the Customs authorities to put an end to this
abuse, that no doubt does exist with regard to the
exportation of American cheese passing through
Canada in bond, which is then sold in England as
Canadian cheese, but which is in fact a spurions
and inferior article that has worked an injury to
our own cheese interest.

Mr. TROW. I highly approve of the hon.
member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor)

Mr. SPEAKER. I would remind bon. members
that the motion has been ruled out of order, and
it cannot be discussed.

Mr. FOSTER. You might allow me for a
moment to say to the hon. gentleman that although
his motion has been ruled out of order, the very
important subject lie has brought to the attention
of the Government will certainly receive the neces-
sary consideration at our hands.

Motion agreed to, resolutions read the second
time and concurred in, on a division.

Mr. FOSTER moved for leave to introduce a
Bill (No. 143) to amend the Act respecting the
Duties of Customs.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Secretary and Chief Clerk Rail-
ways and Canals.................. $2,800

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The right
hon. the First Minister pronised an explanation
in regard to this increase.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The salary of
the Secretary and Chief Clerk of the Department
of Railways and Canals is at present $2,400, and
it is proposed to increase it to $2,800. This in-
crease arises from the importance of the officer's
duties, and the admirable manner in which lie per-
forms them. Mr. Bradley, as the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) will
remember, performs the double duty of Secretary
of the Department as well as the duty appertaining
to a chief clerk. He is one of the best officers in
the whole of the service. He has, practically,
charge of the organisation of the whole of the
Department of Railways and Canals, both branches
of the Department being under his supervision;
and, as a special mark of approbation for his great
abilities, and his great zeal and earnestness, it is

Mr. TAYLoR.

desired to give him this promotion. A sinjilar act
of gratitude, I may say, for faithful service, was
done in the case of Mr. Hall of the Departnent of
the Interior. I hope hon. gentlemen opposite will
not object to this increase.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think there are sufficient
grounds for objecting to this increase. An officer
who receives a salary of $2,400 a year, with the
prospect of superannuation, receives a sufficient
salary, and it is unfair that the Committee shonld
be asked to consent to this increase. When once
the principle is admitted that a servant who thinks
himself entitled to exceptional consideration is able
to secure from the Government a recommendation
for an additional salary to be presented to this
House, all sorts of applications will be submitted
by men occupying similar positions in other De-
partments, and the result will be that we will have
applications from year to year. When civil ser-
vants are engaged to discharge particular duties,
there should be a distinct understanding in regard
to the increases in their salaries. If the increase
is to be $50 a year, which is the ordinary standard,
that principle should be strictly adhered to, with-
out any exceptions being made. If they are
entitled to retiring allowances under the Superan-
nuation Act, they look forward to such an allow-
ance to support them after they have retired from
the service. If you admit that an increased amount
should be granted for special services you break
through the principle establisbed, and, as a result,
you will have a large number of applications for
increases, and all sorts of influence exercised to
secure them. This increase should not be agreed
to on this ground. Mr. Bradley may be a very
efficient officer, and no doubt he is ; I do not know
what particular duties lie performs, but a man who
gets $200 a month for his services is fairly well
paid ; and it is unfair to ask this Committee to
make an exception in his case, and add 5400 a year
to his salary.

Towards establishment and mainten-
ance of Experimental Farms...... $75,000

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Before entering into
a criticism of this item, I may say that I have ex-
amined the report of the Minister of Agriculture,
and I consider that it is high time a change should
be made in the report of these farms. Wbile
I criticise this report I wish it to be distinctly un-
derstood that I believe the hon. Minister and the
professor in charge of the experimental stations are
doing the best they can tu make themn a success.
But in order that they may be successful and that
the farmers may derive that benefit to which they
are entitled from the large experiments made,
there must be considerable change in the manner
of getting up.the report. Each experimental farni
should give a financial statement, and a statemient
in detail of all the expenditures of the farm. Foi
instance, the statement shows that during last
year $12,660 were expended for labor upon this
experimental farm of 450 acres, and during the last
three years no less than $39,000 were expended-
That amount would keep a gang of 42 men, paid
one dollar a day the year round, summer and wim-
ter, which is a large number to be kept on such a
farm. I say there should be a change in the pre-
paration of the report. There should be a state-
ment given of the amount of labor required to run
the farm properly ; there should be a statement of
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the amount required to run the experimental por-
tion of the farm ; a statement of the amount the
horticulturist requires for labor, and this should
be divided into branches for raising small fruits
and vegetables, and further a statement from the
horticulturist of the amount of labor required
for raising and distributing trees. A very
large ainount of grain has been distributed
from the farni all over the country, and the
amount of labor should be taken from that and
credited. In justice not only to the farmers of
the Dominion, but in justice to the managers of
the Central Farm itself, it is an actual necessity
that this ought to be done, in order that the farmers
nay understand correctly what amount of labor is
spent on the farm proper, and what amount is
spent on experiments. I may be told by the Mi-
nister ; that we can find all these things in the Au-
ditor General's Report, but Iwould ask how many
of the farmers of the Dominion of Canada, even if
they do see the report of the Minister of Agricul-
ture and the report of the Experimental Stations,
have the opportunity of seeing the Auditor Gene-
rais Report, and making an examination of that in
connection with the farn. We should also have
the statement, every year, of the number of hor-
ses kept on the farm, the number kept for general
farn purposes, the number kept for experimental
purposes, and the number kept for driving purpo-
ses, with their values. We should also have a
statement of the stock kept on the farmand the value
of that stock, together with the prices paid for the
stock and the prices obtainedforthem when they are
sold. Where animals arepurchased as theyhave been
on sone of the experimental stations, for fattening
purposes, we should have a statement of the weight
of the animals and what was paid for them. We
have a statement of what was paid for certain
animals on the Nappan Farn, but we should also
be told their weight at the time they were pur-
clased, and at the time they were sold, the prices
realised, and the manner in which they were fed,
for I hold that every operation on these farms
ought to be of an experimental nature. Then,
when we come down to the farms proper, we ought
to have a statement of land under crop, and the
description of the crop, and we ought also to be told
what the crop was that preceded the crop men-
tioned in the report. We ought to be told whether
ianure was applied to the farm, or how long ago

since manure was previously applied, because every
agriculturist knows that the success of a crop
depends in a great ieasure upon the condition of
the land, and the condition of the land depends on
the amuount Of manure that has been applied, and
the lensgth of time since it has been applied. It is
admitted by practical agriculturists, that not more
than half the manure is taken out by the first
crop, so that three or four, or perhaps five
years will run around before the entire effects
of the coating of manure will be exhausted.
It is impossible for farmers to gain .any benefit
from that report unless they know the previous
crop that has been in the field, the manner in whichthe soil has been cultivated, and everything in con-
nection with it. I may be told that this is going
into 'very minute details ; but since we have gone to
such a large expenditure in establishing these
farms, the country is entitled to the fullest de-tails. We find in last year's report, that fifty-
three varieties of corn had been set on the ex-
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perimental farm to be tried for corn fodder or for
ensilage, and we are told that certain fertilisers
have been used, but the report ends there. I ex-
pected, when we got the report this year, that
we would have a statement of their experience
with respect to ensilage. I find merely the
statement that they are going on experiment-
ing with a certain number of varieties of corn ;
but there is no result given with respect to the
variety which produced the best results, or the
benefit of the fertilisers. I find that on the Cen-
tral Farm, they have put up a silo last year. I saw
the silo myself, and I was well pleased to see the
ensilage was excellent food, but when we get the
report, it is perfectly dumb with regard to that,
except that the silo has been built. The farmers
of Canada are all watching the experimental farm,
and are awaiting all the information they can get
with respect to the success of silos. I hold that
every year the experimental farm should give us
their experience with all fodder corns, to the cost
of their silos. This is something which has been
asked at every farmers' meeting I have attended
for the last twelve months. We get none of this
information now, but I hope we will get it in time
to come. Again, we find in the report last year,
that there were some 251 varieties of potatoes, and
that a certain amount of manure had been pur-
chased, but there is nothing with respect to the
results. We are told that perhaps this will be
left for a bulletin to be issued at a future time. I
hold that all the experience gained on that f arm,
and every detail in connection with it, ought to be
embodied in the annual report, from year to year,
so that any practical farmer throughout the
country can take the report and compare the pro-
gress of the farm each year, and that lie can
compare what is being done with what has been
done. If we get this information in bulletins,
it will be spread through the country, no
doubt, but the farmers of the country can-
not make the same comparison as they could
if it were published in the report. I hold
hat bulletins ought to be supplementary to the
annual report of each farm. I may be told
that this would require a great amount of labor,
and that it would be very voluninous, but seeing
that we have voted up to the present year over
$400,O0, for the establishment and maintenance
of these stations, I hold that the farmers of the
Dominion should have the fullest information in
every respect. I amn pleased to see that on the
Nappan Farm, we got a very good description of
the work there. They have given us the number
of rods drained and the cost of the drains, but
they have neglected to state the depth of the
drains and the description of the soil. We can
tell the cost of these drains, but we cannot in
reality tell whether it is at ahigh rate or at a low
rate, unless we knew the depth the drains were
put into the earth, and the quality of the soil.
These are all experiments the result of which the
farmers of the Dominion are entitled to, because
there is no information which the farmer requires
to-day more than a thorough knowledge of
drainage, and I arn sorry we have no
acconut of that fron the Experimental Farm, in
Ottawa, except the statement that there are
some fourteen or fifteen miles of covered drains,
and so many of open ditches. I hold that we are
entitled to get a statement of the cost of the
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covered drains, and whether they are made in
ordinary clay or in clay loam, and whether rocks
had to be blasted or not. There are many farmers
who would be willing to go into farms to improve
them, but they want to know something about the
cost, and they are all looking to the experimental
farms for information on this subject. It is time
we had a correct report, in every respect, with
reference to these farms, seeing the enormous
amount of money that has been spent on them. I
will give the House now a few items of the ex-
penditure on this farm. I find that there was ex-
pended in labor on the Ottawa farm, in 1887,
$6,425; in 1888, $20,861, and in 1889, $12,662, or
a total sum of $39,949. This would keep up a
gang of 40 men for 313 days at $1 per day. I
would like to ask what wages are paid to the
permanent hands, and if they are hired by the
day, the month or the year ?

Mr. CARLING. I think they are hired by the
week, and they are paid $1.25 per day.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I say that on a farm
like this, the hands ought to be permanent and
hired by the year. The Finance Minister may
laugh and grin at it, but he only shows his igno-
rance of the condition of affairs in the country.
There is no practical and thoroughly posted farmer
in the country who does not hire his hands perma-
nently from one year's end to the other, and I hold
that the wage of $1.25 per day is higher than the
farmers thoroughout the country are paying by a
large amount. If tl-ey paid $313 a year, that
would be $1 per day, summer and winter. I have
compared what is paid on this farm with what the
farmers are paying their men in Ontario, and I find
that men are hired in Ontario by the year,
and boarding themselves, for from $251 to
$254 on the average. But I think it only fair
that the men employed on this model farm should
receive $1 a day, or $313 a year, because the men
hired on an ordinary farm receive some little per-
quisites, which men employed on this farm do not
get. I do not think the Government should intro-
duce a system of extravagance in conducting this
farm, and I hold that good practical men, can be
got for $1 a day the year round. Then I find that
for teams there was expended in 1888, $5,361,
and in 1889, $1,576, besides what was spent for
labor. I would ask how many teams are kept on
the farm ?

Mr. CARLING. We have six working teams on
the farm. The teams to which the hon. gentle-
man refers were engaged in clearing the land,
which was in a very rough state when we bought
it. We had to clear 150 acres, and the teams were
mostly employed at that time. I may say that
the wages paid to the teamsters are $1.25 a day
during the summer months, and $1 a day during
the winter.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The next item I come
to is manure. This is one of the questions which
is agitating the farmers of the Dominion to-day,
especially in the older settlements, how a soil that
is worn down can be recuperated by the products
of that soil. Any farmer can recuperate a worn-
out soil if he has sufficient money to spend for
manure to put upon it ; but on this experimental
farn green crops ought to be grown and experi-
mented with thoroughly, with the view of ascer-
taining how a worn-out soil can be renovated.

Mr. McMiLLAN (Huron).

During 1887 there was spent on manure $1,682,
during 1888 $1,379, and during 1889 $252 ; in all,
$3,315. Now, if a large amount of manure is to
be used, a portion of this farm ought to be set
aside to be well manured, and the proceeds of that
portion should be kept by themselves. Then the
results would be ascertained, and you would fin(d
how many cattle could be kept on a given quantity
of land. An experiment like that would certainly
be beneficial to the farmers. I find that on impie-
nents $2,643 was spent I do not say that there

are more implements on this farm than it requires.
A large farm like this should have a large supply
of implements ; it requires more than an average
farm, and I do not say that the expenditure on
implements has been extravagant. But on harness
there has been spent $611, which amounts to .100
for each of the six teams. That is a very large
amount to spend on harness on a farm like that.
The next item is law expenses, on which there was
spent in 1888 $1,255, and in 1889 $2,805.

Mr. CARLING. I think a question was asked
early this Session with reference to those expenses,
and I explained that we had no law expenses in
connection with the farm at the present time at
all. All those expenses were in connection with
the title to the property. There were fifteen or
sixteen holders whose properties we had to expro-
priate, and we had to employ the law officers to
see that we had a good title. We had to pay
them, together with witnesses and arbitrators.
But there have been no law expenses since.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Then, how conme
they to appear in the accounts for 1889?

Mr. CARLING. They were not paid until that
year.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I find in the last
Auditor General's Report that the firm, which
had already been paid $1,000, was paid over
$2,000 more last year. The explanation given by
the hon. Minister of Agriculture was that that
firm had been engaged to go around with the
arbitrators, and that that was their fee.

Mr. CARLING. That firm was employed by
the Governnent to look after the titles and see
that everything was correct, and to attend the
arbitrators, an , I think, their charge was not too
much. We had to have an arbitration with
regard to nearly almost every piece of land we
obtained, and in every case the Government had
to pay the expenses of both sides ; and I do lot
think, for the fourteen or fifteen cases, the ex-
penses were very large.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). There are no witness
expenses for last year, and I was led to believe that
the title was completed. There is another mdi-
vidual here, a Mr. McCracken, who had a bill in,
1888, and who had another in 1889.

Mr. CARLING. That gentleman was employed
on the other side, andswe had to pay his expenses,
because the arbitrators so decided.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). That is the very
answer iven us to the bill of over $300. Here is
another ill of over $400 paid to that same gentle-
man.

Mr. CARLING. These gentlemen were not
employed by the Government at all, but by the
parties who own the property.
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Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Are the titles com- the view of visiting the farm. 1 have taken them
plete? out at times, and have often taken a cab mysef

Mr. CARLING. Yes. to go out and visit the farm during the progres
Mi. of the work. It was necessary to pay some atten-

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Here is a little sum
that mnay appear very insignificant, but which the
farmers will require to have accounted for. For of the farm, and I do not think the amount spent
surcingles and horse covers and rugs, $165, since is a large one.
that farm was established. If the farm is to be a Mr. MCMILLAN (Huron). 1 find the use of a
model for farmers to go by, it should have every- horse for twenty-one days charged.
thing which is actually necessary, but on as econ- Mr. CARLING. One of the hores was sick,
omical a principle as possible. Then, with respect and a horse was hired in its place.
to fertilisers, I find $38 for potato manure, but in Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I find on the
the report we cannot tell what benefit the manure Nappan farn that there were twelve steers
was, whether the potatoes to which it was applied bought for the farm, for which $344 were paid.
excelled the other potatoes. Then we have other Are those the saine steers of which there is a
fertilisers to the amount of $252. We ought to description given in the report of the revenue de-
have a correct statement of all the fertilisers, the ried from the farm?
land they have been applied to, and what special
benefits have been derived from their use, and there Mr. CARLING. These were steers bought and
ought to be a part of every field left without being fed with the products of the farm, and sold again.
subjected to any fertiliser of any description. The I suppose they are the same ones.
next item is a purchase of cattle. Seven cows and Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). With respect to
one horse have been bought at $948, but I find the other farms, considering they are just newly
that the amount it cost to purchase these is $392. established, I am pretty much pleased with the
I find a statement here with respect to services of report they give. They give careful reports with
Mr. Sharp for travelling and purchasing horses. respect to experinents on different varieties of
Who is Mr. Sharp ? grain. One thing lacking, except in one of the re-

Mr.CARLING. Heistheagriculturistappointed ports, is the numberof acres under crop. Eachfarin
in British Columbia, and he was engaged making should give the number of acres in crop, and the
these purchases. fields of each farmt should be numbered and a

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I have not the least
doubt that it is necessary to spend a certain amount
of money, but we should have a statement of the
different animals, and the price paid for each. I
sec there has been a little Ioss, such as will take
place on every farm. Two animals died of inflam-
imation of the stomach; we ought to have a state-
ment in the annual report of the treatment by the
veterinary surgeon, and what he considered the
cause of the disease. What is the benefit of an
institution like this unless everything, favorable
an(l unfavorable, is laid before the country ?

Mr. CARLING. The veterinary surgeon, after
iakmig the examination, gave us this statement :
A Jersey cow took suddenly ill and died in a short
titne. A po't mortem examination showed that the
tissues of the stomvach were much diseased, and
the veterinary surgeon was of opinion that the
cow had died of inflammation of the stomach.

Mr. MC'MILLAN (Huron). Then we find cart-
age, express and freight, $1,361. What was this
foi'f

Mr. CARLING. On the tiles purchased for the
drains, we had to pay freight and charges, and
they had to be brought out by teams.

Mr. MCMILLAN (Huron). Farm teams or hiredteans ?
Mr. CARLING. It depended upon whether at

the time the farni teams were engaged on the farm*
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). How many driving

horses are there on the farm ?
Mr. CARLING. Two driving horses belonging

to the Government, and six working horses.
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I find the sum of2'224 here for cab hire.
Mr. CARLING. While the work was going on

and during the Session of Parliament, a numberof distinguished people have come to Ottawa with

correct account kept, so that we would know what
labor has been expended, and the result obtaiued.
I approve of the systen of distributing grain,
and some of the grains distributed have been
very beneficial to the farmers. I received ny-
self in the spring of 1888 two little bags
of grain, two and a-half lbs. of barley. I
grew them the first year, believing they were
two varieties, but we could not distinguish then,
although we kept thein apart. I sowed them
last year and found them again the same variety
of barley, but one of the best variety we have
ever had. I think a strict account should be kept
of the quantity of grain, and its value should be
entered as revenue to the farm. In regard to the
buildings, I find we have spent a great deal of
money on the Central Farn, about $258,000. The
Minister of Agriculture told us that the farm here
would be established at the cost of about $160,000.
I find that we had an estimate of the expenditure
on the farm here of $17,200 on barns, $18,140 on
the staff residences and about $5,000 on the fences,
making $40,300 on the buildings and fencing. But
up to May, 1888, we find that the expenditure ran
up to $59,006. I would ask the Minister of Agri-
culture if the buildings on the Central Farm are
nearly completed ?

Mr. CARLING. I think they are all completed
except some small buildings for experimental
dairies.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I would ask if the
buildings on the other farms are let by contract,
what the contracts are, and if they are nearly com-
pleted ?

Mr. CARLING. The buildings at Indian Head
are completed. The buildings at Brandon are con-
traeted for, and will be completed during the pre-
sent summer. The buildings at Agassiz, British
Columbia, will be completed this year.
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Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I see that for the
buildings at Indian Head $29,000 were expended
up to the lst July, 1889, and $39,000 were spent
at Nappan. I would ask what is the contract on
the Agassiz farm ?

Mr. CARLING. The contract for the building
at Agassiz has not yet been let. We are now ask-
ing for tenders.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Returning to the
building at Ottawa, I was out on the farm and I
saw a hen-house about 100 feet long and 20 feet
wide in the centre which cost $3,000. Was that
contracted for, and was there any advertisement
for tenders?

Mr. CARLING. It was advertised for by the
Minister of Public Works and let in the same way
as usual.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Was the contract
let to the lowest tenderer ?

Mr. CARLING. That is the usual practice.
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I know something

about that business, and I could have put up the
building for about one-fourth of what it has cost.
Of course, I know that the Government always
pay more than a farmer would pay, but I think
that was a most exorbitant price for the building.
Then there is a root-house there. What material
is that composed of ?

Mr. CARLING. It is founded on cedar posts.
and constructed of good material.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I see that bas cost
$1,111. Certainly, stone would have been much
preferable to timber for a root-house, because
timber will throw a certain amount of heat, and
that building should not have been put up in that
way. Besides that, it is built in a very inconveni-
ent place. One of the first things to be considered
in building a root-house is convenience and econ-
omy in getting the roots in and taking them out
to feed animals, but this is not in a place conveni-
ent for either purposes, and I also consider that
this is a most exorbitant sum for the building of
that bouse.

Mr. CARLING. Does the hon. gentleman know
the length of that building?

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I should say it was
about 80 feet.

Mr. CARLING. It is 100 feet long by 25 feet
wide.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Then I find a charge
of $829 for alterations to Baxter's cottage. One
would imagine that buildings put up at so large a
cost would not require alterations so soon. What
was wrong with Baxter's cottage ?

Mr. CARLING. It was a cottage removed from
one of the lots, and it was practically rebuilt.

Mr. McWLLAN (Huron). I see also there is
an amount of $1,684 for alterations to other build-
ings.

Mr. CARLING. I can hardly explain to the
hon. gentleman all these particulars, because they
come more under the Department of Public Works
than under my Department, but I have no doubt
that these alterations were required in connection
with the very large number of buildings on the
farm.

Mr. CARLIN.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I see that something
like $1,000 has been expended for heating appara-
tus and m'aterial. I am afraid the system adopted
has not been a very judicious one. I have been
told that, in one of the buildings, it took twenty-
one tons of coal to keep it heated during the win-
ter. That shows that the system adopted was not
very judicious, and I suppose it was in one of
those buildings that it was found necessary to
make this change.

Mr. CARLING. It was found necessary to put
some additional coils in these buildings, but the
parties theinselves furnished the coal.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Here is F. Germain,
work paid on contract, $348. What was his con-
tract?

Mr. CARLING. When part pf the land was
purchased there was upon it a building partly fin-
ished. We found it necessary to have it finished
for the use of a couple of workmen and their
families, and a contract was let for plastering, paint-
ing and doing other things to complete it.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Hlere is a large quan-
tity of timber, 13,710 feet, and another lot of 12,740Y
feet. Was this timber used on any of the buildings,
or was it for fencing ?

Mr. CARLING. I cannot give the particulars
just now, but the timber was used in constructing
some sheds and sone temporary buildings.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Here is another
matter. Last year I put the question to the Minister
whether any of the staff on the farm was to receive
any perquisites except their salaries, and the Min-
ister replied that no perquisites were to be given ;
the Government were to give a salary and fur-
nish a bouse, and that was all. I find here that
Prof. Saunders got a house furnished at a cost of
$2,242. Now, while I believe that every indivi-
dual should be fully paid, I believe that a salary
should be given and that no house should be fur-
nished for any officer. Let the Government give
the bouse, but let each officer furnish his own
bouse. That is a far better way. This is cer-
tainly a large perquisite.

Mr. CARLING. It is not a perquisite, because
it was in the agreement with Prof. Saunders when
we engaged him, that the bouse should be built
and that ordinary furniture should be put into the
bouse.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Then the Minister
in his reply last year saying that no perquisite was
to be given

Mr. CARLING. What I understood by the
hon. gentleman's use of the word " perquisites
was that the officers should have somethîng im
addition to their salary, which is not the case. It
was part of the contract that a house should be
built, and furnished with ordinary furniture.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). It ought to stop there;
it is a bad system indeed. We have had a great deal
of discussion here with respect to one institution
that is furnished at a large ainount of cost, and if all
the officials on the farm were to have their bouses
furnished, we would have another similar state of
things. Here is a little sum that I see by the
Auditor General's statement, that was paid outside
the Order in Council. Has that been refunded ?
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Mr. CARLING. In relation to that sum men- good cattie Who has not a thoraughly posted
tioned by the hon. gentleman I would like to read herdsman. It is of the ntmost necessity in a
a letter written by Prof. Saunders to myself in place where there is such a large amount of money
relation to it :being spent on catte of varions breeds, that a

" OTTAWA, 3rd February, 1890. skdful man should be in charge of them.
"To the Honorable .

" The Minister of Agriculture. Mhly posted
S1a -In lookingover the report of the Auditor General herdsman who has had ten or tweve years'

for the year ending30th June, 1889, Ihave readwith some experience on the farm of Mr. Gibson, who, as the
surprise, a letter published by him at the foot of page 242 hon, gentleman knows, is a very excellent farmer.
D, whicb will I fear, produce a false impression. The
letter is dated 14th January, 1889, and states in regard to Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Are you consuning
the supply of some crockery and mattresses in furnishing on the farm ail the feed yen produce, or are yen
the house I occupy, that the Order in Council which bringing some ef it into Ottawa in the shape of
authorises the furnishing of the bouse expressly excludes
articles of these classes, and calls for a refunding of the
money expended on these items. The conclusion which of this experimentai farm is te show how manv
would be reached by most readers on seeing this docu- animals can be kept on it, and in erder that this
ment, would be, that this was a case where the party in eau be done, everything prednced must be con-
question had succeeded in obtaining, at the public expense,
articles for his own use in direct violation of an Order in sumed on the farm. If this course is net followed,
Council. that attentiôn had been called to it nearly a year the farmers are net benefited by the course
ago, and no answer having been received, and no restitu- pursued on
tion being made, the Auditor General had felt it his duty t
to eall attention to it, by placing his letter in an unusual that farmers settled near large cities are in a
position, at the foot of the page on which the items occur. different position in regard te procuring manure

In justice to myself, permit me to state the facts. In than the generai mn of farmers in the country.
the first place, the letter is wrongly dated. It was
written on the 14th January, 1890, not 1889, and the Aud-
itor General's Report was submitted (sec page 3) on the that farmers ail over the country can pursue a
following day, 15th January, 1890. The official copy of sinilar course te that felewed here. Ail the food
the Order in Council, relating to my appointment as produced ou the farm should be consumed on the
director of experimental farms, which was sent te me
from your Department, and which I herewith submit, farn, amd as many animais should be kept as
stated that the house was to be provided with the neces- possible, in order te show the farmers vhat can be
sary furniture, except bedding, cutlery and plate, and donc in this direction, because the most successful
when the question of supplies was being discussed, this
cop.v was produced by me, and the necessary articles were farmers te-day are those whe are able te keep the
furnished, in accordance therewith, by the Department largest number cf stock on the smailest quantity
of Public Works. Now, until after the Auditor General's cf land.
Report was printed did I learn that the word crockery
was associated with cutlery in the original Order in Mr. CARLING. The lion. entlemn is aware
Council, and that this word bas been omitted in the copy
I had received. The Auditor General wrote the letter in that this is practicaiiy a ncw farm at ieast the
question to the Secretary of the Department of Public land had been tillcd, but it had been worn ont te a
Works on the 14th January, 1890, and, on the same day, certain extent. Lt was nccessary, as we had nota
sent a copy of it to the printer for publication in his Re-
port, which was distributed to the louse shortly after-
wards. Thus no sufficient time was given for a reply or inanure fer the farm. We did net sdi the straw,
explanation. Had the Auditor General desired an explan- but we arrangcd that in the winter our men shouldation be could have had it at once through the telephone
which connects his office with mine. As soon as pos-
ile after I heard of the matter, I enquired into it,

and seeing the error, which was, however, no fault of
mine. I at once refunded the amount aid for the crock- Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I disagree with the
ery, but the Department of Public WYorks would net hon. Minister, Every practical farmer wiî agreeadmit that mattresses were bedding, and I have not yet
been permitted to refund that item.

.I .cannot refrain from expressing my sense of the this experimental farm it must he conductcd on
injustice done me by the Auditor General on this occa- hues which they can follow. It is impossible for
sion, and my regret that any public officer should have them te follow the experimeute made on tbis farm,the power to publish in an official report any document
reflecting on the integritv of another officer in the public which is supplied with manure net made on the
service, without being required to give a reasonable farm.
tinie for an explanation.

"I have the honor to be
"Your obedient servant, or 100 acres we should net require ail this manure

" WM. SAUNDERS." but we have a farm cf between 400 sud 500 acres,
That is the explanation I have to give, and I which we are only gutting into good condition, sud
thinl the hon. gentleman will admit that Mr. of course it requires time aud continuous supplies
McDougall was very unfair towards Professor te get the farm properly manurcd. The committee
Saunders, because he only notified him on the 14th, wil agree with me that we acted wisely, before we
and had his report sent to the printers on the i5th. he
It appears in the report that Professor Saunders' of the city, accerding te the custon cf the place, in
letter was written in 1889, instead of 1890. giving straw for manure. When the farm is in pro-

Mr. UMILAN Alunerstud itheper condition we do net intend te have a full supply
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Asunderstand f stock on the far. suppose stock for 5

Auditor General has got to act strictly under the acres would be 150 te 200 head, but we do net
Order in Council, and if he finds anything paid inteud te keep more than are suficient te exPeri.
outside of that, it is his duty to take action at nient with. We have already 4 or 5 different
once ; he is not to know one individual from breeds, Ioleteins, Short-home, Jerseys, Ayrehiree,
another. I would ask the hon. Minister if there and Poiied Angue. We are experimenting with
is a thoroughly posted herdsman in charge of the these breeds; but, of course, we de net intend to
cattle, who knows exactly about feeding and keep a large umber. When the calves grow Up,breediug animale. No farmer will keep a herd cf they will be sent to the experimetal farm in
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British Columbia, or Indian Head, or Brandon, or
Nappan. We do not intend to compete with the
farmers, but we intend to make experiments and
give the results of our experiments to the
farmers of the country. The hon. gentleman has
said we do not give sufficient information, that
all the details and information should be given
to the farmers. I quite agree with the hon.
member for South Huron (Mr. McMillan), but
it will be seen that Professor Saunders states
in lis report that bulletins will be issued covering
these particulars. All this work, however, requires
time to accomplish. This report is prepared for
the calendar year ending 31st December, and it was
with great difficulty we could get such a report of
150 pages ready to present to the House. But
Professor Saunders is taking great care to have
all the particulars with respect to corn, barley,
wheat, pease, and oats, and other products of
the farmn properly arranged; and no doubt in a
short time they will be given to the public; and
when the hon. gentleman receives these bulletins,
no doubt he will be satisfied that they contain all
the particulars. The hon. gentleman has referred
to the cost of these farms. The Central Farm,
covering about 500 acres, is situated near the city
of Ottawa and has an excellent site and it
possesses all the different varieties of soil we
require for experimental purposes ; and we have
selected all the farms in the other Provinces with
the saine object in view. The hon. gentleman is
a member of the advisory board of the Guelph
farm, and no doubt he knows what that has cost.
No doubt lie is aware that that farm up to the
present time has cost something like $400,000, and
it has been in operation a great many years. I
think considering we have a farm nearly as large
as the one at Guelph, that the expenditure has
been not at all out of the way.

Mr. SPROULE. I suggest to the hon. Minister
that, when the bulletins are issued, the name of
the subject dealt with should be placed on the out-
side for convenience of reference. I do not agree
with the hon. member for Huron (Mr. McMillan)
that the annual report should contain all the par-
ticulars lie thinks it should embrace, because it
must be got out in time for the Session of Parlia-
ment. If it contained all the particulars suggested
it would be very bulky and expensive, and perhaps
it would form one of the items of expense criticised
by th'e hon. gentleman. It is to be regretted that
lie, as a practical farmer, should make an attack
on an institution lu which the agriculturists are
directly interested. It is a very important and
valuable institution, and it will issue, from time to,
time, information which will be of the greatest im-
portance to the farmers. It should be the last insti-
tution against which the hon. gentleman should say
one word. No doubt the hon. gentleman is justified
in urging the reduction of the expenditure as far as
possible; but in criticising the expenditure up to
the present time, lie has overlooked the fact that a
large amount of work has necessarily been accom-
plished in a short time. The work, including the
taking of a section of the wilderness and preparing
and cultivating it for a farm, not only clearing it
from stumps, but draining it, erecting buildings
and conveniences thereon, in order to carry on
agriculture on a large scale. Considering the size
of the farm, over 400 acres, and the state of culti-

Mr. CARLING.

vation in which it is found to-day, within three
years of the time of its purchase, the expenditure
has not been a large one. The lion. gentleman
has also criticised the cost of the implements put
on the farm. But the hon. gentleman, the other
day, gave us a statement of the implements re-
quired for an ordinary farm, and if he applied the
same test

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I named the quan.
tity of implements, but 1 said did not criticise
them ; and 1 did not flnd fault with the cost of
the implements.

Mr. SPROULE. If that was not the hon.
gentleman's object in making the referenoe, of
course I have nothing further to say regarding it,
unless, that if the cost of these implements are
measured by the same expenditure he laid down to
the House a few evenings ago, I say they are
cheap; because, considering the amount of land,
they are below the cost he estimated should be
incurred for carrying on a farm of this description.
The hon. gentleman says that this report should
contain the ninîutioe of all that is done on the
farm. I take exception to that. I believe it
would be much more valuable for the farmers, and
they would be more likely to take note of it, if,
from time to time, bulletins were got out which
applied to the subject which was then under
consideration. For instance, at the time corn
was about to be grown, would be the important
time for a bulletin to be issued on the subject of
ensilage and green corn, so as to give the farmers
the benefit of the experience gained at the
Experimental Farms. I think they would take
much more interest in it at that time, and they
would be likely to gain greater benefit by it than
if it were issued at any other time of the year.
The same rule holds good in regard to experiments
on other matters. The hon. gentleman criticised at
some length the principle of putting up these build-
ings without advertising for contracts, but ihe hon.
gentleman, it seems to me, arrogates to himiself the
right to take the contract to do the criticism for
the whole of the Opposition in this House on this
particular question, and he has neither invited
tenders for it nor advertised to see whether it could
be done cheaper and better by others. I think
that is hardly carrying out the principle he hinself
advocates.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The lion. gentienan
takes good care that the Government are not in the
same position, for he always supplements every
observation which the Minister addresses to the
House by something which be has to say himself ;
but the hon. gentleman has not succeeded in draw-
ing from the Minister any statement showing what
has been done in the way of feeding pigs on chatI
and straw.

Mr. SPROULE. We do not happen to be on
that subject now, and the hon. member from Both-
well (Mr. Mills) would be the first to call me to
order for transgressing the rules of debate if I re-
ferred to it.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I may say, Sir, that
the Government have no necessity to advertise for
one to offer criticism before the House so long as
they have the hon. member for South Grey (Mr.
Sproule), for heisalways ready to give his criticisms
on any subject whatever it may be. The statemelit
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made by the Minister proves conclusively what we
have all along contended, namely, that the Govern-
ment bas bought far too much land for this experi-
mental farm. They have only fifty head of cattle
on 450 acres, and we have contended all along that
the land purchased was far too large for an experi-
mental farn.

Mr. CARLING. It is not intended for a stock-
raising farm.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Then why did you
buy more land than was necessary to experiment
with, for both grain and cattle raising ? I hold
that 200 acres would have been quite sufficient.
In looking over the list of experimental farms on
the other side of the line, I find that a farm of
150 acres is the largest they have got for experi-
inents for both grain and cattle.

Mr. CARLING. I believe the hon. gentleman
is one of the advisory board of the Guelph farm.
They have 550 acres, and I would ask him, how
many cattle do they keep ?

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). That is a question I
cannot answer, for the reason, as you are all aware,
that the Experimental Farm, at Guelph, had to
put away their stock, but they have got new
buildings now, and since I was there, they have
bought a large amount of stock.

Mr. CARLING. Can you tell me about how
many head they had ?

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron.) I think they had 50
or 60 head of cattle.

Mr. CARLING. Only that number on -500
acres ?

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). There is a large
amount of wood on that farm, but the Ottawa
Experimental Farm is all cleared. The Minister
of Agriculture stated, last year, that the Guelph
fari cost $400,000, but I hold in my hand a state-
nient of the Minister of Agriculture for the
Province of Ontario, that that farm, up to the 31st
December, 1888, only cost $307,000. As bon.
gentlemen are aware, two great calamities swept
that farni, and they twice lost their buildings.
The hon. gentlemen will also remember that there
is a large college at Guelph, capable of accommo-
dating 150 students, in connection with which
they had to erect extensive buildings, but there is
nothing of that kind on the Experimental farm
here, and, therefore, there is no comparison be-
tween the two. I believe that if the farm is to be
thoroughly beneficial, bulletins should be issued ;
but I believe that these bulletins should be pub-
lished besides in the annual report. I think it is
not too inuch to have the report of a farm like this,
even if the fmancial year does close on the 31st
December. I think that in six weeks or two
months the report could be handed to this House
if the printers would get through with it. The ac-
counts ought to be properly kept on that farm, and
there ought to be no difficulty collecting them at the
end of the year. I own a farm of 450 acres myself
and I keep over a hundred head of cattle, and Ican, in five days, give an account of the whole of
its operation and a statement of every animal with
its weight, and everything connected with it.
Where there is a gentleman kept as accountant, asthere is on this farm, I do not see that there should
be any great difficulty in laying a detailedstatement
of eaeh of these farms before the House.

Mr. KIRK. I do not think the Minister of
Agriculture has anything to complain of, with
regard to the criticisms made on this farm since
its inception.

Mr. CARLING. Not at all.
Mr. KIRK. I think he will admit that the

Opposition in this House have given him every
reasonable assistance. It does appear to me that
there is a very large amount of money expended
on this farm, for which very little good bas as yet
been obtained. The advantages of this farm to
the Dominion are yet to be seen, for there bas not
been much advantage so far. It does appear to
me that the expenses of this farm are far greater
than there is a necessity for, and it is remarkable
that on a farm of 400 acres, on which there bas
-been so large an expenditure, the receipts from its
produce should only have amounted to $2,563. If
the bon. gentleman is going to set an example to
the farmers, he ought to be able to give a better
showing than that.

Mr. CARLING. The hon. gentleman knows
that we have been distributing the different varie-
ties of grain all over the Dominion in small parcels
of two lbs. each. I think we have distributed
3,000 bushels already to the principal farmers of
the Dominion, and we are getting reports from
these farmers as to the results.

Mr. KIRK. Even if the value of these 3,000
bushels is added to the revenue, it would not
amount to a great deal. I would ask the hon.
Minister what was his object in building such an
expensive hennery as to cost $3,(00X. Is it the
intention to raise hens and eggs for sale? I am
afraid, if it is, it will be a losing concern if the
United States are going to put 5 cents duty on
eggs. Of course, I do not know what sort of build-
ing it is, but it does appear to be a large amount
for a hennery. However, I must not forget that
this is not a model f arm by which the hon. Minister
is trying to teach the farmers how to cultivate their
lands, but that it is an experimental farin, and
that this is one of his experiments.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). There is another
item of $5,608 charged to the general expense ac-
count. I would like to know what that is spent
for ?

Mr. CARLING. That is the way the Auditor
General classifies these accounts, after every detail
bas been given to him.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I see also that so
many seed grain mortgages are set down to the
Agriculture Department.

Mr. CARLING. They have nothing whatever
to do with the farm. Some money for seed was
advanced some years ago in Manitoba, and mort-
gages were given for the seed.

Mr. FISHER. Before this item passes, I would
like to say a few words. I am not at all disposed
to enter critically into an examination of the ex-
penses of the farm, because I can understand that
up to the present time, at all events, the hon.
gentleman and his assistants on these farms have
had to labor under a great many disadvantages to
bring them to the stage which they have already
reached. But I would venture to make a suggestion
or two to the Minister in regard to what I think
might assist him to promote the efficiency of these
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farms for the advantage of the country at large. that while it may be, and I believe is the rule of
In looking over the reports, I do not find, either in the Government, that all public buildings should
the Auditor General's Report or in the report of be under the Department of Public Works,
Prof. Saunders, any indication given of the heads I think it most unfortunate for the manage-
under which the various moneys have been spent. ment of our experimental farm that the
We know that on these farms there are a number buildings of that farm should be under the control
of different departnents, such as stock-raising, of another Department than that which has the
experimental plots of grain, fruit trees and small control of the farm. I understand that the hon.
fruits, and the sending away of immense quanti- Minister of Public Works has a large staff of
ties of grains to the farmers of the country for ex- officials who are better acquainted with building
perimental purposes ; but I do not find in any of "perations than the staff of the hon. Minister of
the reports any information as to what amounts Agriculture; but I venture to say that it is prac-
of money have been expended on these different tically impossible for the architect and contractors
services. I know perfectly well that in some re- under the control of the Minister of Public Works
spects this neglect-for I think I may call it so- to satisfactorily carry out the needs and desires of
really tells against the management of the farms those in charge of the farm, and I feel convinced
in appearance, because a great many of these that until a change is made in the mode of carry-
expenditures which appear to be charged against ing on the building for the farm, you cannot avoid
the farms in the Auditor General's Report, ought great extravagance and loss, and in many cases
not to be charged against the farm at all. Then, unfortunate mistakes being made in the building,
there are the expenses which the hon. gentleman which will entail further loss and mismanagement
alluded to, of sending away thousands of bushels in carrying on the operations of the farm itself. I
of grain, and the expenses of making up and send- think it is one of the essentials of the successful
ing away bundles of fruit trees and other trees and carrying out of these experimental farnis that the
plants. All appear as if charged against the farm Government should so arrange it that the
itself, although we know they have nothing to do Minister of Agriculture and those who have
with the operation of the farm as a farm, but they control of these different farms, should be al-
are really expenses connected with the work of the lowed to manage their own buildings, as well as
Department of Agriculture. I think in this respect their own operations on the lands. I do not mean
the account keeping, as it has been conducted up to cast any reflection on the Department of Public
to the present time, has not been of that service to Works, but we can quite understand that it is
the public which it might be. It seems to me, practically impossible for two Departments to have
that an accurate and strict account ought to be control of an arrangement of this kind and manage
kept of all these different operations and expenses. it as economically and successfully as if it were in
For instance, an account of the stock-feeding the hands of one Department. It would be very
operations should be kept and published in the desirable that not only the farm building at Ottawa
report, so that any farmer who wished to find out here, but all the different branch farms should be
the expense of keeping certain animals for a day under the control of the Department of Agricul-
or a month or a year would be able to find in the ture. The hon. Minister has spoken about the size
report the details he desired on that subject. In of the farm at Ottawa. It may not be amiss for
the saine way a fruit-grower ought to be able to me to point out that when these farms were
find in the report what has been the expenses of initiated, hon. gentlemen on this side protested
some particular experiment, as the planting out of vigorously against the large area being purchased,
an orchard or the establishment of strawberry which was bought for the farm, and I think that
beds, or the comparative results and expenses of what has been shown to-night and the words
different methods. We have no such separation of of the Finance Minister himself, clearly indicate
the accounts made in the report; and while I am not that our advice should have been followed. The
going to criticise at all severely the fact that it is not hon. member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule), a little
being done up to the present time, I think for the while ago, talked about this farm as being practi-
futureit ought to be done. In this way a great cally a section of the wilderness which had been
advantage would be reached for the farmers at created into a farm. The hon. gentleman is not
large. There are other expenses which ought to be very far wrong. A good part of that farn
indicated in detail, for instance, all the expenses was a section of the wilderness at the time
connected with keeping the teams on the farm. I it was bought, and, as a consequence, a very
think the expense of the team, when it is applied large outlay was required to make it into a
to the farm proper, ought to be separated from the farm. We regretted that the Government saw fit
expense of the team when it is utilised for the pur- to buy a section in the wilderness. I think at
pose of carrying loads of grain which are being sent present the difficulties are accumulating which
off for distribution by the Department to the farm- arise from the too great size of this farm. If it 1i
ers throughout the country. In the saine way an to be used as an experimental farm for experi-
accurate account of the work of the men on the mental work, there is no difficulty whatever in
farm should be kept from day to day. I think the carrying on such experimental work on a farm of
foreman should also, at stated times, make up less than half the size. Its size simply adds to the
accurate accounts of the labor employed in each difficulties of those carrying on experimental work.
building and on each crop. I understand from They have to deal with a large area, and they have
private information that that is being done, but to do farm operations which are in no way experi-
there is no indication of it in the report of the mental ; they have to do what I may cal the or-
farm or in the Auditor General's Report. I will dinary rough and ready method of farming in this
not elaborate that point any further ; but there is part of the country, and while some of their crops
another point on which I wish to say a few words, are very successful as experiments, other crops
that is with regard to the buildings. I must say have shown that they had more or less to
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grow them for the sake of those experi- end the first of April of the next year. You then
mented with, and the result has been that the get the whole cost of putting in your crop, the cost,
whole farm is not up to the average. I of gathering it, and the use yon make of it after-
believe myself if the Government had followed wards. It is necessary to begin in April and tcv
the advice we gave them, and have less than half end in April. Then you have the whole crop from
the area they bought, it would have been a great the time you put the seed into the ground until
deal better, and I regret that since then the Gov- you dispose of it. I think that would be the most
ernment bought large areas in other Provinces, satisfactory resuit which could be derived from
where the same mistake will be repeated and the the8e experiments.
same difficulty in the success of carrying out of ex-
periments will be experienced. In regard to the Mr. ROWAND. This is a subject upon whicli
bulletins, I wish to endorse what the hon. members I feel great interest as a farmer myseif. I want iV
for Grey (Mr. Sproule) and Huron (Mr. MeMillan) to be understood that any criticisrn I ray make
have said. It is essential these bulletins should be of the farm is fot made in an ungenerous spirit,
sent out as promptly as possible. Without wish- but we are bound to criticise these public insti-
ing to criticise, I must urge strongly that in future, tutions. 1 am very auxious that the farr should
before the spring operations are commenced in prove a success, and that, when I go to ny people,
any part of the country, a report of the last season's I may be able to defeud the large expenditures we
work may be laid before the farmers. Whatever are making upon it. There is one thing wantiug
was done last season should be reported upon, and iu regard to this experimental farrn which we
a bulletin issued before the farmers commence want to deronstrate to the farmers of Ontario, and
their next season's work. The last year 1 arn aware perhaps to the farmers of the rest of the Dominion.
on the farm at Ottawa a series of experimeuts were Our lauds at this time are practically exhausted.
made in the growiug of corn for fodder aod ensilage We have followed a systemu of farming which baf
purposes. Those experiments will briug out resuits been ruinous. We want to denonstrate to the
of great value to the farmers. It is to be deplored farmers that the far can be brought back into
that those results have not been laid before the fruitful state without going out of the farm itself.
farmers before this period, so that they miglit base I amn told by nien who have tried it that that can
their comîng operations on the resultsof lastyear. A be done. If that is so, the experimental farin
great deal of -ork has been doue, aud there rnay be should be used to de onstrate it, and if that
good and valid excuse for this not being (oue at could be demoustrated, we miglit have hope for
this tire, but I take this as an illustration of what our country yet. I see there is a large expen-
nay be aimied at iu the future. If the results of the diture for laboronthis farm, about $12,I0O lastyear.

corn experieuts were before us or had been in the I f I telo that to the farmers in the County of Bruce,
bands of the farmers, they would more or less (le- they will think there is a great waste of poney. I
ci(e their course iu the cobing year in the growing thiuk, the Goverunmet right avo d that to a largeof fodder and grain by the resuits of those experi- exteut. I thik some of that mouey must have
ments. N'L'ýot knowing the resupt of those experi- been expended on what we cahl permanent mprove-
nerits, they eau be of no use to us thi s f îl, but onîy mets. The tovernment are plaeting trees awd

a year heuce, and thus rnuch valuable time is lost. experimentiug wvith trees, and I have no douht,.
I merely urge this so that the bulletins aay corne that some of this was expended for that purpose.
on't s50 prornptly as to help the farmer as soon as I thiuk ail that should be plaeed by itself, and
possible, Iu regard to the management of the that the ordinary expenditure on the farm laborfarin, I wish to give fuol credit for al that has been should be shown by itself. I do not see why the
doue particularly. I do not aish to uduly criticise farm should not take credit for the seed grain
what has been doue. I f eel that a great and good which it sends out. These seeds are worth a cer-
work has been done aod I feel very auch interested tain arnount of fnaey, and it requires a certain
lp the success of the work, but 1 kuow a great deal amount of labor to send the onst; and, if these
more can be done to benefit the farmer by this things were credited to the farm, I thiuk the
work which the Departmeut of Agriculture bas accounts would look hetter. Iu reference to theuhertaken, than has been doue yet, ad I hope faru itself sad the buildings, of course arm sware
measures will be taken to rnake it as efficient as pos- that public affairs canot be rnanaged o the same
sible. basis as private affairs. I have gone over the farm

several tirnes, sud have examined the fecing adMr. O'BRIEN. If there is any one part of their the buildings, sud it appears to e that there has
thliistration of which the Govermeut have a beeu a ost extraordinary expenditure. If I goright tofeel proud, itis the experi ntal farrns. It home to the farmers in Bruce, aud they ask me to
eens to me that as regards the officiaIs in charge, describe the buildings and their cost, which I cer-

thereisa happymixture of ethusiase fn the pursuit taily shal do, they will say that is a farce; youof theirvarcouseofices, combined with great practical canot possibly advise us to go into s tc a style of
common sese, which is bringing about the xost building sud farrin g. If I advise the to raise
beneficial resuits. It might possibly be fouud fowls, they would ask me what it would cost toonvenset that the bulletins might fe l sucl a build a hen house. If say it costs $3,te, they
hape that they could be bound together in separate will reply that tey canot expend f0 much money

volumes spart frorn the report, as to put the as iu l that way, that a far with its buildings, hen,ne report would make ther too bulky a volume. house included, could be purchased for that
I wish asto giefay that it seers to me that, i the amout. If there is uot a practical mns on the
operatio of a far, wheu yno take the year's ope- farm who knows somethi fout seeding,I
ration you ought toe take the whole period which thik such a man should seecured, because I
relates t ofne particr crop, ud to do that, you know from my ow experience of farm buildings

oeght t begin on the thirty-firt of March d that the buildings ou this far , have co twice or
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perhaps three times the amount they would in my
section of the country. It is in no feeling of
hostility to the farm that I make these remarks,
because I believe that, if it is managed judiciously
and economically, it will do a great service to the
country.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. gentleman from Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien) gave great credit to the Government
for the manner inwhich they have conducted this
experimental farm. I do not see what right they
have for so much credit. Certainly they have good
officers. I do not think you could get a better
officer in the Dominion of Canada than the present
superintendent. But I want to know what credit
is due to the Minister when Parliainent has placed
in his hands almost unlimited money to carry out
this undertaking. Nearly $95,000 were expended
upon that farm last year, and, if the Minister could
not make a good showing with that amount of
noney, I do not know how much lie would require in
order to do so. I see, under the head of conserva-
tory, three items-fitting up water main, heating ap-
paratus and testing house-amounting to $1,252.98.
It appears there is a conservatory there, and this is
an extra expenditure upon it. I should like to
know what is the total amount which this conser-
vatory has cost.

Mr. CARLING. This is really the seed testing
house, and part of the money which appears there
was, I think, used in fitting up the laboratory for
the chemist. Has the hon. gentleman been on the
farm ?

Mr. KIRK. Yes ; but not this year.
Mr. CARLING. I think, if the hon. gentleman

visits the farm and sees what has been done there,
lie will find that this vote is not extravagant.

Mr. KIRK. I did not ask the question in any
fault-finding way.

Mr. FISHER. I think this shows how utterly
unsatisfactory is the present systeni of book-keep-
ing on that farni.

Mr. CARLING. We have detailed statements
-of all these matters at the farm, but we cannot
get these details out at the end of the year. The
report of 150 pages was the work of Mr. Saunders.
In our books will be found the cost of keeping
cattle and horses per head for each animal.

Mr. FISHER. The Minister will see that while
there may be some excuse for last year's work not*
being in Prof. Saunders' report of this year, at all
events similar accounts for the year before have
not appeared before the public in any way. If
the Minister would say that he intends in next
year's report to report up to the last year, lie will
meet my views to a considerable extent, although
.even then I do not consider the answer would be
complete. I think the books ought to be kept in
such a way, as my hon. friend at my side sug-
gested, as that at the end of the year the public
might see what had been done. A few weeks'
work of the accountant would be sufficient
to make up such a report. It would not be
the work of Prof. Saunders. I am not so
unreasonable as to ask that every individual
item of this expenditure should be laid be-
fore the country, but I think the report should
he in such a form as that, if it is asked for, it
-could be obtained by the Public Accounts Com-
anittee for instance. I think that the results of

Mr. ROwAND.

the different experiments with their debtor and
creditor accounts, and the balance at the end of
the year, ought to be included in the annual report
of each farm, and until that is done I do not con-
sider that the result of the farm's work will appear
so as to teach very much to the people of the
country. Now, I would just like to supplement a
suggestion made by the hon. member for Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien), who asked the Minister to begin his
farm year on the first of April instead of the first
of January. I have done a little farm book-keep.
ing myself, and I would suggest that the Minister
commence bis farn year on the first of October,
and not the first of April, because I have found that
the season's work has to be prepared for the fall
before, and that the real work for the crop of the
next autumn, before that crop is sold, is about
finished by the first of October of each year.
Therefore, I think that in keeping the accounts of
the farm, or of special crops, or special fields of the
farms, it would be much better to commence the
year on the first of October and end it on the 30th
of September.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would like to ask the
Minister in what position the farm at Nappan is
now? I notice in the Auditor General's Report
there is a suin paid to Rhodes, Curry & Co.,
$10,540, on account of contract work. What was
the contract for ?

Mr. CARLING. The Minister of Public Works,
perhaps, is not prepared to answer that question,
but I am told that the contract was for $12,000 or
$13,000 altogether, for the barns, stables and bouses
that were necessary for the people working the
farm. I believe that will complete the outlay.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I notice there is a credit
to the farm here in the sale of cattle. I suppose
these cattle were purchased and found not servi-
ceable.

Mr. CARLING. No; they were ordinary cattle
purchased for the purpose of using the hay and
roots grown on that farm, and for the purpose of
making manure.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). At that farn we are not
making experiments or distributing grain from it
in the same way as from the Central Farm at
Ottawa?

Mr. CARLING. No; I think not. They are
selling any grain they have to spare, but they are
not making any distribution.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The farn here, then,
so far as expenditure is concerned, is about con-
plete ?

Mr. CARLING. Yes.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). And the results have

been successful, I hope ?
Mr. CARLING. I think so.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I bad heard a good deal

about the expenditure on the farm here, and I
visited it. I was prepared to see a much more
extravagant style of buildings than I found therez
I thougIt the buildings seemed to be what was
required, although the suma mentioned for the
barns, $22,000, does seem a pretty large sum. I
do not think the buildings themselves are at all
more than is required. If there is any fault to be
,found I should be disposed to think that it was m
the construction of those buildings and the waY
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the contracts were given. I was greatly interested
in what I saw at the farm, and very much pleased
with it. I suppose a great deal of the money spent
in it does not show at present. I hope the farm
will be successful, and I think farmers generally
take a good deal of interest in it, and are watch-
ing very closely what it is going to accomplish.

Mr. FISHER. I would ask whether any
further appointments have been made to the staff
of the farm?

Mr. CARLING. No new appointments. Mr.
Hilborn, the horticulturist, resigned and started a
farm for himself, and Mr. Craig was appointed in
iis place. That is all, except the appointment of
Mr. Robertson as dairy commissioner.

Mr. FISHER. I would like to ask what Prof.
Robertson's duties are in connection with the
farm ; what position lie holds ?

Mr. CARLING. He holds the position of dairy
commissioner, and also as agriculturist to take
charge of the stock, and to consult with Prof.
Saunders as to agriculture generally on the farms ;
also to deliver addresses in different parts of the
Dominion on butter and cheese making, and to
make himself generally useful in imparting in-
formation to people in regard to dairy matters.

Mr. FISHER. Does Prof. Robertson take
charge of the other farms as well as the Central
Farmn ?

Mr. CARLING. No.
Mr. FISHER. I must say that it seems to me

rather difficult if not impossible, for a gentleman
who is so much called away from the Central Farm
as Professor Robertson is, to deliver addresses and
instruct the people on dairy matters all over the
country, properly to attend to agriculture on that
farm. When it was reconmended to the Govern-
ment to appoint a dairy commissioner, I know
the Dairy Convention and those who were specially
interested in dairying, believed the whole time of
a competent dairyman would be completely en-
grossed in the dairy interest alone, and I am rather
sorry to hear that Professor Robertson has any
other duties at all except those connected with the
dairying industry. I can quite understand that
Professor Saunders' frequent absences from Ottawa
i looking after the other farms, require that lie

should have some assistance in looking after
this farm at Ottawa, but I hardly think
that one who is so frequently called away
as Professor Robertson must be, can properly
look after a great deal of the work upon the farn
outside the dairy branch of it. I regret to hear
from the Minister that the dairy commissioner
has any additional duties to perform. Did I
understand the Minister to say that Professor
Robertson's assistant had been appointed ?

Mr. CARLING. Professor Robertson's assist-
ant has been appointed; he is a Mr. Chapais, of
Quebec. le is to act as assistant to Professor
Robertson in furthering the dairying interests ofthe
Dominion.

Mr. FISHER. I desire to cougrtulate the
Minister on his announcement to the House. I am
personally acquainted with Mr. Chapais, and his
appointment I am quite convinced will be satisfac-
tory to the French people of the Province of Que-bec, for whose benefit, I suppose, chiefdy bis ap-

pointment ias been made. Although I cannot speak
perhaps authoritatively for the French people of that
Province, I have seen enough of Mr. Chapais' work
in that Province, and among his own particular
people, to know that lie is thoroughly competent to
do the work which will devolve upon him as Pro-
fessor Robertson's assistant; and his well known
enthusiasm and experience in the dairy business,
and his own practice and acquaintance not only
with scientific but practical dairying in Quebec,
will be of great value to the people there and to
Professor Robertson and to the Department. I
am very glad to hear that this appointment has
been made. I hope Mr. Chapais will be able to
devote considerable attention to dairying in Que-
bec in particular, but at the same tirne I trust Pro-
fessor Robertson will be able to corne to us there
and give us, especially the English people, the
benefit of bis experience, knowledge and teaching.
I am convinced that with the harmonious working
together of these two gentlemen, and I am sure
they will be able to work harmoniously together,
we will be able to reap great benefit.

Repairs and working expenses, In-
tercolonial Railway. ......... 53,200,000

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will the First Minister
give us an idea if there is likely to be, an under-
standing arrived at with respect to freight traffic
over the Intercolonial? He told us to-day that
they had not yet come to an understanding on this
matter thoroughly. I desire to impress on him
again the point of view which I submitted to him
on a previous occasion. I quite understand the
advisability, in fact the necessity, of having a
uniform classification of through freights, but I
thought the suggestion I made might meet the
difficulty with which the hon, gentleman has to
contend, and my suggestion was to preserve the
classification on the Intercolonial for local freight
through the Maritime Provinces and not disturb
the existing arrangements. When you once dis-
turb all the industries affected by a change of rates
along the line you at once raise a hornet's nest
which it is not easy to suppress. I make this sug-
gestion in the interest of the hon. gentleman him-
self, as well as of the people who are going to be
benefited, because I know the difficulty that
will be met with in reconciling conflicting
interests. Again, with respect to the Cape
Breton road. That, I understand, will be
finished this auturmn. I should like to ask the
First Minister whether lie intends working that
road as part of the Intercolonial Railway, or
whether he is going to work it on a separate sys-
tem, and what I consider to be an erroneous system,
as is pursued with respect to the Eastern Exten-
sion. It would be much better to work the Cape
Breton road as part of the Intercolonial system;
and that, of course, the Government will have to
decide when the road bas been opened. Another
point I have heard remarked upon is this, that
there has been very extravagant expenses for
stations throughout Cape Breton. In every small
and unimportant place, I am told, the station
buildings are unnecessarily expensive. I have heard
from a dozen different sources, that merely way
stations, requiring very small accommodation,
have had very considerable amounts of money ex-
pended on them, more than, in the opinion of peo-
pie able to judge, was necessary. Again, I desire
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to enquire whether the cost of the bridge over the
Narrows has not exceeded expectations? I am
sorry to hear the foundations have been more ex-
pensive, and that they together with the bridge,
were likely to cost more than was originally con-
templated. It is desirable that we should be
informed what is likely to be the cost of that
structure.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to
the first point, as to the classification: I think we
irust hold to the uniformity of classification, so
that the Intercolonial Railway shall have, with
respect to all matters of freight, the same classifi-
cation as the other important railways ù the
Dominion. That, however, is one point. The
other point is as to the freight rates for the different
classifications. The hon. gentleman has truly said
that that increase, in order to keep up to a certain
extent the rates charged by the two great railways
in Canada, has raised a hornet's nest about my
head, perhaps arising from the rates being put into
force too suddenly, but to-day we have been able
to come to an arrangement which I think will be
satisfactory to all reasonable men who use the
Intercolonial Railway. I will be able to-morrow
or the next day to lay on the Table the Order in
Council showing the rates to be charged on the
Intercolonial. With respect to the Cape Breton
Railway, it is a Government railway and is a
portion of the Intercolonial, and it will be run as
such. The Eastern Extension stands on a different
footing. Perhaps in time it may be thought well
also to make it a portion, technically, as well as in
fact, of the Intercolonial system.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Why on a different foot-
ing ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was originally
a different railway. As regards the expenditure on
station buildings, I am not able to state anything
-with regard to those buildings just now, but I
have a very great opinion of Mr. Schreiber's
economy, and I do not think lie would plan or
suggest an undue expenditure on these buildings.
The road, of course, is a national one, and not only
in regard to its road-bed but also as regards its
buildings and appointments, it must be equipped
as a Government railway and as a national work.
I cannot give to-night to my hon. friend any state-
ment as to the bridge at the Narrows. I have not
heard there was any failure in the foundations. It
was known to be an expensive work when it was
undertaken ; it was known, from the depth of the
waters and other causes, that it would be a matter
of considerable engineering and architectural skill
to build that bridge, and it was considered to be
such an expensive work that it was a matter of
doubt as to whether we should not have a steam
ferry instead of a bridge. But, after full consider-
ation, we came to the conclusion that the first
expenditure would be the best, that the bridge
once built would cost little or nothing, and it
would obviate accidents of all kinds, which must
be reckoned on in case there is a steam ferry run-
nmg, accidents to which all vessels of this kind are
liable. As regards these two points, however, the
expense of the station buildings and the state of
the bridge, at the Narrows, I will get my hon.
friend the information to-morrow if he likes.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Can the hon. Minister
give me any idea whether they are likely to make

Mr. JONEs (Halifax).

any expenditure in Halifax with regard to the
extension of the road there, this season. The
Minister is aware that there has been a good deal
of discussion on that point, and an annual appro-
priation has been made for increasing the accom-
modation, either by securing lands opposite to the
present railway terminus, or extending the system
down to the wharves. I have been one of those
who always thought that the extension to the
wharves would be in the interests of the railw ay as
well as in the interests of the public generally.
The right hon. gentleman is aware that there has
been considerable opposition to that by some of the
wharf owners, whilst others have signed a docu-
ment intimating that they are willing to transfer
their property and give the right of way free.
I gave that ground, for I believe it would be in the
interest of the railway, and in the interest of the
city eventually, if that course was adopted. I would
like to get some idea from the Minister, if lie could
give it to me, whether the Government propose
taking any step this summer to further investigate
the matter, or to make the expenditure in one
direction or the other. It is evident that some
increased accommodation is necessary, and I hope
this season will not be allowed to pass again without
the Government arriving at some decision in the
matter. I would like to know if the Minister's
attention has been drawn to the subject. I am
aware that during the sitting of Parliament lie has
not time to devote to matters of this kind, but I
hope that when lie happily gets rid of all of us here,
he will consult his engineers to see if they can
arrange to carry out this work at an early date,
which is required in the interest of the city and of
the Intercolonial Railway as well.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can assure the
hon. gentleman that my attention has been already
called to the matter. I am inclined -to agree with
the hon. gentleman, although I speak without any
local knowledge of the subject, that the best plan
for the trade of Halifax would be to extend the
road across the wharf. One thing or the other
must be done, and will be done if I have anything
to say to it. Either the terminus will go down, as
the hon. gentleman says to the deep water, or we
nust extend the road across the wharf. There is
considerable opposition, as the hon. gentleman has
stated, to this, and even this afternoon I got a very
strong protest from one of the gentleinen who has
property there, saying it would be ruinous to hin
if it were extended in that way. However, in one
way or the other, the increased accommodation
called for must be obtained.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the hon.
gentleman got the receipts and expenditure of the
Intercolonial up to 1st April ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have not.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have the

statement up to the 1st March, and I am sorry to
say that the results are very unsatisfactory. There
was then a deficit of $416,000, if my memory is
correct. I would like the hon. gentleman to give
me the figures up to the lst April.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). I will make note
of it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. of course, the
Minister sees that a question of great importance
is arising as to t1ie effect of these various cross-
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roads on the Intercolonial Railway. If I am cor-
rectly informed, the probabilities are strong that
in some way or otber we will be forced to make
a revision. Even, though as my hon. friend sug-
gests, and as the Minister knows, it may be unpleas-
ant to the customers, we shall have to make a revi-
sion of the charges on the Intercolonial Railway,
because there is a certain point beyond which it is
utterly impossible, I think, for us to go, in the
way of supplying a service at less than cost. In
connection with that, I should like to know what
the policy of the Government is likely to be? We
are just now beginning to experience the force of
the competition of the Short Line. We will have
probably a further loss of traffic on the Inter-
colonial Railway, and further competition when
the Temiscouata line comes into operation. The
time is not inopportune for calling the attention of
the Minister to it, and for revising certainly some
of the tariff arrangements which are now made.
In that connection it is very important to know
what the receipts and expenditure of the road are.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man lias seen the receipts and expenditure up to
the 1st March. He will see that there is a falling
off, but not a great falling off, since last year, and
that falling off, as I take it, is to be attributed to the
Short Line. However, it is marvellous to think
that the difference between the time to Halifax ria
Chaudière and the Grand Trunk Railway and
around by the Intercolonial Railway is only three
hours greater than the time by the Short Line.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But 1% St.
John you will find there is a material difference.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no
doubt about that. As regards the Temiscouata
and Moncton line, that depends entirely on the
future. But, of course, with the Short Line and
the Temiscouata line-if the road is built from
Temniscouata to Moncton, and down to Halifax-it
looks as if the Intercolonial Railway would become
mnerely a local road. It is very difficult, as I have
already found out, and as the hon. member has
alluded to, to arrange the rates so as to make them
at all paying. The slightest change in the way of
an increase raises a tremendous cry, but that, I
suppose, is a fate common to all Governments.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How about the Harvey
and Salisbury line when it is built ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That will not
interfere with the Intercolonial Railway so much
as the Temiscouata line. I find that those who use
the Intercolonial Railway exclaim most loudly
against the slightest increase, but they are wonder-
fully silent about the numerous reductions which
have been made in the past.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would just say, inreply to my hon. friend in front of me (Sir Richard
Cartwright), that, of course, it is a regrettable
feature that the loss has been so much on the
Intercolonial Railway, but my hon. friend mustremember that there has been an equally large, if
not a larger expenditure, on the canals of the west,and the First Minister has announced, lately, that
the sum of $12,000,000 or $14,000,000 is to befurther expended in deepening the western canalsto accommodate the trade of the St. Lawrence,and to brmng that traffic down to Montreal. It isnot expected, under these circumstances, that we

are to receive any direct returns, because I believe
that the hon. Minister finds as much difficulty in
dealing with the rates on the canals as he does
with the Intercolonial Railway.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Quite as much.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). And the right hon.

gentleman is very often called upon to make consi-
derable reductions to bring the traflie that way.
Therefore, the Intercolonial Railway does not
stand in an exceptional position. It stands in
very much the same position as the canals. as it is
for the general trade of the country. I believe it
is of more benefit to the people of the west than to
the people of the east, and the canals are entirely
for the benefit of the psople of the west.

Mr. KENNY. In confirmation of the last remark
which fell from my hon. colleague, I beg to state
that an examination of the freight carried over
the Intercolonial Railway into Halifax will
show that there has been a steady increase in
the quantity carried from the west to the east,
showing that the Intercolonial Railway is really
of more use in developing the trade of the Pro-
vinces of Ontario and Quebec with the Maritime
Provinces, than it is to the Maritime Provinces
themselves. There has been a great falling off, I
regret to say, in the western-bound freight from
the- city of Halifax, which is largely due to the
fact that the subsidised transatlantic line of stea-
mers, the Allan Line, and also the Dominion Line,
land all their westward bound freight at Portland.
But we hope that the Government, when they
make a contract for the transatlantic service, will
insist that the steamers must make their terminal
ports within the Dominion of Canada, which would
very materially increase the traffic over the Inter-
colonial Railway. It has been pointed out that
the residents of the Maritime Provinces have
to bear their share of the taxes incidental to the
development of our canal system, and we find
no fault with that, because it is in the general in-
terest. But it does fall harshly on our ears, when
we are so constantly told as we are from the other
side of the House

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Fron both sides.
Mr. KENNY. My hon. friend will pardon me

-especially from his political associates, that the
Maritime Provinces are a great tax and a great
burden on account of the expenditure on the Inter-
colonial Railway. Now, the Intercolonial Rail-
way has fulfilled its national mission; we could not
have any national existence without it ; and I hope,
in the interest of the general trade of Canada, that
the road from Edmundston to Moncton, commonly
called the Temiscouata road, will be constructed,
and that provision will be made for it by the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. KIRK. I would like to enquire of the hon.
Minister of Railways if he has found any means
for obviating the difficulty I mentioned to him the
other night with regard to the delay at Truro of
eastern-bound passengers and mails over the
Eastern Extension Railway. I mentioned that the
connections with the Quebec express from Quebec
and the Halifax express going east from Truro
were of such a nature that passengers and mails
are obliged to lie over at Truro for 22 hours.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On hearing that
statement, which was rather an astounding one, I
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called the attention of the Department to it, and Pacific Railway, whether it miglt not be possible to
called for a report, which I hope to have. have it understood that freight reductions could be

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It is not only the traffic arranged for. As an illustration, 1 might mention
on the Eastern Extension Railway that is delayed, that a steamer arrived lately te my firm from Ger.
b it all the passengers and mails for Prince Edward inany with a cargo of sugar for Montreal. The
Island are in the same position, and it is a very fixed rate over the Intercolonial is twenty cents,
serious matter. If I left here to go to Prince Ed- and rather than pay that, the steamer took it around
ward Island, I would be just two hours late for the to St. John and shipped it over the Canadian Paci
train that leaves Halifax in the morning, and tjhere fic Railway for fifteen cents. Under such circuin
is no reason that I can see why that train should stances, special arrangements ight be made by
not be detained at Halifax until twelve o'clock in the Intercolonial rather than lose the trade alto
order ti make connection. gether.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I trust that the hon. Mr. KENNY. It is a matter of competitive
Minister of Railways has heard something of the rates, and I understood my hon. friend the other
tremendous row that was made in St. John with night to argue that it was not in the interest of the
regard to the rates of freight, especially those on Intercolonial to accept freiglt from the city of St
lumber over the Intercolonial Railway. Some of John, at re sane rate as is charged by the Cana-
these complaints were made in the paper which dian Pacific Railway.
supports the Goverfment. A number of shingle Mr. JONES (Halifax). Not if they lost by it
mils weres obliged tot close up in consequence of Mr s KENNY. My on. colleague must ree-
these high rates, which are practically prohib- ber that these are competitive points, and that the
itory. Of course, there is a difficulty in con- Intercolonial, with its connections west, is bound
sequence of the deficiency in the accounts of to carry that freight at the rates at which the con-
the Intercolonial Railway, which however, can- tract cmecs n onttiki si h

ntemedu rvowdd tmrl hw that wa aei tonwth nih comarges tand It was not thie iterest of the

regard toe rates offrehtsespecl at ose nIterest of the Intercolonial to lose that trade. I
lntercolonial Railway, from a commercial point of quite agree with the contention that it is the n-
view, was put in the wrong place. Another coi- terest of the Inercolonial to accept the lowest
plaint made is that everything has t be managed freight rather than it should be diverted to another
from Ottawa, which is a cause of great incon- railway; and if my hon. friend's argument is go d
venience. It would be better if the manager of for a western it is equally good for an eastern-
the railway were stationed at Monctn, where bound freight.
parties could more conveniently make arrangements
with the railway, and where it could be more Mr. JONES (Halifax). My argument with ref-
eficiently controlled than at present, when every- erence te the eastern-bound freight was as t
thing bas to be referred to Ottawa, a thousand whether it was advisable for the Intercolonial to
miles distant. compete for freight fron St. John with the Cana-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As regards the dian Pacific Railway if they had te carry at a loss.
tarif on lumber, the rates are very much lower n I am not suggesting the Government should carry
the Intercolonial Railway than they are on any freight from Halifax at a loss at ail.
other railway which carines lumber; but will ndr. ELLIS. I was going to make a reark
repeat to the hon. gentleman that for the present, sympathetic with the First Minister. The First
at aie eveuts, we have returned to the old tarif, in Minister may have another application from St.
consequence of complaints that contracts had been John, if it is found hle is cutting Intercoonial rates
made under the expectation that the tarif would in the interests of Halifax as against the port of
not be raised; and also from this consideration that St. John.
the timber in the Maritime Provinces is principally
spruce, an inferior kind of wood which will not stand Mr. WELDON (St. John). I drw the atten-
the sanie freight as the pine which is carried iu the tion of the First Minister to an outrage committed
west. he tarif will he quite satisfactory with on the city of St. John. A little map is published
regard to the lumber. With respect te the man- by the Intercolonial Railway in which they have
agement being at Ottawa, the management is at ignored St. John and described Halifax as te
Moncton, a d the whole of the everyday business anadian winter port.
is conducted by Mr. Pottinger, who is a very good Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have not onlY
officer ; and although Ottawa is a considerable dis- rcceived one complaint, but several, from St. Joh
tance froin tMohton, the telegrah annihilates that about this map. Well, the map says the truth. It
distance. Mr. Pottinger haslarge powers as a says simpy opposite Halifax, the winter port for
manager ought t have, and it is only in special mails passengers and freight. It is a winter port
cases he has t apply here. if a good deal of bui for mails, passengers and freight. I am going to
ness is done here, it is because of the complaint8 cure that by having another map issued by which,
that the officias down there were too independent the city of St. John, will be placed also
and that there was a contract offered to tender: r port for passengers, freight and biails
but when it was opened the unswccessful tenderers when they go there.
claimed there was favoritism, and perhaps other

grve charges were brought. It was with a great Prince Edward Island Railway..$23,OOO
deal of reluctance and in consequence of great Mr. AVIES (P.E.I.) I hope the hon. gentle-
pressure brought upon Mr. Pope, my predeceor, man w give his attention to the remarks I made
that ail those matten were removed here. the other day reference te a short brndnch ou

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would suggest to the that road fromn Hidlborough. The matter is bein
First Minister, inview of the competitionikely now verystrongly pressed by my constituents, and I
th exist between the Intercolonial and the Canadian blieve the branch, which woued h. only about 15

Sir JOHN A. MAc)oNALD.
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miles long, would be the best paying part of the
Island Railway.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think we
might better say the branch on which there would
be the least loss.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There would be no in-
crease in the rolling stock required, and there
would be nothing but the cost of constructing the
road through a very good country.

Rir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister
bas not given us any explanation of the increase of
825,000 in this vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a mis-
print. The expenditure last year was $245,000 in-
stead of $205, 000, as it appears here, so there is a
decrease of $15,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The expendi-
ture last year appears to have been $247,000.
There is no particular reason for taking estimates
unless you can keep within them. I wanted to
know why, when it cost nearly $250,000 in 1889,
you are able to cut it down to $230,000 in the sue-
ceeding year?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot state
the reason at present.

MIr. KIRK. Does the Minister intend to build
the Sbort Line Railway at or near New Glasgow
in order to avoid the hills?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the
fewer railways we build down there now the better.

IMr. MITCHELL. We have had enough money
thrown away in the direction of New Glasgow.

Mr. KIRK. Does the hon. gentleman consider
that the Pictou branch is to be utilised as a part
of the Short Line ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will have to
answer that question on a future day.

Cape Breton Railway................ $110,000
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is expected

that this road will be placed under traffic about
the beginning of July next. It is rather difficult
to muake even an approximate estimate of the
traffic. It is estimated that there will be expended
ol locomotive power, $22,000; car expenses,ý16,000 ; maintenance of works, $16,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Those seem
to be operating expenses, and not for equipment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is for the
supply of locomotive power, I take it, as well as
car expenses.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Those are
aimost of necessity operating expenses, all ofthe ?

,Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As the traffie
rises more expenses are incurred in carrying it.

Committee rose and reported progress.

TRADE COMBINATIONS.

Mr. WALLACE moved third reading of Bill
(No. 77) to amend the Act for the Prevention and
Suppression of Combinations formed in restraint of
trade.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I will not object to the
passing of the Act. I see the object the hon. gentle-
man seeks to attain is to enable workingmen to
combine as craftsmen without being subject to the
penalties of the Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time
and passed.

THE EXTRADITION TREATY.

Mr. MITCHELL. Inasmuch as the Extradition
Treaty has passed the United States Congress, and
one has also passed the English Parliament, I
desire to ask whether that Extradition Treaty is
now in force, and if so, where we can get a copy
of it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Extradition
Treaty is now in force in this country, but is has
not yet been transmitted by Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment to this Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at
12.4.5 a.m. (Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 23rd April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ASSENT OF BILLS.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had
received the following notification from Govern-
ment House:-

"GOTERNMENT 1UsE,
" OTTW, 21st April, 1890.

"I have the honor to acquaint you that the Honorable
Sir William Ritchie, acting as Deputy to His Excellency
the Governor General, will proceed to the Senate Chamber
on Thursday, the 24th inst., at three o'clock p.m., for the
purpose of giving assent to certain Bills which have
passed the Senate and the House of Commons during the
present Session.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"CHABLES COLVILLE, Captain,
" Governor General'sSecretary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As I under- "The Speake ofthe House of Commons."
stand the hon. gentleman, there would be a dead
1oss of about 4,00 to begin with, and a posTE BREMNER FURS.

'blty, I hear, of its rising from time to time.sibîit~,risng fom trneto tme. Mr. McNEILL jresented the unanimous report
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot answer of the Select Committee in reference to the fursas to that. as tothat.taken from, Charles Bremner, a Half-breed, resid-
Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. I have noticed ing at Battieford.

on the Intercolonial Railway that as traffic rises Mr. LAURIER. I would like to ask the riglttedeficit incraethe1d 0 eses. hon, gentleman if he is prepared to nae a day for
120
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the consideration of this report in reference to
General Middleton ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We must see it
first.

Mr. LAURIER. Yes, certainly; but is the
hon. gentleman prepared now to naine a day ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, not now.

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) inoved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 144) to amend the Patent Act.
He said : This Bill is intended to permit of leasing
machines as well as absolutely selling them, apply-
ing the saine principle here as has been adopted in
England and the United States.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CARAQUET RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MULocK) asked, What is
the amount of the gross earnings of the Caraquet
Railway Company for the year ending 30th June,
1889? What is the amount of the operating
expenses of said railway for saine period ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The gross earn-
ings were $18,210.16, and the operating expenses

27,409.23.

MILITIA CLOTHING SUPPLIES.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. LISTER) asked, Is it the in-
tention of the Militia Department to continue the
system of asking a few firins, by circular, for prices
for militia clothing, and giving three years' con-
tract with virtually no competition ; or do they in-
tend to ask for tenders annually, by public compe-
tition, and give all who wish to compete a fair
opportunity to tender for such supplies?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The Government
intend to adhere to the three years' contract
system. As to the second part of the question, I
am not in a position to give an answer yet, as the
matter is now under the consideration of the
Government.

ONTARIO FISHERY OVERSEER.

Mr. SOMERVILLE asked, Has the vacancy,
caused by the death of the late James Greer,
Fishery Overseer, in the Province of Ontario, beei
filled ? If so, what is the name of his successor ?
At what date was he appointed, and what salary
does he receive? Is there any person named
James Greer now in the employ of the Fishery
Department.

Mr. COLBY. The vacancy referred to has not
been filled, and there is no person of the naine of
James Greer at present in the employ of the
Department.

THE BANKING ACT.
Mr. FOSTER moved second reading of Bill (No.

127) respecting Banks and Banking.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the hon.

gentleman not going togive any explanation as to
possible changes in the Bill, or are we to consider
that the Bill as it stands is proposed to be put into
force ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have not any very extended
observations to make with reference to the Bill,
so far as contemplated changes are concerned.

Mr. LAURIER.

Discussions will, of course, arise on the separate
provisions when the House is in Committee on the
Bill. One change has been made, however, of
sufficient importance, I think, to be entitled to
notice at present. that is, with reference to the
guarantee redemption fund. The House will re-
member, as I explained on the introduction of the
Bill, that the proposition was to have a guarantee
redemption fund, equivalent to 5 per cent. of the
average circulation of the banks, of which 22 per
cent. was to be paid in when this Act came into
force, and 2½ per cent. one year after that date ; and
thereafter the fund was to be kept up to 5 per
cent. of the circulation. Of course, the logical
conclusion of that, and what would have been
under the worst circumstances the practical conclu.
sion woul d be that the banks would becomemutual in-
surers of each other's circulation. If, for instance,
after they had contributed 5 per cent. of their average
circulation, one of the banks had failed, and its
assets should not be sufficient to cover the notes,
and the amount of the note issue remaining to be
redeemed should absorb the 5 per cent. deposited,
then the banks would have been called upon mi-
mediately to put up another 5 per cent.; in the
event of other failures taking place sufficient to
exhaust the second 5 per cent., the banks w-ould
be called upon for another 5 per cent.; and so on
in that proportion. Of course, it is to be
hoped that such a catastrophe will not occur in
the financial experience of the country, and that
no such extreme action will be rendered necessary
by the state of business in the country and the
consequent failure of banks. That, however, as
I said, was the logical conclusion. The objections
to that arrangement entertained by some of the
banks were represented to the Government; and,
after consultation, and a pretty thorough con-
sideration of the representations which were
made, I propose to change that provisioninthisway:
The 2ý per cent. of the average circulation will be
put up when the Act goes into force, and the other 2.
per cent. will be put up a year thereafter, making
up the initial fund of 5 per cent. of the average
circulation ; and in the event of the impairment of
that 5 per cent. guarantee fund, the banks, instead
of being asked to make up the deficiency at once
to the amount of the failure of the realised assets
of the failed bank to recoup the fund, will be asked
to make it up in instalments of 1 per cent. per
annum, making the payments extend over five
years. So that the guarantee fund which will be
first provided, over and above the securities we
have at present, will be 5 per cent. of the average
circulation. In the event of the failure of a bank,
we will have that fund, and we will also have the
double liability and the assets of the bank, with
which to meet the circulation of the failed bank.
And the impairment of the fund, to whatever
amount it may be impaired, and to whatever anoulit
the realised assets of the bank fail to make up the
deficiency-instead of being put up at once by the
other banks to the full suin, will be contributed in
instalments extending over five years, at the rate
of one-fifth per year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And at the
end of those five vears ?

Mr. FOSTER. The fund will then have reached
its full 5 per cent., though certainly it may reach
that proportion before that.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Provided there are no
failures before that.

Mr. FOSTER. If the assets of the failed
bank are sufficient to recoup the fund to the full
amount, then the fund comes up to 5 per cent. by
that process of recouping from those assets.

M1r. BLAKE. There are to be no further con-
tributions?

Mr. FOSTER. Not unless the fund is impaired.
Mr. BLAKE. Not beyond the second 5 per

cent?
Mr. FOSTER. Suppose that when the 5 per

cent. fund is paid up, a bank fails, and that the
realised assets of the bank are not sufficient to
meet the impairment and bring the fund up to its
full 5 per cent. -say by 1, 2 or 3 per cent. -then the
banks, instead of mnaking that up at once, will make
it up by payments extending over five years, at
the rate of one-fifth of the impairment each year.
It will then be up to its full amount again. Sup-
pose a failure again takes place and the realised
assets of the failed bank are not sufficient to re-
coup the fund, the banks will again make payments
at the rate of one-fifth a year until the full
amount is reached.

Mr. BLAKE. And so on indefinitely?
Mr. FOSTER. Yes; that is the chief change

which I have to announce to the House. There
may be some betterments that raay be made in the
different clauses as we consider them, and I ask
the co-operation of the House in order to make
these clauses as perfect as possible. I may men-
tion here that there are two clauses concerning
which very many representations have been made
by the banks themselves, and by other parties
who are not bankers. These are with reference to
the audit and the item of unclaimed balances.
The House will remember the discussion that took
place, in which the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) and the hon. member
for West Durham. (Mr. Blake) participated, with
reference to the audit and inspection. Now, what
was proposed in this Bill was not an inspection and
was not a Government audit but was a share-
holders' audit and not an inspection. Well, very
many representations have been made to the effect
that this audit, being simply an audit and not an
inspection, would not have the effect it was destined
to have, of being really an efficient check on the
management of the banks ; and that, on the other
hand, as it would be understood by the public to
be an audit, it might have the effect of inducing a
sense of security out of proportion to the value of
the statement of the auditors themselves. In con-
sideration of those representations, and with the
view of not making any change, which we do not
think would be actually beneficial and result in
increased security of a decided kind, I have con-
cluded to omit the section with reference to the
audit. With reference, however, to the unclaimed
balances, although there may be some alterations
made in the section-and that is open to the con-
sideration of the Government and the bouse-I
propose to stand by that item in its essence, as a
vital part of the Bill.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have no
intention of opposing the second reading of this
Bill, but there is one point which appears to me
of great moment, and to which I would like to call

120J

the special attention of the hon. the Minister of
Justice and also the hon. the Minister of Finance,
and indeed, the House generally. But, before I
proceed to deal with that, Sir, I will just repeat
what I understand to be the construction of clause
55, which it is proposed to amend. By that, I
understand, that whereas, under the existing
clause, as we have it here, banks are liable to the
full amount of their means for the circulation, that
maximum of liability is practically reduced to 13
per cent. of the circulation in the ten years during
which their charters run. There is, first, the liability
of 5 per cent. to be paid up during the two years.
There is, thereafter, a further possible claim of 5
per cent. by five yearly instalments, and should
that also prove insufficient, there will be a fur-
ther claim for the remaining three years of the
term, amounting in all to 13 per cent. during the
ten years. If I am in error, the hon. gentleman
will correct me, but I think that is the necessary
construction from his remarks. As to the Bill
in general, so far as the public are concerned,
there are two points of special moment. The
public, no doubt, are very desirous that our bank
notes should be redeemable at par-the notes of
all the banks of Canada all over the Dominion ;
and, so far as I can judge, although I reserve full
right to discuss that item, and bearing in mind
that we have already a Dominion note circula-
tion of ones, twos and fours guaranteed by Gov-
ernment, I think that object is very fairly attained
by the Bill. That, however, will be, no doubt,
discussed in Committee. There remains, however,
a second object of very great importance, the object
which clause 55 was destined to carry into effect.
With respect to clause 55, I think, as it stood, that
it probably did give pretty perfect security, but at
a risk so great that the banks were thoroughly justi-
fied in remonstrating against it. Now, with respect to
that, I think, looking at the alterations proposed
by the hon. the Minister of Finance, that ie is pro-
bable the guarantee he now proposes will be suffici-
ent in the caseof banks doing business in anordinary
way. But I can see, and this is a question to which
I want more especially to address myself, that,
under existing circumstances, a very grave risk
does exist where bank managers and cashiers at-
tempt to practise a fraud on the public, and that
there is no sufficient guarantee taken against that.
It is for the Government to consider whether any
means can be devised which will provide a suffi-
cient guarantee against the particular fraud which,
I think, may be practised under the provisions of
this'Act. Up to the present time, our note circu-
lation has practically regulated itself in this way :
It is, to all intents and purposes, impossible under
our present system for a bank to get out more
than a reasonable amount of circulation. The
bank cannot put out its circulation to an unlimited
extent at present, or, if it did, it would find it im-
possible to get parties to take it. But the whole
status of bank notes is altered by the hon. gentle-
man's present proposition. The bank notes issued
by the smallest banks in the Dominion are to be
put on a par with the notes of the largest, the best
managed, and the most solvent institutions. We
have nearly forty banks in this country-I believe
the exact number is thirty-eight. . Many of these
banks have a very small capital. I believe there
is no serious risk in the propositions now sub-
mitted to us in regard to banks which are
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nanaged in the ordinary way. In regard
to banks which are so managed, I believe that
the precautions taken will be sufficient, but I
submit for the consideration of the Government
and for the consideration of the HLouse that,
should cases arise in which two or three resolute,
unscrupulous scoundrels were to get possession of
a bank, it would be quite possible for them, under
these provisions, to issue a circulation-not perhaps
to a practically unlimited amount, as might have
been done under clause 55 as it originally stood,-
but a circulation largely in excess of what this Act
permits them to do. No doubt the Minister will
say that legal precautions can be taken against
this difficulty, and that the men can be punished ;
but there is no guarantee at all provided against
the case of deliberate fraud, and there can be no
doubt that a very great temptation, a very great
premium, is offered for the commission of such an
offence by persons such as those who, in former
times, got hold of two or three of our ininor banks.
Unless I am misinformed, in regard to some banks
which failed recently, attempts were made to put
a large amount of their notes in circulation, al-
though the quantity was far below that which
could be put in circulation under this provision.
Many of our banks have a capital of only $200,O0
or $300,000. It is not an unreasonable stretch of
imagination to suppose that men of an unscrupu-
lous character might get hold of those banks,
and I cannot see any provision in this
Bill, should those parties contrive to issue,
say, two million dollars of their notes-and that
would be about the maximum of the guarantee
of 5 per cent. in the first instance-should they
get that amount legally issued, I can see no means
taken in this Bill to prevent it, and I believe the
associated banks would be obliged to redeem those
notes to the last penny. Of course, the parties who
issued thesenotes might be prosecuted and punished,
but that would be no consolation to the country
or to the parties who are depending on this clause
for the security of the note issue. I do not think
there is any guarantee in regard to that, or that
there is any possibility of preventing it under this
provision, other than the punishment which might
be inflicted upon the designing scoundrels who
might be guilty of it. But the men who would be
guilty of such an action would not be likely to
remain in Canada in order to be punished, and
these bank notes, as far as our guarantee goes, are
made as good as gold, and, I believe, we would
have to redeem them to the uttermost. I am -not
going to divide the House upon that point, at all
events for the present, but I think it is one which
deserves the serious attention of Government, and
I do not see how such a proceeding is guarded
against by any provisions contained in this Bill. I
shall reserve any remarks in regard to the other
clauses until we get into committee, but I think
that clause does require very serious consideration
on the part of the Government.

Mr. BLAKE. I was very glad to hear the state-
ment of the Finance Minister in reference to the
audit clause, because I am more than ever con-
vinced that it would be practically illusory, and
would, therefore. being a pretence of a protection
which does not really exist, be very injurious in
its operation. As to the point to which my hon.
friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Sir RICHAn CiRTWRIGHT.

alludes; there is no doubt whatever that, to the
extent to which you give an added security for the
redemption of bank notes, you render possible the
emission and the longer circulation of a some-
what larger quantity of that species of security.
You render it possible for an obscure bank to issue
notes in a remote part of the country with greater
ease than it could to-day, and you also render it
possible that these notes may remain perhaps some-
what longer in circulation than they now would.
The natural course of commercial dealings will
restore these transactions to their normal state. An
excess of circulation will find its way back to the
banks, and there will be a return to the normal
state by their redemption. All the change which
I can perceive in regard to the normal operations
of our system, which is now being proposed, is that
there are somewhat greater facilities given for the
emission, in remote parts, of notes of an obscure
bank, and possibly the keeping of them in cir-
culation for a somewhat longer time than under
the present system. My hon. friend has pointed
out that there have been cases of abnormal issues
when banks were in extrenis, or when banks were
desirous to increase the funds at their command
by an excessive circulation, even though they were
not actually in extremis. I fail to see how it is
possible to guard against the deliberate fraud
which mv bon. friend suggested as possible. You
have to balance the advantage and the disadvan-
tage in cases of this kind, and you cannot give the
public the security desired in regard to the issue
and, at the same time, declare that if there is a
fraud the notes will not be redeemed. It is only
by a very vigorous application of stringent pro-
visions of the criminal law, and perhaps by a more
rigid supervision of the issue operations of the
banks by the officials of the Department, that
you cai guard against that species of fraud. The
other point to which the hon. gentleman alluded
led him to make some remarks which I heard
with some disappointment. The clause to which
he alluded in reference to unclaimed balances, as it
now stands, is, I think, of a very arbitrary and
violent character, even if it were propounded in a
Legislature which had a proper jurisdiction to deal
with the people's property : but I regard it as
objectionable from another point of view. This is
not a proposal to tax, but it is a proposal to alter
the devolution of personal property and to provide
that, in such cases, there shall be a sort of escheat
of personal property to the Government of the
Dominion. I think that is an invasion of the just
rights of the Provinces, and, though I admit the
right of this Government to provide for taxation, I
think the proposal so to alter the status of the
private property of citizens of this country is a
matter to be dealt with by the Local Legislatures,
which are charged with the disposal of property
and civil rights, and not by this Parliament.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). When the Government
policy in the renewal of the bank charters was
made known, I gave notice of an amendment to
the effect that any bank which secured its note
issues by a deposit of Dominion bonds with the
Finance Minister, should be relieved of the neces-
sity of contributing to the redemption fund, and I
proposed this amendment because of the injustice
to solvent and conservatively managed institutions
which the scheme involved. I am glad to know,
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therefore, that upon deliberation by the Govern-
ment, that element of injustice has been, to a large
extent, eliminated from the proposition. But the
fact the Government had thought it necessary to
bring in the security of 5 per cent., indicates that,
in its opinion, the present bank currency is not
adequately secured. The element of injustice still
remains, to some extent, although, I grant, in a
modified form. Now, Sir, the proposition which I
intend to submit to this House will not, I dare
say, ineet with general acceptance, but I would
like, with your permission, to support it with two
or three authorities. The proposition is not a new
one. It was introduced in the United States by
the Secretary of the Treasury, in 1861, but long
before that, in 1844, it had been incorporated with
the banking system of England by Sir Robert Peel.
As hon. members are, no doubt, aware, more than
£16,000,000) of the notes issued by the Bank of
England are rested upon the security of Govern-
ment bonds, so that the force of precedent is in
favor of a bond-based currency. Another objec-
tion made is that the system in the United States
is now failing, that the National Bank currency
there is rapidly disappearing, and, as a matter of
fact, within the last ten or fifteen years, the
amouit of National Bank notes outstanding in that
country has fallen from $360,000,000 to about
8125,000,000. But the National Bank circulation
of the United States is shrinking, not because
there is anything inherently weak or wrong in
the system, but because the Government, out of
its excess of revenue, is so rapidly redeeming its
bonds. That is a difficulty which I hope some day
will beset us in Canada, but we are not likely to
encounter it for the next ten or twenty years.
Now, Sir, one of the strongest opponents of the
bond-based currency system is the general man-
ager of the Bank of Commerce, in Toronto, Mr.
Walker, a banker of large experience in the United
States and Canada, and of recognised eminence in
his profession. In a pamphlet which he has issued
to menbers of the House, I find that he uses these
words :

"It must seem strange to leading financial authorities
in the United States, that at a time when ex-Comptrollers
of the Currency, such as Mr. Knox and Mr. Trenholm,are suggesting sehemes to replace the National Currency,
Naw-tioald by United States bonds, liv some so-calledN1ýai Currency secured in quite a diferent manner-
in order to avoid the extinction of the National Banks-there are stit People in Canada desiring to create a cur-reney based upon a public delit."

Now, the authorities quoted by Mr. Walker,
namely, John J. Knox, who was at one time Comp-
troller of Currency in the United States, and Mr.
Trenholm, who, until a little more than a year ago,was Comptroller of the Currency, are, curiously
enough, both strongly in favor of that very system.
0nly in the month of January last Mr. Knox was
beard before a Committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives on the subject of banking and commerce,and he was asked by one of the members of that
comlmittee, Mr. Wright :

e "What is your opinion of a circulation based upon theapital and assets of a bank, without other security ?"
And this was Mr. Knox's answer :
h" It is said that an unsecured note issued by the
aking institutions of the country, based upon the
ts sf the bank and the individual liability ofth harelilden would respond te the demaynds

cf business. If the volume was too great the noteslould return home for redemption; if the volume

was too small a greater amount would be issued. But if
elasticity should be obtained at the risk of safety, the
mistake would be irreparable. The currency of the State
banks previous to the late war was said to be elastic, but
unfortunately it was as elastie in value as in volume, and
there is no danger of an unsecured bank currency being
sulisttuted for treasury or bank notes which are perfectly
safe."

Now, that is testimony given only in the month of
January last by one of the authorities quoted by
Mr. Walker as being hostile to the currency sys-
tem now prevailing in the United States. I could
quote testimony equally strong given in his last
report by Mr. Trenholm, late Comptroller of the
Currency of the United States. But it will be said
that experience in Canada has proved that our
currency is amply secured. Since our banking
system was established in Canada, only one case
has occurred in which notes were not paid at 100
cents on the dollar, that is, the case of the
Mechanics' Bank of Montreal, which failed prior
to q880. If the present provision of the law, giv-
ing note holders a preferential claim, had been in
operation at that time, the note holders of the
Mechanics' Bank would not have suffered the loss
of one dollar. But the objection, at I take it, to
our system is this, that while it gives elasticity,
while it gives enormous facilities for profit to the
bank, it does not give that security to the public
which the public is entitled to have. Now, I
doubt very much whether many people in Canada
are aware of the fact that the banks are not re-
quired to hold one single dollar of reserve. In no
other country of the world does so lax a system of
banking prevail as in Canada, net so much as re-
spects the administration of that system as the
law upon which it is based. The issue of the
Bank of England, over and above the amount of
Government securities held, must be covered, dol-
lar for dollar, by gold. The issues of the Bank
of France are represented by $10 in gold for $12
of currency; the issues of the Imperial Bank of
Germany are covered in the saine way. In the
case of the Scotch banks, upon which our own
banking system has largely been modelled, the
banks hold more than 70 cents in gold for every
dollar in notes. In the United States, not only
are the banks required to deposit Govermnent
bonds, to secure their note issues, but over and
above that, they are required to hold in the cities
25 per cent. of all their deposits in gold or legal
tender, and in the country and rural districts
they are required to hold 15 per cent. of their
deposits in lawful money. Look at the position
in Canada as compared with the United States.
On 30th September last there were 3,290 National
banks in the United States, iaving liabilities, that
is, deposits and circulation, amounting to
$1,604,000,000 ; against which they held in specie,
United States bonds and legal tender, $465,400,-
000 ; or they had in cash, 29 cents for every dollar
of liability to the public, and their loans and dis-
counts were only 60 per cent. of their total assets ;
while in Canada, on 28th February of this year, the
liabilities of the banks were $154,400,000, against
which they had in specie and Dominion bonds only
$18,500,000, or 12 per cent. of their liabilities in
cash, as against 29 per cent. in the case of banks in
the United States. The percentage of mercantile
loans to total assets in Canada was 75 per cent. It
will be said, however, that the system works in
Canada so as to develop our resources and
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promote the commercial prosperity of the coun-
try. I dissent from that view. What, in my
opinion, it does, is to foster and promote mer-
cantile competition, rather than to develop
the resources of the country, and if hon.
members will look at the bank statements they
will find that the tendency has steadily been, in
periods of prosperity, towards a reduction of the
reserves and an increase of the loans, until finally
more sail is spread than the keel will counter-
balance, a sudden contraction of loans is necessi-
tated, and a commercial crisis precipitated. But
I say more than that. I say that, taking the
banking systein of Canada as operated during the
last fifteen or twenty years, it has never been fully
tested, and I will tell you why. The reason is
because the Government, the railways, municipal
and other corporations have been constantly bor-
rowing money abroad. The Dominion Government,
during the last fifteen years or thereabouts, have
borrowed some $200,000,000, the Canadian Pacific
Railway have borrowed many millions, the Grand
Trunk and other railways have borrowed largely,
the Provincial Governments have followed the
same course, as have also our municipal corpor-
ations, and the result is this. that by means of
these loans the supply of foreign exchange has been
kept up, the means of liquidating foreign mercantile
indebtedness and of remitting interest on foreign
loans, supplied, and a strain has not been put upon
the banks that otherwise they would have sus-
tained, while if we had been compelled to pay our
foreign indebtedness out of the resources of the
country the reserves of the banks would have been
found utterly inadequatefor the supply of exchange.
To-day it is no exaggeration of the facts to say at
least ý25,OCO,000 have actually to be sent out of
the country each year, either in the shape of goods
or of gold or foreign bills for interest alone, in pay-
ment of interest on amounts borrowed abroad, and
we know the amounts are not sent in goods or
gold. We have been maintaining the equil-
ibrium of the exchanges by securing these for-
eign loans, but the moment we cease to do so
and we are thrown back on our own resour-
ces, we must necessarily fall into a condition
which w-ill expose the utter inadequacy of the
present bank reserves. This was not the condition
some years ago, when we had a less flexible and
pliable currency system; before the period when
the banks found it so profitable to establish
agencies for the purpose of enlarging their
circulation, before they got into the habit,
which unfortunately is their habit now, of strain-
ing their credit to the very utmost, to carry as
large an amount of loans as possible. In 1868, the
banks held 35 per cent. of their liabilities to the
public in coin, legal tenders and Government secu-
rities, whereas, to-day, including not only the
legal tenders and the Government bonds, but add-
ing also the net foreign balance due the banks,
their reserves are only 19 per cent., the decrease
being some 16 per cent. as compared with twenty
years ago. In my judgment, and from what study
I have been able to give to the question, I am
satisfied, that looking at the experience of the past,
unless our bank reserves are increased, there may
be produced, at a comparatively early day, a
serions financial stringency in this country. It was
so in 1875. At that time, the Government had
been borrowing largely for public works, from the

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell).

period of Confederation down to 1874 or 1875 -
credit had been inflated in every direction, enter.

- prises had been abnormally stimulated, our imports
largely exceeded our exports, the balance of trade
was heavily against us, and the way in which the
position of affairs became revealed, was bythe inability of the banks to meet the
demands made upon them for foreign exchange
to satisfy our mercantile indebtedness abroad.
At the end of February, 1875, the banks were
overdrawn in Great Britain and the United States
to the extent of $5,300,000, whereas only two
years before, in February, 1873, the banks had to
their credit abroad $8,571,000 ; that is to say,
they had exhausted $14,000,000 of foreign balances
in the two years over and above the exports sent
abroad during that period. Inasmuch as the
Government do not see their way to enforce on the
banks a better system of currency, it will be
regretable if they do not insist on adequate reserves
being held by the banks at all times against their
liabilities to the public. Underthe newlawproposed
by the Finance Minister, the existing system will
not be improved one iota, because the banks will
continue circulating their notes and holding a small
reserve against them ; indeed the position will be
worse, because these notes will rest on the security
of every solvent bank in the country ; and the
position, in my view, will be rather aggravated
than improved, and the result can hardly fail to
be most unsatisfactory in practical working.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I do not rise to
discuss the question which has been raised by the
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), althougli I
inay express the hope that, if the proposition
contained in section 55 of this Bill is adoptea by the
Government, the proposal of my hon. friend, or
something nearly akin to it, will be accepted by
the Government. I rather desire, at the present
time, to express my want of confidence in the pro-
posal of the hon. the Minister of Finance in this
section of this Bill accomplishing the object he hasin
view. The object soughtto be attained is to provide for
the prompt redemption of the circulation of all
banks in case of suspension or failure. That, of
course, is a very desirable object, but unless we
can make ample provision to secure it, I think it is
better that we should leave the matter stand as at
present. My first objection to this scheme is, that
it is entirely inadequate to accomplish that object.
The amount held in reserve, or supposed to be held
in reserve, by the Government, 5 per cent. on tihe
circulation of the country, while it would be suffi-
cient to provide for the redemption of the circula-
tion of any of the smaller banks, is entirely
insufficient to provide for redemption of cir-
culation in case of the failure of one or more
of the larger banks of the country. There
are at least five oi six banks which, in case of
failure, would entirely exhaust this fund, and then
leave their notes only partially Tedeened. There
are other objections to this Bill. The element of
injustice which it contains, and which has been
referred to by the hon member for Cardwell (Mr.
White), and the danger of fraud which the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
referred to-a danger against which I scarcely see
any mode of providing at the present time, as the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) bas
also said. There appears to me to be still
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another objection to this proposition, and one
w hich has not yet been referred to. The proposi-
tion compels all the banking institutions of the
country to guarantee to a certain extent the circula-
tion of other banks. Attention has been drawn to the
fact already, that this obliges the larger banking
institutions of the country to come to the rescue of
the smnaller banks in case of suspension or failure.
It is a good feature of the proposition that it
makes the larger banks responsible for the circula-
tion of the smaller, to the degree provided for, at
all events ; but it must be remembered that at the
saine time it makes the smaller banks responsible
for the circulation of the larger. Now, in case one
of the larger banks of the country-through over-
speculation, or through any implication in any of
the large commercial transactions into which the
people of the country are engaged-should be
obliged to suspend payment even temporarily, and
the circulation of the bank were to come upon this
fund, it would be exhausted, and the effect of that,
to ny mind, would be, to create a general panic
among the banking institutions of the country. If
this clause hiad remained in the position in which it
was when the Bill was first introduced,
that effect would be disastrous in the ex-
treine. The inevitable result, in my opinion,
w ould be, that every banking institution
within the country would be compelled to
suspend payment at once. These results may be,
to some extent, modified by the changes which
the hon. Minister has proposed to-day, but still,
the danger is not yet remnoved. My own view of
the position of the smaller banks is this : Their
business is largely of a local character ; they de-
pend for the continuance of their business
1pon the local knowledge of their patrons,
upon the confidence which the managers, dir-
ectors and shareholders of each particular bank
have in the business of that bank ; and also
upon the confidence which the creditors, the
depositors and the persons having business transac-
tions with the banking institution, have in the
mana-1gement of its affairs and in its power to meet
its liabilities. Now, the effect of creating this
joint liability is to introduce an element which
tends to create distrust in the minds of the very
best friends of every banking institution in the
country. I may here remark that, where one bank
fails, our experience in the past goes to show that
bmany others are probably involved by the same
causes, and may be obliged to suspen d about the same
tiune. The effect of having this liability forced
upon the banking institutions of the country, a
liability which the banks have no means of provi-
ding against, is to create distrust in the minds of
the best friends of these institutions, and in time
of difficulty, as we all know, every bank requires
the help of its best friends. Those who are most
likely to corne to its rescue on such occasions, with
the help of private means, or by the help of their
credit, will be deterred from doing so, from the
very fact that they have a liability over which
they have no control forced upon them by the pro-
visions of this Act. It appears to me, Sir, that
this is a very serions feature in this proposition,and, as far as I am concerned, I regret that thisprinciple has been introduced in the Bill. I do notpropose to oppose the passage of the section,because I understand there is some arrangement
by which the banks have accepted it ; but I still

desire to express my opinion that it is a mistake in
regard to the best interests of the banks them-
selves, as well as in regard to the business of the
country generally.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not propose to
say anything on the question of policy, but one or
two questions of a legal character have been raised,
upon which, perhaps, I should say a word. The
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) called our attention to the inadequacy of
the provision in the Bill for the restriction of ille-
gitimate circulation, and he has already been re-
plied to upon sone of the points which he raised.
I would merely mention in this connection, that a
clause making it highly penal for the directors, or
any of the officers of the bank, to issue more than
the legitimate circulation, was drawn yesterday,
and will be moved during the progress of the Bill
in Committee. With regard to the constitutional
question which was raised in relation to the legis-
lation on the subject of "unclaimed balances," I
should venture to hope that the view put forward
by the lion. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
is not one which, on reflection, lie would be in-
clined to adhere to. I do not propose to enter
into an elaborate discussion at present, but merely
to say enough to show that the point lias not been
overlooked. I shall present in brief form, for his
consideration, and that of all the other members
of the House, the contrary view, which is one that,
I think, can be sustained on a more full and care-
ful consideration of the principle. The objection,
that we are interfering, in claiming the " unclaimed
balances," with the prerogatives and powers of
the Provincial Legislatures, and virtually changing
the devolution of personal property, seems to be
based on the theory that this Parliament lias
no control over civil rights. The provisions of the
Bill in that regard seem to me supported] by the
principle which is put forward on high authority,
that we have power to deal with civil rights,
and to deal with civil rights to the fullest ex-
tent, in so far as whole and complete legis-
lation is concerned, in relation to the subjects
over which this Parliament has jurisdiction. I
admit that this is not a provision in relation to
taxation, that it cannot be founded on any
principle which gives this Parliament the right to
tax the banks. It is a provision in relation to
banks and banking, if it is a provision within our
powers at all ; and this Parliament, and this Par-
liament alone, lias the power to constitute a bank,
to say what institutions shall carry on the business
of banking in this country ; and, having that
power, we have a right to say under what limita-
tions that business shall be carried on from time
to time, what rights the shareholders of the bank
shall possess in its shares, what liability they
shall incur, what limitations shall exist in relation
to their transactions, and even in what mnanner
the shares of the institution shall devolve, whether
as ordinary personality or otherwise. We have a
right further-as we have done in a number of
statutes referring to important matters under our
jurisdiction, such as works of a Dominion charac-
ter, promissory notes and bills of exchange-to
provide, even the civil procedure in our courts,
for everything that concerns banks and banking.
Although stating this in positive terms, I am not
putting it otherwise than simply as a statement of
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the view on which, I venture to think, the sound-
ness of this provision can eventually be sustained,
on a full discussion which we shall, no doubt, have
upon it in Comnittee.

Mr. CASEY. I very much regret that the hon.
Minister of Finance has not decided to adopt the
suggestion frequently made in this House and in
the press, that the Government should establish a
truly national currency. The issue of currency of
any kind is properly a function of Government,
and is in no sense a necessary function of a bank.
The true business of a bank, to put it briefly, is to
deal in debts. Genuine banking business consists
in dealing in debts which one person owes to ano-
ther, the collection of which is carried on in a
bank. To such an intelligent assemblage as this, I
need scarcelv elaborate that idea by pointing out
in detail how a bank does deal in debts. Every-
one knows that when a bank lends money on a
business transaction, it buys one man's obligation to
another, and takes the onus of collecting the debt
and thereby making a profit. The lending
of money by a bank does not in any sense involve
theissue of currency by a bank. Whenwe remember
that no bank in England, except the Bank of
England itself, has any power to issue notes at all,
and that the Bank of England is, so to speak, merely
a machine for issuing notes for which it has put up
an equal amount of gold, we can see that the power
to transform the bank's credit into currency is no
part of the lending business of a bank. I say, to
transform the credit into currency, for that is the
power our Canadian banks have. They do not
hold securities of any kind for their notes. They
are not coipelled to put up full security, even with
the Government, for their notes. They are allowed
to coin their credit, to turn their credit amongst a
mercantile community into a currency which passes
from hand to hand virtually as money for currency
which passes without question is to all intents and
purposes money. This is a privilege not possessed
by any banks in Great Britain, nor by any banks
in the United States. I cannot speak with such
confidence of the banks of other countries ; but in
those two countries it is recognised that a bank
has not a right to coin its credit and to issue
a currency based merely upon its own credit,
for that is what our bank n>tes are based upon.
If the bank is not known to be solvent, its
notes are of no value. The value of a note
depends entirely on the public estimate as to
whether the bank will be able to pay it on demand,
as expressed on the face of the note itself. Now,
Sir, I believe that the Government, which has
a credit vastly greater than that of all the banks
put together, should derive whatever advantage is
to be derived from this coining of credit into cur-
rency. This principle is recognised in England.
The Bank of England, althougLh compelled to put
up a sovereign for each pound, pays to the Govern-
ment a very handsome sum annually, I think
$200,O0, just for the privilege of printing and
issuing notes ; and if, following our somewhat
broader system here, notes are to be issued depend-
ent almost entirely on the credit of the issuer, I
think the advantage derived from that issue should
accrue to the Government and not to the banks ;
and the right to issue currency upon credit should,
consequently, be taken from the banks and be held
solely by the Government of the country. We have,

Sir Jons THoMPSoN.

to a certain extent, utilised our credit by the issue of
Dominion notes. I believe that no notes should be
in circulation in the country except Dominion notes,
or such as bear the direct guarantee of the Dominion
which would practically amount to the same thing.
I havt already explained to the House my views
on this point in some detail, and I shall go no
further in that direction than to say that I believe
the best method in which the nation could avail
itself of its credit would be by an issue of notes in
the nane of the Dominion, and directly payable
by the Government of the country, though not
issued directly by that Government, to the users
of the currency. In other words, the currency of
the country should be a Dominion currency,
issued by the Government, and circulated through
banks only. That is to say, I do not think the
Government should have the power of printing
notes whenever they think fit, and issuing them in
payment for publie works or for any liabilities of
the country as such. In this respect I would
restrict the present facilities possessed by the
Government for issuing notes. The issue of notes
by the Government in that direct manner is
practically a forced loan without interest, because
those who deal with the Government are com-
pelled to take these notes, and by such acceptance
of the notes, the Treasury practically effects a
loan on which they pay no interest. Now, I do lot
think that is a wholesome power to be in the hands
of any Government. It tends to foster extrava-
gance in the undertaking of public works or other
enterprises when the debt can be paid, for the time
being, merely by the issue of paper. Of course, in
the long run, our notes being on a gold basis,
they must be paid in coin ; and, therefore, our
system allows the Minister who has control of our
finances to incur at any time, lightly, debt, th e
payment of which may fall upon the Treasury un-
expectedly, and when it will greatly embarrass the
country to pay it. I conclude from these two lines
of argument, that the Government should be the
sole source of the issue, and the banks the only
means of distribution of the currency of the
country, and this currency being a national cur-
rency, being based on a promise to pay in gold,
being based on the credit of the country, should
be made a legal tender, payable as gold, on all
debts and obligations whatever. The scheme de-
vised by the Government to assure the secu-
rity of note holders, certainly does seem as
if in the long run, within a greater or less
time after the suspension of any bank, it would
secure the payment of all the outstanding notes
of that bank ; but I consider this scheme is one
scarcely fair to all parties, and certainly not
immediately efficient in maintaining the standing
of the notes of a suspended bank. I say it is
scarcely fair to all parties, because I do not con-
sider it is absolutely fair to undoubtedly solvent
banks to be called upon to contribute to a fund
which shall be temporarily used at least for the
payment of the notes of banks not able to redeeni
their circulation. I submit this is scarcely fair,
although it is probable the bankers may have
agreed to it, or else, I suppose, we should hardly
find such an important proviso in the Bill. But it
does not follow, because they have agreed to it,
that it is a fair or the most effectual arrangement.
It is quite possible that the banks might agree to
something which they do not consider absolutelY
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fair because it is preferable to the introduction
of a system which would deprive thiem of the
right to issue notes at all. Very probably, if they
accept this proviso, it is from some such idea as
that. The banks, of course, wish to retain the
power of issuing notes, and might probably agree
to something which would bear rather hardly upon
them in many cases in order to maintain that
power. Again, it is provided that the notes of a
suspended bank shall bear 6 per cent. interest up
to the time of payment, whether that payment be
made by the liquidators of the bank, or, failing
that, by the Government itself out of the redemp-
tion fund. Of course this provision is based on the
fact that the notes have become non-negotiable
securities, and that the holders are practically out
of their money until the notes are paid, and are,
therefore, entitled to interest. But this 6 per
cent. interest on the circulation of a suspended
bank is a pretty heavy drain on its assets, and
dimsinishes by that much the amount ultimately
payable to other creditors of the bank. It is
rather hard on those other creditors, that the bank
notes which constitute a first lien should bear in-
terest at 6 per cent., which interest must come
out of their share of the assets. It is clear, if the
Government issued or even guaranteed the circula-
tion of the country, there would be no necessity
for this 6 per cent. interest, for the simple reason
that the notes of the suspended bank would never
cease to be negotiable. No matter what might
become of the bank, the notes issued by it and
guaranteed by the Government would remain
perfectly negotiable and could be cashed at any
time, and there would be no necessity, and
indeed, no desire, on the part of holders to
cash them. They would be just as good after
the bank failed as before, and there would
be, therefore, no necessity to diminish the assets
of the bank by paying this 6 per cent. When
I spoke on my own motion with regard to this
matter in the early part of the Session, I ar-
gued that the Government would be amply guar-
anteed by a first lien on the assets of the banks, in
guaranteeing their circulation. This is true cer-
tainly of the banks as a whole, but might not be
true of individual banks. It probably would be
better, in every respect, if a scheme of national
currency were devised by which the banks
would be required to deposit with the Gov-
ernment a certain percentage of their circulation
in the form of Government bonds ; and I do not
think the percentage would need to be large. I do
not think that we need introduce the United States
system of requiring a deposit equal to the amount
of the circulation or anywhere near that. Pro-
bably 25 per cent. in addition to the first lien
would nake the Government perfectly secure in
guaranteeing the note circulation of any bank.
And the requirement of such a deposit of
bonds would have another good effect, apart
froin obtaining absolute security for the notesand an absolutely unifori currency throughout
tie Dominion. Such a requirement would induce,and, infact, compel the investinent of a considerable
amount of funds in Government securities, which
would be thus held in Canada, instead of being
sold abroad. Now, it is undoubtedly a great
advantage, that our public debt should be held athome, and that the Government should be indebted
to the citizens of our own country, instead of the

citizens of foreign countries. That principle is
fully appreciated in England, and in the United
States, where the National Bank system has com-
pelled a large, though, to my mind, an unneces-
sarily large investment, in the debt of the country.
I will now leave the question of a national currency,
with the simple repetition of the position I have
taken, namely, that it is as much the duty of the
State, and of the Government representing the
State- to issue and secure the absolute soundness of
all paper currency, as it is their duty to look after
and monopolise the coinage of metallic currency.
Every note allowed to be circulated in the country,
should be as good as the metallic coin circulated,
and should be under the same guarantee-
the guarantee of the Government and the State.
Regretting that this principle has not been appre-
ciated by the Finance Minister, that he has not
turned his great ability towards working it out in
its proper form ; regretting that he has had recourse
to the old patch work style of adding a few patches
to this legislation, I will leave that branch of the
question as to chartered banks. But I want to say,
in addition, that there has been room for a long
time for the introduction of a measure dealing with
a smaller class of banks than those which are dealt
with by this Act. I regret that the Finance Min-
ister has not introduced a measure by which small
local banks could be incorporated by letters patent,
without special Acts passed in Parliament, and by
which they imight obtain, on the deposit of bonds
or other securities with the Government, a certain
amount of currency from the Governrment for
local use. It is known to all of us who corne
from farming constituencies, that the farmers of
the country, although most of them are amongst
the most solvent people of Canada, are frequently
in need of small amounts for immediate wants.
They 'have no difficulty in borrowing $1,000 or
$2,000 on mortgage, but they find it difficult
to get $300 or $400 to use in harvest time,
or at other times when they need small sums.
The chartered banks object to deal with the
farmer, no matter how sure they may be of ulti-
mately receiving their money. They prefer to deal
with the mercantile man, with whom they find
they can turn over their money more rapidly than
they could if they dealt with the farmer. This
has necessitated the creation of a class of local
banks throughout the country, who lend ioney to
the farmer at whatever rates they can get a
bargain made for. They put the farmer's note
into the bank as collateral security, and get their
own note discounted in order to carry on the
business still further. The rate of interest oh-
tained by these private bankers from the farmers
is generally much larger than that charged by the
chartered banks to mercantile men. They get
froin 12 to 15 per cent., and sometimes a great
deal more. The local banker is thus a middleman
between the farmer and the chartered bank. He
gets money at about 7 per cent., and lends it to
the farmer at 12 per cent., putting in the farmer's
note as collateral in the bank. The local banker
is simply a middleman, and his capital increases
as a snow ball increases as it rolls along. Prac-
tically, it is the farmer's security which the bank
holds for the loan, and yet the bank will not deal
directly with the farmer, and the result is that
the farmer pays an enormous commission to the
private banker for acting as middleman between
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himself and the chartered bank. He, therefore,
probably bas to pay twice as much as any
man engaged in business in a town would have te
pay to a chartered bank for similar accommodation.
The same thing applies to small dealers in coun-
try villages who are unable on account of distance
to deal directly with a chartered bank, and have to
deal with the local banker instead. It appears to
be quite unnecessary that the farmer or the local
dealer should have to pay such tremendous rates
for the money he borrows when his security is per-
fectly good, and if the present class of chartered
banks do not care to deal with him directly, it
would be easy for the Finance Minister-the pre-
sent occupant of that position possessing such
great abilities-to establish a class of banks that
would be able to deal with this portion of the coin-
munity. It might be that no local banker would
be able to lend to the fariner or the small dealer at
the same rate as a chartered bank can lend to a
mercantile man, but still he could lend on reason-
able rates which would leave him a large profit.
It seems to me that something similar to the
scheme which prevails in the United States, of
national banks might be introduced in regard
to these local banks, though I admit that
system would not be applicable to the large
chartered banks. If any individual, or any
association of individuals, were to deposit in
the hands of the Government, say $100,000 or
$50,000, or any reasonable sum, and obtain letters
of incorporation and were allowed to hold a certain
amount of Government currency for circulation,
there is no doubt such a scheme w ould be taken
advantage of very largely throughout our
country districts. Even in places where no
one private banker had the necessary capital, two
or three would join together and enter into the
business. That would absorb a large amountof the
issue of bonds representing the debt of the coun-
try, and would afford much greater facilities to
the farmers than they now possess. They would
not take away anything in the long run from the
business done by the chartered banks, because all
these smaller lines of business ultimately flow into
the larger branches of commerce. Every dollar
the farmer borrows and spends augments the
business the merchant would do with the chartered
banks, and the same thing applies to all other
classes' of the community. The farmer and the
small dealer would get their money cheaper, and
the country would be advantaged by selling a larger
portion of its national debt at home. I hope the
Minister of Finance will, before next Session, try
to devise a scheme to carry out such a desirable
result. I understand that the escheat clause of
this Bill is to be so modified that it is not necessary
to discuss it now, but I desire to join my protest
with that of others against such a clause having
been introduced at all, because I do not think the
State bas any right to seize upon any deposits or
dividends, no matter how long they may lie in the
banks. I received a letter to-day from the mana-
ger of a bank in St. Thomas, in which he said he
had recently paid a deposit receipt which had been
outstanding for sixteen years. The audit clause,
I am glad to hear, bas been abandoned, and as to
the exact amount of the guarantee fund and other
matters, of course, discussion will take place when
we get into Committee.

Mr. CASEY.

Sir ÔONALD SMITH. When the hon. the
Finance Minister brought down the resolution on
which this Bill was founded, I addressed the House
very briefly ; I do not intend to speak long at
present, but I wish to say just a few words on the
subject. I said then that I could not agree with
the hon. gentleman that the proposition of 5 per
cent., as it then stood, would be efficient, or would
be of any benefit as a security in respect of all the
banks. I think so now, and I doubt very much if
the alteration made will have the effect of ensuring
security in any way. On the contrary, while I
presume it has been in a certain sense accepted by
the banks as a compromise, I hardly think that
the country will agree to the view that in having
5 per cent., and in having afterwards 1 per cent.
to leau on, the public will have what will secure
them against any important failure of any large
bank, or of any two or three small banks. How-
ever, it is a concession, and one which I am glac
to see the hon. gentleman has granted. As I said
before, I should greatly prefer, and I believe the
country also would prefer, that we had a
thoroughly secured currency. I do not know
but that the hon. gentlemen themselves, who
think it desirable to make this proposition, may
also be of the same opinion and that ultimately
we ought to come to that. I give them credit
for doing what they believe is best at the
present moment, but, of course, there are differ-
ences of opinion with regard to that. Suppose
that instead of honesty on the part of all the
officers of the banks, we have in some one or
more of those banks, cashiers or even some direc-
tors who may think that it would be weil to make
money honestly if they can, but to make it in any
way, and that they may put foward at a certain
time a great deal of money in circulation, far
beyond what they are entitled to do, what is there
to prevent them doing so? I would ask, could not
that be done ? Could they not put out bundles and
stacks of their currency throughout the country at
any moment they so desired ? The hon. Minister of
Justice has just told us that to provide against
any such felony, for of course felony we all agree
it would be, a stringent penal clause would be
enacted. True, it is very well to punish those
people, but in the meantime, where bas that money
gone ? 1How are we to recover it ? So that really I
think in this respect we are not in a very sure or a
very safe position with the 5 per cent. I am glati to
know that the Minister of Finance bas decided that
we are not to have that audit, which it wassupposed
at one time would do so much good, and would be
such a protection to the country. I feel sure that
it would be anything but that; it would be a
delusion, it would lure on people to suppose that
that they had a substantial audit, while they were
really having nothing but the appearance of one.
As to the Government taking up all outstanding
balances, I really think that is a point which we
might well have left alone. Is it the case in
England, or in any other country of Europe? Is
it so in the colonies generally, or in any other
colony except, I believe, one colony in Africa?
Well, are we so much wiser, are we so much
better accustomed to banking, or so much better
acquainted with banking, or with finances, than
those who have had to deal with these matters il
England and elsewhere for so many years, that we
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should wish to try this experiment? Are not
those moneys safe in the hands of any solvent
bank, and will they not be delivered up to the
proper owner when called for ? Is it not to be
supposed that they will take every proper means
of finding out to whom these moneys belong ? I
have no doubt that every good bank, every bank
that is honorably conducted, lias done so, and will
continue to do so, and that they desire to keep no
nioneys which do not rightfully belong to them.
Then, why find another set of trustees; and why,
instead of leaving it always in trust as it is at
present, should it be taken over by the Govern-
ment in trust at all, as it is proposed now
to do in a roundabout sort of way-I desire to say
so respectfully--so that it may fall into the public
treasury at length ? Surely there has been nothing
in the past in the conduct of our banks which
justifies that policy. If we find that it is not so
throughout the United States, if it is not so in
any other portion of the world, with the exception,
perhaps, of the Cape of Good Hope in Africa,
must we ignore everything that lias been done in
every other portion of the civilised world and go
to Africa to find means of imposing, what is, after
all, a sort of penalty on the banks ? If we do so,
should we not also go to some of those countries to
see w-hat greater priMileges are given to the banks
than are given to them in Canada ? Now, I trust
tlat the sense of this House, and of the country,
will be that we should continue in the future a
system which lias worked well in the past, and
that we should not attempt to take from the
banks that which we have no reason to believe
they have not administered well in the past. I
can conceive that it mîight be well, with respect to
those unelaimed balances, that when a bank be-
came insolvent, then they should pass into the
hands of the Governnent, not to be lost to the
shareholders, but that they should go to the Gov-
ermnilent to be taken to satisfy the claims of the
shareholders. That, I think, would be equitable
enough ; but to take the amount from the solvent
banks would, I think, be a very great injustice.
However, as I said at the commencement of my
remiarks, I desire only to say these few words at
present, reserving until the House goes into com-
Inittee such further observations as I may have to
offer.

Nr. KENNY. I was under the impression until
I came into the House this afternoon, that the
baiking system of Canada was the best we could
possibly have for the development of our country
aud for the advancement of our trade generally. To
the faults found with our present banking system by
sonie of the hon. gentlemen who have preceded me,
I desire to refer for a few moments. One of those
hon. gentlemen bas made the objection that the
banks have given enormous profits to their share-
holders. In this Assembly aremanyhon. gentlemen
who are shareholders of banks, and when they con-
sider the double liability which attaches to their in-
vestmient, and that the average dividend is only 7
per cent. per annum, I think it will be recognised
that there is not much in that objection to our bank-
mng system. I was under the impression that our
system was so nearly perfect, that in its revision,
it would be only desirable to secure the greatest
protection possible to the involuntary creditors,the note holders, and to make provision for the

negotiation at par of the bills of the banks in all
localities throughout the Dominion. That is
eninently desirable, and tiat, I hope, will be
attained by the Bill which is now before the House.
The audit clause, I am glad to find, has been
removed ; but it seems that it became necessary to
go as far as the Cape of Good Hope to in-
corporate a very objectionable clause in this
Bill. I refer to the clause which contemplates the
absorption by the Dominion Government of all
unclaimed balances. The Bill as it now reads
provides that at the expiration of eight years,
those balances shall be taken by the Dominion
Governinent. I do not know-I suppose we will
hear in committee-whether unclaimed balances
consist of current accounts only or if they also in-
clude deposit receipts, for which a deposit receipt
has been issued and which is virtually a demand
obligation on the banks. But, under any system,
I think, it would be most unfair that the Dominion
Government should insist upon appropriating to
the Dominion Treasury those unclaimed balances.
The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), in the
course of his remarks, if I understood accurately
the purport of his argument, endeavored to convey
to the House the impression that the American
banking system is a superior one to ours. The
banking system of the United States, we all know
was a war system, which was brought before the
American public under very peculiar circumstances,
and which, I contend, is in no way to be compared
to our own system. The hon. gentleman referred
to a stateient made by Mr. Knox, lately comp-
troller of the circulation. If I remiember aright in
a speech which Mr. Knox delivered in Boston in the
early part of the present year, that gentleman
stated that a currency not based upon Governnient
bonds, but based upon Government securities and
specie, provided a better circulation than a circul-
ation based solely on Government bonds. But it
seems to me we must go abroad to receive from a
foreign country the most emphatic approval of our
banking system. I find in the leading financial
journal of the city of New York, a very complimen-
tary reference to the Canadian banks. It is as
follows:-

" Incident to the renewal of the charters of Canadian
banks which expire in 1891, there appears to be a dispo-
sition, in certain quarters, to modify the existing law iu
respect to circulation.

" Taking it all in all, the Canadian banking system as it
now stands is a model of banking legisiation. The law
does not needlessly trench on the liberties of the banks,
and yet it provides safeguards that amply protect the
depositors and note holders. It bas so far worked admi-
rably for the convenience of the banks' customers and of
the public at large. Its provisions relating to circulation
have satisfied every requirement as to elasticity and
safety. While the banks, on the basis of their present
capital, have the power to issue about $60,000,000.of notes,
the actual issues have ranged between the maximum of
$36,000,000 and a minimum of $30,000,000; showing that
the liberal powers of issue have been exercised with con-
servatism and have not proved a temptation to inflation.
The entire freedom of the circulation to contact and ex-
pand in adaptation to the changing requirements of busi-
ness bas shown its beneficial results in a moderateness
and steadiness in the rate ofinterest previously unknown;
and no case of failure bas occurred in which the note
holders have failed to be paid in full.

" We know of no system that more closely conforms to
the best and broadest economie ideals of banking: none
better calculated to afford the largest possible accommo-
dation : none better adapted te insure a safe utilisation
of the surplus balances of the people, and none better
qualified to supply the daily fluctuating wants of trade
with a safe and convenient circulating medium.
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" Under existing law, the notes are a first charge on the
entire assets of the banks with the duplicate liability of
the stockholders added; and just what that means in
f lain fiues will appear from the followîng statement as
or November 30, 1889:-

Assets created by paid-up capital. .$60,190,000
Assets created by reserve funds or

"surplus "................. 20,'140,000o
Ail other assets...... ........ 172,650,000

$252,980,000
Double liability... ........... 60,190,000

Total......................$313,170,000
Then this New York paper goes on to say :

" The amount of notes outstanding at the same date was
$34,900,000; showing that the circulation was only 11 per
cent. of the amount of assets pledged as a first resource
for its redemption. The note holders of Canada need de-
sire no better guarantee than this ; and if they are wise
enough to learn from the unfortunate experience of their
neighbors in mixing currency arrangements with treasury
fnances, they will never permit resort to any such vitia-
tion of banking functions within their domain."

I think that is a panegyric upon the banking
system of Canada, which goes far to meet
the objections which have been raised by hon.
gentlemen in this Honse. But it is evident that
hon. gentlemen who contend that our Canadian
system is inferior to the American system are not
borrowers of money. If they were living to-day in
Montana or Dakota and compelled to pay from
1 to 2 per cent. per month for money, while
Canadians settled immediately north of those States
borrow all the money they require at 6 or 7 per
cent. per annum, they would then find there is a
great difference between the American and Can-
adian system. But, Sir, some hon. gentlemen seem
to imagine that there is great danger from the
failure of larger banks, and others from the failure
of small banks, and that the system which has
been adopted with the concurrence of all the banks,
of placing in the hauds of the Dominion Govern-
ment an amount of 5 per cent. upon their present
circulation, as a safety f und, is inadequate to meet
any dificulties which nay arise in connection with
the bank circulation. In my remarks I shall confine
myself solely to the bank circulation, becaute I
understand that the idea of the present legislation
is mainly to protect the involuntary creditor. The
article which I have just read from the United
States financial journal points out the amount of
our bank circulation, and the protection which we
have for that circulation. I find that on the 31st
March last, the circulation of our chartered banks
amounted to $31,704,281, and now let us see what
we had available to meet that circulation. I find,
Sir, in the bank returns of that date, that we had
on hand in specie, $6,128,388; in Dominion notes,
$9,741,402; in Dominion Government bonds, $2,698,-
783; in Provincial, British and foreign bonds,
$5,398,053, and there was a balance to the credit
of the banks, due to the banks of Canada from
foreign countries, of $10,393,027. From that item
I deduct the amount due to foreign countries by
Canadian banks, $193,921, and it leaves a balance of
$10,199,106 in their favor on that one item. Now,
these figures aggregate $34,765,732, or, we had in
these assets, immediately available, and in the hands
of the banks, $34,765,732 to meet a circulation of
$31,704,281. I desire to point out to my hon. friend
f rom Cardwell (Mr. White), who called our atten-
tion back to 1875, when the banks of Canada owed
$5,000,000 to foreign creditors, to the fact that to-
day, I am happy to say, the banks of Canada have

Mr. KENNY.

at their credit, in the hands of their foreign credi.
tors, the sum of $10,199,106. The hon. gentleman
may meet me by the statement, that money being
cheaper iu England than it is in the United States,
the Canadian banks have gone to England to borrow
money ; but when I look at the bank returns of the
31st March, 1890, I find that the Canadian banks
owed Great Britain $2,291,824, and there was due
to the Canadian banks from Great Britain $1,841,-
256, leaving a balance of indebtedness by all the
chartered banks of Canada to Great Britain of only
$450,568. Now, Mr. Speaker, if my hon. friend
from Cardwell (Mr. White), instead of travelling
back to 1875, had given us the condition of our
banks to-day, I think it would be more satisfactory
to the House. The opinion has been expressed by
the hon. member for Montreal West (Sir Donald
Smith) that the proposed system of making a
provision for the protection of the note holders will
not le deemed satisfactory either by the House or
by the country, and some hon. gentlemen expressed
the opinion that whilst it might meet the dificul-
ties in case of failures of small banks, it would be
inadequate to meet any strain which would be
imposed upon the banking system of the country,
by the failure of any of the larger banks. Now,
Sir, in order to inform myself on that point, I have
taken the trouble to look carefully into the circula-
tion of the five largest banks in Canada, excepting
the Bank of Montreal and the Bank of British North
America, and I find the following results:-

Merchants' Bank of Canada, circula-
tiou .......... ............$2,691,038

Canadian Bank of Commerce .... . 2,596,102
Molson's Bank............ ........ 1,558,618
Imperial Bank of Canada... ...... 1,328,232
Bank of Toronto..................... 1,322,611

$9,496,601
These are the largest circulations of any five banks
in Canada, with the exception of the two I have
named, and they aggregate $9,496,601. I have
examined the assets of these banks, in order to see
what they had to meet this demand liability, and
I find that these banks, on the same date, held the
following :-

Specie............ ........... ... $1,652,395
Dominion notes...................... 2,898,619
Notes and cheques in other banks.. . 2,105,070
Dominion Govdrnment stock and

other debentures.................. 1,329,747
Provincial, British and foreign bonds 1,149,248

I have examined the foreign indebtedness of these
banks, and I find that the balance due to them in
foreign countries, which, I assume, means prin-
cipally the United States of America and also due
to them from Great Britain, amounts .to $794,595.
Therefore, in these assets alone, which may be con-
sidered as cash assets, and largely immediatelY
available, these banks held $9,929,674 to meet a
total circulation, as I have mentioned before, of
$9,496,601. Whilst the total assets of these banks
amounts to $76,186,517, the circulation therefor is
only 12½ per cent. of their total assets, and if yOU
add to these assets the double liability for which
the shareholders are responsible you aggregate an
amount of $93,000,000, upon which the circulation
only amounts to 10 per cent. But some of my
hon. friends seem to be alarmed at the condition
of the smaller banks, and for my own information
-and I venture to trespass on the time of the
House to read it-I have examined into the con-
dition of the five snallest banks of issue in Canada.
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I mean smallest in the matter of circulation.
i have made this examination solely from the
standpoint of protection of the circulation, and I
find that the five chartered banks of Canada having
the smallest circulation on the 31st of March last,
are the following :-

Exchange Bank of Yarmouth.........$ 50,387
Banque St. Jean.. ................ 52,406
Commercial Bank of Windsor.......... 81,132
Bank of Yarmouth ................... 81,810
Banque de St. Hyacinthe.............. 147,208

Total .......... ......... $412,943

Now, I have heard hon. members of this House
contend that the greatest danger to our banking
system is the existence of the smaller banks of
('anada, and reference has been made to the very
small reserves some of these banks hold. I am not
here to defend the banks which hold very small re-
serves. I consider such banking business illegitimate
and irregular, very unwise and injudicious, and very
unsafe for the shareholders of these banks, as well
as for the general public ; but I do say, looking at
the condition of the five smallest banks of Canada,
that w-e need have no alarm as to their perfect
ability to meet their circulation. 1 find the assets
of these five banks, on the 31st of March last, to
be as follows:-

Specie.................................$ 54,059
Dominion notes........................ 64,494
Notes and cheques of other banks..... 32,623
Balances at credit of these banks in

Great Britain and foreign countries 127,643
Dominion Government bonds.......... 19,200
Foreign and Provincial securities...... 89,500

Total......................$387,519
I an surprised further to find that there was due
to those five smaller banks from other banks in
(anada, 8210,197. From this I deduct the indebt-
e-iness of these five banks to other banks éin Can-
ada, amounting to $4,142, leaving $206,055. This,
added to the above total of $387,519, makes their
total assets $593,574, or $180,000 in excess of their
circulation. So that I state unhesitatingly that,
'vith that condition of things-which hon. gentle-
men can verify by the returns of March last-we
need have no anxiety as to the safety of the circu-
lation of our smaller banks. But applying to them
the same principle as I have applied to the larger
banks, I find that the total assets of these banks
aoulonted to $3,602,089; so that their circulation
is only 11T per cent. of their total assets; or if we
take into account the double liability clause, their
circulation is only 6½ per cent. of their total
assets. Thus, the liability of these five smaller
banks is actually less than the liability of
the five large banks. Therefore, I hope that my
hon. friends who had some misgivings as to the
effect on the involuntary creditor of the suspension
of a number of our larger banks or a number of our
simaller banks, will realise that there is no good
ground for alarm. My hon. friend from Cardwell
(Mr. White) thinks our present banking system
fosters local competition. Well, Sir, I think that
's eminently desirable. If we had not this local
competition in our banking, we should have to pay
a very much higher rate for our money than we arepaying to-day; and if we adopted the American sys-
ten, which some hon. gentlemen recommend, Cana-
dian merchants and farmers would have to pay
a much higher rate of interest than they are nowpaying. There are other points in connection with

this Bill with which we may have an opportunity
to deal in committee ; but I contend that our pre-
sent banking system is admirably fitted to meet the
requirements of the commerce of our country.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is one of the most im-
portant questions that have been brought before
the Legislature during the present Session. There
is nothing on which the country more depends for
its prosperity and success than a proper and judi-
cious and safe banking system. We have got along
very well with our banking system in Canada in past
years. There have been occasional difficulties, but
those difficulties, as they have arisen, have been re-
moved every time theBanking Act hasbeen renewed.
Successive Governments have tried to remove fric-
tion wherever it has existed, either in the work-
ing of the banks or in regard to the security to the
public for the involuntary indebtedness which
people are bound to assume in accepting the notes
of the banks, as they have had to do in Canada.
I am sure this ]House must have been very much
pleased at the able exposition of the present bank-
ing system, and the relative character and standing
of the different banks, which the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Kenny) has given in the very able
speech he has delivered. But, Sir, it appears to
me that this question has thinned itself down to
one single point, as between the banks and the
public, or the Government and Parliament of
Canada. As I understand it, there were four
points to which, when this Bill was introduced, the
banks of the country took exception, and the public
also took exception. Three of those points have
been removed. The concurrent redemption of the
notes of all banks anywhere in the Dominion of
Canada was very much desired, and was not pro-
vided for in any previous Banking Act; but an
arrangement has been come to between the Gov-
ernment and the banks by which that is pro-
vided for in the Bill now under the consi-
deration of the House. There was nothing the
country wanted more than that. If a gentleman
from Ontario travelled to Halifax, he found that
the notes of a Western bank were at a discount
there; if a gentleman from Halifax or St. John
came to Montreal, he found a discount taken from
the notes of the Eastern banks there ; if he
went to British Columbia, he found 5 per cent.
taken from the notes issued in Montreal, while in
Montreal 5 per cent. was taken from the notes
issued in British Columbia. The next point about
which there was some discussion was the security
of the circulation. We have had a fair security
for the circulation of the banks in Canada in
past years ; but I must say I think the Govern-
ment have taken a reasonable precaution to give
additional security to the country for the in-
voluntary indebtedness the public have to accept
from the banks in carrying on the business of the
country; and, as I understand, the banks have
agreed to the terms the Government are proposing
to the House on that point. I need not recapi-
tulate the arrangement; it is that 5 per cent. of
the circulation of the banks is to be put
up as a security in case of the failure
of other banks. That is the point that
concerns the banks more than the general public.
What the general public have to deal with in this
case is to see that the currency which they are
bound to expend in the carrying on of the traffic
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and business of the country is properly secured to
them as in the ultimate result ; and that is, I now
understand, secured. Therefore, upon that point
there is no need for any further discussion. Upon
the next point, the different kinds of audit, I am
glad to think the Government have settled that
point. It is almost impossible to have an audit
which would be thoroughly reliable. Take the
case of some of our larger banks with thirty or
forty agencies spread throughout the country, how
would it be possible to have an audit. It would
have to be done in one day in the different places,
in order to have a perfect audit. It would be a
mere delusion, and I am glad the Government have
abandoned that proposition and have come to an
understanding with the banks in relation to that.
lt is not a question the public are affected by, as
the public are secured, and therefore need not
care whether the audit is a perfect one or not.
The last point about which there is likely to be
some discussion, is in relation to these unclaimed
balances. This is not exactly the stage of
the Bill at which we should discuss that
point, but while on my feet I may state ny
opinion about these unclaimed balances. I would
like to ask, what is the object of the Government
in seeking to take out of the hands of the banks
in which the people have deposited money, the
unclaimed balances for which these banks are
liable ? Is it for the purpose of revenue ? I can
see no other object. Under the securities which
are now provided in the Act, these uncla*n4ed
balances are perfectly safe, and may be called for
at any time. If it is for fear they will be outlawed,
let the Government put a clause in the Bill provid-
ing that the statute of limitations shall not run
against unclaimed balances in any chartered bank
in the country. That will secure them on that point.
If the Government think these balances are safer
with them than with the banks, they have either
given security to the depositors by the Bill, or they
have not. If they have not they should do it. If
they have, it is better for the public that the money
should remain where it is deposited. Otherwise,
after a lapse of years, a depositor or his heirs wpuld
have to come to the Government, and submit to
interminable delays and expense before he could
get what was due. I can see no possible reason
for asking that unclaimed balances shall be absorbed
by the Goverrnment, but I have been told the Gov-
ernment did this under the belief that it is the
custom in England. I am informed, however, on
good authority that no such custom prevails in
England. It is true that where the English
consols are paid as they are at the Bank of Eng-
land, deposits are made by the Government of
England in the Bank of England to meet these
consols; if after a period of years any of these
balances are unclaimed, the Government ask that
these moneys shall be repaid to them. Is that a
parallel case to the one the Finance Minister asks
this House to assent to? It is not. In the former
case, the Government are asking to have their own
noney repaid to then which has not been called
for, and they are quite right, but in this case the
Government are asking that the money of myself
and others or our forefathers, if it be uncalled for
in the course of five or ten years, shall be paid into
the hands of the Government to become the pro-
perty of the country. There is no reason
at all for this except one, and that is

Mr. MTTaELL.

that the Government are short of revenue, and the
amount of the unpaid balances is a sufficient object
to make them enact a law of this kind, which I
think would be actual spoliation, and L think this
House ought not to agree to it. There is no parallel
for it in any Government but the Government in
Cape Town, in the south of Africa ; and I think we
are much more able to legislate intelligently as to
the wants of the people than they are in a renote
colony like that, and much more likely to know
what is best in the interests of the country. This
is a question the public is interested in, and L think
it is not in the interests of the general depositors
who may choose to deposit their money in the
banks, that balances which may be left unclaimed
should be handed over to the Government. We
know that very often a man, on the birth of a child,
may deposit $100 or $500, only to be called for when
the child comes of age. Ls it to be said tiat this
money shall be paid over to the Government of the
country, and the person entitled to it shall have to
come and memorialise the Government and enploy
a lawyer, and be delayed probably fron week to
week before he can get his mnoney ? No ; let us leave
the money where the people deposit it. If it is
not safe there, make it safe. If it is safe by this
Bill, and the Government say it is, there can be
nothing short of the necessity of raising some mnoney
which can induce themrto submit such a proposition.
I can see no object whatever in taking fron the
banks these unclaimed balances and passing them
into the hands of the Government. I am glad to
know that harmony is likely to prevail in relation
to this Bill. We do not want unnecessary changes in
our banking laws ; we want to have safety and
security and permanency established in relation to
the currency of the country. We want to have
our banking laws disturbed as seldom as possible;
and if vie find in the past we have had a reason-
able amount of security and elasticity in the
system established under our Canadian Banking
Act, let us continue that system. Do not let us
alter or haggle with so important a thing as the
banking system. I, therefore, think the Govern-
ment would do well, as they have agreed to three
propositions, to agree to the fourth, and leave the
unclaimed balances in the hands of the banks
where they were originally deposited.

Mr. HESSON. I must confess I feel rather
disappointed in the Bill presented. I think ny
opinions are pretty well known as to what would,
in my humble opinion, be the best course to pursue
in reference to granting to the chartered banks of
Canada again the privilege of circulating their owl
bills. I am in favor of a national currency and a
legal tender issue, and I hold most firmly that it is
the duty of the Government to take that circula-
tion entirely into their own hands. They bave
gone a certain distance in that direction ; they bave
taken up the circulation of the ones, twos, and
fours. Let them go a step further and take up the
fives and the tens, and I beheve that would lave
very largely the circulation, at all events, in the
hands of that class of people who suffer most froi
the failures of banks to redeem their circulation at
a particular time. We all know well that no
security could be so satisfactory to the people as
that offered by the Government which should
take the responsibility of issuing the circula-
tion. The banks are in a perfectly sound
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condition, and can easily put up securities in
order to obtain all the circulation they require
for the wants of the trade of this country. Possess-
ing a paid-up capital of over $60,000,000, it can-
not be difficult for theni to acquire such Govern-
imîent securities, or other satisfactory securities,
specie or 4 per cent. bonds, or any other satis-
factory securities, in order to obtain all the circu-
lation they need. Their present circulation, on a
capital of more than $60,000,000, is about
S34,000,000 or $35,000,000, which, I believe,
covers the utmost wants of the people. If these
banks cannot find means to put sufficient security
in the hands of the Government to obtain a circu-
lation sufficient for the wants of the business men
of the country, there must be something very
strange about their paid-up capital. It may be
said that there are no Government bonds to invest
in. Why, in the British markets to-day, they
can obtain Dominion securities on as good terms
as they can obtain any other financial securities
iii the world. What has been the result of the
United States insisting on their national banks
putting up similar securities in order to obtain
the circulation ? It has been to put up the price of
the United States 4 per cent. bonds to 126. I
would be satisfied that the Government here should
issue dollar for dollar, that for every dollar issued
there should be put up Government securities at 4
per cent. The Government security would be there
to redeem that circulation at any time. Why should
we not allow the banks to issue to the fullest ex-
tent of their capital, so long as the Government are
satisfied with the security and it remains in the
hand of the Government? The bank would be earn-
ing 4 per cent. on that amount so deposited,
and it would be better to have that amount
paid to the banks here than to those who are
fortunate enough to hold our securities in Great
Britain. I have here the report of the Fourth
National Bank, which is one of the largest banks
in the State of New York. It appears that their
whole circulation is $180,000 upon a deposited
security of United States bonds of $200,000. That
is, 90 per cent. of circulation is obtained by the bank
putting up one hundred cents on the dollar in Gov-
erwnent securities. That bank, under its admir-
able management, has been enabled to do business
amounting to more than twenty-four millions of
dollars during the last year. In that amount I
find discounts and time loans, $7,752,000; demand
loans, $8,581,000 ; legal tender notes, $1,000,000,
and gold reserve, $3,640,000. Now there is a
bank carried on upon a gold basis. We boast of
our banks doing business on a gold basis, and do
not desire to disparage the standing of our banks,
but the management has been such that I am sur-
prised that more grievous disasters have not
fallen upon this country, because of the way
' which our banks have been compelled to carry

on their business. Otherwise, when the business
'en of the country needed assistance, the banks

could have come to the rescue, but the amount of
reserves they were compelled by law to keepwould prevent that. 1 have been asked to oppose
the audit clause. Four or five requests have been
muade to me, by letter and telegraph from bankers
in the west of Ontario, to oppose that clause. Atfirst, I thought that it would be in the interest ofthe people and the bankers as weîl to allow the
people to know the true state of affairs in each

bank, but I think the bankers are themselves
most likely to know the true state'of affairs. We
are aware that the banks have been compelled to
make returns from time to time to this Govern-
ment, and that serious disasters have often fol-
lowed just after favorable reports have been
made. I am, therefore, pleased that the Min-
ister has thought proper to withdraw that
scheme of audit as valueless and troublesoine. In
regard to the unclaimed balances, the same gentle-
men who asked me to oppose the audit clause
have asked me also, to oppose the clause affect-
ing this question. I cannot agree with them
in that respect. The banks have concealed
from the public the fact that there are any
unclaimed balances ; but I am inclined to think,
in consequence of the extraordinary efforts which
are being made by the banks to have this clause
eliminated, that there must be such balances and
that they are desirous of retaining them. If these
balances exist, there can be no wrong done in
allowing it to be known. We know that they hold
certain amounts on deposit, that they have certain
amounts of reserve, that there is a certain circula-
tion, and all other matters connected with the
affairs of the bank are made known to us, but we
have yet to hear that the banks have reported to
any one that they held unclaimed balances. It has
been said by the bon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Kenny) and others that these unclaimed balances
are safe in the hands of the banks. My answer to
that is a return brought down to this House show-
ing fourteen banks which have gone into insolvency
and have been wound up, and not one of those
fourteen banks made any return, either to the
public or to the Government, or even to the depo-
sitors, of their holding any such balances. It has
never been known what has beconme of those
unclaimed balances, and we have serious reasons
to believe that they do exist, when the banks
make such strong exertions to prevent the passage
of this clause. I think it would be no disgrace to
have it known that certain parties had funds lying
there to their credit.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. HESSON. When you left the Chair at six
o'clock I was referring to clause 89, with reference
to unpaid balances. The hon. member for Montreal
West (Sir Donald Smith) holds that they are at
present in the hands of the very best trustees when
they are vested, as they are, in the various banks
of the country. Now, in reply to that, as I said
before, I have the utmost confidence in the manage-
ment of the banks, although we have seen some
unfortunate wrecks occurring where all seemed, at
one time, smooth and successful sailing. I have here
a return of fourteen banks that have gone into liqui-
dation, and it occurred to me that if they held
unpaid balances, or unpaid dividends to stock-
holders, these claims might have remained for a
number of years without having any applicant, and
they were made over to friends of those parties
who, perhaps, were dead and gone, and the banks
were, at all events, none the worse in conse-
quence of that unclaimed balance remaining in
their hands. But they would have been unsatis-
factory trustees for the friends and relatives
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of the depositors, or those who might have
considerable interest in the payment of those bal-
ances. The banks I refer to will be remembered
by many gentlemen in this House. They are :
The Commercial Bank of New Brunswick, the
Bank of Acadia, Liverpool, N.S., the Metropolitan
Bank, Montreal, the Mechanics' Bank, Montreal,
the Consolidated Bank, Montreal, the Bank of
Liverpool, Liverpool, N.S., the Stadacona Bank,
Quebec, the Exchange Bank of Canada, Montreal,
the Maritime Bank of the Dominion of Canada,
the Pictou Bank, Pictou, N. S., the Bank of London
in Canada, the Central Bank of Canada, the Federal
Bank of Canada, the Bank of Prince Edward
Island, Charlottetown, P.E.I. Now, these banks
were at one time flourishing and successful corpor-
ations, and had large paid-up stock ; in many cases
they had good prospects, but they proved in many
cases to be unworthy trustees. Now, I hold that
the Government are altogether better trustees than
any bank corporations could possibly be. I have a
communication from a bank manager, amongst a
number I havé received the last few days, in which,
referring to clause 89, lie says :

" As to unclaimed dividends and depositors' balances
which it is sought to escheat, these are simply debts
due by the bank to its shareholders and depositors, and
no bank dare outlaw or plead the statute of limitations as

it is true, but they are too numerous to be over.
looked. As in the case of the Mechanies' Bank
when it failed, the people are led to believe that
these banks have reserves which make their circu-
lation equal to gold at any moment. I will pre-
sent the figures in reference to these banks in a
tabulated form :

Dom. T Notes
BTank. Special Nos.otal. in Circu- Deposits.

lation.

s $ $ s
Mechanies' 1,171 1,317 2,488 168,132 253,000
Cons'ida'ed 16,750 13,159 29,909 537,039 1,013,000
Exchange.. 1,718 5,022 6,730 380,218 1,715,000
London .... 16,386 19,911 36,297 155,970 2,138,000
Central.... 54,073ý 120,068 174,141 492,855 1,001,000

90,098 159,477 . 1,734,214 6,120,000

Bank.
Stock
Suib- se

scribed. 1serve.
Stock Dividend

Paid Up. Dvdn

a reason for non-payment.'' $ $ $ Per cent.
It may be there is not a statute of limitations ; it Mechanies'....... 1,000,000 ........ 194,797 57-57

ay be that they had not refused to pay their share- changa ,0925,000 - 2,00,920 F. 1
holders, and, so far as the shareholders are concern- London ........... 1,000,000 50,000 241,101 Full.
ed, the Government should not interfere; but, so Central............ 500,000 45,000 500,000 Full-86
far as the depositors are concerned, and parties who The Bank of Prince E. Island, capital paid up.. $120,000
were deeply interested through them, they may do do do liabilities........ 660,000
have suffered through men who nay have had some
peculiar notion as to the way in which they should
provide for their families. Suppose a case of Now, Sir, any gentleman who las brama can cal-
Smith depositing a thousand dollars to the credit culate what that represents. It is just about three
of some member of his family, to be paid over as a cents and a quarter on the dollar that they had in
marriage dower, or to some person when he or she gold to pay these unfortunate bill lolders and
becomes of age. The father or the friend has de- depositors, It may be said, and is said, that iu
posited that to the credit of a certain acco*unt, for the case of some of these banks the creditors were
a certain number of years, it may be ten or fifteen paid lu full. In tle case 6f the Meclanics' Bank
years before he thinks of interfering with it. The they had a paid-up capital of $194,797 and they
person who originally deposited the money may die paid back 57 cents on the dollar to the bil holders
before the end of the term, and it may be a matter 57J to the depositors. The Exclange Bank paid
that was known only to himself and the bank, no their circulation, but they paid ouly 4 per cent. to
one else may know anything about it. At present depositors. The Central Bank paid their circulation
there ià no way whereby we can reach cases of in full, and 86 cents on the dollar to the depositors.
that kind, because the banks hold they are not But what I wish to point out is this: that whcn
bound to disclose those things, that they are bound banks come to grief it is not the wealthy man who
to secrecy so far as depositors are concerned; and suffers but the poor man, the man wlo, perhaps,
that is perfectly right so far as general accounts goes with bis weekly wages to a store oua Saturday
are concerned. I do not know if any such cases niglt and tlen fixas that the bills lie las received
exist, but it looks to me very much as if there were for bis week's wages are worth only 30 or 40 cents
large items of this kind, when there is such a ou the dollar. Some speculator, however, is ready
tremendous effort made to have this clause drop- to buy tlem at that figure, and lie lolds them until
ped by the Government. I trust that the Govern- they realise par. This is an uniortunate state of
ment will not drop this clause, notwithstanding things, whicl the Government would avoid by tak-
that I have been canvassed against it by four or ing the circulation into their own hands. I hold,
five representatives of banks, both by letter and and 1 shaîl maintain it if I stand alone, that the
by telegram. If the bankÉ are safe trustees for Dominion Goverment las tle riglt to endorse
the people, surely the Government are much safer every dollar of tle circulation, and not only so, but
still. Now, I wish to give some figures relating to that every bil should be a legal tender for ai pur-
the fourteen banks that we find by the returns of poses. At the present day any one can refuse to ac-
this House have become insolvent and wound up cept a bank bull, because le las heard rumors iu re-
their business, showing that they were very bad gard to the bank or le does not approve of its man-
trustees. I do not wish the House to suppose for agement; there is ne law to compel a man te ac-
a moment that I am referring to the management cept a bank bull. I do net care low good the basis
of the banks in general. These are special cases, for the circulatior may be, there may be doubts as
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to the position of a bank, and in distant portions
of the country, and abroad also, bank bills are re-
fused except at 4 or 5 per cent. discount. As
I have shown, the specie and Dominion notes
held by five of the banks, when they closed their
dloors, would not pay three and a quarter cents
on the dollar. I maintain this would have been
avoided if the Government had taken up the cir-
culation of paper noney. We have at present a
)ominion issue, and no one will deny that that is

the best circulation, for the banks to-day esteem it
as a gold reserve. When discussing this question
before the Banking and Currency Committee of the
House of Representatives on 16th January, 1890,
Hon. J. Knox, late Comptroller of the Currency,
said:

" Owing to the rapid reduction of the circulation the
hanks have had on deposit with the Treasurer of the
United States since July, 1880, not less than $20,000,000 in
gold, for the purpose of retiring their notes. Since lst
January, 1886, the amount so held has not been less than
S42,000,00, and sînce lst May, 1886, not less than $61 ,000,-
(>00. From March, 1887, to Mardi, 1888, the amount was
over 5100,000,000, and since that period it bas at ail times
exceeded $70,000,000, which large sums on deposit in the
Treasury, without interest, have been of great service to
the Government in maintaining gold payments."

Thus Mr. Knox points out that there is on an aver-
age 870,000,000 of gold lying at the credit of the
banks which are entitled to issue circulation. Ihave
pointed out that the Fourth National Bank of New
York only had $180,000 of their own circulation,
but they did a business of $24,000,000, and they had
S4,000,000 of gold in reserve. If the Government
would take the circulation into their own hands
the whole country would be better off, and the
people would feel more confident in regard to the
circulation, and the results would be altogether
more satisfactory. The American banks, notwith-
standing what has been said about their reducing
their circulation, have been able to accumulate
large quantities of gold, and they find it cheaper
to take the gold and lock it away than to buy
Ainerican securities. The banks have only the
right to issue 90 cents on the dollar on the amount
of their paid-up capital, and they refuse to invest
lu Government 4 per cent. securities, for which
they have to pay a large premium as high as 26 per
cent. I beheve the United States Government have
been considering the propriety of issuing bonds at
21 and 2½ per cent. instead of 4per cent. The coun-
try and the Government would reap great ad vantage
by the Government taking the circulation into its
own hands, and I maintain that the banks would
then be in a position to lend money when the people
require it most. It is well known to business men
that when the time of depression comes and you
need the aid of the banks, you fail to obtain re-
lief. They have plenty of paper money, and
you will take itand give them the best security that
could be offered. Yet they are not at liberty
to give you discount, no matter how goodthe securities may be, for the agencies of strong
banking institutions pick up the circulation and
demand that it be redeemed in gold. Thus thebauks cannot keep out their circulation. If such achange were brought about here banks would beable to work up to their full limit of $60,000,000
circulation, instead of being limited to $30,000,000,
aun accordingly the banks would be better off andthe whole people would have the advantage,
Which is now deprived them, of a circulation at a
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much less rate of interest than at present, because
they are obliged to hold $10,000,000 of legal tender
notes and $6,000,000 in specie, or $16,000,000,.
which are locked up and don't earn a dollar. That
is done in accordance with the terms of their char-
ters. If the banks had greater freedom in soine re-
spects it would be better for the country. I am
sorry the Finance Minister bas not gone so far as I
had anticipated, but it may be the dawning of a
better day. No doubt young men will live to see a
legal tender issue by the Government, and I hope
still the Government will take further steps in that
direction. The late Finance Minister, I think it
was, went a considerable distance in that direction.
He first took up the issue of ones and twos, and
then of fours. and I hope the present Finance Min-
ister will yet take up the issue of fives, and then of
tens, and in this way the result so much desired
will be accomplished.

Mr. WALDIE. ln the discussion that bas taken
place on this question, the attention of the House
bas been drawn to the character of the circulation
in the United States, and several commendations
from the ministerial side of the House as to that
system of bankiug have been made. I am quite
satisfied that the system of banking in Canada is
preferable, for the people of Canada and for the
commerce of Canada, to the system of the United
States. I am very much pleased that an arrange-
ment bas been made, and will be embodied in the
Bill we are now discussing, by which the objec-
tions to our circulation have been removed.
The objections to our circulation were that the
holders thereof could not couvert it at all points
throughout the country. This having been re-
moved, and the banks having come to an agree-
ment with the Minister of Finance on the subject,
I think that our circulation is in one of the best
positions that the circulation of any country could
be in. It has pliability, it can be increased when
the large quantity of products in this country are
being marketed. It bas greater power of expansion
than bas the circulation of a currency based on
the deposit of public securities, which is limited in
its amount, and the disadvantages to the Govern-
ment are not so extensive as the House would be
led to believe by the remarks of the hon. gentle-
men who favor national currency. ln our circula-
tion of $30,000,000, there is at least 30 per cent.
held as a loan made to the Government upon which
no interest is being paid. Against the $30,000,000
or odds at present in circulation, the banks are
lending the Government about $9,000,000 without
receiving any interest. They are carrying Domin-
ionnoteslocked up in their treasury, which are Gov-
ernment circulation, and which are not used, and
the Government have the benefit of that money in
consideration of the privileges of circulation the
banks have obtained under their charters. In
order that every one may feel that the circulation
is based upon safe principles ; in addition to the
30 per cent. of the Dominion notes, the banks are
carrying 20 per cent. in gold, and an additional
sum in other Government securities, so that there
is really over 50 per cent. of available assets in
gold, Government notes, and Government securi-
ties represented, as against the circulation. When
the banks have agreed among themselves to re-
deem the notes of other banks, I think that every-
thing bas been done in that direction that the
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éotntry demanded, and I think that the Govern-
nent deserve credit for having succeeded
in meeting the proper and right demands of
the country in this matter. I do not think any
danger will arise to thE larger banks from this ar-
rangement whicl has been entered into. Five per
cent. upon our present circulation is a million and
a-half dollars, and there are only three banks in
the whole Dominion which each have a circulation
exceeding a million and a-half. I do not think
that any danger will arise from this in the near
future. The protection afforded being satis-
factory to the banks, I believe it ought to be
satisfactory to the country also. Then as to the
banks themselves. The House should remem-
ber that a bank which tries to force its cir-
culation beyond the proper extent is immediately
met by the other banks taking that circulation
and returning it whence it was issued, and draw-
ing against it for exchange or gold. It is only
during the period of the transmission of that money
that the risk is run of the larger banks suffering
by the over-issue of the snaller banks. Now,
with regard to the dangers of an over-issue, I
have listened to the remarks of the hon. gentle-
men who have addressed the House on this sub-
ject, and I do not think there is much danger of
an over-issue, but against any possible danger that
may arise in this direction, the Government have
provided very severe penalties-I think unreason-
ably severe penalties. I have confidence in the
management of our banks as a whole. They are
not only safe to obey the law of the land in the
amount of circulation, but they are also safe cus-
todians of the deposits that have been placed with
then. I think it would be unwise on the part of
the Government to disturb the custody of these
deposits in these banks, and I believe that the
proposition to do so has not been called for. A
statement has been made that it was at the re-
quest of the Montreal Board of Trade that provi-
sion is introduced; that unclaimed balances should
be appropriated by the Dominion Government.
As against that proposition I have in 'my hand,
and I will read it to the House, a resolution passed
by the Council of the Toronto Board of Trade,
which takes an entirely different view of this
matter. It reads as follows:-

"'1fe UNCLAIMED BANK DEPOSITS, DIVIDENDS, &c,

"TORoNTO BOARD oF TRADE,
"CoUNcIL MEETING,

" 26th February, 1890.
"Moved, seconded and resolved: The attention of the

Council having been drawn to the resolution passed by
the Montreal Board of Trade in April, 1889, calling for
legislation to compel all corporations, individuals, trus-
tees, executors, &c., to send legal notification to the

such legislation as has been sBugested he grantedand
order that a copy of this resolution be- fe.rarded to the
Minister if Finanee.-Carried."

This resolauton was carried by the Camcil of the
Board of Trade of Toronto, and is ii drect oppo-
sition to the resolution that was carried some time
ago without discussion by the Montreal Board of
Trade. The Montreal Board of Tradé- intended
their resoIution to apply to all unclaimed amounts
and balances, no matter in whoaeý hands they were,
and was not intended to apply to banks alone. 1
believe that the banks, having been made the cus-
todians by the depositors, are entitled to retain
the custody, at least, until sone more substantial
reason is given against the principle. than a casual
resolution passed by a Board of Trade. There are
other reasons against this provisionm There is no
such legislation in Englandl nor in the United
States, as has been stated, and these are two
countries which are referred to very frequently in
our legislation. In addition to this, it is looked
upon as an assumption of power by the Govern-
ment of tbis country, and gives to the legislation
of this country a degree of instability whicl
should not attach to it. I hold in my hand a
newspaper published in the city of New York, the
Mail and Express, dated Wednesday, April 16,
which bas an article with the following heading:-

"A Canadian grab-The outrageons Banking Act intro-
duced to Parliament-A scheme to rob the people-It
provides that all deposits remaining une-laimed after
three years shall be turned over to the Minister of Fi-
nance for the public uses of Canada-The depositormight
recover it later if he had great luck."

After quoting the portions of the Act bearing on
the subject, the article says :

" LOOKS LIKE SPOLIATION.

"This seems to be an attempt at downright spoliation
on the part of the Canadian Government when they enact
that, after so short a period as five or eight years, they
should seize unclaimed dividends and deposits ' for the
public uses of Canada.' The joint stock banks ofEngland
and Scotland, some of which date back nearly two hun-
dred years, hold all such moneys sacred, and no Govern-
ment of Great Britain has ever dared to seize any so-
called'unclaimed' funds. The United States Govern-
ment have never made any such demand on their banks,
and, in fact, Congress would never allow such a measure
of spoliation to pass, being the guardians, as they are, Of
the rights of the people.

" It is known to many officials of the old New York
banks that claimants or heirs of old deposits or dividends
will now and then appear, after from ten to fifty years or
more have elapsed. The banks and people of Canada are
likely to stoutly resist any such attempt at spoliation as
that quoted above. The Canadian Government, whose
high credit is undoubted, is inconsiderate to suggest such
an enactment, as it damages its own good name by
seeming to resort to such devices to raise money. The de-
positor who placed his money in a good bank for security
and interest would find it no easy task to recover it if,
after a few years, he found it liad been appropriated 'for
the publie uses of Canada,' as the Act so benignly puts it."

yAIS pf p ,so -o---1 Jnividual, trustee or executor, is indebted, of the amount
due to such person, if the account between the parties has
remained unchanged for three years, and to compel such ating uncalled fer deposits and dividends, I Wl11

corporation, individual, &c., to advertise in the news- support the measure now before the fouse. In
papers of the place where the account between the parties the course of this discussion, sone unfair cviti-
was opened, of the existence of such indebtedness, and to -
compel returns to be furnished to the Government of the cosss have been made of our banka, witl regard
particulars of sueh indebtedness. This Council is of to the proportion of their liahilities to their secu-
opinion that any such legislation would seriously inter- rities. I may say that it is possible to make that
fere with the privacy of contract, would disclose the con-
fidential relations between institutions and their enter than it really ouglt te
depositors whose accounts often remain unchanged for ha, by taking large deposits made on Goverumellt
a long term of years, would, lead to encourage claims account at certain periods, and taking the returna
being made by impostors, would entail unnecessary cf the bank at tbose periods, and drawing an
expense upon the parties interested, and is not a matter
falling within the legislative powers of the Dominion
Parliament. This Council is further cf opinion that no sure reasonable to trust the banks of Canad&
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with the monetary affairs of this country than to
load on the Governiment further responsibilities
and duties in that respect. The Government now
have the responsibility of levying on the people
nearly $25,000,000 to meet the interest on the
public indebtedness, and I ani afraid that if trade
does not improve, they might, if they took any
further control of the finances of the country,
cause greater stringency than at present exists.
I trust that the Banking Act will be shorn of that
clause to which I have referred, and will be adopt-
eCd by the House.

Mr. COCKBURN. I regret to observe on this
side of the House a disposition to regard as un-
satisfactory the present monetary system estab-
lished in Canada. For myself, I know no system
of banking better adapted to the wants of a young
and growing country-none which could have so
well kept pace with its rapid development, and
none which is better suited to still further promote
that development. The banking system of Canada
is based to a great extent on that of Scotland, and
I think it will be acknowledged on all sides that
while in England, in France, and in Germany there
have been commercial convulsions which have torn
those countries asunder, Scotland has been well
guarded against similar attacks. We have been
referred, strange to say, from this side of the House
to the United States, as the country from which
we might get an example of a monetary system,
which we might wisely follow. Now, Sir, I have
taken the trouble to look into some points connect-
ed with the United States banking system, and I
desire, in the few remarks I have to make, to con-
fine nyself mainly to this aspect of the case. I
find that as far as the percentage of gold or legal
tender is concerned, we need not trouble ourselves
mnuch about the comparison. To a banker the im-
portant question is not the percentage which he may
hold of gold or legal tenders,'or both, but the ques-
ti on in his mind really is how readily he can convert
his assets; and when you see the fori in which
our banking assets are held, as was shown by the
lon. meiber for Halifax (Mr. Kenny) this even-
ing, you will concede that every provision has been
made that a Government can make, for the
inunediate and secure redemption of any notes
issued by the banks. When a Government has
gone the length of securing that every note issued
by a bank shall be paid in coin on demand, it has
gone the length of its duty ; and in my opinion the
less the Government interferes with the banks after
it lias secured that object, the better for the banks
and for the commerce of the country. With regard
to the United States system, I do not think any
person in that country occupying a prominent posi-
tion in economic science now holds that that system
ouglit to be retained any longer than is necessary
to replace it by some so-ealled national currency
secured in a quite different manner, far less that it
ought to be considered worthy of being adopted in
any- other country. It was the creature of the dis-
tressing circumstances of the great civil war, a
state of affairs which I trust we shall never see in
this country. In 1862 there existed some 1,500bauks chartered by the varions States, all more orlest weak, and all unable to support the Govern-
ment in the dire crisis of the civil war upon which
they had entered. The result was that the Govern-
ment themselves were compelled to find the sinews
of war and to issue $400,000,000 of legal tenders
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and a much larger sum in bonds. The legal
tenders were put out at the same time that
the 1,500 banks had their notes out. The
result was that in the conflict between the
greenbacks and the notes issued by the banks,
the banks were, perforce, compelled to suspend pay-
ment. When, in 1863, Secretary Chase and Presi-
dent Lincoln formed the present banking system in
the United States, if you can call it a banking
system, it was not with the idea of establishing a
permanent system adapted to the commercial wants
of the country, but to save the life of the nation by
forcing the issue of the new national notes. A
currency should be the outcome, not of the wants
of any Government or of the supreme denands of
the war department in a special crisis. Such crises
must be met by the particular devices of the time.
A currency ought to be the outcome simply of the
commercial wants of the country, and be commen-
surate with the volume of trade ; it ought to repre-
sent the flux and reflux of trade; it ought not to
be in the formi of a solid, immovable mass, as you
find it in the United States, so that at times when
the trade rises to a certain point it is utterly im-
possible to obtain enough money at any price ; but
it ought to be founded, as our Canadian systemi is,
on the expansion and contraction of the trade of
the country. When Secretary Chase brouglit for-
ward this measure, he found that if they were to
carry on war against the Southern States, they
must have the means at their command ; and accord-
ingly in 1863, this systerm was devised. He attained
his object by the new bank circulation based upon
Government bonds, and the system of fixed money
reserve. The assistance thus afforded the Govern-
ment may be seen by the fact that in 1866 the
national banks held no less than $200,000,000 in
legal tenders and over$330,000,000 in bonds. And
what amount of specie, of which we hear so much as
being the basis of this system, had they to guarantee
this issue? Why, to maintain those $530,000,000,
they had only $9,000,000 specie. As far as actual
cash held by the banks can be taken as an evidence
of strength, we can bear comparison with any other
country. The proportion of specie and legal ten-
der to liabilities in the United States is about 121
per cent. leaving out the legal note issues; in
Canada, t'he proportion against all liabilities, includ-
ing note issues, is about 10 per cent. In England
the reserve of cash, including cash balances, is only
10-30 in the ordinary London banks ; in some of
the city banks they have only a cash reserve of
seven, and in others it is as high as fifteen. But
the average actual gold reserve held in England is
said to be much less than 10 per cent. The ques-
tion may be asked: why is it that in Canada we have
so small a gold reserve ? Well, that is a question I
leave the Governmnent to answer. The Governnent
have taken fromn the banks already ten million dol-
lars in gold; that is to say, the banks have paid
ten million dollars gold and received in return ten
million pieces of paper called legal tenders or
Dominion notes. On these notes the banks are not
receiving a dollar of interest, while in the United
States, the banks receive a certain per cent. return
on their deposits with the Government, in exchange
for the legal tenders issued to them. In Canada
the banks are handicapped to that extent that they
have given about ten million dollars gold supposed
to be lying in the Dominion Treasury, for which
they have received ten million dollars legal tenders,

3845 3846[APRIL 23, 1890.]



[COMMONS] 8

and at the same time there are in circulation, in the
smaller denominations of ones, twos, and fours,
some five million dollars. If the banks had not
been compelled by the G overnment to put up these
ten million dollars, they could now have in their
strong safes over ten million dollars of gold. Some
one has spoken of the large profits obtained by
Canadian banks. There are no banks in the British
Empire so weighted down, in one way and another,
as the Canadian banks. Let me read to you from
the Bankers' Magazine, how matters stand in Great
Britain. I find that the aggregate deposits in the
British banks reached no less a sum than $3,000,-
000,000, and that these represent in proportion to
the aggregate capital and surplus profits 5'95. That
is to say, that the deposits in the banks in England
amount to at least six times the capital and the sur-
plus, or they are about nine times the amount of the
paid-up capital. How is it in Australia ? There
the aggregate capital of the banks is $83,750,000,
and the aggregate deposits $683,000,000, so that
the banks hold $8.15 in deposits for every dollar of
capital they have subscribed. This is taken from
the Bankers' fagazine of August, 1889. In the
United States, I find from the Comptroller's ac-
counts of 1889, that the aggregate capital of the
banks was $612,584,000, and that the proportion of
the deposits to the capital is $3. 10 to every dollar
paid up. How is it in Canada ? We have
$60,200,000 of aggregate bank capital, and our
proportion of deposits is only $2.19, or 2½ times.
Yet, still we have those weights put upon us,
loading us down, of paynents having to be made
in a manner out of capital, before we can touch
any profits. Let us never forget that all restric-
tions upon banks are taxes upon the public.
Well, what have the profits been? I find fron
the Comptroller's report of the United States
National Banks that, during the year 1889, they
paid dividends averaging 8 per cent. Our Gov-
ernment returns show that the Canadian bank
dividends have averaged 7-11. If I put to-
gether the statements of the leading banks of
England, including the Bank of England, I find
the average dividend is 12-79. Leaving out
the Bank of England, the average would be a great
deal higher, as the Bank of England is the central
depot for the reserve of gold, and it is obliged to
keep a much larger gold reserve than the others.
The highest dividend paid by any Aùnerican bank
was 100 per cent. last year. The highest dividend
of any Canadian bank was 12 per cent., and of
any English bank of which I have any knowledge
20 per cent. The hon. niember for South Perth
(Mr. Hesson) held before us a paper, showing
the failures which had taken place in Canada
since Confederation, and which he had extracted
from a return submitted to this House. But
I read a different story from that return to that
which the hon. gentleman gave us. I see- in it
signs of encouragement. What do I find ? I find
that since Confederation there have been thir-
teen banks which have more or less failed. Nine
of these have failed, and four of them have gone
into voluntary liquidation, but I find that every
one paid its note holders in full, with the excep-
tion of the Mechanies' Bank, which paid only 57
per cent., and it would have paid the note holders
in full had the prior lien on the assets then existed,
and the saie precautions taken then with reference
to the management of banks which are taken now.
With reference to depositors, I find every bank paid
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in full with the exception of the Mechanies' Bank,
which was in existence before Confederation, and
it paid 571 per cent., while the Exchange Bank
paid its notes in full and 64 per cent. to the de-
positors, and the Central Bank of Toronto, whici
is still in liquidation, has already paid its notes in
full and 86§ per cent. to depositors. This is a
record of which we may well be proud. When we
turn to the United States, which have been held
up to us as an example, what has taken place there
silice 1863 ? The total number of national banks
organised since the 5th February, 1863, is 4,148,
of which 3,319 are now in operation, 829 having
disappeared from the national system. These are
accounted for as follows :

Passed into voluntary liquidation to wind
up their affairs......................... 542

Passed into liquidation for purpose of re-
organisation........................... 79

Passed in liquidation upon expiration of
corporate existence.................... 79

Placed in bands of receivers............... 130

830
Less restored to solvency and resumed

business................................ 1

Total passed out of system, ................ 829
Thirty-eight of these have been reorganised. With
reference to these banks which have failed since
1863-three years before Confederation-what are
the returns ? The note holders, of course, were
paid in full, because the Government held the
securities put up by the banks. But, how were
the depositors treated ? With two exceptions, the
depositors in Canada were paid in full. ln the
United States, since the organisation of the Na-
tional Banking system 130 banks have failed
thereunder, paying dividends to creditors-not to
shareholders-as follows:-

Banks Paid Banks Paid
Failed. Div'd. Failed ]ii'd.

49.............100p.c. 4 .........58P.C.
1......... .........57
1........ ...... ........51
i......... .........50
2......... .........49
1.........93 1.........4
3.........90 1.........47
2.........89 .........46
1.........88 4.........45
1..............85
1 .............. 82.........42
2...........81 1.........41
1.........80 4.........40
1.........79 1.........39
1.........78 2.........38
1.........77 1.........35
i.........76 1.........34
2..........75 1.........30
i.........74 1.........28
1.........73 1.........27
1.........70 2.........25
2.............68 1 ......... 24
1.............67 2 ......... 23
1..........66 1.........20
1......... 65 1.........17
1.........64 1.........15
1 .............63 2. Unreported.
1....... .....62 -
4...........60 130

That should be sufficient te show that we ought te
ho content with the systein which lias beeti s0
signally successful in Canada, and that we should
net feel any tenaptation te, faîl back on a systein
which lias produced such a result in the UJnited
States la se short a turne. Here is a returu of in-
selvent National Banks showing the progreli ef
liquidation during the year ending the lst N ovei-
ber, 1889, with t he dividends paid te the depesi-
tors ini each case :
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DIVIDENDS paid to Creditors of Insolvent National Banks during the past year, with the total dividends in each
case, up to 1st November, 1889.

DIVIDENDS PAID DURING THE PASTYEAR. Total Propor-
Name and Location Date of Dividends tion oof Bank. appointmnent of pai d Interestfe.Receiver' Per Depositors. paid De-Date. Amount. cent. positors.

$ ets. Per cent. Per cent.

Lowell National Bank, Lowell, Mich.... Sept. 19,1888.. Dec. 1, 1888.. 35,893 25 40' 40'
do do ............... April 20, 1889.. 45,166 57 50' 90.

First National Bank, Auburn, N.Y...... Feb. 20, 1888. Dec. 17, 1888.. 76,597 04 10' 35'
do do ...... Feb. 19, 1889. 39,433 51 5' 40'
do do .. .... .. ........ Mar. 27, 1889.. 39,542 18 5' 45'

State National Bank, Raleigh, D.C......,Mar. 31,1888.. Dec. 20, 1888 . 31,072 50 10' 30'
do do ................ Feb. 16, 1889.. 32,307 45 10' 40.
do do .................. June 3, 1889.. 16,303 23 5' 45

Second National Bank, Xenia, Ohio.... May 9, 1888.. Dec. 29, 1888.. 68,387 16 20' 100' 100'
First National Bank, Corry, Pa.......... Oct. 11, 1887.. Jan. 31, 1889.. 43,502 61 25' 75'
First National Bank, Buffalo, N.Y...... April 22,1882.. Feb. 5, 1889.. 4,473 45 '50 43'50
Peoples' National Bank, Helena Mont Sept. 13, 1878.. Feb. 12, 1889.. 1,189 72 '7285 40'7285
First National Bank, Bozeman, Mont..*. Sept. 14,1878.. Feb. 12, 1889.. 403 65 '575 98'925
National Bank of Sumter. S.C.. ... ..... Aug. 24,1887.. Feb. 18, 1889.. 15,067 86 20' 100'
Lancaster National Bank.Clinton, Mass. Jan. 20, 1886.. Mar. 22, 1889.. 34.316 25 20 90'

do do .. .............. Oct. 15, 1889 . 17,158 07 10' 100.
First National Bank, Livingston, Mont.Aug. 25, 1884.. April 1,1889.. 5,264 41 20- 95'
HenriettaNationalBank,Henrietta,TexAug. 17, 1887.. April 20,1889.. 12,502 75 10' 100' 100'
California National Bank, San Fran-

cisco, Cal........ ..................... Jan. 14,1889.. April 27, 1889. 292,882 23 65· 65°
California National Bank, San Fran-

cisco, Cal .......... .............................. Aug. 31, 1889.. 45,182 71 10' 75'
Pacifie National Bank, Boston. Mass... May 22, 1882.. May 3,1889.. 47,942 14 2' 57'
Mechanics' National Bank, Newark,N.J. Nov. 2, 1881.. May 10,1889.. 129678 95' 4'885 66'135

do do . . .... .... ..... , June 22, 1889.. 33,694 58 1'27 67'405
FidelityNational Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio June 27,1887.. June 15, 1889. 388,280 84 10' 35'
lot Springs National Bank, Hot Springs,
Ark ....................... ....... June 2,1884 . JUne 29, 1889. 3,285 50 9° 100' 100'

Fifth National Bank, St. Louis, Mo..... Nov. 15, 1887.. Aug. 5, 1889. 108,601 75 10' 90'
First National Bank, Albion, N.Y...... Aug. 26,1884.. Oct. 1, 1889.. 109,959 22 28.50 28'50
Richmond National Bank, Richm'd, Ind July 23,1884.. Oct. 8, 1889.. 7,317 23 2' 73'
First National Bank, Anoka, Minn...... April 22,1889.. Oct. 14, 1889.. 21,040 68 30' 30'

$1,706,447 49

If you compare these statements in any way you years paid for money in New York I find that the

please, yon will find that, as far as the note-holders result has been this :
and the depositors are concerned, the position in
Canada is far better than the position in the United
States; and, therefore, I deprecate hon. gentlemen
asking ns to adopt a systemn which has produced
results so bad in comparison with our own system,
which is an admirable one, and is founded upon the
Scotch systen which has weathered many a com-
mnercial storm. Then, look at the manner in which
our banks, which are few in number, are disseminat-
cd throughout this country. We have only thirty-
four or thirty-five banks in Canada, but they have,
including lead offices, about 420 branches, which
are spread throughout the length and breadth
of the land, though they are under the control
of the powerful central institutions, so that the
same rate of interest is practically charged
fron one end of the country to the other. On
the same securities that you can obtain money in
Toronto at 6 or 7 per cent., you can get it beyond
the Rocky Mountains at about 1 per cent. more.
In the United States it is very different. Look-
ing at the rate of interest during the last nine

Year.

1st half 1880...
2nd do -
1st half 1881...
2nd do ...
1st half 1882...
2nd do .
1st half 1883...
2nd do ..
lst half 1884...
2nd do .
1st half 1885...
2nd do .
1st half 1886...
2nd do
lst half 1887...
2nd do
lst half 1888...
2nd do

C

Highest Rate.

P. cent. P. an'm'P. diem
2 6
1 6 M 144
2 6 1 371
2 6 12
2 6 52
1h 30 ..... 30
1 25 ........ 25
1 6 ii..... .. ! C,
1 5 3 1,100

4 . 4
4 . 4
1 .. 10

1 9 9,
1 10 . i 192
1 6 i 97
2 10 10
1 6 6
1 10 ........ 10

10
5
4
12
5

13
9

2

3
19
16
13

It is urged that these excessive rates are very
stldom paid, but it cannot be denied that this
table shows that they prevailed during portions of



3851 [COMMONS] 3852
113 weeks out of 468 weeks, or during about
25 per cent. of that time. It may be said that
these high rates were charged to stock brokers,
but generally stock brokers offer first-class securi-
ties, and those are the ainounts which they had
to pay. I ask if any such fluctuating money market
as that has been f ound in the history of Canada.
Such a fluctuating market as that is enough to
derange the whole commerce of the country. There
is nothing stable or settled about it. It is here
to-day and there to-morrow. I hope, there-
fore, that hon. gentlemen will be careful to go
through the figures which I have placed beforethem,
and to see if these offer a ground for supporting
the system which they advocate. We have now a
system admirably adapted to meet the demands of
the country by providing for contraction and
expansion. We know that large demands for
money are made at certain times by the community
on the banks for the purpose of carrying lumber,
produce, cattle or wool or other products of
the country, and there is comparatively no
difficulty in consequence of that, but in the
United States, with the solid iron wall which
has been erected there, the banks are unable
to meet those increasing demands, while our ad-
mirable system, based on the Scottish system,
enables us to meet all these crises, so that they pass
quietly over us, and we are almost unconscious
that they have existed. With reference to the
proposal that the Government should appropriate
the unclaimed balances, I regret to say that,
while I am at one with the Minister of Finance in
the general scope of the admirable Bill which he
has presented to us, I cannot agree with him,
that these unclaimed balances should, at any time,
be appropriated by the Government. The Bill says
that after a certain time, these unclaimed balances
shall be paid by the banks to the Minister of
Finance and Receiver-General on behalf of Her
Majesty, and shall be appropriated for the publie
uses of Canada. I could understand that the Gov-
ernment might, in strict legality, take the position
of trustees of these unclaimed balances and might
occupy the same position that the banks now hold,
but that the Government should actually appro-
priate these sums for the public uses of Canada,
and expend them on public build ings or canals, and
should place me in this position, that, if I wanted to
have niy money after a certain time had elapsed, it
would be necessary for me to go to the Treasury
Board, hat in hand, and beg them to recommend
by report to the Governor in Council to restore to me
by an Order in Council, the money I thought I had
safely deposited in a bank, is, I think, a claim
which no Gbvernment has a right to put forward.
The Government claims here all the dividends of
the banks which have remained unpaid for more
than five years. I think there is no reason why
they should not go a step further and claim,
on the same basis, all the stock which those
dividends represent. I trust the Minister may
see his way to make some arrangement, which will
probably effect the .object be has in view, which
I cannot suppose is to appropriate the few paltry
balances in the banks, at a time, too, when the
banks are to put up about $1,750,000 in connection
with the guarantee fund. I suppose his desire is
to establish some means by which in the case of
people who have left those balances and who
have since died, or whose existence is no longer

Mr. CocK.uxN.

known to the banks, their friends may be made
aware of the fact that such balances are lying
there. I think the whole object will be attained
if every year the banks make a return to the
Finance Minister of all sums that have been lying
in the banks unclaimed for at least the last ten
years, and about which there has been no coi-
munication between them and the depositors,
about whose identity or existence the banks nay
be in doubt. But that the bank should make a
statement of a private account between it and an
individual who is perfectly cognisant of the fact
that he has money there, and that this private
account should be divulged to the public, is, I
think, not necessitated by the circuinstances, and
is a requirement unknown in England and not im-
posed by the Federal or by any State Government
in the United States. I cannot but think if these
returns were made annually to the Finance Depart-
ment, and a register kept there of the names and
last known addresses of all persons having money
in the hands of the bank, the owners of which the
bank did not know, the object would be obtained,
and people would understand at once that in the
Departmer.t at Ottawa they could see at a glance
the names of all those persons, and that they
could obtain all the required information at
the banks. I hope that as the Finance Minister
has so graciously yielded the point with refer-
ence to the audit, he will take into his
serions consideration the propriety of adopting this
proposition with reference to unclaimed balances.
I would also draw attention to another point. I
doubt very much whether it would be competent
for this Parliament to override a provincial law
in a matter of this kind. It appears to me that it
would be an attempt on our part to override the
decisions that have been arrived at, for instance,
iii the Mercer and other cases, with respect to
property. No doubt that was a matter of real
estate and this is a matter of personal estate, but I
think the same law will apply to both, and that it
would be beyond the competence of this House to
appropriate, for the public uses of Canada, money
that had been handed over to any bank for safe
deposit. If we were to do so, we should, in
justice, also require all the loan companies of
Canada to give in their returns, we should
want the Government Savings Banks to give up
what they have, and all the courts, all the
trustees, all the corporations, ail the executors,
everyone, in fact, who had, in any shape or
form moneys that did not belong to him, and the
real owners of which he did not know. With
reference to other points in the Banking Act which
are matters of detail, I shall refer to them in the
committee. As this is a question in which neither
party is seeking to gain any political advantage,
Ifeel assured we may expect assistance of bon.
gentlemen opposite in making such a Bill as will be
commensurate to the wants of the country, and
will keep our finances on a sound basis, and con-
tinue them in the same sound channel in which
they have hitherto run.

Mr. DENISON. I wish to say a few words with
regard to only one clause. I refer to the unpaid
balances. It seems to me there is a strong pres-
sure from the banks to allow theni to keep these
unpaid balances. I cannot agree with the hon.
gentleman who last spoke that it is only a paltry
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sum that is in question, for if the sum was a

paltry one, you would hardly see the banks mak-
ing such strenuous efforts to retain control of
it. The hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) I think, instanced a case where a child
might have money put into a bank for its use.
That is covered by the latter part of clause 89,
which says:

" Provided always that in case of moneys deposited for
a fixed period, the period of five years above referred to
shall be reckoned from the date of dete rmination of such
ixed period."

There is no doubt, therefore, that that particular
instance, which was put forward with the idea
that it was a strong point, has no weight what-
ever. Now, the question cones up, who is best
entitled to these unpaid balances ? If they are
unpaid, it is either because the general public are
not aware of the balances lying there, that the
prties are dead, or for some other reason. Who
are best entitled to that sum ? I consider, of course,
that the Government who represent the public,
have the best right to these unpaid balances,
inistead of the bank which is composed of certain
individuials. It is said there is no other precedent
for this action but that of a colony in South Africa,
but if we consider it desirable that a change should
Ie made in this direction, I think we may well go
to Africa for a good precedent. Even if there were
none, that is no reason why Canada should not
originate a new idea, if it is a good one. I think
it would be quite proper for us to start out now
and change the law in this direction. There is one
other point that I will mention. The hon. memnber
for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) referred to a number
of telegrams and letters he had received from his
constituency. I understand he is not the only
memnber who has been flooded with telegrams and
letters with reference to this matter. I know that
on every side of me hon. members have been flooded
w ith these letters and telegrams. That only shows
that the banks are endeavoring to manufac-
ture public opinion to serve their own end, and I
think we shonld not be guided by their opinion,
buit that we should have in view solely the interest
of the public.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

On section 2,
Mr. WELDON (St John). The word " ship " is

ised in a very different sense in another part of
the Act.

Mr. FOSTER. The expression will be changed
to neet the case.

.Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). In sub-section dI find
it stated that the expression " warehouse receipt"
tmeludes specification of timber. I should like to
know whether it is to be understood in that sense,
and if a specification of timber is to constitute a
warehouise receipt. That lias not been the practice
heretofore. The specification is the mere evidence
of the measurement and quantity of timber in the
lot, and it seems to me that a specification shouMi
not constitute a warehouse receipt.

Mr. FOSTER. It appears that this expression
is in the old Act, and I will look into it and see if
any addition need be made.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Sub-section d, as
now framed, may make a very considerable differ-
ence in certain cases. The rulings of the court,
and especially of the Supreme Court, have been
that it was necessary that a receipt should be given
by the party who receives goods for other per-
sons on his wharf. An important case has been
recently decided in Quebec on this point.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. These clauses in the
present Bill are altogether different from those in
the old Act.

Mr. FOSTER. In sub-section d, on line 24, I
propose to add fter the word " merchandise " the
words " delivered to him as bailee and " whicl
cQnfines that to a bond fide warehouse receipt.

On section 10,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). 1 do not see whywe

should insert that provision making the minimum
capital $500,000. There will be applications made
to this Parliament, no doubt, for the incorporation
of banks with less than $500,000 capital, and if the
demand is made for good reasons, this clause will
be set aside. Of course we cannot bind the future
course of this Parliament, and our successors would
be at liberty to grant charters to banks having only
$200,000 capital, if they choose to do so. This
stipulation would only amount to advice to our
successors ; it would be simply an intimation that
the opinion of Parliament, as a general rule, is un-
favorable to incorporating banks with a small
capital. But I do not think it is the business of
this Parliament to give that opinion in the statute.

Mr. FOSTER. I think that is the advantage of
putting it in the Act. The impression has gained,
and it certainly has been the impression of the
Government, that the amount of capital embodied
as the minimum in the last Act was too small, and
that the capital stock ought to be enlarged. Of
course this cannot bind future Parliaments, but it
shows what the opinion of this Parliament is, and,
consequently, so far as that goes, it is a guide, and
I think a help, in the way of keeping up what we
consider to be best, namely, the formation of banks
with a large capital. I do not think there can be
any objection to the provision, and I do believe
there would be an advantage.

Mr. CHARLTON. What was the minimum
stated in the last Act?

Mr. FOSTER. $200,000 and $100,000 paid up.
Mr. CHARLTON. I doubt if it is a wise policy

to increase that by 150 per cent. as it is a rather
long step in advance. It seems to me that the
minimum stated here is somewhat large.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it is too large.

On section 13,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). This provision

would be much more severe in the case of a bank
formed with a capital of $500,000 than in the case
of one with a capital of say $2,000,000, because
the amount required to be paid up in both cases is
exactly the same, namely, $250,000. That is, 50
per cent. of the capital is required to be paid up in
the one case, and only one-eighth of the capital in
the other case; so that it would be much more
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difficult for a small bank to start business than a
large bank. Would it not be better to require
that a certain percentage of the capital should be
subscribed and paid, say that 75 per cent. should
be subscribed and 50 per cent. paid up, so that the
conditions would be the same, in the case of both a
large bank and a small bank ?

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that the hon.
gentleman does not object to the amount of $250,-
000 being required to be paid up in the case of a
bank with $500,000 of subscribed capital. If a
bank has a capital of $1,000,000, the security is
just as great, so far as the note circulation is con-
cerned, because the bank can issue only to the
amount of the paid-up capital. I do not see that
the objection lies, provided we require a sufficient
aumount to be paid up. I wish to amend this by
striking out on page 4, lme 6, the words, -and
such number of auditors not less than two. "

Mr. WALDIE. I would call the attention of
the Committee to the provision requiring the capital
to be paid into the hands of the Receiver General
or the Minister of Finance. Under the Old Act,
the money was deposited in a chartered bank, and
the payment was certified to the Treasury Board,
the chartered bank allowing interest on the money,
while the new bank was in process of getting into
operation. This change does away with that, and
prevents the organisation of a bank, say at Winni-
peg, or at Calgary, or at other points where there
is no Receiver General, and where the Minister of
Finance cannot easily be reached ; and it also en-
tails a loss on the subscribers to the new bank, by
preventing the payment of interest on the money,
pending the commencement of operations.

Mr. FOSTER. On the other hand, what we are
striving for is attained by this provision, and
would not be attained by the provision in the old
Act. The facilities for making the deposits were
altogether too great under the old Act-so great
that in operation there was really no security at
all. Now, it will be certain proof of the bonafîdes
of the subscribers if they put up the money in real
cash.

Mr. WALDIE. I do not see that there is much
difference as to the bond #des. The security
would be ample if one of the chartered banks
would give a certificate that the money bad been
deposited. Under the present provision they
would certainly lend the money which would be
deposited with the Finance Minister, and in that
way they could get round it. I do not see that
this extra burden should be put upon new banks
while they are being organised.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I think it would be far
better that the money should be actually paid in
to the Finance Minister.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not see any objection to,
the noney being paid in. On the contrary, I
think it is a most desirable provision in order to
prevent mere paper payment. I would submnit,
however, that it is not necessary to provide that
so much as $250,000 should be paid in. Under
the old law, $100,000 was sufficient, and we know
that some of the best banks had only half a million
dollars of subscribed capital to begin with, and
$100,000 paid up. The object must be not so
much to preserve a monopoly for the existing
banks as to see that banks brought into existence

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).

are established on a safe and sure basis ; and
anything that will tend to prevent the estal-
lishnent of new banks will operate against the
best interests of the country. If you require
$500,000 to be subscribed bond fide, and a
proportion of each share to be paid up, say
25 per cent., or $125,000, then you may consider
that you will have ample security for the payment
of $500,000 lu a short time. If you allow the
$250,000, or whatever the deposit may be, to be
made up by one shareholder paying more than his
proportion, and another less than his proportion,
you will have an unsatisfactory share list, because
you may have fictitious subscribers. Twenty-five
per cent. on each share of the subscribed capital
of $500,000 would give a paid-up capital of
$125,000, and each share would be forfeited unless
the shareholder paid the three-quarter balance, so
that, practically, you have 5,000 available in a
very short time, and the concern would not be bain-
pered at the very outset. It is desirable that banks
should be established, and that existing banks
should not have the whole monopoly, and I would
ask whether there be an objection to cutting down
the cash amount required to be deposited to
$125,000. There is an impression that the amount
fixed is largely the result of the views or solicita-
tions of the banks. I understand the bankers
pressed this point on the hon. Minister, no doubt
iii the public interest, and no doubt with due
regard to their own interest, but their advice is
not to be accepted as representing both sides of
the question. I would suggest that each share-
holder pay 25 per cent. on his subscribed capital
in order that we may have $125,000 deposited on a
subscribed capital of $500,000.

Mr. FOSTER. That would only make half the
guarantee.

Mr. MULOCK. Just half. Formerly the sub-
scribed capital had to be half a million dollars, and
each subscriber had to make a payment of 10 per
cent. on the amount he subscribed, and the bank
was required to have $100,000 on deposit in some
chartered bank before it could commence business;
but under that provision a bank could start on a
nominal capital of $500,000, of which $400,000
might be entirely valueless. All the safeguard the
law required was that there should be $100,000 in
some chartered bank, and a subscription list of
$500,000, and there was no provision for any inves-
tigation to see whether that $500,000 was bon fide
stock on which 10 per cent. had been paid. Now
you are going to the other extreme.

Mr. CHARLTON. This provision would re-
quire a bank, with a capital of $500,000 subscribed,
to deposit 50 per cent. of the capital. If the capital
subscribed were a million, only 25 per cent. need
be deposited : and if the capital were two millions,
only 1215 per cent. need be deposited. The applica
tion of the clause w-ould be unequal and unfair,
and it would be better to adopt a provision requir-
ing a certain percentage of the capital stock to be
paid iii.

Mr. WALDIE. With regard to making the
payment to the Receiver General, while it may be
entirely agreeable to the representatives of the
Government banks, it may not be so agreeable to
the bankers iq the other parts of the Dominion.
It really is just taking the moneys of subscribers
to new capital in the organisation of new banks,
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an' placing it in the Government banks, because
the Minister of Finance will hand it over to the
(overiinient banks, and I do not think any of the
chartered banks would facilitate the organisation
of an unsubstantial bank.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose we had better discuss
this, not as to what the bankers propose, but as to
whbatwe think would be sufficient security. I
think we are all agreed, that the facilities have
been altogether too great for the formation of banks
within the last few years, and that at present the
impression is we have about as many banks as the
business of the country calls for, and that, while
we do not wish that there should be any monopoly
in the banking business vet the opinion is that

bank comes into operation. This provision is
necessary to prevent shan organisations.

Mr. CHARLTON. You are providing for a
minimum amount of capital before a bank can be
organised, and a minimum security for the larger
banks. I think that the larger bank should give a
greater security than a bank starting with half a
million of capital.

Mr. FOSTER. What is the security for?

Mr. CHARLTON. I think the amount should
be in proportion to the capital.

Mr. FOSTER. This is only to insure that the
bank will commence business.

wlien a newcomer makes its appearance it should Mr. CHARLTON. A bank with haîf a million
establish its bona fdes beyond doubt, and that it of capital is placed in a much worse position than
shoul(l not be an easy matter to start a new bank any of the large banks. It is well to provide that
in Canada. To put up $250,000 on a subscribed the noney shah be paid into the bauds of the
capital of $500,000, or of a million dollars, ought Receiver General but I think it is not eluitable
not to be a hardship in the case of men who are in to require the sauie arount of money froin a small

good faith establishing a reliable bank, nor is bank with haif a million of capital as fiom a large
there any hardship that it should be handed over banking institution. 1 think it should be so much
to the Minister of Finance and remain here a certa ct on the capital.
timie. The object of that was to make sure that Mr. MULOCK. I tbînk my hion. friend from.
there would be a bond fide raising of money as a N orth Norfolk (bkr. Charlton) fails to consider the
guaraitee of the integrity of tte new institution. whole scope of this Act. The subsequent clauses
That ioney may not have to remain here very provide for an icrease of capital afterwards, but
long, 1ut the promotebs of the bank may push for- every bank will start with tbe minimum capital
Wbad is organisation. I requtred by law.

timr. CHARLTON. Is it fair to give a bank with Mr. W ITE (Renfrew). In any case, so long as
amnillion dollars subscribed capital double the rhyhve biaif a million subscribed and $50,0(K)

facility ý nu give one with haîf a million dollars ? paid up, tlîey can start.
Tlie sanie amount is bere required in ahl cases, NMr. MULOCK. Yes, aud we want to inake a
whethier the capital be $500,000, or $2,000,000, or safe minimum. People wbo siesire to enter into

reW0, 000. An equiable arrangement would b to the banking business will avail themnselves of the
mequire a certain percentage of the capital of t whe easiest methods, ad will in any case provide that
Thak to be peposired. the stock shanl be as ofaîl as possible under the

law. The Minister of Finance talks of millions as
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is notring le- if millions were to be picked up on the bushes

ruitable in the clause, if we remember its real every day. I have ha some experience in lending
ollject. Tdle real object of tis provision is to assistance towards the establisbment of a bak,
fstablish a minimum under which a bank cannot a d I know it is not an easy matter to get the
be nrganised. The question of policy involved is money required foi the ba k to go into operatiom .
whether it is vise te allow a ba k to go ito opera- I a not referriug to a weak institution, but to ne
tio with a smaller capital than baîf a million that stands at the head of t e baskieg institutions
dllas subscribed, and a quarter of a million of this ckuntry, as far as the share nst is cocerîed.
dollars pald up. If we arrive at the conclusion If the Minister looks at the proposition I have
toat that is a safe minimum, wbat is the necessty made, hie will see that it possesses some elements of

i sh ing restrictions on banks with larger capi- strengtk which do not exist in bis a wn schme.
tal hycaîl up a larger proportion of capital i nder bis Bil there is no proposition to inake a
tii relation t a bank with a subscribed capital of sharesolder pay anything on bis subscrited capi-

ne or two million dollars, wbich cannot be used ? tal, so that, althougb there inay be $00,st sic e -
but there is no necessity of impsing restriction on scribed and 250,000 paid, there may be a num-
a bank of larger capital. On the contrary, in ber of the subscribers in default. I propose to
relation to that class you have a much larger make every subscriber pay in gold 25 per cent. of
security. The object is to prescribe the minimum his subscribed stock, so there would be $125,000
of subscribed capital and of paid-up capital before in gold paid on the $500,000 subscribed, and you
a bank shall start business. As regards the are absolutely certain that the whole will be avail-
amnount, and in relation to what the hon, member able, because every subscriber who has paid up a
for* 7orth York said, the matter has been pretty fourth of this stock will follow his capital, and the
Well considered, and not considered only iu the light whole of the capital being intact, either he will
Of representations from the bankers, but also in the continue to follow it or someone else will. That
light of existing facts ; and it is a significant cir- would be a great security to the bank. I am at
eumstance that we have followed here the practice one with the Minister in the view that every safe-
of the last decade in incorporating banks. I do guard should be established in regard to banking,
not think there is an exception to the rule ; and but I think that a bank with $500,000 subscribed
if there is, there is, at any rate, a fixed rule on and a quarter of the amount paid up is just as sound
the subject, that this amount of subscribed capital as a bank at this stage need be. The soundness of
and paid-up capital shall be required before a the bank does not depend on the amount of money
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on hand, but on the amount of available assets as
compared with the liabilities, and the bank
with $500,000 to begin with will increase inwealth,
as circumstances will admit, but you are now going
to prevent the establishment of small banks. It
is not in the interest of the country to hand
overthewhole banking system to the existingbanks.
The Minister of Finance may take the view that the
country does not require more capital to be invested
in banks, but others may take a different view of
that subjet. We know that in times of stringency
large sums of money find their way out of Canada
and are invested in New York or Chicago. ln those
times of stringency, small banks would be available
for the local needs of the people. Whether the
present suggestion came from bankers or not, I
know that anything which would prevent further
rivalry in banking circles would meet with their
approval. I am in favor of the general scheme of
the Finance Minister, but I object to a policy which
would hand over the whole banking system of the
country to the existing banking institutions. I
move, if the Minister of Finance will not accept
my suggestion, that $250,000 be struck out and
$125,000 substituted. The masses have no show
here at all. If there is an attempt to make a
railway law at all to meet the requirements of the
masses, the railways can prevent such legislation.
Now, if it is to bring banking capital within reach
of the people the bank influence in this House is
strong enough to prevent any relaxation of the law
in that respect.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. MULOCK. It is so, because I can scarcely
make a proposition that hon. gentlemen opposite
do not come out and denounce it. Now, have
they considered this scheme ? I ask the senior
member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown), who is so
anxious to prevent any further facilities for the
public, if he has considered it? I never knew
him to fail to re-echo a sentiment from the
Treasury benches, on this occasion as on every
other, like the hon. member for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson), lie is always found ready to endorse a
proposition of the Government, I will say, it
looks to me, without reflection. I move that the
sum of $250,000 be struck out, and that $125,000
be substituted.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I do not know where
the suggestion came from that the minimum should
be $250,000 ; but, trying to regard the matter, as
I hope I do, in the interest of the public at large,
and not that of any bank, I am somewhat sur-
prised to hear the hon. gentleman say that it is
a difficult matter for any number of gentlemen
who would associate themselves together to form
a new bank, and in whon it was likely that the
public would have confidence, to raise $250,000 as
a minimum.

Mr. MULOCK. Yes ; it would be difficult.
Sir DONALD SMITH. Still I cannot look upon

it in the same light, and I trust that the Minister
will adhere to the proposition.

Mr. ELLIS. I think it would be difficult. No
doubt there are gentlemen in Montreal and To-
ronto and other large cities in Canada where there
is a great deal of wealth, who find it easy to raise
hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars ; but
in other sections it is not so easy a matter to con-

Mr. MuLOCK.

trol such large sums. It may be quite right to
have the capital of the bank made $500,000, but I
agree with the hon. member for North York (Mr.
Mulock) that it would be better, looking at the
country as a whole, to prevent the monopoly whieh
the banks evidently desire, whether they have
moved in that direction or not. I think it would
be better not to insist upon this large sun of
$250,000 to be paid up. In the section of the
country from which I come it would be exceed-
ingly difficult to raise such an amount of money to
be paid up for the formation of a new bank.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. CHARLTON. I move that the words
"$250,000 " be struck ont, and the words "25 per
cent. on capital stock " be substituted therefor.

Amendment negatived.

On section 14,
Mr. FOSTER. The sixteenth line comes out,

as not necessary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have not
got the General Banking Act before me. Looking
at it generally, this is a pretty large sum. I would
request the Minister of Finance, if he is making
any alteration in the clauses, to notify the Con-
mittee of what he is doing. There is no alteration,
I suppose, in those we are now discussing, except
this amendment he is proposing to make.

Mr. FOSTER. The old law gave the right to
the Treasury Board to issue a certificate on being
satisfied that $100,000 has been paid up, and the
section just before makes it necessary that $250,000
shall be paid up.

On section 15,
Mr. MULOCK. This simply means, with the

help of clause 13, that no bank can be established
at all, because, under section 15, as worded at pre-
sent, the bank must make this deposit within one
year of its getting its Act of incorporation. I do
not know whether the Minister intends to adhere
to that requirement.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Why not?
Mr. MULOCK. Because a bank may bu incor-

porated to-day and it will not be possible to con-
plete its working organisation within one year.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). If they cannot raise
$250,000 within a year after getting their Act of
incorporation, their A4ct ought to cease.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member may think
so, but I think he will find there will never be a
bank incorporated.

Mr. FOSTER. The last phrase is to prevent
the keeping of the prospective organisation of a
charter dangling before the public for an indefinite
length of time.

Mr. COCKBURN. I think one year is a very
wise provision.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think it is quite
long enough.

Mr. MULOCK. The bank again speaks.

On section 17,
Mr. FOSTER. After the word "aforesaid " in

the fourth line, please insert the words " without
interest."
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Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I was going to
call attention to that. Under the law it was the

practice for banks to deposit the amount subscribed
ani paid up in an incorporated bank and that bank
was in the habit of paying interest. Under this
law there will be no interest paid, and it will, in
fact, be a loan made to the Government without
interest. I think the Government should allow
interest on the amount in their hands.

Mr. WALDIE. The Minister of Finance can
arrange with the Government to allow interest on
the deposit at some rate of interest, and it is unfair
that more drastic clauses should be inserted in this
Bill than existed in the former Act, and that also
tihere should be a loss of interest. You are making
it more difficult to organise the bank, and then you
are denying the promoters the privilege of receiv-
ing interest on their noney until their organisation
is completed. At least 3 per cent. interest should
be allowed.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I hold that interest
should be allowed at the rate of 3 per cent. after
ninety days.

Mr. FOSTER. The provisions were framed for
the purpose ofpreventing a charter remaining a long
time without its provisions being taken advantage
of. That idea will be vitiated the moment you
allow the parties a percentage on their deposit.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The question of in-
terest could be no object as influencing delay.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. When we borrow
mioney it is at 3 per cent. But we do not borrow
the money in this case, but it is deposited with the
Government. In the case of regular loans they
cover a certain period, but in this case the money
is liable to be withdrawn at any time, and it is not
worth 3, 2 or even 1 per cent. to the Government.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The Government
receives money in the savings banks and allows
interest.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No sum of $250,000
is accepted and 3 per cent. interest paid.

Mr. CHARLTON. The proposition is that in-
terest at 3 per cent. should be allowed at the ex-
piration of three months. The money is, at all
events, in the hands of the Government, and it is
only fair that interest should be allowed.

\Ir. AlcMULLEN. It is unfair that the Cov-
ernment should ask those who associate them-
selves together for the purpose of starting a bank
to place 8250,ooo in cash in the hands of the
Grovernment or in any chartered bank for three,
four or five months. No doubt they should pro-
tect the public against the establishment of in-
stitutions that might prove disastrous, but a
reasonable amount of encouragement should be
afforded those desirous of starting new banks.
WVe expect the country to grow and the popula-
tion to increase, and we are all looking forward to
a great future in the North-West. This being the
case, the Government should afford facilities forthe establishment of new banking institutions.
Instead of doing so, the Government are virtuallyPlacing an embargo on new banking institutions.The Government should allow, after thirty days,the current rate of interest, and fifteen days'notice

shuld be required on the withdrawal of thedeposit.

Mr. FOSTER. We must recollect that the pay-
ment of $250,000 down is not necessarily the initial
step towards organising the establishment of a
bank. I suppose business arrangements can be
made and a great deal can be done with respect to
organisation of a bank before that amount is re-
quired to be deposited. Then, again, the Govern-
ment may not be in need of money. I do not see
what reason there is for the Government being
obliged to take a forced loan and pay interest upon
it. Al these considerations go to show that a pro-
vision not to pay interest would be far more bene-
ficial, considering the object in view.

Mr. CHARLTON. It must be remembered
that, while this may be a forced loan, it is the
Government that requires the organisers of a new
bank to deposit this money in their hands.

Mr. FOSTER. They will do it more quickly if
no interest is paid.

Mr. CHARLTON. After the money has been
in the hands of the Government three months, in-
terest should be allowed at 3 per cent.

On section 18,
Mr. MULOCK. Is it not possible to bring this

one bank (La Banque du Peuple) under the general
law?

Mr. FOSTER. The bank occupies now, and
has occupied for a series of years, an exceptional
position. It is founded on a different principle,
its charter was granted a great many years ago,
thirty-five or forty years ago, and at each revision
of the Bank Act it has been allowed its separate
privileges to a certain extent. The present pro-
position is to allow the same so far as they have
been allowed heretofore almost entirely, and in
their internal regulations they are regulated by the
terms of their own charter. These are not, so far
as this section is concerned, very important matters.
But on all important points, with one or two ex-
ceptions, the bank has to conform to the sections
of the banking law.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Does it affect their cir-
culation ?

Mr. FOSTER. Not as yet.
Mr. CHARLTON. Does the double liability

apply to the shareholders of the bank ?
Mr. FOSTER. It does not apply. Later on I

will have a proposition to submit to the Committee
on that point.

Mr. CHARLTON. Is it bound by the guaran-
tee provision which applies to other banks?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. DESJARDINS. The shareholders of this

bank are personally liable for the whole amount.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister will see that.
one very important provision in the Banking Act.
is not applicable, I refer to the provision in the
law which limits the amount which the directors
are permitted to borrow from the bank. Perhaps.
there may be sone provision in the charter of that
particular bank, limiting the borrowing powers of
the directors, but under section 18 of this Act,
that provision is not made applicable to thebank
in question, and unless there are some restrictions
in the charter of that bank, the directors may
borrow the whole capital of the bank themselves,
and yet the other banks are, to a certain extent,,
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liable for their conduct. Is it right that that
power should be left to the directors?

Mr. FOSTER. By their own charter they are
restricted.

Mr. CHARLTON. What are the restrictions ?
We should understand what the powers of the offi-
cials of this bank are. We may know how the
bank stands to-day, but we do not know how it
will stand a few months hence.

Mr. FOSTER. We will allow that clause to
stand.

man, a Frenchman, a Chinaman, or what country
he belongs to, provided he pays up his money like
any other shareholder.

Mr. TISIDALE. I cannot agree with the hon.
gentleman that we should allow the possibility of
our monetary institutions getting under the control
of aliens. You will find that all the tendency in
the United States is in quite the contrary direc-
tion.

Mr. HALL. We should not overlook the provi-
sion of the law that in ordinary companies the

it. f th1 diý t i d bL BD

On section 19., m y o ee re re Lo e )isil

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Sub-section 2 of subjects.
this clause provides that every director of a bank Mr. FOSTER. I tbink the suggestion of the
must be a natural born or a naturalised citizen of hon. nember for St. John (Mr. Weldon) might be
Her Majesty. The Bank of New Brunswick is adopted, that the majority should be required to
very awkwardly placed in regard to this. A num- be British subjects.
ber of the shareholders are persons who are Mr. BOYLE. I would like to ask whetber al
living in the city of St. John, who are citi- the directors would not have to be put on the sanie
zens of the United States, the number of persons footing. If this qualification applies to one, shoul
eligible as directors is very small. We have also it not apply to al? Do not the shareholders elect
a large American business donc on our river, and directors irrespective of any other director, ani
it is really very essential that the shareholders niglt they not elect a majority of aliens?
should be at liberty to elect American directors if Mr. CHARLTON. I would like to ask whether
necessary. I do not see why there should be any the provision requiring that a stockholder. to be
restriction as to the nationality of a director, but cligible as a director, nust bold $3,000 of stock,
if there is to be a restriction, instead of all the was a provision of the old banking law?
directors being British subjects, it might be pro- Mr FOSTER. He had to hold the stock, but
vided that the majority of the board shall be
British subjects. I think there could be no objec- e
tion to that. My opinion also is that there should paîd up.
not be a provision to prevent persons holding Mr. CHARLTON. Would it not be weh to let
less than $3,000 worth of stock becoming direc- the sharebolders exercise their discretion as to who
tors. The experience of persons connected with is the flttest person to be a director? Some per-
banks is that men who hold a smaller number of son might be considered well qualificd to be a
shares often take a greater interest in the bank directo-, thougl holding a sniallcr quantity of
than those who have a large number of shares. I stock.
would suggest that the clause should read " the Mr. FOSTER. We bave to look not only to die
majority of thefirectors shall be natural born or qualification of the director, but to the security of
naturalised subjects of Her Majesty. "the publi, and the security of the public is il-

Mr. FOSTER. There can be no very great difli- creased by the clause as it stands. it is a question
culty experienced in this so far. That has been in my mmd, whether any difhculty will be
the law. experienced in obtaining welI qnalified directois

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Yes, there is a diffi- holding $3,0O0 of paid-up stock.
culty now, and I know a difficulty will exist in a Mr. WELDON (St. Jobn). I (ute agree i0th
very short time in the Bank of New Brunswick. the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
As my.hon. friend knows, we have a very large Sone of the snaîl banks with $200,000 capital w ill
American business connected with the logs from experience a difficnlty in electing directors under
the State of Maine, coming down our river, and it this clause. I tbink a linit of $2,0OO would be
is ver im ortant to have a erson connected wit, utsfice.
that business on the board. I cannot see at all
how it endangers the stability of the bank that a
.shareholder who happens to be an American subject
-or a French subject, should not be eligible. If
there is any possible danger that can be anticipated,
the provision that the majority of the shareholders
shall be British subjects, ought to be sufficient.

Mr. COCKBURN. I do not see any necessity for
providing that directors must not be American citi-
zens, or of any other nationality than our own. I
do not think there should be any such national
distinction drawn in this matter. If American
citizens are shareholders in a bank, I cannot see
any possible reason why they should be debarred
from being elected directors of the bank if it is
thought necessary, and I think it better to leave
out that provision altogether. We need not con-
sider the question whether a man is an English-

Mr. MULOC.

Mr. FOSTER. I think the difficulty will not be
a practical one.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, As regards
the larger banks, with a capital of $500,000 and up-
wards, it is probable the difficulty will not arise ;
but as regards the smaller banks with $200,000
capital, the difficulty will arise. That difficultY
will be met by qualifying on borrowed stock. The
clause will be evaded by a dead certainty, and,
therefore, I doubt the wisdom of putting it in the
Act. If the hon. Minister will look over the list
of shareholders of the banks, he will find that in,
the case of a number of smaller ones this provisio1n,
which he thinks a valuable precaution, though 1
do not, will have the effect of limiting the choice
of directors to a very small number, and very pro-
bably depriving the shareholders of the opportunitY
of using the services of some of their best men.
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Mr. WELDON (St. John. In the Bank of
New Brunswick, for example, which has a capital
of 500,000, there are only thirteen persons who
are eligible for directors. Some of them cannot be
got under any circumstances, and others are out of
the city ; so that practically there is scarcely more
than the number required by law who are eligible
for directors.

On sub-section 5, section 24.

Mr. FOSTER. The tern has been reduced
fron three to two years. Three years seems to be
a long time for a proxy to run, considering the
greater facility we have now for travel. In fact,
twto years now is far better than three years at the
time the previous Act was adopted.

Sir DONALD SMITH. There might be many
cases in which this provision would prevent share-
holders from having a voice at the meeting.

Mr. FOSTER. What case can you suggest 9
Sir DONALD SMITH. It is a great inconveni-

ence to renew the proxies, and it is more likely to
place the management of the affairs of the bank
in the hands of the few who are able to attend,
notwithstanding the fact that travelling facilities
by steam are much greater, and that post office
arrangements are improved, so that letters and
proxies can be sent much more readily and quickly.
Still, people may be travelling in Africa or in
China, or anywhere else, and, where they have
given proxies for three years, they may be incon-
venienced by the change to two years. I should
like to know if there is any good to be derived
from this.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The objection
would apply to three years as well as to two
years.

Sir DONALD SMITH. Not to the same ex-
tent.

Mr. DESJARDINS. The shareholder can re-
mnove his proxy and give it to someone else.

Mr. TISDALE. It is well known that people
give their proxies to persons, without taking
the trouble to recollect when they expire.

Sir DONALI) SMITH. As there is no principle
nvolved in this, I hope the Minister will allow the
law to remain as it is now.

Mr. MULOCK. I think there is a principle in-
voved in this, and I think that every proxy should
expire after the annual meeting. People give their
proxies to others, and it is a delicate matter to
cancel them. The result is that the bank, practi-
cally, passes out of the control of the shareholders
nto the hands of the directors on proxies given in

years gone by. We know that proxies may berevoked, but I think the shareholder should be
Protected against his own good nature, and the
proper thing is to allow the proxy to run ont atthe end of the year.

Committee rose and reported progress.

SUPPLY.
House again resolved itself into Committee ofsupply.

(In the Committee.)
Canal8-Repairs and working expenses $481,116

SirRICHARDCARTWRIGHT. Howdopresentreceipts compare with thetotalexpenditures ? There

are considerable other expenditures in addition to
this 8481,000 incurred on account of canals. The
vote for railways and canals chargable to income
amounted to no less than $302,000, so if you add
this sum to the $481,000 you get a total expendi-
ture of $783,000. I am not quite sure at this
moment what the total receipts are.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can have the
receipts on concurrence. The items for the Inter-
colonial Railway are in the Supplementaries.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I find from
the Public Accounts that it is as I supposed. The
receipts have been growing snmall by degrees and
beautifully less. The sum total that we received
in 1-889 appears to have been a little under $300,000,
and our total expenditure on the canals in the
two items to which I called attention, verges on
$800,000. Now, that is even worse than I iad
supposed it to be. I do not know that the hon.
gentleman is specially blameworthy about that,
but at the same time, it is a very serious matter.
If my memory serves me, we used to get within
$100,000 or $150,000, at any rate, of the *money
that we expended. Now, we are confronted with
a deficit on canals of $500,000 a year. That suggests
that one of two things, either they are becoming
monstrously unprofitable, or that there is serious
mismanagement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). I believe the
management is unexceptional; I have not heard
any question of that. As regards receipts, that
depends, first, upon the immense increase of rail-
ways; second, in the diminution of the tolls
themselves, which has been considerable, as the
hon. gentleman knows. For instance, the tolls on
cereals in the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals
are reduced fron 4 cents to 2 cents. I have
reason to hope that when our canal system is
completed, there will be a large increase of the
craft on the canal, because the tendency is, as the
hon. gentleman knows, to increase the draught,
and size, and carrying power of the barges,
vessels and propellers plying on the canal. When
the whole system is increased to fourteen feet, I.
have little doubt but that there will be a large
increase of transport on those canals.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should be
very glad to think that would be the case; but
recollecting our past experience, I entertain very
great doubts indeed as to whether the results will
do more than to keep up our present very smnall
receipts, and that means a very much increased
loss on anything we have been accustomed to
heretofore.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is so. I
have not got the whole receipts at present with me.
But this matter can be brought up again on the
Supplementaries.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Everybody
would like to see our canal system made as perfect
as it can be with reasonable regard to economy,
but in the teeth of the fact that we expend $800,-
000 a year and only get $300,000, and that as the
result of a very large expenditure going on during
the last fifteen years, it raises very grave questions
as to the correctness of the data on which the hopes
of the hon. gentleman are founded as to getting
increaed receipts. I do not mean to say that it
is not possible that the thing may be compensated
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in other ways. But the loss is very heavy, we are
losing nearly $3 to $1.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). This discussion is quite
apropos to the discussion that took place last
night with reference to the Intercolonial Railway,
when I pointed out that the reduction on the
canals was likely to involve as heavy a deficiency
as has been unfortunately sustained in the working
of the Intercolonial Railway. I was not aware
then that the deficiency was as large as has beei
pointed out by the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright). It is evident, I think,
from this expenditure which has been given, that
if the working of the canals involved this large
annual deficiency and the Government propose to
spend a further large amount, as indicated by the
First Minister, for deepening the canals and they
propose to reduce the freight through the canals,
we should not hear so much as we have been hear-
ing about a deficiency on the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and about the necessity of rearranging the
tariff over that road. I think they should both be
treated in the same way, because one public work
is of as much importance to one section of the
country as the other is to the other.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is quite
true, but the inference to be drawn would be
rather that we should try to amend both. The
net result is that we are losing, probably, over a
million a year in the public works which, I think,
my hon. friend the Minister of Finance pointed to
as being a source of revenue to us-I think lie
called it a " princely endowment," but it is one
which involves a dead loss, over and above the in-
terest, of a million dollars a year.

Mr. MULOCK. I should like to ask the Min-
ister when the contract was issued for the deepen-
ing of the Rideau Canal ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no con-
tract made. The work is required to be done
speedily and completed before the canal was
opened in the spring. The Department have,
therefore, employed men and are doing the work
themselves.

Mr. BARRON. Had the fact of an election
coming on in this city anything to do with it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not fair.
The remark is not worthy of the hon. gentleman.,

Mr. MULOCK. I suppose there was a vote last
Session for the work ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; there was
a general vote for maintenance and repairs, and
the money required is being taken out of that
vote.

Mr. MULOCK. I am surprised the work was
commenced so late. I understand it was com-
menced only a month ago. It might have been
commenced early in the winter, and have supplied
employment for the people, instead of rushing it
through as is now being done. What wages do the
men receive ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, I will tell the
hon. gentleman to-morrow. The work was com-
menced in consequence of considerable pressure
being brought to bear by steamboat owners who
have put craft on the canal requiring a ireater
depth of water, and also, because the volume of

Sir RicHARD CARTWRIGHT.

water has very considerably diminished with the
clearing up of the country.

Mr. MULOCK. I only complained that the
work was not commenced earlier and carried on
during the winter, so that it might have given
employment to the people.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The attention
of the Department was called to it before by the
steamboat owners shortly before it was com-
menced.

Mr. MULOCK. If the Minister's attention
was called to it only shortly before the work was
commenced, that is an answer to my question.
The necessity for the work must have been known
for a considerable tine.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never heard it
before. If so, that would account for the work not
being commenced sooner.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I call atten-
tion to one or two of these entries. We will take
the case of the Rideau Canal. The lion. Minister
is asking for a vote of $63,000 for maintenance and
repairs of the canal, while considerable sums ap.
pearing under the heading " chargeable to incone "
amounting in all to $40,000. We are, therefore
spending on the Rideau Canalthis year over$90,000,
chargeable to income, and the total receipts are
put down at $7,000. It appears to me that this
canal requires to be carefully investigated and
overhauled. It seemus to be almost impossible to
spend so much money, if the matter was properly
investigated. c

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think
the expense of keeping up the canal has materially
increased for years. The canal was a military
work constructed by the Imperial Government to
give an interior line of defence in case of war.
Accordingly, it has never paid in any way what-
ever. Still it must be kept up. There is an
immense population living in its vicinity, and it
supplies means of transport to a *ry large and i-
portant community. The canal cannot be filled
up, and it must be maintained. There is an
increase of $2,000 for the item, for the purpose of
meeting some claims of damage for overflow in the
vicinity of Kingston. A surveyor will be engaged
to ascertain the- values of those claims.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Looking at
the matter in a business point of view, the Minister
is aware that the Rideau Canal, which was valu-
able at one time, has been alinost entirely super-
seded by the number of railways constructed in,
that quarter. I think he would do well to con-
sider between this and next year what can be done
with the Rideau Canal, for a charge of $90,o0 for
its maintenance and receipts for $7,000 do not
constitute an item that is defensible.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We must keep
it up, I take it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is an open
question whether it is worth the trouble.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope we Will
be able to give a more satisfactory account next
year, but I cannot promise. The hon. gentlenans
no doubt remembers when the Rideau Canal paid
well. I remember the time when an enormous busi-
ness was done through it, that was before the St.
Lawrence Canals were built; and to add to the
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misfortunes of the canal half a dozen railways have
been built.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Surely the
hon. Minister does not adduce those sentimental
reasons for spending $90,000 next season. That is an
appeal ad misericordiam, and might come in under
certain circumstances, but scarcely for the benefit
of the Rideau Canal. I will not press the matter
further, but I thought it right to draw the atten-
tion of the Committee to it, because the subject
calls for more investigation than it has received
fromu the head of the Department for a consider-
able time. It is impossible to suggest what could
be done ; but there is a huge quantity of land
which was lost by the construction of the canal,
and it is possible that thousands or hundreds of
thonsands of acres might be reclaimed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is possible
that sone of the lands might be reclaimed and
sold. Applications have been received from various
parties on the line of the canal for lands, if they
could be reclaimed.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Who bas the superin-
tendence of the work here ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The superinten-
dent of the canal is Mr. Wise, and he employs
foremen or overseers. He is responsible for it. We
do not appoint these men in solemn conclave of the
Council, we do not ask what their politics are, all
that we know is that the engineer is told to get
the necessary number of men to blast these rocks,
and place them on the work.

ments as to certain. short-comings of the local
superintendent and the Government granted a
commission to investigate that. A gentleman was
appointed for the purpose, whose report, I think,
has been laid on the Table of the House.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Yes ; weeks ago.
SirJOHNA. MACDONALD. Thereportspeaks

for itself. There have been some irregularities,
but the integrity of the officers has been maintained
by the report of the commission.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to ask what pro-
gress has been made in regard to the Trent Valley
Canal. We know that at one time the First
Minister, and especially the former Minister of
Railways (Sir Charles Tupper), was deeply inter-
ested in this work and promised its early comple-
tion. I think, as early as 1881, he announced that
this canal would in a very short time conneet the
upper waters with Lake Ontario, but, although,
some slight work bas been done here and there
since then, the canal does not appear to have
materialised to the extent promised. We heard of
a commission roaming about the country, occasion-
ally. Nearly two years ago, the Minister of Rail-
ways announced that lie intended to have a com-
mission appointed, as to whether or not the work
was practicable. It would occur to one, that
that was an enquiry which sbould have pre-
ceded the original promise made to the House
and to the country. The fact that they ap-
pointed the enquiry after the promise was made
that they would complete the canal, is rather
calculated to make one think that the Govern-

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am not saying that the c e . T
Minister enquires into the political stripe of the sion Vo whil Irr apea o he cemdis
mien emnployed, but I did suppose hie would have an so owihIrfrapast aehl tnie erploedbutI dd sppoe h wold aveanmeetings at odd intervals, and Vlie commissioners
idea of-the amount the work would cost, and the do noV appear Vo proceed with any great degree of
nuiber of men employed. fias lie received any
report as to when the work is likely to be co- ully sustaining the reputation of some commis-
pleted ? Of course the canal will have to be opened sions, that iV is a commission noV for the purpose
as early as possible.discovering ow the work could e carried ot,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I believe it is but bow tbework conld le strangled. We ouglt
announced by the Superintending Engineer that Vo know if the Goverument have determined Vo
the canal will be opened on the 1st of May abandon the work, or if Vley are prepared Vo Say
perhaps. that what Vhey pronised in 1881 was a premature

Mr. MULOCK. There is another matter in promise witlout proper foundation, then we shonld
regard to canals to which I wish to call attention. know it. We shonld know why the Governînent
)uring last snummer the public were greatly bave noV completed Vhs work with the promptitude

shocked by an investigation going on with regard they promised 01 the eve of the general election, iu
to certain matters connected with the management 1882. Is tbe report of tse commission Vo bi kept
of the Welland Canal, and we have learned in our for a year or so, until tbe tbing sball do good work
part of the country, with very great pain, the again? I think it is important Vlat we shonld
report of a strife between an hon. member of the have some information about tlis matter.
Senate, and, I think, to same extent, the member Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We had aIl Vhs
for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), in regard to the manage- discussion before during Vhs present session, on
ment of the canal. The Senator in question tie items for the expenditure for the Trent Valley
charged some of the officials, if I remember the Canal, and I do noV know that it would le Of tucl
evidence aright, with profiting by their position, service Vo go into it again. The hon. gentleman
with using somie of the public servants for their is noV correct in stating that wben the Goveru-
own advantage, with obtaining material for their ment of the day conmenced the Trent Valley
own benefit, and so on. I think the Government Canal, they did so without necessary information.
should lay the report of the Commission on the The bon. gentleman is noV as old as I am, and
Table, that we may have an opportunity of seeing cannot look back for so many years, but there
if there is anything in these aceusations. were two elaborate reports by engineers of skill

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There were some as Vo the construction of this canal, its objeet and
charges brought against the superintendent of the its value as a commercial work, wîtb a fuil esti-
Welland Canal, Mr. Ellis, by an hon. gentleman mate of the cost. Tbese are Vo le found in
of the other House. These charges were made in the blue-books of the time. Wlen the question
his place in the Snate, and lie gave specific state- of this canal was revived, after great pressure
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from that part of the country, they had these
reports before them. Although the hon. gentle-
man speaks rather contemptuously of what has
been done, there has been work of great value
locally carried on, giving interior navigation of a
very considerable extent, which has been fully
acknowledged and appreciated by the people.
Whether the cost of the construction of
canals has increased I do not know, but
it was ascertained from reports of the scientific
officers of the Government that the completion of
the whole system would cost a very much larger
sum of money than was estimated in the two
reports to which I have alluded-one by Mr.
Clarke, and the other I think by Mr. Shanly ; and
it was thouglit prudent to go on with these interior
works, improving the route locally, and having a
commission to ascertain what would really be the
cost at the present day of completing the original
scheme. That commission has met from time to
time and taken evidence. Although the commis-
sioners have been appointed for some time, they
are not paid for that time ; they are only paid for
the time they actually expend in the search and
examination into the question. When they will
be able to report I cannot say just now, but when
I give him the other information, I will also tell
him when I expect that the report will be made.

Mr. BARRON. I would like to impress again
on the hon. First Minister the great importance of
having the report distributed during the recess, if
possible.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have promised
that.

Mr. BARRON. And not only that, but also, if
possible, the evidence which has been taken and
on which the commissioners base their report. It
is believed in our part of the country that the
report is going to be adverse to the building of the
canal. Whether that impression is justifiable or
not, I do not know; but it would not be fair to
those who believe that this work is a necessary
work, to ask them to accept the commissioners'
report, without being able to arrive at a conclusion
from the evidence as to whether they were right
or wrong. They have gone to the other side to
take evidence with regard to the Erie Canal, and
it would be well for us to have that evidence also.
Inasmuch as the hon. First Minister said at the
beginning of the Session, that he expected the
report this Session, I think he ought to ask the
commissioners to report as quickly as possible,
because there is a feeling throughout the Midland
district that the Government are not altogether
relieved from the responsibility for the delay in
the commissioners' report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The report of
the commissioners, as soon as it is received, will
be printed. The evidence, however, may form an
enormous volume. If it comes within reasonable
proportions it will be printed with the report; but
if it contains plans and drafts, and all that sort of
thing, the cost of printing it would be enormous.
At any rate, it will be accessible to all parties who
wish to examine it, and if necessary, and it is
ordered by Parliament, a précis of the evidence
may be printed.

Mr. BARRON. The cost of this work is esti-
mated by some of the engineers at $10,00O,00,

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

and that expenditure is fully justified by the large
number of people in the locality who are interestedî
in the work. If that is so, even if the evidence is
lengthy and the cost of getting it great, that is no
reason why we should not have the evidence in
full, in view of the great importance of the work.
It would be impossible for us, froin a condensed
statement of the evidence, to judge whether the
commissioners had arrived at a proper conclusion
or not. Even supposing the commissioners have
thus far sat forty days, and have taken evidence
for five hours each day, I do not think it could
possibly be so voluminous as the hon. Minister
supposes.

Mr. MULOCK. What is the nature of the
reference to the commission ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is principally
as to the cost and the best mode of construction of
the last portion of the Trent Valley Canal, which
extends to the River Trent at the head of the Bay
of Quinté. The commission was issued before I had
anything to do with the Department, but I an
quite sure there were no instructions of any kind
to the commissioners as to how they would
report. Indeed, if they were gentlemen, they
would not submit to any suggestions of that sort.
They had a free hand to report as men of science
what théir estimate was, and what was the best
and cheapest mode of finishing the canal. As re-
gards the evidence, I hope that it will not turn out
to be so voluminous as to make it inexpedient to
print it with the report. At all events, we are in
the hands of the House, and if the House orders
it to be printed next Session, it will be printed.
In the meantime, it will be accessible.

Mr. MULOCK. Of course, the canal was re-
commended for two reasons-that it might serve
the local purpose, and that it would be a means of
communi -ation between the upper waters and Lake
Ontario for larger vessels. There will be a great
difference, of course, whether it is to serve as a
local work or as a through work. Does the refer-
ence to the commission cover both classes of
works ? Perhaps a copy of the commission could be
laid on the Table.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly; I
will get a copy of the commission.

Collection of slide and boom dues.. 6,00
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought

arrangements were in progress by which these
were going te be transferred to the Local Govern-
ment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
some negotiations were going on.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.

I thouglit

Land and Cable Telegraph Lines of the
Sea Coasts and Islands of the Lower
Rivers and Gulf of St. Lawrence
and Maritime Provinces, including
cost of working steamer Newfeld
or other vessel when required for
cable service.......................$28,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why is there
an increase of $2,000?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.. . The lines have
been extended.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. About how
many miles does this cover?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There are three
different systems. In Cape Breton the distance is
1261, miles ; New Brunswick, 42 miles; the Mag-
dalen Islands, 1564 miles; Grosse Isle, 53 miles; and
the north shore of the St. Lawrence, 732 miles.

Telegraph Lines, North-West Territories.$25,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How far

north do these extend now ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As far as Fort

Pitt. There is another called Victoria, also.

Salaries and cotingent expenses of the
Senate ........................... ... $58,438

Mr. FOSTER. I saw the leader of the Senate
yesterday and lie told nie they are going into a
very thorough examination of this whole matter,
and that the report is pretty nearly ready, and
will be subnitted to the House. This also may
come up on the Supplementary Estimates, for there
will be an item with reference to the Senate in
that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If this is
allowed to pass, it is on the distinct understanding
that an explanation will be forthcoming. It is a
matter of importance, in several ways, that we
should get it. I will not vote for the principle
that we are to vote money liere and are not to get
an account of it from the Senate.

Resolutions reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN noved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at

12.15 a. m. (Thursday).

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 24th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ROYAL ASSENT.

A Message was delivered by the Gentleman
Usher of the Black Rod, as follows:-

MR. SPEAKE,-
His Honor, Chief Justice Sir Wm. J. Ritchie, Deputy

Governor, desires the immediate attendance of your
Honorable House in the Chamber of the Honorable the
Senate.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, with the House, went
ump to the Senate Chamber.

And having returned,
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that the

Deputy Governor had been pleased to give, in Her
Majesty's name, the Royal Assent to the following

Bill :

An Act to authôrise the Toronto Savings Bank Charit-
able Trust te invest certain Funds.

An Act respecting the Board of Trade of the City ofToronto.
An Act respecting the Erie and Huron Railway Com-

An Act to amend "The Patent Act."
An Act to amend "The Copyright Act."
An Act to amend the Act morporating the Manitoba

and South-Eastern Railway Company.
122

An Act to incorporate the Rainy River Boom Company
An Act respecting the Brantford, Waterloo and Lake

Erie Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Owen Sound and Lake Huron

Railway Company.
An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Victoria.

and Sault Ste. Marie Junction Railway Company.
An Act to confirm au agreement between the Mon-

treal and Western Railway Company and the Canadiar*
Pacifie Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Confederation Life Association.
An Act respecting the Sumerside Bank.
An Act to incorporate the Grand Orange Lodge of

British America.
An Act respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara

Central Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Interprovincial Bridge Com-

pany.
An Act respecting the Calgary Water Power Company

(Limited).
An Act further to amend the Adulteration Act, chapter

one hundred and seven of the Revised Statutes.
An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Company

of Canada.
An Act to incorporate the North Canadian Atlantic

Railway and Steamship Company.
An Act to grant certain powers to the Chambly Manu-

facturing Company.
An Act respecting Agricultural Fertilisers.
An Act to incorporate the Montreal Bridge Company.
An Act to incorporate the Calgary and Edmonton Rail-

way Company.
An Act respecting the Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec

Railway Company, and to change the name of the com-
pany to "The Kingston, Napaiee and Western Railway
Cernmpany.''

An Act to incorporate the National Construction Com-
pany.

An Act respecting the Columbia and Kootenay Railway
and Navigation Company.

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Dominion
Mineral Company.

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Imperial
Trusts Company of Canada.

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the River
Detroit Winter Railway Bridge Company, and to change
the name of the company to the River Detroit Railway
Bridge Company.

An Act respecting the Central Ontario Railway.
An Act to confer on the Commissioner of Patents cer-

tain powers for the relief of Samuel May.
An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Saskatche-

wan Railway and Mining Company.
An Act to prevent the Disclosure of Official Documents

and Information.
An Act respecting the Pontiac Pacifie Junction Railway

Company.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I would like to ask
if the Government has any idea of our sitting on
Saturday, as many of us are anxious to get away
as early as possible ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think
we can give up the first Saturday, but we can
compromise by taking next Monday for the Gov-
ernment. After next Saturday, we will take
Saturday.

Mr. MITCHELL. Pe-haps the right hon.
gentleman can give us some slight information,
judging by the amount of business the Government
have to submit to the House, as to the time when
we are likely to get through, assuming that this
side of the House treat them generously, as we are
prepared to do.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad to
hear from the third party that they are going to
treat us generously.

Mr. MITCHELL. We always do.
SirJOHNA. MACDONALD. I will not dispute

that now, as the hon. gentleman is in a generous
mood, and I have no reason to complain of the
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course of the Opposition, generally. We will FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT.
endeavor, by acting together, with slight differ- House resolved itself into Committee on Billences occasionally, to get through as soon as (No. 134) respecting fishing vessels of the Unitedpossible. I think by Monday we will be able to States of America.
epeak more positively.

Mr. LAURIER. Perhaps the hon. gentleman (In the Committee.)
can teil us to-day wherer ne nas any more
measures to introduce.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can state that
we shall have Supplementary Estimates for 1890-
91, and a measure respecting certain railway sub-
sidies, and also respecting some land grants for
railways; and a special measure respectîng the
Calgary and Edmonton road. I may say across
the floor that the proposition is in order to ensure
the immediate construction of the road from
Calgary to Edinonton--the Royal assent having
been given to the Act to-day-to grant it the saine
terms as those under which the Qu'Appelle, Long
Lake and Prince Albert Railway has been con-
structed.

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the hon. gentle-
man when he thinks it probable that these railway
subsidies will be submitted to the House?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Next Monday
or Tuesday.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) May I ask if it is the
intention of the Government to proceed with the
Bill on the Order paper in the name of the hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, to amend the
Fisheries Act ? It very largely affects the lobster
fisheries in the Maritime Provinces, and a great
many representations have been made to hon. mem-
bers from those Provinces asking them to object
very strenuously to the punitive clauses of the
Bill, and there will be very strong opposition to it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will give the
hon. gentleman an answer on Monday.

Mr. BLAKE. And there is the Act respecting
the protection of navigable waters. I would like
to know if that is to be pressed?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will answer on
Monday.

Mr. MITCHELL. Would the right hon. gen-
tlenan also give an answer on Monday as to
whether the Act respecting staniping on leather
will be dropped ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Minister of
Inland Revenue will be able to answer that.

Mr. McNEILL. I would like to ask if the report
from the officer investigating the charges made
against Captain Robertson of the steamer Baltic
has been received?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We shall be
able to tell the hon. gentleman as soon as the
President of the Council, who is acting as Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, comes in.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I might re-
mind the hon. First Minister that three months
at least have elapsed since that commission was
stated to have been issued, and the commissioner
surely ought to have been able to make his report
by this time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I believe he has
reported.

Sir JosN A. MAcDoNALD.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose to add the
words " on the Atlantic coast " to the third line
and to make the fees $1.50 per ton.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman is
omitting two important sections of the old Act
which has now expired, the one providing that
United States fishing vessels will not be required
to enter or clear at the Customs when they do not
remain more than twenty-four hours in port, and
the other that American fishermen shall only be
liable to forfeiture in the two cases of fishing or
preparing to fish.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No doubt the sub-
sections referred to are no longer law. They were
originally part of the protocol intended to establish
a modus vivendi, under a treaty to be considered
by the United States, and as such they were given
vitality for two years. It is not intended to
re-enact them, but simply intended to establish a
license system, which has been generally called
the modu<·vivendi, although that extended to other
subjects as well.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) This is a great change
of policy on the part of the Governnent, and it
may have serious effects. If the hon, gentleman
intends to require that American fishing vessels,
when they enter any bay or harbor, must report
at the Customs each time, he would bring about
the same state of irritation which existed before
the modus rivendi was brought into operation.
The chief cause of complaint made on behalf of the
United States fishermen was that they were
required to enter at the Custom house every time
they entered a port and pay the Customs' fees.
That caused more irritation and annoyance, and
was the cause of more correspondence than any
other complaint the Americans made. The solu-
tion which was arrived at by the passing of the
third sub-section, rendering it unnecessary to enter
at the Custom bouse, was a satisfactory one.
That did not give dissatisfaction to the Ameri-
can fishermen, or cause any loss of national
dignity on our part; but, if the hon. gentleman
repeals these clauses, and enacts that whenever the
American fishermen come into our waters for repairs
or for bait, or for any other purpose, they are vio-
lating the law unless they enter at the Custom
bouse, lie will bring up again the same trouble which
existed before this modus vivendi was agreed to. The
other section appears to be still more important. As
a matter of policy, we decided to put a modified
construction on the Treaty of 1818, though it was
susceptible to a number of different constructions.
There were offences specified there under which
the American fishermen would be liable to for-
feiture, but it has been agreed under the moditsq
viv'endi arrangement that only two offences would
render the vessels liable to forfeiture. The one
was the actual offence of fishing, and the other was
the offence of preparing to fish. For us to revert
to the old system would be to cause endless trouble,
perhaps from the hasty action of our officers 011
the coast, so that the trouble from which the Gov-
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ernment have been extricated with some difficulty
w-ill arise again. The Government will bring the
country into a great deal of trouble in this matter
if they pursue this course.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We are not requiring
any vessel to enter at the Customs bouse and pay
du'es. Any vessel of the United States entering
for the purposes for which it was permitted to
enter under our law, as far as I can discover, was
never required to pay one cent of Customs dues or
any other dues. The rhaster of a vessel was never
required to pay any Customs duties, but he had to
report at the Customs if he remained more than 24
hours in the harbor. We are not of necessity
returning to any system of administration which
existed before, but we are conferring exceptional
privileges upon those vessels for which licenses are
taken ont. We are not renewing any privileges
previously granted, but any United States vessels
tlat enter our ports will be dealt with in accordance
with the treaty, in accordance with the legislation
of this Parliament, and on friendly terms so far as
tbey are consistent with our fishery protection.

Mr. MITCHELL. I agree with what my hon.
friend from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), bas
stated. Either the clauses which are omitted
from this Bill were necessary at the time the
2odbis iirendi went into operation, or they were
not necessary. If they were necessary, what
reason bas the hon. gentleman for excluding them
from this Bill ? Those clauses worked very well at
that time, and why should we create a new state
of things which nay lead to complications with the
United States, possibly from the ignorance of
Custom bouse officials on the coast, or from a dis-
position, which has sometimes been evinced, to
annoy. That might lead to complications of a very
unpleasant character. These clauses were either
necessary in the old Bill or they were not necessary.
If they were necessary in the Bill which was passed
two years ago, they are necessary now, and it
appears to me that they should be added to this
Bill.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They were not neces-
sary, and it is not proposed to introduce them
now.

Mr-. MITCHELL. They must have been thought
necessary at the time by the hou. gentleman or his
predecessor.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They were put in
because they were in the protocol.

Mr. BLAKE. From an observation which drop-
ped from the hon. gentleman in the .course of his
explanation, in which, as I understood, he said it
was not intended, with reference to vessels taking
licenses, to alter the system of administration
w hich bas prevailed up to this time, I drew the
inference that, if it was not thought advisable toalter the system prevailing at the present time, it
tnight be a matter of policy to hold in terrorem the
Power of altering the system in regard to vessels
which had not taken out licenses.

8ir JOHN THOMPSON. We do not alter the
system as to vessels which take licenses, but we do
not propose to alter the law in regard to vesselstbat do not take out licenses. I do not wish to beunderstood to say that we will revert to any systemhy which the provisions of the protocol will be dis-regarded. On the contrary, the contention of our
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commissioners was that the Act had not been dis-
regarded, and it is not intended by the Government
to enforce any more stringent provisions in the
future than those which have been enforced here-
tofore, but it is necessary to have a strict super-
vision of our waters for the protection of our fish-
ermen.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Do I understand
that these fishermen will have to enter at the
Custom bouse?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Does that also apply to the

second clause ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I cannot at this

moment undertake to say to what class of offences
the penalty of forfeiture would be applicable.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think it is unfortunate
that the Government think it advisable to pass
this Act, which is only a temporary Act for one
year, and not to insert the conditions and agree-
ments come to by the contending parties at the
time of the Treaty of Washington. The same
contention was made then, that the Government
did not exact from the American fishermen any
improper entries. It was contended by the
American fishermen that they were harassed, and
it was to meet their views that this clause was
put in. By renoving these clauses, you will
create a great deal of suspicion as to your inten-
tions in regard to the American fishermen, and I
cannot see why that matter cannot be left as
it was, seeing that it only affects one or two years.

Bill reported.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved third reading

of the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I just wish to say that I do trust
that the Government are well satisfied that the
greater degree of governmental elasticity and
power which they obtain by the omission of
these statutory provisions, will compensate for
what, I apprehend, may be the suspicion and
hostile comment provoked by that omission. I
feel the delicacy of the situation, and I shall say
no more than this. I cannot help believing that,
from the circumstance of these provisions having
been inserted in our statute for the past two years,
a considerable, and perhaps an undue degree, of
emphasis will be attached to this change, and that,
unless there be important reasons for reserving
the powers which their omission does reserve, there
are very important reasons against a change for
the proposed short period of a single year ; but of
this I feel the Government are the best judges.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time.

CONFUSION IN THE HOUSE.
Mr. McMULLEN. Before proceeding further

I would take the liberty of drawing the attention
of the Government to a matter of vital importance
to members of this House. The members on the
back benches on this side-I do not know how it
is on that side-often cannot hear a single word
when the Ministers speak, nor frequently can we
hear, on this side of the House, what is said by
members on the front Opposition benches. Now,
it is highly desirable, either that better order
should be kept in the House, or that members, if
they have got to communicate with each other,
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should do so in very subdued tones, so that those
on the back benches may have the privilege of
hearing what Ministers say, as well as what is
said by those on this side of the House. If the
back benches are so often empty, it is because the
members find it too tiresome to sit there when
they cannot hear what is going on.

BANKS AND BANKING.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 127) respecting Banks and Banking.

(In the Committee.)

On section 27,
Mr. COCKBURN. I think that we should

provide that stock which is not taken up, and
which may be selling at a higher price than the
rate fixed by the directors, should be made free
and should not be tied down to the pro rata to
which the other stock is tied down. There is one
amount of stock taken up first which is fixed by
the directors, and which shall not be sold if the
stock is selling at 50 premium, or shall not be
allotted at less than 50 premium. But there is
some other stock not taken up at all. Then, I
say, let that fetch the market price, whatever
it is.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no objection to that.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I quite agree with
that proposition.

Mr. WALDIE. There has been a principle
adopted by some banks and by some companies
where shareholders were unable to subscribe for
additional stock and the stock was selling at
a larger premium than it was allotted at, that the
stock was so sold and the premium paid over to
the party entitled to it. In the case of parties
unable to subscribe for additional stock that seens
a very inequitable way to do, and this will
prevent it.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I was going to
suggest to make the time three months, instead of
six months, within which the allotted stock shall
be taken up by the shareholders.

Mr. FOSTER. It was three months before. My
hon. friend last night was very anxious for an
extended time, but now he seems anxious for a
contracted time.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Three months will be
sufficiently long. If the time were extended to six
months the shareholderwould have time to speculate
as to whether he would take stock or not. Ordi-
nary people would take the stock when it was first
allotted, but the wary and clever speculator would
wait until the six months had almost expired in
order to see whether the stock would rise in value
or not, and if there was a rise he would sell his
right to subscribe. Our postal arrangements are
so perfect that communication can be rapidly had
with shareholders in all parts of the world, and an
answer can readily be obtained within three
months.

Mr. FOSTER. Three months appears to be a
sufficiently long time. It is possible if it were
extended to six months that cases such as have
been mentioned might occur. But we must look
at the other side of the question also. A subscriber

Mr. McMuLLEN.

must be allowed due time to get his notice. He
also may find it necessary to make financial
arrangements to meet his allotment of stock. If the
Committee place the time at three months the
time may occur in the holiday season, the sub-
scriber may be travelling and it may be impossible
to hear from him within that time and for him to
make arrangements to take his stock. In that
event he would lose it. I think time should be
given to prevent these not remote possibilities.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I consider that
three months is ample time. There is ample time
for negotiations for stock within that time. ln
the meantime the shareholders would be tying the
hands of the directors of the banks for six months,
notwithstanding the fact that the increase of capi-
tal is for the benefit of the shareholders and for the
public.

Mr. FOSTER. It is simply a balance of incon-
veniences.

Mr. COCKBURN. Although the time allowed
was longer than six months, 1, on one occasion,
lost an allotment of stock, when travelling. Six
months is a very short time to allow, for notice is
required to be given to all the shareholders who
are travelling, and time is required to consider
whether they will take up the stock. I would pre-
fer a longer time than six months.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Speculators in stock move
more rapidly than people who invest bona fde; so
six months would be a fair time to allow.

On section 28,
Mr. FOSTER. This section provides for the re-

duction of the capital stock.
Mr. ELLIS. The Committee last evening fixed

the minimum amount of both subscribed and paid-
up capital. Does this section imply that the
Government can go below that limit; and if a
bank can go below that limit, why should not a
bank start on a less amount of capital than the
Committee fixed last evening ? If $250,000 is the
least at which a bank can start and carry 0n
business, surely when its capital falls below that
sum, it should be closed, if the argument which
prevailed in the Committee was a good argument.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The capital stock
can be reduced at the instance of the Treasury
Board, but they would not follow a policy injurions
to the interests concerned.

Mr. BLAKE. We have, however, already pro-
vided that a bank should not start business with
a capital below half a million. We may very
well put a provision in this clause, providing that
the reduction shall not be below half a million
dollars. I think if we insert in the first line the
words " may be reduced to any sum not below
$500,000," that would be right.

Mr. FOSTER. We will allow the clause to stand
for the time being.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Clause 5, section 28,
would seem to imply that the reduction of the
capital is not to take effect, or have any force,
until a Bill is passed by Parliament.

Mr. FOSTER. It may be either way.

Mr. KIRKPATICK. It ought to be one way or
the other. I think we ought to make them cosme
here in every case.
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Mr. FOSTER. It was not the proposition that
iii every case they should come to Parliament.
The idea was, that just as the capital stock may
be increased, under the safeguards which are placed
in the Bill, so there may be a means by which
capital stock may be decreased, under the safe-
guards in section 28 ; or, if the bank chooses, it
may corne to Parliament and ask for legislation in
orider to decrease its capital stock.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Do you not think that
nay cause doubt of the legality of a reduction, with-
out the sanction of Parliament ?

Mir. FOSTER. This is the sanction of Parlia-
ment.

Mi. KIRKPATRICK. But, if in some cases
the bank bas to come to Parliament for a Bill of
sanction, we ought to say in what case they need
iot come.

Ir. BLAKE. We can say in the clause " if in
any case legislation is asked " before the words

to sanction."

3Ir. FOSTER. Yes ; that would be right.

Mir. KIRKPATRICK. I suppose it would not
he necessary to have a certificate of the Treasury
Board.

Mr. BLAKE. Not if they get prior information,
so that they may form a judgment on what they
should dIo if the Treasury Board should refuse it.

On section 29,
MIr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think the

words " shall be personal estate " in the second
line, declaring the character of the property in
bank stock, ought be in the clause at all. W e have
nothing to do with saying what the character of
the property shall be.

Mr. FOSTER. Very well ; strike the words out.

On section 30,
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It seeis to me that

the provision lere relating to the appointment of
executois, administrators and curators, and dealing
with the stock after the death of the owner, is a
m'atter with which we have nothing to do. It will
depend on the law of the Province relating to per-sonal property how the interests of any deceased
person in bank stocks shall be dealt with.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. You might say "per-
sonal representative," and entitle him to take the
place of the deceased.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not think it is necessary at
all. I think these words should be struck out.

On section 32,
Ir. HALL. It seems to me that the regulation

wit reference to the cancellation or forfeiture of
sl aies ought to be by by-law, otherwise the
(hirectors might exercise their discretion about it,
anid it might be irregular, and sometimes unjust.
I would suggest that you add after the word " or "
in tle twelfth line, " under the provisions of a by-
law to that effect."

Mi. BLAKE. I think it would hardly do toeprive the directors of the right to exercise dis-etion iln individual cases. If a defaulting share-Ll<ller became insolvent, the proper course woulde to forfeit, and if he were solvent, it might be

a question in each case whether it were best to
forfeit or to sue. The matter cannot be dealt with
by a general by-law, but the directors must have
discretionary power, which is exactly what the
Bill gives.

Mr. FOSTER. The section is exactly the same
as the old Jaw.

On section 33,
Mr. COCKBURN. The 18th line of this section

says : " if the directors declare any shares to be
forfeited." Does that mean any of the shares
mentioned in the same paragraph ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. COCKBURN. This seems to be a little
wider. For instance, the directors might declare
shares to be forfeited which were held as collateral
for a debt.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It should read " any
such shares."

Mr. COCKBURN. ln the case I mention it
might be deemed advisable to sell the shares ; or,
if there were other creditors, it might not be
necessary to sell them at all. If you make it read
"any such shares," that would confine the provi-
sion to the shares mentioned in this item.

Mr. TISDALE. I think six months is too short
a time within which to require the bank to sell
forfeited shares. We might say twelve months.

Mr. BLAKE. I think wherever the bank
possesses itself of its own stock by forfeiture or
otherwise, there should be a very short limit within
which to dispose of that stock. The public will be
uRtder the impression that there is a double liability,
when in the case of the forfeited or acquired shares
there would be none at all, and it will not under-
stand the extent to which the bank holds its stock
in its own hands.

On section 34,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). It seens to me that

this clause, making provision with regard to
pleading, is beyond our power, and would only
cause confusion. I know that I have successfully
urged that view before the courts with regard to a
fire insurance company.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The subject of insur-
ance is not necessarily a matter of Dominion
control. In ordinary cases I would agree that
this Parliament has no control over procedure ;
but in banking transactions, I submit that our
power is just the same as it is in the case of bills
of exchange and promissory notes, to regulate the
procedure in regard to those matters which are
under our jurisdiction. The point was argued in
mny own Province, where it was decided to be intra
Vires, and I know it is a very useful provision
indeed.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I admit the force of
the objection of the hon. Minister of Justice, but
it is not necessary in this case. When we provide
for banks calling up their shares, that is as far as
we can go; to enforce their payments, the banks
have to go to the courts, and those courts are regu-
lated by the Local Legislatures. I have a very
strong opinion that we have no right to interfere
in the matter of pleadings in the courts.
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Mr. KIRKPATRICK. We have special power

given us by the British North America Act, to
legislate upon procedure in criminal matters, but
we have expressly taken from us the right to legis-
late on procedure in civil matters ; and surely this
is a procedure in civil matters. The criminal law
is under our jurisdiction, and if merely having that
jurisdiction carried with it the right to legislate
on procedure, it would not have been necessary to
give us that right specially in the Act. I agree
with the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon)
that we have no right in this matter to legislate as
to how the declaration should be franed.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not think our right to
legislate on the subject of banking extends as far
as the hon. the Minister of Justice says it does.
That right properly includes the right to legislate
on the general principles of banking, the incorpora-
tion and the powers of banks and bank managers,
but I do not think it necessarily includes our right
to legislate on procedure in the particular civil
matters connected with banks any more than in
other civil matters, because such procedure is under
the jurisdiction of the Local Legislatures ; and, as
the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick)
has said, the procedure in criminal matters being
placed under our jurisdiction, and that in civil
matters not being so placed, we have no right to
legislate on the latter. I want the House to con-
sider what will be the consequences of this doctrine,
applied to the extent the hon. the Minister of
Justice proposes to apply it. We are going to
have two sets of civil procedure-nay, perhaps,
two dozen sets. At any rate, we will have two
sets all through the Provinces. We are going to
have the set which the Province which has to do
with procedure in civil matters, provides, and
which presumably will be satisfactory, for the 'only
interest the Province canl have is to provide reason-
able facilities for the prosecution of all civil matters
in its courts; and we may well leave all to the
Province. But if we say no ; if we decide to in-
tervene-then for the banks we establish one code
of procedure and one rule of evidence; for railway
companies we may establish another ; for bills and
notes a third--and the result will be confusion
worse confounded. At the best it is the establish-
ing of two codes instead of one; and that is very
bad indeed. Therefore, it seens to me, it would
be better to omit the reference to procedure in this
matter, and to trust to the Local Legislatures
whose duty it is to provide efficient remedies in
this as in all other cases.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I shall be delighted
to assist my colleague in removing from the Bill,
or any Bill of the like kind, any provision which
is not clearly useful, concerning which our juris-
diction is questioned, with a view to avoid doubt-
fuIl ground. This seems to me an eminently use-
ful provision, and one that has been repeatedly
applied, and applied with advantage. As I have
already stated, there exists no Provincial legis-
lation providing for a case of this kind. This
section is an exact transcript of a section which has
been on the Statute-books for nine years at least,
and it has been found very convenient in practice.
,It bas stood the test of legal examination, and
has been decided to be intra vires of this Parlia-
ment. The hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirk-
patrick) calls attention to the fact that civil pro-

Mr. WELDON (St. John).

cedure is given to the Provincial Legislatures. So
are civil rights, but there is not a clause or sub-
section of this Bill which does not treat of civil
rights. With regard to the inconvenience of
having several sets of procedure, that is undoubt-
edly very great, and that is simply a -reason whv,
when dealing with Customs law, federal works, bils
of exchange, and banking laws, we shall endeavor
not to multiply the systems, but to have them
nearly as uniform as possible. If we are to hesi-
tate about this section as being within our powers,
what shall we say of the law for the protection of
revenue officers, which provides that in a suit for
damages in a civil court, in any Province, on a
simple plea of " not guilty," or of the general issue
certain things inay be given in evidence, or of pro-
visions all through the Railway Act as to what
shall be evidence, for reasons of public convenience,
such as the provision that a simple certified tran-
script of the document itself shall be received in evi-
dence, to avoid inconvenience and loss of suits aris-
ing from documents having to be searched for at
Ottawa. In every phase of our legislation we have
to provide for the inconveniences of the feleral
system as well as its convenience, and we have to
see, when dealing with subjects under our control,
that we provide reasonable facilities for their
prompt execution and for the protection of our
officers. . In this case we have to provide a simple
neans of recovering money due on a bank share.
We had an illustration of the same thing occurring
the other day with regard to bills of exchange, con-
cerning which it was proposed, and I understand
the proposition has been adopted in the other
House, that we should adopt a provision with re
gard to costs in proceedings on bills and notes. In
every phase, it seemus to me, the right to deal with
this subject of procedure is bound up with our right
to legislate on a subject at all. Whether it is
necessarily involved, is a very difficult question to
decide.

Mr. BLAKE. That is just the question, whether
it is necessarily involved. That is the question
put in the case of " Cushing and Dupuy " be-
fore the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council.
In dealing with the question of insolvency, they
stated an insolvency law is a law of such a
nature that procedure is essentially and necessarily
a part of it ; and inasmuch as insolvency is placed
expressly in the jurisdiction of the Federal Parlia-
ment, and inasmuch as procedure is essentially and
necessarily a part of it, the Federal Parliament has
the right to deal with the procedure. I agree so far.
But you have always to come to the question of
reasonable necessity, and not to the question ct

convenience which the Minister suggests. He says
we must provide for the inconvenience of the federal
system. Yes, but we have to recognise honestlY
its inconveniences. We have te recognise that with
its advantages there are certain inconveniences,
and we have to submit to those possible incontvel-
ences instead of endeavoring to accomplish' the
impossible-instead of endeavoring at once to take
the benefit of absolute legislative union and the
federal system together. There wil be points of
conflict, points of contact, points of divided
authority. M hat is our rule ? Our rule is that
everything whieh is essentially necessary to the
execution of the federal power is given it. Ail
that may come within that rule is, I agree, implied
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ïx n(eeCsitate ; but anything which is a mere ques-
tion of convenience I do not think is inplied. I
grant there is a large doubtful border land in
respect of which the Legislature lias to act con-
scientiously and carefully so as not to exceed its
powers, and in respect of which, acting conscien-
tiously, it is extremely difficult on many questions
to know what is the judicious solution, but I do
not see that we are on that border land just now,
heeause there is no pretence that this provision as
to procedure under the Banking Act is necessary

diction at all, but a matter of policy. If the posi-
tion of the Minister of Justice was pressed to the
extreme, it would amount to this: that in order to
give effect to any Act of the Parliament of Canada,
it would be within the power of this Parliament
to provide for the pr'ocedure in any particular case.
If that is so, then there is no jurisdiction given
by the British North America Act in matters
of civil procedure, or except in matters which
come within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Pro-
vincial Legislature. I do not so understand the

at all. provision in that Act. I think that construction
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. On the subject of would render it meaningless and nugatory, and

convenience, when I speak of convenience, it the same thing would apply in regard to the

seeis to me that involves to some extent a question administration of justice in civil cases. There would

of necessity-not necessity in its absolute sense, no longer be exclusive jurisdiction on the part of

but the necessity we are under of providing a the Local Legislatures in regard to procedure in

fiee and economical working of the systein of bank- civil cases where the legislation was within the

iig which w, establish. With regard to that, I powers of this Parliament. I do not think that
am most anxious to avoid crossing the boundary is within the meaning of the British North

line or touching on doubtful territory even ; America Act, and I think we are to legislate

lut what is the position? The convenience of this upon the subject-matter proper, leaving the matter
clause, if it be intra rires of this Parliament, is of procedure for the Local Legislature to determine,
adnitted. It is admitted that without some pro- and the question of convenience is for them rather
vision of the kind the procedure would be difficult, than for us to consider. In the case of Cushing
cumbersoie, and expensive. There is no Provincial against Depuy, the Privy Council said the

legislation upon the subject. It is more than procedure was a necessary part of the Act of In-
doubtful thatthe Provincial Legislatures have any solvency. It is easy to see that you cannot

power to deal with it. I am so strongly of opinioni legislate in regard to insolvency without provid-
on that point that I would not hesitate at this ing the procediure. The questions as to how the
iioient to adivise the disallowance of a provision property shall be dealt with, how the estate shall

of a Provincial Legislature that a declaration on a be wound up, and how it shall be distributed
bank share should take a certain form. I only amongst the creditors, are all questions of pro-
Mention this to show I am perfectly convinced on cedure ; but that is not applicable to a bank.

the point. There bas been the decision of a court
in one Province on the point, and the hon. member Mr BLAKE. I recognise the force of the view
for St. 'John (Mr. Weldon) tells me that in a case of the hon. gentleman as to our obligations in con-
w hich he thinks analogous. but in respect of which sequence of having, for a number of years, acted
I think there is a wide distinction-that is, the upon an Act which we passed in regard to this mat-
inîsurance case-there was a decision, though ter, but I do not think it is right, because we once
whether by one judge or the full court of the went wrong, that we should persist in going wrong
Provine I (o not know. This is a provision which for ever. There is a safety-valve given to the Do-
has been on the Statute-book for nearly a decade. minion of Canada with reference to its laws, both

Mr. W ELDON (St. John). My hon. friend says civil and criminal. If that safety-valve did not exist

this lias been on the books for a decade. Can he it is clear that the execution of these laws iniglit be
point out the case in which any question lias been altogether rendered nugatory under the British
raised upon it? I recollect one nisi prins decision North America Act, because if the power to create

which was delivered by the present Chief Justice courts of civil and criminal jurisdiction exist-

Of (anada, where lie held that it was beyond the ed only in the Local Legislature, there would

p1owvers of this Parliament to order a party to give be a possibility of excluding all jurisdiction in
evidence in a special case. Here the Dominion regard to Dominion matters. But it was not the
Parliament creates the debt as between the share- intention that the Dominion should meddle with
holder and the bank. Once the debt is created, to the procedure in civil and criminal courts. It was
enforce it is a matter of property and civil rights, the intention that this should remain with the Pro-
whic, I think, is altogether within the power of vincial Legislatures, and that intention is indicated
the Local Legislature by the terms of the Act. But this safety-valve was

provided that, for the better execution of the laws
.r. iMILLS (Bothwell). If I understand the of Canada, the Dominion might create additional

\Inister of Justice rightly, lie makes a distinction courts to execute those laws if necessary, so that
between an insurance case and a case of a bank, on i if any Province failed in its duty so far, abrogated
tie ground - that a Local Legislature may legis- its jurisdiction so far, or acted in any matter so
late on insurance as well as this Parliament, and arbitrarily or vexatiously as to create great disad-

inay, therefore, provide for procedure within its vantage and difficulty, this Parliament could stretch
ou-n jurisdiction. iforth its hand and make its laws effective by creat-

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; what I meant to ing another court. No doubt in that case the
say was that insurance, unless in relation to insur- power to create the procedure would be incidental
an to the power to create the court. But as lon as5 nebusiness ini more than one Province, is

ltogether a rfor the Province. that case, which would be entirely abnormal, oes
not exist in any Province, we are not to interfere

.r. MILLS (Bothwell). In that case, the ques- with the procedure in any of the courts. When
tion of procedure would not be a matter of juris- we have necessarily to create a court for tb execu-
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tion of Dominion laws, we must, of course, create
the court tot us, teres, atque rotundus ; we must
make it adequate to discharge the duties which de-
volve upon it, but I feel that in this case we are
exceeding our just limits when we propose to inter-
fere with the procedure in the courts of any of the
Provinces.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I think we should see
where the line is to be drawn between the Provin-
cial and the Federal power, and it seems to be
idicious that members of Parliament here should
take a reasonably large view of our own powers.
The case of Cushing and Dupuy bas been referred
to by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
and the hon. niember for Bothwell (Mr. Mills).
I think that few hon. members are prepared to say,
following that rule, that there are not a consider-
able number of sections in the Insolvency Act of
1869, or in the Act of 1875, with respect to which
it would be a straining of words to say they are
absolutely essential or absolutely necessary to the
working of the Act. They could be better described
by saying that their presence was very convenient,
and that is all the Minister claims for section 34,
which is now challenged, that its presence there
makes greatly for convenience in the working of
the Act. The old rule that the concession of a
power involves the concession of all that is neces-
sary to make that power effective, is the rule that
we must rely on. 1 was not impressed with the
reasons given by the hon. memnber for Frontenac
(Mr. Kirkpatrick), because we know that in more
cases than one the clauses of section 91 have been
construed and ield to involve the power to legislate
on a natter of civil procedure. It occurred to nie
as I followed the arguments of the Minister of Jus-
tice and of the hon. gentlemen who have spoken
across the House, that the natter is one of some
doubt, and that it is a reasonsable description of this
section to say that it would msake greatly for the
convenient operation of the Act. It can lardly be
claimed that it is absolutely necessary or essential ;
but I say again that the words "absolutely neces-
sary " or " essentially necessary " are not a fair des-
cription of the ratio dicidenda that was relied upon
by the Lords of the Privy Council in that notable
insolvency case ; and if there is any doubt in the
mnatter, seeing that our brethren in the Local
Legislatures in Ontario, in Manitoba the other day,
and in Nova Scotia, are very properly straining to
the utmnost the assertion of their powers, let us give
ourselves in this Parliament of Canada the benefit
of the doubt.

Mr. HALL. In the company's Act, still in force,
this provision exists in exactly these words ; so
that, I think, our legislation in this respect night
be made uniform, and that if we give this provision
in the case of an ordinary company, which was in-
corporated under the general Act, we should at
least continue the same provision in the Banking
Act.

Mr. BLAKE. That is, if we be wrong, let us be
unifornly wrong.

On section 39,
Mr. HALL. I would like to call the attention

of the Minister of Finance to the provision with
reference to authenticating these declarations of
transfer. Of the banks upon the frontier, nany of
the shareholders reside across the line in the United

Mr. BLAKE

States, and it is found very inconvenient indeed
for them to be obliged to make those declarations,
as they must under the provisions of the Act, before
a British consul, and in the border States it neces-
sitates making the declaration before a British
consul residing eitber in Boston or New York.
These provisions do not exist with reference to the
transfer of real estate, and I would suggest that
after the word " authenticated," in the 16th line,
we add these words : " by the clerk of the Court
of Record, under the seal of said court." I think
that would be authentication enough for the pro-
tection of the banks, and I am sure that it would
be a great convenience to parties in the border
States who have to make such transfers.

Mr. FOSTER. I will make that change.
Mr. MASSON. The Ontario Registry Act re-

quires the judge of a Court of Record or the chief
magistrate of the town to certify these declara-
tions. It would be well to have uniformity in the
provisions.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think it would be
better to leave the section as it is, for British
consuls are found in almost every place, and diffi-
culty might arise if the clause were extended.

Mr. HALL. It is very well for hon. gentlemen
to be satisfied with the provision where a British
consul is near at hand; but those cases I have
nentioned are cases of shareholders in banks, liv-
ing on the frontier of this Province, in the United
States. Under this provision a transfer cannot be
made in the United States without authentication is
made before a British consul, and in many cases
such consul will not be nearer than Boston or New
York, 300 or 400 miles distant.

Mr. TISDALE. That is the way real estate can
be transferred, and it should be sufficient for the
purpose of this Banking Act.

On section 40,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). This clause is in

direct contradiction to the Civil Code of the Prov-
ince of Quebec, for it would allow a married
woman to dispose of ber shares without the
consent of ber husband. It is a direct contradic-
tion of Article 77 of the Civil Code, which says
that a married wonan can never transpose any
portion of her property without the consent of her
busband. Even when separated as regards pro-
perty, a married woman could not dispose of bank
stock or shares without the consent of ber hus-
band.

Mr. BLAKE. This section attracted my atten-
tion in the sense mentioned by my bon. friend. It
is an attempt to follow the law of Ontario, and, as
I understand from the hon. member from St. John
(Mr. Weldon), of New Brunswick also. It is au
attempt to indicate what the civil relations betweeln
husband and wife shall be in a certain sense and to
a certain extent in regard to this particular species
of securities. Can it be said that this is necessary,
or even so very convenient for the working of the
-Act as to come within the border land of necessity ?

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). This subject is
considered of such importance, and it is in fact our
public policy, that no agreement in a marriage
settlement can change the law and can give a wifu
power to dispose of ber property without the con-
sent of lier husband.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON) I am not disposed On section 46,
to hold that it is even necessary, or even highly Mr. BLAKE. As to this forty-sixth clause, I
convelient. wish to call your attention to a proposition which

Ir. LANGELIER (Quebec). Suppose a case, 1, for a long time, have felt would he an improve-
which is the most frequent one in the Province of ment, with reference to the accounts submitted to

Quebec, where there is community of property shareholders of companies-not exclusively of bank-
hetween husband and wife, because, under our ing companies, but inclusive of banking companies.
law when two parties marry without any marriage You will observe that the last paragraph of this
contract madle before the marriage they are sup- clause says that the staternent shall exhibit: "the

posed hy law to have agreed to be in community amount of debts due to the bank, overdue and
of property. In that case all bank shares and not paid, with an estimate of the loss which will
movable property belonging to the wife now probably accrue thereon." It is, therefore, pro-
belong to the husband and are considered to be posed to be recognised by the Legislature that
tihe absolute property of the husband. i would an important element in considering the condi-

sug+est to the Minister to reserve this section and tion of a bank to be announced to its shareholders,
endcavor to draft it so as to meet the laws of the is a statement of the overdue debts and an esti-

Province of Quebec. mate of the loss, probably accruing on thein. We

\Il. FOSTER. Let the section stand. knov very well, by sad experience, that that pro-
vision by .itself is frequently illusory, because ar-

On section 43, rangements are niade, anterior to the general meet-
Mr. BLAKE. I wish to call the attention of ing, by which debts cease for that occasion only, to

tie linister of Justice to this clause. It simply be overdue debts, and the amount of overdue debts
provides, where the bank entertains reasonable , stated does not always represent the actual
doubt as to.the legality of the suggested ineans i amount. I do not impute this as the normal condi-
hv w hich the alleged transmission is occasioned, tion, because I do not know. But what we do know
for its filing its petition in the courts and making is, that when a bank does break, and the secrets
leclaration, &c. That certainly does not seem to of the prison are revealed ; it is made quite clear

be within the linits we have now discussed, even that a large number of accounts which did not
according to the lion. gentleman's own views. I appear in the last annual statements as overdue
sip)ose the hon. gentleman is aware tbat in sone debts, but which, according to all sound principles
of the Provinces at any rate, if not in all, modern of banking, should have been treated as overdue
anid well advised provisions have been made for debts for a long time, were, through the manner in
trustees and shareholders applying to the courts. which the business was carried on, prevented fromn
Ini ly opinion it would be better to leave this out so appearing. That we cannot altogether remedy,
of the Bill altogether. but what we can do is this : we can speak of the

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes ; I think the pro- past, and insist on not simply confining ourselves
vision is ample in all the Provinces. We will in the information that we provide for the share-
allow this clause to stand until I consider it. holders to receive, to what the net profits made

were. We can require a statement which will prac-
NIr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I would suggest a tically give the gross, by stating the amount which

1povision sirmilar to the one which has been found out of the gross had been written off, or passed to
useful iin the Province of Quebec. Where there is "suspense account," in respect to bad or doubtful
any doubt of the ownership of any property, notice debts during the operations of the current year. I
Of tie application t2he court is published in the believe the losses to the public and to shareholders
Ojflî/ Gazefte and iW>ne English and one French in our banks have been lue almost exclusively to
newspaper. It nust be published two months be- the fact that the knife was not put into the rotten
fore thie application is made to the court, and when accounts at the time it ought to have been put in.
apphedication is made any one who is interested can There is, in private as well as in corporate life, a sort
a1lpetr. j of reluctance on the part of people to acknowledge

Mmr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has found that a debt is bad or doubtful. Now it is a sigu of
tilat law a good law in the Province of Quebec, such extraordinary and exceptionally good fortune

Ian let him have it. We are satisfied with our as to be almost in itself suspicions, when a large
la in Ontario and let us have it. publie institution, engaged in lendimg millions of

money to the public, and under the conditions
,ir JOHN THOMPSON. The law in the other under which such loans are made, pretends to

P rovimces is not so much in the interests of the carry on its operations for twelve months without
u Nwspapers as in the Province of Quebec. When having incurred losses ; and what I think we ought

a, tition is presented in the court li the other to know is, what amount the directors of a bank
lrovinees, notice is given to such parties as the have either written off or put to suspense accountcourt requires to be notified and in such manner as for bad or doubtful debts in the course of the year

the court orders. for which they give an account to their share-

On section 44 holders. I propose that you add to the section,
r ' Rafter the word "circulation" in the eighteenth line,r.iLANGELIER (Quebec). There is an Ob- the words, "the amount written off, and the

eetioe to that clause, as it conflicts with the law amount placed to suspense account, for bad and
the Provn e of Quebec. In our law, when doubtful debts."

cau i8 any jomt ownership, each of the owners Mr. CURRAN. Will that cover the grossI dispose of his share of the joint property receipts forand draw his share of the dividend, but under this, the year
if there is joint ownership, one of the owners can Mr. BLAKE. It practically covers them, be-
ilaw- all the dividends by power of attorney, cause the directors would state the amount written
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specially concerned in, and what more imme-
diately concerns the shareholders of the banks,
are the net profits. No matter what the gross
receipts are, the Carnings of the banks are simply
the net profits, and I do not see what advantage
could be derived from changing a systen which
has worked very well in the past.

Mr. CURRAN. How can you tell how the
management has been, if the gross receipts are not
shown ?

Mr. BLAKE. Precisely.
Mr. CURRAN. They might give a statement

of what the profits were, but the shareholders
could not tell the margin between the gross profits
and the receipts.

Mr. KENNY. I never heard of that being
refused at an annual meeting,

Mr, BLAKE,

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad to hear the observations
of my hon. friend, who speaks, of course, with great
authority, and although he does not think the clause
very useful, still he does not seriously object to it.
I can assure him there are many people who do not
happen to be bank shareholders, depositors and
people occasionally interested in the operatiofl
of the banks, besides many sharebolders, who have
felt very much the want of this clause; and they
believe that a good many of the very disgracefl
statements which have preceded, sometimes onlY a
few days, the collapse of banks would have bee
prevented if there had been some such protection
as this. I do not pretend that it will give the
exact facts, because you cannot prevent banik
managers from being sanguine ; you cannot prevenc
a banker, over-sanguine or venturesome, who has
entered into a doubtful transaction, from taking

3891

off. You might require to know also, what they Mr. BLAYE. If it is neyer refused, let is
had spent in the administration of the bank for make sure that it wili always ba given.
the year. Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). In support of the

Mr. KENNY. I would respectfully suggest proposai of the hou. mambar for West Durhan
that that is a matter which, with all propriety, (Mr. Blake), I would mention two cases that caie
might be left to the shareholders of the bank bafore this Parliamen't. Two of Our local banks
themselves to regulate by by-law. The hon. gen- came here soma yaars ago to get their capital
tleman contends that the annual stateinent should raduced. One got its capital reduced 30 par cent.,
show what the suspense account is. If there is a and the other got its capital re(uced 40 per cent.
suspense account, the annual statement will show The annual report of thosa institutions, prasanted
it. The Committee must remember that the usual oniy a few months previously, representad to
phraseology in bank reports now is that provision their shareholdars that, after having written off
has been made for all bad and doubtful debts; ail bad and dobtful dabts, thay wara in such a
and to the accuracy of that staten.ent the officers position that the capital saemad to be intact; and
and directors of the bank pledge themselves when yet they came to this Parlianent shortly aftar-
they submit it to their shareholders. As regards wards to have thair capital reducad. If the pro-
bad or doubtful debts, I do not know what vision proposed by the hon. member for West
very great advantage it would be to the general Durham had been in force, it would have been
public or to the shareholders of the bank to have impossible for those banks to have made sncb
their precise amount stated. If the shareholders reports. They were antirely misleading. I know
of the bank do not nake provision in their by-laws people who bought the stock of those banks, ba-
for such a statement, I do not think it necessary liaving it was good, while, as a mattar of fact, tlsy
that we should incorporate it in this Act. were swindled. If the provision suggestad hy the

Mr. BLAKE. Why do we provide in this Act hon. membar for West Durham is adoptad, it wîll
for a statement of what the directors expect will compel the directors of )anks to be prudent, and it
become bad out of the amount of overdue debts? will protect the shareholders as wli as the pnb-
We provide for the anticipations of the directors; lic who are interasted as huyars of the stock of those
they are obliged to tell what they expect they banks. The case of the Consolidated Bank is known
are going to lose, and the hon. gentleman tells us ail over the country. The last annual report of the
that it is not right to require them to state what directors to the shareholders of that bank repre-
they have lost. santed it to ha in a most prosparous condition, and

Mr. CURRAN. Perhaps the hion. gentleman in that report was the statement that they had
would point out what particular objection there written off ail bad and doubtful debts. They dol
would he to requiring the gross receipts of the 'lot say, howavar, how mucl thay had written-off
bank to be given. Knowing what they were, and hay aditatad tha they hao tîse
seeing the net result, the shareholders would have
an opportunity of pronouncing upon the actual the troth. Thaseh
management of the bank ; they would know
whether it had been properly conducted or not. Sir DONALD SMITH. he hon. member for
If there be any reasonable objection to the inser- West Durham (Mr. Blake) bas traly stated that if

tionof he artculr wrdswhih wnldgiv usa bank came f orward and said they had lost nothingtion of the particular words which would give usC
that result, possibly they might be left out ; but i the year, that might create the suspicion
my hou. friend from Halifax (Mr. Kenny) has that their statenents were not very correct but.
merely stated that that night fairly be left to the on the othar hand, the hon. smbar for Montreal
shareholders themselves. I think it is the duty (Mr. Curran) says if the puric were told what
of Parliament to protect the public, and to see Was bat thay wouid know whetber the bank w as
that these institutions are mnaugaed in such a wall conducted or otherwise. I really think it
way as to give the greatest possible security to might vary well ba left as before to the banks, but
the public, and unless some tangible reason can be as it is not of very great consaquenca and tIera
given why these words should be omitted, I think seasus to be a feeling that it would have a gool
they should go in. affect, the alterations proposed by the hon. gentle-

Mr KENNY What the general public areinanmîghtvarywellbeadoptad.
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the iost hopeful possible view of it, and waiting
ntil the last day or the day after the collapse

before he will write anything off. All you
can hope for is an approximation to the
truth. It will be a little more light which I
expect to obtain by this, and I think it will be
valuable light, both by the suspicion which would
be evokedby any considerable institution pretend-
ing to carry on its business without loss during
the year and by the knowledge of the mercantile
coInniunity in which the bank lias its principal
office. It is some clue, at any rate, to the character
of the bank's transactions for the year ; and as
even those who take the natural view ofthe bank's
uirectors, who are always desirous that these un-
comDfortable incidents should not become public,
do lot oppose it very seriously, I trust it will meet
the favorable judgment of the Committee and of
the Government.

Mr. COCKBURN. I see no material objection to
the clause of the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake), although at the same time I sympathise
with the views of the hon. member for Montreal
\West (Sir Donald Smith), that perhaps very much
good will not result. If the bank directors are
the sanguine people they are represented to be,
they will, in drawing up their stateiments, make
considerable difference in the amount they are
going to write off or in suspense. So that those
iiteiested in buying stocks may perhaps be as inuch
muisledi then as they are now ; and thinking they
have a rock on which to build their house, they
mnay find themselves in the shelving quicksands.
How-ever, as there appears to be a general impres-
sion that the bank directors desire to conceal this
knowledge from the public, 1 have no objection
that the public should get all the information they
can under this clause.

sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No doubt
this will be some protection, though not a great
deal. The fact of the niatter is that, as a general
rulle, where a bank has incurred considerable loss,
that loss is very apt to be tolerably well known to
a considerable number of people ; and the know-
leige that it is well known will operate as a very
conlsilerable check on bankers in making their
statemuents ; and to that extent, although of course
you cannot prevent men from over-estimating their
dubuuultfil debts, it will afford a very considerable
atnd valuable means of information to those who
choose to take pains to inform themselves as to the
condition of the bank.

On section 46,

..Mr. COCKBURN. This section calls on the
<lirectors to declare the amount of reserved profits
at the time of declaring the dividend. But at that
tilue they are not in possession of that information.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not understand how bank
dlirectors can declare a dividend without having
before them an estimate of their reserve profits.
That is one of the elements on which they should
proieed in determining a dividend.

Mr. COCKBURN. Yes, but this calls for more
than an estimate. It calls for the actual amount.
The directors may have an estimate which will
justify thiem in declaring a dividend, but not all the
data to enable them to give an exact statement.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This is to ascertain
the good faith of th- directors in declaring the

dividend and the justifiability of the dividend. If
the dividend be unjustifiable when declared, it is
not made justifiable by circumstances which
transpire later.

Mr. FOSTER. I will allow that clause to stand
and consider the matter.

Mr. BLAKE. I would suggest, if the hon.
gentleman proposes to make a change, that he should
not alter the clause but make an additional provi.
sion for an actual statement at a later day.

On section 51,
Mr. KENNY. I question the wisdom of allow-

ing banks to declare dividends of 8 per cent., which
have only 20 per cent. reserve. I do not think that it
is in the public interest that they should be allowed
to dIo so. Hon. gentlemen must remember that
sometimes directors of banks are subjected to great
pressure from their shareholders for increased divi-
dends, and I think it will be admitted that we have
not a bank in Canada with 20 per cent. of a reserve
which is paying more than 7 per cent. dividend.
Further, I do not think that any bank, with 20 per
cent. reserve, is warranted in paying over 6 per
cent. dividend. I, therefore, submit to the Com-
mittee that it would be in the interest of the banks,
and in the public interest as well, to increase this
amount to, say, 50 per cent.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). That is the other
extreme. I think 25 per cent. would be enougli.

Mr. COCKBURN. It is difficult to fix the rate.
I quite agree with the lion. member for Halifax
(Mr. Kenny) in the statement that there is no bank
with 20 per cent. reserve that can afford to pay
more than 6 per cent. dividend. The average rate
of Canadian banks is 7 -11. I think we miglt make
the reserve fund 40 per cent.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think 25 per cent.
is enough.

Mr. TISDALE. This change lias not been sug-
gested until to-day, and it may be very serious to
compel the banks to double up their reserve. I
have never seen any discussion in the papers and I
have never heard anywhere else an expression of
opinion in favor of a change. This has been the
law for mnany years, and it would be injurious to
put up the amount of the reserve to 50 per cent.
simply because one gentleman gets up and proposes
it. Some 40 or 50 millions of capital are invested
in these banks. The capital may become impaired,
and for years the banks might have a very small
return. If there is a desire to put up the amount
of the reserve, I think it would be reasonable to
put it up to 25 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. If any change is made, it should
be made with regard to the general earning power
of money. It would be unfair to make such a
change unless the bank had not a large rest. The
present proposition is as illusory in regard to banks
in Ontario as it would be to say that loan companies,
should not receive more than 8 per cent. I do not,
see how any bank with only 20 per cent. of a rest-
can earn more than 7 per cent. at the present rates
of interest.

Mr. KENNY. My only object was to protect
directors from the clamoring of shareholders, who
are frequently very unreasonable.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the amount be made
30 per cent.
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Mr. WELDON (St. John) moved that it be 25 sitting on the other side of the fouse. Wheu 1
per cent. say that the Government will be approved by this

Amendment of Mr. Foster agreed to. side of the Honse, and 1 hope by both sides of the
Committee rose and reported progress, and it fouse, in not making a revision this year, I an

being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. not saying anything costrary to what 1 said in the
bein sixo'clck, he Seake bf thebeginning, wisen I said that no0 otiser amendment

to the Electoral Franchise Act would be made to
After Recess. the Act. The suspension of the Act for one year

is a meas-.sre by itself. The Government, I tii,
FRANCHISE ACT AMENDMENT. is responding to a desire feit, if not expressed 011

bots sides of tise flouse that a revision woîsld
Bill (No. 136) further to amend the Revised entail too large an expenditure to warrant its

Statutes, chapter 5, respecting the Electoral Fran- enforcement during the present yenr. 1 might
chise, was read the second time, and House resolved quote here an ,xpression uttered on the floor of
itself into Committee. tiis House last year by an hon, gentleman sîtting

(In the Committee.) on the opposite benehes he said that, outside tie
expenditure imposed upon the public treasury, a

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I suppose there is no need revision entailed a considerable expense on the mdi
on my part of discussing the merits of the vidual members themselves; and on the candidates
Electoral Franchise Act. In 1885 the House had in tie various constituencies. Nobody will iy
a most ample discussion on that measure. The law that a revision involves a great deal of anxiety,
is now on the Statute-book, and is accepted by the trouble and expense, both to the meiniers already
country, if not cheerfully accepted by hon. gentle- representing constituencies, and to the would-be
men opposite. The object of the Grovernment candidates for those constituencies. Now, what-
now, and it should be the object of Parliament, in ever expenditure is imposed upon tie indivîdual
amending the present law, is twofold ; First, to citizen in this connection ought to be avoided, asd
facilitate as mnuch as possible, and in a better the Goverument is not more justifiable in inposisg
manner than before, if possible, the workingu of the tsat expenditure upon citizens individually tsan h
law ; and second, to reduce the cost of the work- would be lu imposing it upos citizens collectively,
ing of that law and render it less expensive. Wihen when it would faîl upon the public treasury. A
the Electoral Franchise Act was introduced it was revisios during the course of this year would take
predicted that the cost of its working would be place in most unfavorable conditions. If 1 an not
ruinous to the country. I must say that the pre- isistaken, provincial elections will take place is
diction, if not realised, was, at all events, from our two of the largest Provinces of the Doniïsiou,
first experience with the law, in a certain@ manner Ontario and Quebec, in tIe months during wiich
warranted by the facts. The first revision cost, tie revision would take place, and perhaps also a
not three-quarters of a million, as had been pre- general election wîhl take place in Nova Scotia,
dicted, nor even ialf a million, but somewbat tie third largest Province of tie Dominion. We
over $400,000. The second revision took place know tie commotion, and the excitensent, and
in 1889, three years after the first revision, tie trouble misich attend tie holding of tsese
which took place one year after the passing of the provincial elections. If we had a reision this
law. As I had occasion to state in the beginning year it must be admitted tsat it would take place
of last Session, the cost of the last revision was a in very unfavorable circumstasces. But is there
little over $150,000. I stated then, and my ex- no other reasos why that revision should sot
pressions have been commented upon in an take place? We have not yet reached tie esd
unjustifiable msanner, that it was my personal of this Parlianent; according to law this Par-
opinion that if the operation of the law was to im- liansent will cease in the beginning of 1892.
pose upon the country every year the sum which Tie writs for tie general eiection for tie next
the last revision had cost, 1, for one, would be pre- Parliament will have to be issued before tie date
pared to say that the expenditure was too large. of tie returns of tie writs for tie elections of 188,
I stated then, also, that I thought that, at least, if 1 ar not mistakes, sometîîe about March,
until the machinery for executing the law was 1892. Bat, before tie natural expiration of tie
more complete, a revision every year, with its life of this Parliament, a sost important event is
attendant cost, was not necessary. That also was tie Dominion must take place-a general censs
mny personal opinion. I must say that I think the must be taken during next year, 1891. That census
Government is responding to a sentiment which is will occupy part of the year; but I understand tie
not only shared by a large numuber of the mem- nuiserical census will be over about tie isonti of
bers on this side of the House, but also by a July. Everybedy knows tiat from tie result of tiat
large number of the hon. gentlemen opposite, in numerical census tie representation of tie diffei-
deciding that a revision in the present year ent Provinces inay be altered considerably. Tie
is not necessary, and would entail too large resultof tie decesnial census controls tie rtpre-
an expenditure upon the country to warrant its sentation in tiis Dominion, and wiile tie repre
being made. My hon. friend, the leader of the sentation of tie Province of Quebec must remail
Opposition, will say that when I introduced that statiosary, according to tie Act of Confederation,
measure I said that beyond the clauses which I tie representation of tie other Provinces May be
then stated the Bill would contain, no other im- aitier increased or decreased, according to tie
portant clause would be inserted in this Electoral ratio of increase or decrease in proportion of tie
Franchise Act, nor has any material amendment standard population of tie Province of Qnebec.
been made to it with the exception of two or three After the census of 1891, as after the cen-
amendments to which I have added a few clauses sus of 1881, in tie course of natural events
taken from measures proposed by hon. gentlemen tie contry wonld require that tie repre-
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sentation should be remodelled or readjusted in
the different Provinces. I do not suppose, for
example, if after the census has shown an increase
in population such as to warrant an increase in its
representation in the same ratio as occurred in
the census of 1881, that the electorate of Ontario
would allow Parliament to sit for more than one
Session before the representation was readjusted.
The revision of the lists beginning on 1st June,
1891, will be continued from that date until
its final completion on 31st December, 1891. The
revision of the list has nothingto do with thecensus,
and the census will not in any way affect the
revision of the lists. The revision of the lists is a
kind of an electoral census done yearly according
to the law; it is an electoral census. The census,
as I have said, bas a great effect upon the repre-
sentation in this Parliament. If in July, 1891,
the census shows that the representation must be
changed it will become necessary to have new
elections soon after the census ; and those elections
should take place in the beginning of 1892, by the
natural death of this Parliament according to the
Constitution. The question which presented itself
to me was this : By the experience of the past,
could a revision, beginning inJune, 1891, be satis-
factorily made, and would it be ready for the even-
tuality of elections in 1892. There is no reason to
doubt it. The delay which has occurred this year
was a delay that cannot occur another year. The
Bill itself will prevent it. We have thought, and
rightly so, that for the work of revision supplemen-
tary lists should be printed, showing the number
of votes to be removed and the number of votes to
be added at the revision. We thought that the
Government printing office at Ottawa might supply
the want and do the printing of those supplemen-
tary lists of names to be removed and naines to be
added. We have been nistaken in our cal-
culation, for two reasons : First, the printing
establishment after a year and a-half was not in a
complete state for its efficient working ; and,
second, we had not calculated that the change in
the different lists in the polling districts was so
large after three years' revision. We had not
thought that the number of polling districts in the
Dominion would reach 7,000, that the number of
votes in the Dominion had increased from a little
over 900,000 in 1886, to a little over 1,000,000 in
1889. No less than 7,000 polling districts now
appear on the voters' lists, which means 14,000
different lists, the supplementary lists being doable.
These had to be printed, and they had to be printed
at a time when great difficulties were encount-
ered by the Government in the working of the
printing bureau. But the Bill which, on behalf
of the Government, I propose to-day provides that
the printing of the supplementary lists may be
done in the different districts by the revising offi-
cers themselves, under instructions and according
to the rates of the Queen's Printer. Then the diffi-
culty which we met with, and which has caused the
revision to be completed later than the date fixed by
law, namely, 31 st December, will not occur another
year. I may say that even with the difficulties
we had to encounter this year, if the necessity had
existed for an election to take place in February
this year, the lists might have been completed for
such election, and completed more perfectly than
they ever were completed according to the old
system of municipal lists. I have already stated

that the voters' lists now existing as revised in the
Dominion, are more perfect, more complete, than
they have ever been before. I state that, whoever
may state to the contrary. I more particularly refer
to the Province of Quebec. In elections in which
I have taken part so long ago as 1859, I know that,
on an average, most of the elections were held
on lists which were certainly, on an aver-
age, two or three years old. I maintain that
our present lists represent more truly, com-
pletely and perfectly than any lists ever be-
fore published, the electorate of the country.
The question comes : how can we facilitate the
working of the law as it is, and how can we reduce
the expenditure ? The cost of printing has been
nost singularly reduced since the beginning. The
first revision of 1886 cost us 12 cents per name, or
rather per line, for printing; but the supple-
mentary lists which were printed last year have
not cost us more than 3½ cents per nane, or Une.
The first lists printed by the revising officers had
to be kept in type by the printing offices in. the
different constituencies, for three or four months,
during the whole period of revision ; whereas
in printing the supplementary lists, every page
which is read and corrected by the revising officer,
can be distributed, and every printing office in the
country, no matter how small it may be, can do
that work. In this Bill we have tried to reduce
the expenditure, and I hope the House will approve
of it. The law at present states that the revising offi-
cer shall post the lists in three conspicuous placesin
each polling district; and as there are 7,000 polling
districts, 21,000 lists had to be posted, which alone
entailed an expenditure of between $11,000 and
$13,000. This posting of the lists has been repre-
sented by the majority of revising officers as useless.
The first rain that feul, or the first wind that blew,
or the first ill-intentioned person who wished to
take down the list, made the posting useless, and
hence we provide now that such posting shall not
be obligatory. With the organisation of political
parties as it is at present, and with the distribution
of the lists precedent tothe revision, to each nem-
ber of Parliament, and to each of the unsuccessful
candidates, as well as to others whom I shall name
hereafter, we think thecirculation ought to be suffi-
cient without the posting. We restrict the distri-
bution, and do not give the list to the unsuccessftil
candidate who has not secured the necessary num-
ber of votes to save his deposit ; for I do not see
why a man who is condemned by law to lose hia
deposit of $200 should be treated as an elected
member of this House. When we have to distri-
bute two copies to each of the successful candi-
dates, to the unsuccessful candidates, to the
mayor, the reeve, the deputy reeve, the secretary-
treasurer, the school secretary, and when the
lists are posted in the post office and in the
office of the revising barrister, which during
election time is open to the public, I (1o not see
that it will be necessary to post the lists as before.
The different clauses of the Bill will also explain
some smaller reductions in expenditure. We have
not yet faced the question of the reduction of the
salaries of the revising officers, and the fact that
the Goverument will not ask this year that a re-
vision shall take place, will, if Parliament consents
to this, give us time to consider the important
question of the salaries of the revising officers.
Two modes might be suggested to lessen the ex-
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penditure in this direction. One will readily see could, as we will, in the printing pf only one of the
from the fact that there are 215 constituencies, supplementary lists, decrease the price which we
and about 170 revising officers, that the expense is have paid, which was, I think, 34 cents per naine,
necessarily large in this direction. Taking the or per line ; suppose we decreased that by one.
salaries of the revising officers, as now regulated, and-a-half cent per naine, one would suppose
,at an average of $500 each, you have an expendi- that would amount to very little ; but in the
ture of $85,000 for salaries alone. smallest supplementary list, that is, the one which

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Abolish the Act. has the fewest naines to be removed, that would
amount to an immediate saving, in the 7,000

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We miglit also abolish Par- polling districts, of over $1,000. Then, it appears
liament, it would save a great deal of money to be a small matter to post up two or three lists
to the country, and if I were to judge by some on a fence or on public buildings in a municipality ;
of the discussions I have heard here, and to which but when we multiply the saving in this item by
I have listened very patiently, it might not be a the number of polling districts, it reaches between
bad thing to do, but we cannot do it, and we do $11,000 and $13,000. We last year reduced the
not do it. I say that two modes mnight be suggested expenses of clerical assistance. There is no need
for decreasing the large expenditure on account of to have the services of criers in the courts, and by
revising oflicers' salaries. One would be to reduce dispensing with thein we will effect a further
the number of revising oificers by extending the reduction. lu this way, as the working of the law
electoral districts over which they preside. It is becomes familiar to the people who are charged
not surprising that, at the beginning, this new sys- with that work, and as soon as the law becoies
tem was difficult, and the best men we have more generally known, the working of that law
employed as revising officers have themselves will become as easy and regular as any municipal
acknowledged that it could not be otherwise than action. Those who have in charge the working of
difficult on application at first. But the difficulties the elections, Conservatives and Liberals, will
of the duties of revising officers are greatly lessened take the work in hand, and that work will be
and working of the law becomes more easy, as it done carefully and well. It has been said on the
becomes better known and as the officers become other side of the House, and on this side too,
better acquainted with , the operation of it. perhaps, in Conservative newspapers as in Liberal
One mode would be to enlarge the electoral newspapers, that the expenditure was very large,
divisions as entrusted to the different revising and that the Provincial system of voting would be
officers, and so diminish the number of revising preferable. I have it from one of the înost intelli-
officers ; another would be to reduce the salaries gent revisers of Ontario, that the Provincial systein
of the revising officers and find some means of of revising the lists by the Provincial authorities
rendering their duties less onerous than they are is not at ail as cheap a method as some hon. gentle-
at present. We must not forget that throughout nen are apt to say. The cost of that systei does
the greater part of this Dominion the officers not show as the cost of our Systein does, because the
presiding at the revisions are judges; an'd expense is divided and sub-divided among any
might risk the opinion that these judges are différent municipalities; but I could rend, anti
not overpaid. Nobody will say that the county during the debate 1 May rend, the expression of
judges of Ontario are overpaid ; I will not say opinion of that revising officer, who stated that he
that they are not paid enough, but certainly had certifled, under that system, an account of so
nobody will say that they are overpaid. In other much for this clerk, 80 much for printing, SO initl
Provinces, in tbe Province of Quebec for instance, for the assessor, so much for another municipal
a considerable nuîber of the revîsers do not beloug off cer, aIl of which collected together amounted to
to the judicial bench. I do not know wbether it more tian the cost for a similar revision of the
would not be advisable to increase the numnher of Dominion list. I do not sny that the case is every-
revisiug officers belonging to the bench. g know where the saine; but i Say that the revision by
that in the Province of Quebec, the judges have the Provincial authorities is not so chenp as
showu themselves adverse to performing duties people have given it ont to be. This Bid m g e
which they regard as couuected lu a certain mensure practically a repeal of the Act of last yenr, sub-
with political action; 1 kow that our jundges of the stitutihg every clause of last year's amended

eSuperior Court in the Province of Quebec have Act by another clause amending i an diffrent
,tot in general felt ddisposed to assume those duties, fanner the different clauses of the Electoral Fran-
wishing, as they have said, to remain indepen- chise Act. d thought it was better to do tis than
dent of anything which would tend to bring poli- to have an amendint to the amendment whichl
'tical recrixninations against thein. But I do not see was itself an amendient, and which would reuder
great strength in the objections which have been it difficult for the revising officers to understand
made, and 1 arn one of those who think that a larger the law. We have not repealed, as I intended at
nunber of revising divisions in the Province of first, the Act of last year, because the At of last
Quebec should be taken by gentlemen occupying the year, repealing a great many clauses of the main
position of judges. Indeed, we might se t our way, Act, s tch clauses would not have revived But
in satisfying publie opinion, and perhaps in satisfy- practically this Act is the Act of last year ameded
ing just aims, t prescribe those duties as part of lu ail its principal clauses.
the judicial duties of judges, as we have doue with h g
regard ta the decision of eect a contesta. Perhaps Mr. LAURIER. So that, after ail, it appears
soie of the provisions of this law ay appear to we are not te have a revision of the lista tis
be ridiculously insignificantc; but we must not year. My hon. fried, admit, on a previons
forget that the multiplication by very large figures occasion, did not state as ofcit, but he inted
makes importantthe siclest change inregardto cost as muc on another occasion. The hon. the First

mf the revision of the list. For înstense, suppose we Mnister, when questioned on that subject, almost
Mr. Cn&PEAu.
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practically declared there would be a revision. very long and exten1 very far back, and it will
True, he did not say so in so many words; but, be utterly impossible for rany people auxious to
when asked whether there would be a revision or see the lists to see them to any advantage if they
not, he said there would be, according to law. are confined to the revisiug officer's office.
Well, the law provides there shall be a revision
every year ; and when asked if the law would be Mr. CHAPLEAU. I propose by the amendment
tmended this year or not, the hon. gentleman would

not reply. Despite the fact that the law requires
revisiol every year, the hon. gentleman proposes two copies given to the different municipal oficers,

t do agai what he has done on two or three they are obliged to have one of the copies posted
different occasions. He proposes to amend the
Act, and to dispense again with the revision. The Mr. BARRON. Then I risapprebended the
imore we look into this Act, the more it is dis- Secretary of State. He refers to the expenses of
cussed, the more we must come to the conclusion the revising officers. I will suggest to hiin a means
that it is illogical, uncalled for, and absolutely un- of saving expense, by reducîng the nuinber of re-
neucessary. If there is anything in the law on vising officers. There is no reason wby the count
which there could be no dotbt, it is that there court judge, who is considered efficient for the a( -
shahl be a revision every year, because an election ministration of justice ii the whole cohnty, should
may be h eld at any moment. We know to our not also revise the list for the whole couxîty instead
cot that death is an ever-vigilant eneny, and that of two revising officers being appointed, as there
a constituiency is apt to be opened at any moment, are for the county of Victoria, for instance. That,
ai w e will be exposed to taking the votes of the no douht, is the case in many other counties ii On-
people, not according to the existing electorate, tario, because I do not speak for any other por-
bunt upon a list two or three years old, and an tions of the Dominion. It rnight he said that ii
electorate which is not existing at the time. The that case the salary of the county judge woull
fact is the Government are both afraid and have to be increased, but, though tthat nay l) true,
ashamed of their own progeny. They put a law it woull not be necessary to dotble his salary, and
iii the statutes providing for a revision every year, I think a great saving cotl
ani then they are afraid to apply the law. The N tl esade here.
hoi. gentleman stated, as an argument in favor of of Mr. IC Necessaily hen a se
the Act, that the revision of the lists under Pro- th i S discusseacb the Miit w e
icial laws is almost as cheap as the revisiondeal of interest.uiiiler this law. If it is as cheap in the Pro- I have listened with a good deal of interest to the

v111ees- N-iiicesremiarks of the Secretary of State in regard to titisMi. CHAPLEAU. As dear. measure which very largely affects the election of
MIr. LAURIER. Then why should his state- representatives to tiis House. The hon. gentle-

tment, w-hen he said there wotld be no revision, man las gone into a great deal of détail in statinL
have been cheered as it was? In making that the intentions of the Governmeit. At present i
stateittent he, no doubt, relieved the hearts of his ar merely going to repeat some of bis words with
fillowers. the view of ascertaining -hether I have rightly it-

'Ir. CHAPLEAU. And your's too. terpreted lis statements. He says that the census
will be taken in 1891, and that titis flouse will ex-

31r. LAURIER. Yes, because we believe the pire i Mardi, 1892, and I inferred from. what he
Act is altogether unntecessary, and we want to faîl stated that we would ot have an electiot until
back on the Provincial lists. Why was the state- after the natural expiry of the tern of this Parlia-
ihuenît cheered so enthusiastically by the hon. gentle- ment on the 31st Mardi, 1892.
inan s supporters? Because every man, whether Mr. CHAPLEAU. I hope so.
Iln this side or on the opposite side, is afiraid of the
-xpe-ise incurred by this revision. On this side
we have to submit to the want of a revision, but man hopes so. ît is not wltat he hopes or wishes,
(n the other side they are inbut want to ascertain for myself, as well as for
could have the law amended in the sense in which
weesire to have it amended by falling back on rightly understood bis staterent, that the Govern-
the Provincial lists. As to the amendments pro- ment have resolved not to have ai élection until
posed II will not say, as my hon. friend bas said, after the expiry of the present Parliament, in
that they are childish or even small. Some of ther Mardi, 1892. A friend of mine here suggests that
Commtittend themselves to my judgment, and may they are drawing a herri across the track. I do

flot think so. My hon. frîend is moesupclupeiltaps tend to make the Bill a little less imperfect isthanl it is. ta m ontko fh fado hm
I arn not. The reason stated is, that there is a

Mr. BARRON. With regard to the saving of decennial census to be taken under the British
e'xpense mentioned by the hon. the Secretary of North Arerica Act. "e took one in 1881, and
State to be effected by not posting up the lists, must take another i 1891, and by another pro-great injustice will be done in many constituencies. vision of the Act a re-arrangerent of the ProvincialThe hion. gentleman suggests the advisability of representation must be made, taking the Province
keeping the lists in the revising officer's office for of Quebec as the pivot. The Premier is aware,th, inspection of any one who wishes to see them. as well as others who assisted in fraring the Con-That will not be satisfactory, especially in large stitution, that it is very difficult to décide howtonstituencies and in constituencies in which the the incrt ase or decrease of the representationrevismig officer does not reside. Take, for in- should be provided for, and the method which nowStance, the constitnency which I represent. It is exits is the one whieh was agreed upon for the re-
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arrangement of the representation in Parliament position made by the hon. gentleman-and if
in proportion to population. If the Province of I have not correctly stated it,then the hon. gentle.
Quebec has a population remaining stationary, say man may correct me-the next conclusion we arrive
at 2,000,000, and the other Provinces remain at from what the hon. gentleman says, is that these
stationary, no change will be made ; but, if the Provinces which may be entitled to increased re-
Province of Ontario, for instance, has increased 10 presentation, will not consent to be represented in
per cent. more than the Province of Quebec, its the House by a less number of members than the
representation will be increased ; and if the popu- British North America Act, which is the charter
lation of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick has of our country, gives them. Then we will have to
been decreased, their representation will be have another Session ; assuming that we had a
lessened, so that the representation will be taken Session in 1891, at the ordinary date, we will have
from the smaller Provinces and will be given to to have another Session in the fall of the year, or
the larger Provinces, while the Province of Quebec in the beginning of 1892, which Session will
reinains witlh the same representation. My hon. terminate, as I understand, on the 31st day of
friend the Secretary of State bas at very consider- March, 1892, or thereabout, and one of the great
able length explained the objects of this Bill, and objects of that Session will be to carry out, not only
I understand from him, that the redistribution the spirit, buttheletter of the British NorthArnerica
will be made after the census is taken, which will Act, under which we sit here, and that will require a
not be later than July, 1891. redistribution of the representation based upon the

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is the numerical census. population, as given by the numerical census which
Mr. MITCHELL. How can you have a census is expected to be completed on the lst July,

which is not numerical ? 1891. In other words, then, I am to understand
from the hon. gentleman that the Government con-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is something more in template having two Sessions of this Parlianent
the census than the number of individuals. The more before a general election. There is nothing
largest part is outside of that. like putting the thing in plain language, because

Mr. MITCHELL. I am speaking of the census my hon. friend wrapped it up pretty well, but I
which applies to the representation in this House, watched very closely what he was saying, and I
and that means the number of people in the dif- now put it in plain and distinct language, open to
ferent Provinces. Then, the numerical census correction by the hon. gentleman, that the infer-
having been ascertained in July, 1891, it will ence to be drawn from what he says is, that we are
become the duty of the Governmnent of the day to going to have two more Sessions of this Parliament
determine the manner in which the representation before a general election takes place. My lion.
of the different Provinces shall be settled. I am friend alongside of me (Mr. Davin) who occupies,
not going to say that the population of Quebec will perhaps, a doubtful constituency perhaps like mny-
decrease or that that of Ontario will increase, but, self, may rather like it ; but I must say that I see no
if there has been no special enigration from Que- reason to object to it. My right hon. friend looks
bec, knowing the productive character of the at me because he knows that I have a little suspi-
population of that Province, I have no doubt cion of the inner workings of this thing. I entirely
that its population will have increased more approve of it, not, perhaps, for the same reason as
than that of the other Provinces, or at ail my lion. friend wbo sits beside me, nanely, that
events that it will hold its own. The ques- our constituencies may ho douhtful; but I approve
tion becomes one for the smaller Provinces as of it because it must work in another way unless
to what the effect may be upon them ; and if two sessions more are held, and for this reason:
the exodus from these smialler Provinces has been Suppose that next session, being the flfth session
as great as we have reason to believe, I am afraid of this Parliameat, the Governrent shoul
there will be a necessity for a redistribution which choose to dissolve the House and go to the country
may not affect the smaller Provinces so favorably. before that census was complete, or before the
No doubt the western Provinces cannot be affected distribution under that census was accorplished,
beyond a certain point by the increase, because what would ho the result thon? If Ontario was
until they have a certain amount of population, entitled to six constituencies more, do you suppose
they have all got a representation far beyond what she would rest satisfied to have six loss representa-
their population would give them if they come in tives sitting here lu the ouse than she Was
on the basis of the old Provinces, and in all pro- entitled to? Certainly not. Thoy would have to
bability there will not be very much change made have another genoral election, and inrediately
in them. Now, my hon. friend has gone on to afterwards a redistribution, after the census Mas
state that in order to get at the basis of that re- completed, and therefore, as the matter may 'ot
presentation this census will have to be taken, and, ho very génerally understood in the country, and
as he states, the Provinces never would consent to as there is a good deal of anxiety as to what the
remain as they are for one Session, if the changod effe t of this census may be, I may state that I
relations made by that census were such as to entirely ap rove of the course the Goverment are
warrant the necessity of giving to Ontario, we taking. They cannot do otherwise.
will say by way of illustration, half a dozen Some hon. MEMBERS. bear, hear.
members more than she hadbefore. We might take
from the Maritime Provinces one or more represen- Mr. MITCHELL. If hon. gentlemen who say
tatives, leaving them a less number than they had "hear, hear "were as sure of their seats as I ar,
before, and these western Provinces would never perhaps they would not ho ready to say that. I
consent to have a House sitting here in which am not aIraid of their machinations and manouvres.
they had a less relative number of members than They have tried them upon me often ; I am readIy
they were entitled to under the Act. Then for ther whenever the tire cores, whether it
assumning that I have correctly stated the pro- cores this year or next yeat.. 1 want the people

Mr. MiTcHIE.
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91 understand what is ahead of them, and I want he comes in at the head of a majority, as he éx:
he Government clearly to state whether I have pects to do, but I shall be very nuch disappoifited

correctly interpreted the statement of the Secretary if he does, then, I say, he will have us five year-
ot State, that lie means to imply that two sessions more. The old bird will pursue such course as
<v this Parliament noe will he held after this one, will perpetuate his power in office.
i order to complete the resIt of the census and Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Of cousi, it is
carrv out the British North Ainerica Act in within the bounrds of possibility that sone othW
Ieadjusting the representation on the basis of that parties might have sonething to say as to the

eus. I think I have correctly stated what I length of this Parliament's duration as well as the
:mnderstood, at all events, from the remarks of the hon. First Minister. He might lose the confidence
hon. gentleman. Now, having gone thus far, let of the Opposition and of % sufficient number on his
,,e say a little more. I have given the Govern- side of the House to prevent the bon. gentleman
ient credit for pursuing a course which is inevit- having all the say in the matter. We are unable

aile unless tbey want two elections i one year. to congratulate the bon. Secretary of State and the
But, Sir, let me warn hon. gentlemen on both Government on their skill in legislation. We are
siles of the House, let them look out for gerryman- again considering a Franchise Bill. In 1886, the
dierinîg; that is what they have to watch. My Franchise Act was adopted, and it was well con-
right lion. friend lias tried the game before; le sidered. Last year it was amended, and ah the
krows how needful and how necessary it is, talent of the Government brought to bear on it.
buit I want to warn my right hon. friend now, The bon. Minister of Justice devoted hiniself
that if, under the pretext of carrying out largely to it, and I (1o not besitate to say that,
the British North America Act and doing when be brings his abilities to bear on a subject, hewhat he is legally entitled, and is probably coin- bring great abilities but be found tbe subject
P.elled to do, that is, to readjust the representa- complicated and difficult to work, and this facttion, if he tries on his gerrymandering scheme, alune should bave led tbe Governent to have
perhaps it will not result in the saine way it has sought its total repeal. What credit is it to theresuilted before, and I just warn him now, and I Administration to note this fact, that the Act wasw arn hin all in good part-I do not desire to im- passed only three or four years ago, after nature
pute to him an intention of doing it-but judging deliberation, and then, after a general election hadfroi the experience of the past, I am very much been held under this revision, its defects were ap-atfraid that nembers on this side will have to look parent and revision was needed. Last year a Billout for themnselves and see that they Io not get was introduced to amend the Act, a Bill containingtey a aout of existence. Tiat is all I am only 13 sections. To-night we have to consider
gmg towant another anended Bill, a Bill of 10 sections, and oftoi have it thoroughly understood by my hon. those sections one is a new section to make legalfriend beside me, who is situated as I am, that I what would otherwise be illegal, and of the remain-think I correctly understand the intimation given ing nine sections, six, namely, sections 2, 4, 5, 6,bv the Secretary of State that we are to have two 7 and 9, are to repeal sections of the Act passe<
Sessions before a general election will take place, last year. That is a sample of the legislationif the spirit of the British North Anerica Act is introduced into this House by the Government.to b)e earried out. My hon. friend says . " Oh
that is a red herring pulled across the track." 1 Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is not su. Whiile these
say it is not a red herring pulled across the track ; sections may ie repealed, they are re-enacted, but
1 give the right hon. gentleman credit for under- in slightly different terms, and i order to reduce
staiding the spirit and the letter of the British the expense.
North America Act, and lie knows as well as I do Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Certainly there arethat tnless lie wishes to have two elections in two differences, and it is in regard to those differences
years, it it absolutely necessary to have two Ses- I am commenting. We shall have this difficulty :sions, and one of them to occur after the census is that the Franchise Act will be complicated by the
-ompleted on the lst of July, 1891. Aniendment Act passed last vear and the Amend-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect
to the question of my hon. friend whether we are
going to have two Sessions more, my only consti-
titionai answer is this: That I am not authorised
Iv His Excellency the Governor General to an-

nounce in what mode the prerogative of the
Crown will be exercised in that regard.

Mr. MITCHELL. No, Mr. Chairman ; lie is
n1ot authorised to announce it. But as the pre-
rogative of the Governor General is exercised
liumer a very wily and shrewd old statesman, and

1 I had some little experience not only with
political affairs for the last forty years, but with
îy right hon. friend, I venture to predict that in
carryig out the apirit of the law, while he can
conunand.a majority in this House, unless somegreat crisis occurs, in which lie is compelled to go
to the country, he will just give us two Sessions
more and we will have the census by that time,
and lie can readjust the representation ; and if

123

ment Act of this year, and it would have been pre-
ferable, if the Government thought that the
amendments now proposed were all that would
be necessary for some time, to have introduced a
new Bill, so that the whole franchise legislation
would be contained in one Act. But possibly the
Minister thinks that amendments wili again be re-
quired next year. The House already knows my
views on this question. I do not believe in the
Bill ; it involves a great expense, and the Minister
recognises this, for lie is trying to curtail it by
doing without a revision this year. If, however,
an election should take place in any constituency
or a number of constituencies, the result will be
the disfranchising of hundreds or maybe thousands
of voters who have the right to vote. These are
objections always urged by hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House on previous occasions ; but I
suppose our duty now is to consider the amend-
ments introduced, and see what their bearing is as
we proceed with the Bill.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. As I attach a good deal of
importance to the good-will of my hon. friend who
has just spoken, I must endeavor to remove the
very tinfavorable impression he bas received of
thig Bill from a hasty reading of it. My hon.
triend is a layman, he is not a gentleman of the
long robe, and he does not see that I have been
obliged to repeal several clauses only to amend
theim, and it would have created confusion if they
had not been repealed. My hon. friend did not
pay a compliment to my poor little Bill in failing
to give credit to any of its provisions. I iay say,
however, that two or three of the best provisions
in my Bill embody the suggestions made by hon.
gentlemen opposite.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I did not pronounce
that judgment on the Bill. My line of argument
was that if the lion. gentleman approved of the
suggestions made last year when lie received them,
why did lie not einbody thei as amendnents last
year ? I find fault with him in that regard, not
with respect to this Bill, which we will discuss on
its merits. Why did not the Minister, when
experience showed him that our suggestions were
correct, insert them in his Bill last year ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. For a very good reason,
because we have had the experience of a revision
this year, which we had no.t last year.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. Minister's
proposed amendments to the Franchise Act
reiind me of the improvenients required in the
old gun, that wanted a new lock, stock and barrel.
The lion. gentlemîîan's Franchise Act requires
amendnents of very much the saine character,
amenidments that will remnove evèry vestige of
the ieasure as it originally stood on the Statute-
book. The Governmnent have set before themuselves
the very difficult task of naking this a workable
measure. So far they have anended it on several
occasions witliout being successful, and they have
now come to Parliamient for further amendinents.
One of the objections we made when it was origi-
nally proposed was, that it would entail a very
large expense on the treasury, and also a large
expense and muci trouble upoi those who took
an interest in securing a fair, and, on the whole, a
coniplete voters' list for each constituency. The
hon. gentleman in this Bill lias proposed further
amendments. He lias not lad the courage to pro-
pose to the House the total repeal of the Bill
and a return to the more satisfactory systein of
preparing a voters' list, one more in conson-
ance with the federal principle of the Gov-
ernient. The hon. Minister told us that
this is 'not so expensive a system as that
adopted in the varions Provinces, and that,
in fact, he hoped to make this a very efficient and
inexpensive system of preparing a voters' list. The
hon. gentleman forgets that we impose on the Pro-
vinces' no additional expense by adopting their
lists as voters' lists for the elections to the House
of Commons. The Provinces are obliged to prepare
for the election of members to the Local Legis-
latures voters' lists in every constituency in each
Province of the Dominion, and so when we use these
lists we do not entail any expense, nor impose any
additional expense on the treasuries of the Pro-
vinces, and, we are told, no expense whatever upon
the treasury of the Dominion, so that, however cheap
the hon. gentleman may make the preparation of

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

an independent voters' list under an Act of the Par-
liament of Canada, it will be so much in addition
to the expense that the country was called upon to
bear already. The hon. gentleman must in a large
degree fail in any attempt at cheapness and effici-
ency, because there does not exist any machinerv
by which the Dominion Parliament can prepare a
voters' list as it is prepared in the various Pro-
vinces. The hon. gentleman will see that in the
very name of the officer, by whom these lists are
prepared, there is a misnomer. You call hm inii
the Bill, a revising officer. Who originally pre-
pares the list ; is it not this same officer ? Look at
the preparation of the lists in England, and you will
find that the person who is called a revising otficei,
and who is appointed by the judge on circuit, is
really a revising officer. The list is there prepared
by other persons ; it is prepared by persons
acquainted with the people in each parish, just as
the municipal council and the assessor are
acquainted with the people in a township here.
This Parlianent has no such machinery provided
for the original preparation of the list, and the
result is, that in that preparation, if it were not for
the large expense incurred by private persons, wlio
aid in the preparation of these lists in the interest
of party, the hon. gentleman's systemn would be
even a greater failure than it is under existinîg
circumstances. I think that failure is shown, not
only by the varions amendments that the Govern-
ment have submaitted to Parliament, each succeeding
Session, but it is also shown by the fact that the
Act is in a state of suspended animation for a
great portion of the time. The hon. gentlenai
proposes now to suspend the law next year, as lie
lias proposed to suspend it on former occasions,
and so for a great portion of the time there is no
voters' list which is not an old list. There is no
voters' list on which there is not a large number of
persons who ought to be struck off, and a large
numnber of others who, by law, are entitled to be
on the list, but who cannot be put there. Why
did the hon. gentleman not prepare the voters'
list for the years 1886, 1887 and 1888 ? It
was because of the enormous expenditure-
We, on this side of the House, told the
lion. gentleman and his leader, that tlhere
would be serious expense incurred in the pre-
paration of this list, but they did not believe
our representations, whereas the facts have showi
that we under-stated rather than over-estimnated
the amnount of expense that would be incurred.
The result was that lion. gentlemen on the Treasury
benches were afraid to carry the law into opera-
tion ; they were afraid that the enormous expense
and trouble which would be imposed upon thîeir
friends as w-ell as upon their opponents, would be
such that the pressure from their supporters woull
have compelled thiem to remove this law from the
Statute-book ; and so it is suspended from time to
time, in order that it miay be maintained in exis-
tence at all. Any act or step taken to carry it iItO
operation, year after year, would necessitate the
repeal of the measure altogether. I ask the hon.
the Secretary of State whether it would not be the
wiser and more statesmanlike course to propose
the repeal of this measure and to return to the
condition of things which existed before the measure
was introduced at all ? The hon. gentleman him]-
self has intinated views, at an earlier period of the
Session, which, it seemed to me, pointed to the
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fact that his own private judgment was against the
Bill, and that, in his opinion, it ought not to remain
on the Statute-book. He did not hesitate to tell

the House that if this expense cannot be largely
reduced, lie would favor the repeal of the
iieasure altogether, so that the hon. gentleman,

after all, does not think that the measure is of so
excellent a character that an unlimited expense
wouIld be justified in making it efficient. The
lion. gentleman in his statement, as it seemed to
me, pronounced the condemnation of the policy of
the law. Froni the character of our country, from
the large number of persons put on the voters'
list who are not permanent residents in any one
constituency ; workingmen whose earnings are
sitlicient to allow them to go on the list, but who
imay bie in one county to-day and in another county
to-morrow, it cannot be made a proper list. They
shoiulkl vote, if they vote at all, in the constituency
in whii h tley are residents at the tine an election
takes place, and yet there is no provision made to

place these parties on the list to which they pro-
perly belong. This could not lie done. The hon.
geiitlemnan admints that the expense at the present
tile is so very great that it would not be proper
to inlertake to carry the law into active operation.
What is the result of this suspended animation of
tlhe law? It is that there are fron 20 to 30 per
eent. in many constituencies, before the new list
can be prepared, whose names are on the list who
oIglit iot to be there, and others whose names ought
to lie on lthe list who are not on the list at all.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. IHow nany ?
M1r. MILLS (Bothwell). 20 or 30 per cent.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Oh, no.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman

says : " Oh, no." Of course I have not the data,
but the lion. gentleman no doubt lias, and lie will
be ible to tell ns how many names, on an average,
otght to be struck off each list.

M1. CHIAPLEAU. The average is not over 4
per cent. per year.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And how many ought
to go 011 ?

Mlr. CHAPLEAU. I say the change on the
averlage is not nore than 4 or 5 per cent. per year.
It is uider 5 per cent.

MIr. MILLS (Bothwell). I have my list in my
desk, and it represents twice that nuinber.

M\r. CHAPLEAU. My ion. friend must remen-
ber oie thing, which I am sure he knows as well as
I do, and that is that the first revision was not
(lone as it will be done in the future, when the law
is better known and better executed, and it covered
a period of nearly four years.

MIr. MILLS (Bothwell). And from the policy
thle lion. gentleman proposes to adopt, this is to be
tle normal condition of things.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.
Ir. MILLS (Bothwell). He proposes only a

fitful and occasional preparation of the voters' list.
It is only when a general election is about to take
place that the expense will be justified, by the
Ilecessities of the case. That is the position which
the hon. gentleman lias taken ; that was the position
w hich led to three years' suspension, and that is the
reason lie proposes to take no action next year. I
Say that this is an extremely unsatisfactory condi-
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tion of things, because you declare by law, that a
certain number of persons are entitled to go on the
voters' list, and at the same time you declare that
no machinery shall be provided by which these
names shall be placed on the list. On the contrary,
you say that they shall not go there. Now, Mr.
Chairman, having said this much with regard to
the principle involved in the Franchise Act, of
which this Bill is an amendment, I would just
make a few observations on the provisions which
the hon. gentleman now proposes as an amendment.
I notice that one provision the hon. gentleman
makes, is, that on, or as soon as possible after, the
Ist of June in each year, the revising officer shall
cause a list of voters to be prepared, and so on.
Well, I do not findanypropositionat al forstriking
off any naines ; if any property lias been sold
or lias changed hands, I tdo not find
that the new proprietor or tenant is the only per-
son whose name is to be put upon the list. The
names of parties which were on before will be put
on again, unless active steps are taken, outside of
any duty inposed on the revising officer, and the
names that ought to be taken off the list will be
allowed to remain. It does seem to me that the
measure ought to go further and define with more
distinctness the duties of the revising ificer. In
nany cases lie depends on others to do the work
the law has imposed onhim. The law says he shall
do certain things-that lie shall strike off certain
names, obtain certain information, put on other
nanes, and so on ; and yet with regard to all
these duties the usual practice is for the revising
officer to depend on the local leaders of the respec-
tive parties to furnish him with the information,
and to take the necessary steps to have some names
put on and others taken off. This is not a satis-
factory conlition of things. Wliat ought to be
done is to devolve the duty on the revising officer
to make a correct list, and to take the initiatory
steps which are necessary to remove from the list
the names that ought not to be there, and to put
on others that ought to be on. I know, from com-
munications which I have had froma different par-
ties, that this is not done. In many cases the re-
vising oficer believes that if the information is
nîot brought before him, and if all the necessary
steps are niot taken by somebody else, lie is not
called upon to do anything. He acts as though
lie were sitting judicially, instead of acting as
an administrative officer, whose duty it is to
obtain the information for himself, and to niake
the changes which the law requires him to make,
and which lie is paid to make. The other parties
are not paid, and I do not see any reasons why
large suns should be paid out by people who,
merely from public spirit and zeal for the public
interest, perforni those duties, while the officer
who is paid to discharge them merely acts when
information is brought under his notice. It seems
to me that the hon. gentleman's Bill, assuming
that we are to continue to operate this law, does
not make it sufficiently clear and explicit what
the duties of the revising officer are.

Mr. BLAKE. My lion. friend fron Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) lias expressed his view that this
measure requires such complete reconstruction that
the gun shall have a new lock. a new stock and a
new barrel ; and I observe that hon. gentlemen
opposite, most of thein, give some color to that
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view. They admire the rifle very much ; they
polish up the barrel, oil the lock, and varnish the
stock ; but what must weigh on aIl of them is
that, after all this is done, the gun they have all
adnired should be hung up in the hall and should
not be allowed to shoot ; because I understand
that three years ago, after havinîg tried the rifle
once, they decided that it should not shoot for
three years more

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It shot sometimes.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes ; it did the hon. gentleman's

business. It shot then ; and I understand that
the proposal which is to be introduced into the Bill
to-night, and which the hon. gentleman says is of
small moment, is a proposal which was made under
very great pressure from behind. The pressure
from behind says: " However useful the weapon
is, however admirable it is, however elegant it
looks, for God's sake, (o not let it shoot again." It
reminds me a little of Don Quixote's helmet. He
made himself an admirable lielmet, which, if I re-
nember rightly, was eomnposed largely of paste-
board. Having adjusted it, he thought he ought
to test it, and he gave a slash at it with his sword.
The helet was so injured that he bad to repair
it ; but he was judicious enough after the repair to
decide that no further test should be required, and
that the helmet should be considered and adjudged
to be a sufficient and satisfactory helmet, capable
of resisting every assault without any further test
whatever. The hon. gentleman will postpone his
test for another year in order to iprove his
helmet. No greater proof of the soundness of the
views of those who opposed this measure could be
given than the legislation which has been placed
in your hands, showing that the hon. gentleman
realises it to le severe, unjust and expensive in its
operations. I confess 1 arn surprised that my hon.
friend fron Brant, contrary to his usual fairness,
should have so much complained of these constant
amendînents, because he and I agree that the
measure is so bad that it cannot be made good,
and that the task-the impossible task-the Min-
ister has set to hiinself is to make a silk purse out
of a sow's ear.

Lake Superior, fifty miles from the nearest settlc
ment; and the people in order to get there under.
went great hardships, going by boats through tte
ice, and otherwise exposing themuselves in the
severest winter weather that has been known for a
long time. It is the same in other parts of the dis-
trict. For instance, at Sudbury there is a polling
district, and the saine polling district takes in
Moose Factory on the shores of Hudson's Bay. I
should like to know how a voter on the shores of
Hudson's Bay at Moose Factory, which is now in
the Province of Ontario and district of Algoina,
can come and record his vote on a given day
at Sudbury where the polling station is. There
is a way of renedying this to a certain extent
without encroaching on the system at all, and I
would suggest that in each polling district of the
District of Algona the revising officer may be
allowed to establish more than one polling station
so that the people may be able to record their
votes. There can be nothing inconsistent in this,
the District of Algoma being so enormous in extent
that an exception might be made in its favor with-
out giving grouiid for similar arrangements in
ordinary districts. With the leave of the House,
I would move, in amendment to the first section,
that section 1 of the proposed Act be further
aniended by adding thereto the following as a sub-
section•

That in the electorai district of Algoma, the return-
ing officer may establish when it appears to him to be
necessary for the convenience of voters, more than one
polling station within a poiling district.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is only one objection
which, though not a great one, is a fundaniental
one. The amendment is an amendnent to the
Electoral Franchise Act and not to the law of
elections. It appiies to te returning officer ami
not to the revîsing officer. 1 have aircady one~
amendment in the saine sense which, before the
Bill is concurred in night be considered, and if
necessary this small amenduent to the Electoral
Act mighit te introduced.

Mr. DAWSON. If that could be arranged,
that is all I desire. I only desire some amend-

t i th l bL i, h it Ild bl ible for,

Mr. DAWSON. I would suggest a slight amend- IeAIl t a yMc WuI
ment to the first clause of the Bill. Before doin a returning officer to have two or three polling
so, however, I may remark that the electoral booths in the one electoral district.

district which I have the honor to represnt is so Mr. CHAPLEAU. I propose that in the first
extensive that the rules which are applicable to section the amendment of the hon. member for
other districts will not apply in all cases to it. It Montmnagny (Mr. Choquette) be embodied, namely,
is as large in area as the whole of the rest of that the occasional absence of any farmer's son shall
Ontario, being over 1,200 miles from east to west, not disqualify him from being placed on the list of
and fr om 20) to 500 miles from south to north. The voters, and I propose to add " or of an owner's
population is very thin and scattered in many places son."
over that district; and yet, it is divided into differ-
ent polling districts, which are in some cases so large Mr. BARON. I would suggest to the Secretary
that the revising officers, though they do the best of State the consideration of an amendment which
they can to neet the requirements of the popula- I proposed in private conversation with the
tion, find it, in some instances, difficult to do so. Minister of Justice not long ago. It is this : I
Some of the polling districts are hundreds of square have found by the Act that on more than one oc-
miles in extent, and how is it possible to accomnno- casion there has been a disqualification by reason
date the voters with only one polling station in of a proposed voter living with his mother on land
each of such polling districts? How is it possible owned by her, but the father not being dead. The
that the people can get to the polls ? At the last Act requires in such a case, for the voter to be
election, the people in some places held separate qualified, that the father must be dead, but I have
polls of their own, as they could not pretend to known cases where the father has been living
get to the regular polls; but, of course, votes cast separated from the mother. In that case, the re-
under such circumstances did not count. At one vising officer held that the law did not justify him
place, there was a polling station on an island in in putting the proposed voter on the list. This

Mr. BLAKE.
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wloul be the proper place to put in an amendnent Mr. MULOCK. The first part of section 1 pro-
to provide for such a case. vides that any case of absence not beyond six

31. CHAPLEAU. I will consider the amend- months shall not disqualify the owner, and sub-

muent. and before the Bill is reported will see section a provides that the soi of a mariner

whether I can do something in that sense. or a fishermsan, a student, though away from home,

r MULOCK. I regard to tie amendmeit shahl be deemed constrnetively to i e n shone.
prolooseli by the Secretary of State to section 3, 1 Now, there are many other cases ils whichi sons oif
-wsuit point out to the Secretary of S tate thsat owners are absent for a lonsger 1)eriod thas six

wl ne raotes r pia e >n ethe list the eso i months, and if this clause is left as it is, they will
f flot have tise saine privileges as tise sons of niariners

offaicers and others who are absent for a certaini P
tie there is no provision for keeping on te ist or o fishermen, and students. Now, it is not ais

those who hsave been already on the list, but who unusual thing for a son, the mainstay of his parents

nav be absent in the sane way. perhaps, who has acquired a trade, to mnove off to
may5iJt b t mseek for labor, andi he is absent, perhaps, a longer

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no objection period than six nontis, why should lie nsot have
to mîakinsg the anendnent in the 9th line read the same rights that the sons of some other trades-

"paced or retained." men may have? Of course, I recognise the fact

\Ir. CHAPLEAU, If my hon. friend (Mr. that the absence is more likely to take place in the

Iulock) had read the paragraph with the original case of the son of a mariner or of a fishermoan, but
clause, ie w ould see that the amendiment would the other case does happen, and it is happensing
not be necessary.. every year. I renember a case happening iii ny own

experience, where a son lost bis vote by reason of
Mi. MULOCK. Is it not time that this Act being away longer than the period the law allowed.

shiould be consolidated ? The saine amendmsent In one case 1 remnember quite well a carpenter who
sliould be made in line 10 of that clause. iad crossed frou one riding to another, from the

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is no objection Townshi) of Georgina into the Township of Scott,
to that, but I do not think my lion. friend (Mr. adljoininsg. His parents were living on (,ie side of
Mulîck) places sufficient stress on the observation the road and he worked on the other side with a
of tie Secretary of State, that this section is to be tradesman. He was absent longer than the tinse
reai as if it were in the original Act. allowed and lost bis vote, he had no vote in either

riding. Now, on all the borders of ridings this
On section 2, risk is runi all the tine, and if you do not provide
Mir. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Is the fact of a young for this case and put that elass of sons in the saime

isais attending an institution of learnîing which is position as the son of a fishernans or of a mariner,
snot in Canada to inure to bis benefit under this you are discriminating against a most worthy class,
clauîse who are trying to do their duty I)y their country

Mr. CHAPLEAU. As it stands here, it refers and by their families.
to an institution of learning in Canada. Mr. CHAPLEAU. We must draw the line

MIr. DAVIES (P.E..) Alaiy young men who soniewhere, and we have drawn it at six ionthis.
ai qalifyisg for the niedica profession aid other oung ma ay absen hinse for t tb
iii'(îfessiolis go out of this couistry for a tirne. 1or four monilis, and retais the riglît to vote, but

not if lie is gone six months. We have made a
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not see w-hy a further extension of time in the case of mariner'syounîîg man who happens to go to the United sons. If a farmer's son is absent in an institution

States or any other foreign country to attend an of learning for six monts, he shoul bave a right
institution of learning should be disqualified. I to vote.
hiin it would be just as well to say that they Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Suppose the census
i ae terihtaf tey w absentea ix is takei in the manner the bon. gentleman alluded

whethersn Candan n tito some time ago, the young inan would be
counted as a resident of Canada, even if he iad

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have no objection to leave been absent in a foreign country for more than six
'lut the words "in Canada." months.

Mr. LAURIER. Has the Minister of Justice Mr., CHAPLEAU. If the census is to be taken
bees informed that some wage-earners have quali- de jure, he will be taken ; if the census is only de
tied themselves to vote in two separate districts, facto, lie will not be taken, because be will not be
particularly those engaged on railroads-conduct- present.
ors, brakesmen and others, who travel from one Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is to te taken de
section to the other, say fron Campbellton to jure, I am told.
Rimouski, or from Rimouski to Point Lévis-men Mr CHAPLEAU. I think so.wlio are flot married, who do not keep house, but
are boarders at each place ? They sleep one day Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Tien be is a citizen
at one place and another day at another. I under- of Canada and so enumerated, thoughli he nay be
stand that in some cases these employés have absent for more than six months in a foreign
qualified both in Point Lévis and in Rivière du country; he is a citizen, but he is debarred from
Loup, which is not the intention of the law. the right of voting.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That subject was
nentioned last year. I was under the impression

that it was provided for in some way; I will look
into it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. People becoming owners
only ten days before the list is made are also de
barred from the right of voting, althougi they are
citizens.
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Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Does the Government
intend making a difference between a mariner's
son and the son of a mechanic or of a laborer,
who may go away for five or six months to work
at his trade ? If he goes away lie is deprived of
his vote, whereas the mariner's son retains his.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We say the owner's son is
not a resident with his father if he is more than
six months absent.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Then we are to under-
stand that a mechanic's son is not placed on a
footing of equality with a mariner's son ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Perhaps the latter bas some
advantage, that is all.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister has not made
out a case for this discrimination. I can hardly
understand a fisherman's son being absent for a
longer period than six mionths and having the
right to be deemed as at home, while you do not
apply the saine principle to the son of any other
class of men. In the case of a fisherman's son
pursuing his calling, under this section a, lie may
be away for ten years, but lie is still deemed to
be at home. It is an extraordinary doctrine. A
mariner's son may be gone for ten years, but as
long as he calls himself a mariner's son and is
pursuing his calling, lie retains a right to vote.

Sir JOHN THOMfPSON. it is not the marin-
er's son or the fishernman's son who may be absent,
but it is the son of the owner, being a mariner or
being a fisherman.

Mr. MULOCK. However long the mariner is
gone, liowever lo.ng the fisherman is gone, provided
that lie is carrying on the pursuit of a mariner or of
a fisherman, lie is constructively at home for the
purposes of this Act. The Minister will admit
that there is no limitation of time. Now, why
should thiere not be a similar provision in favor of
other industrial classes? Why should they not be
put on the same footing ? The sons of landsmen
should have the sane rights as the sons of those
who pursue their calling on the sea. I think that
clause lias got to be applied to all, or else repealed.
It is one of the ditficulties of the working of the
Act, though, I suppose, in tine the Act will be
made more perfect. Perhaps, if you limit the
right to vote to residents, it will be got o-er.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). How will it be with
farmers' sons who leave the farm three, four or even
six months? It would iot be right to disfranchise
farmers' sons under tliese circumtances.

Mr. WALDIE. I desire to call the attention of
young men who work in the woods. My own son
is away more than six mnonths getting out logs.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The clause was framed
especially to meet the cases of young men lumber-
ing, and six months was thought to be a sufficient
time.

Mr. WALDIE. They are absent more than six
months, from October to May.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. In any case in which a man
earns more than $300 he has a vote as a wage-
earner.

Mr. MITCHELL. I notice that sons of farmers
and of fishermen have been taken care of, and this
should also be done for lumbermen. Lumbermen
go away early in October and do not return until
May and why should they be disfranchised ?

Mr. CHAPmEAu.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They will be on
the list as wage-earners.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The clause was made specially
to meet men who might be away three, four, or
five months lumbering, and six months was con-
sidered a sufficient time.

Mr. MITCHELL. If sons of lumbermnen go
away from home, why should they not be entitled
to the franchise as are sons of farmers and fisher-
men? The Secretary of State asked the Committee
some time ago, what more economy he could prac-
tice in regard to the Franchise Act. If lie wants
to economise, let him wipe out the Act entirely and
adopt the Provincial lists, which can be done
without expense. When the hon. gentleman intro-
duced the first Bill on this subject I supported its
principle, because, theoretically, this Parliament
should make the law and control the law whici
elects the members to it. I received very little
credit for my action, but I must say I condemn
alnost every feature of the Bill which bas been
introduced. If that principle bad been honestly
carried out and the systen had been economically
worked, it would have been a proper course, but it
was not economically carried out. In the first
year over half a million dollars were expended, and
the Government are now postponing the revision
of the voters' lists on account of the expense. If
economy is desired, let us go back to the old
system, for it is impossible to understand this
Franchise Act, which is altered almost every year.
I move in amendment:

That all the words in the first section after the word
"Act," be repealed, and the following added thereto:
"And all other sections of the said Aet and Acts amending
the same be and are hereby repealed."

Mr. MULOCK. That is a motion which must
commend itself to the judgment and intelligence
of this Committee. The Act stands condenned by
the action of the Administration itself. In 1886
we spent three months in endeavoring to produce
a workable and perfect measure. Each year the
Administration has admitted the failure of this
measure. One year they declare it is so bad it
must not be inflicted upon a long-suffering people,
and another they endeavor to inhprove it. They
took two years to improve it, and in 1889 they
tried to apply it again to the country. They ap-
plied it, and so convinced was the country that
the Act was unwarrantable and not in its best iu-
terests, that I understand a large majority of the
supporters of the Administration bave petitioned
the Government not to put the Act iu
force this Session. It is generally recognised
that the Govermnent, recognising the objectionable
character of the measure, intend to suspend its
operation at least for this Session. It is highly in
the interests of the country, for very many reasons,
that the amendment proposed by the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) be adopted.
The expense is an insuperable objection, and it
has been proved beyond all question that it is going
to amount to hundreds of thousands of dollars a
year, which this country is little able to afford in its
present condition. We have built a vast structure
to enable the Government to print these various
voters' lists, and, in undertaking the business, the
Government has entered into competition with the
legitimate printing trade of this country, whlich, I
presume, is not altogether appreciated by them.
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i understand that the Secretary of State, in order MITCHELL 1 object to the vote of the
to equip the printing bureau for the purposes of hon. Minister of Public Works, as he did not hear
this Act, was obliged to issue orders for the pur- the question put. If the amendment is only nega-
chase of plant in excess of the largest orders ever is vote, as I believe it is, the vote'should
given for plant since printing was an institution. be struck out.
I understand that the Secretary of State ordered Mr. BARRON. I wish to draw the attention
forty tons of one kind of type. of the Minister, to the fact that under the income

3Mr. CHAPLEAU. More than that. qualification, the income of a person to entitie him
to vote, must be derived from soute investiient in

MIr. MULOCK. You see how imoderate I am Canada. It las core under my notice, where the
in mny estimate. I have been told by printers who income has been deri-ed on investment in England
have seen the accounts, that the Minister was obli- and the oney sent out here, that a gentleman
ged to issue orders for quantities of plant of va- having no other qualification, was deprived of his
rions kinds, exceeding in amount the largest order vote. 1 sec no reason why thîs should be the case,
ever given by the largest printing establishment in or why a man should be deprived of votiug who is
tie world. a British subject and a resident in Canada, but

Mdr. CHAPLEAU. No. whose investment is outside of the country

Mr. MULOCK. The man who told that to \
111e--last year, the revising barrister hield that every

portion of the income of a wage-earner, muust he
\Ir. CHAPLEAU. Did not know what he was earned in Canada, which 1 do not think is fair.

saymîg. sa~ing.Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I mnust ask lion.
Mr. MULOCK. He knew a great deal about gentlemen to keep order. It is impossible to hear

it. He is engaged in the selling of printing sup- what is being aaid.
plies, and lias an establishment in England, and Mr. BARRON. Has the Miniter conaidered y
an agency in Canada. He told nie that the lar-
gest order ever given in the world for a certain
quantity of type, was given by the printing bureau, Mr. CHAPLEAU. He would le obliged to in-
liere, and that the next largest order for a certain vest in Canada instead of in a foreign country.
kind of type, was given by the great thunderer, Mr. BARRON. It is a great hardship that a
the London Tines,. The hon. Secretary of State person should bê deprived of lus vote utuer these
spoke candidly, no doubt, when he said he did not circumstancea.
coirt the patronage of having to run a printing
office, in view of the difficulties he recently experi- move an aendînent he may iove it. I do not
enced in the working of this institution. These think it is advisable to change the law ii this
difficilties are going to continue, and it all means respect.
miioney out of the taxpayers of this country, to sup-
port e continance of this Act. You have st on. gentlemen to cease the noise in the
iiicreased the burdens of the people until they are i chamber It is utterly
able to bear thein no longer. The hon. Minister e it
of Finance told us, the other day, that this country Mr. MITCHELL I an glad to sec that the
wa1s prosperous and able to bear more strain, that Chairman was looking in tle right directioi when
the backs of the people were still not bent he was reprimanding the meinhers tlis tine. He
stfficiently, and so he proposed to put extra bur- looked at the place tle rowdyiam came from.
deus upon them. Every now and then, when we Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
on this side of the House sought to relieve the Mr. MULOCK. Hon. gentlemen opposite do
siffering people from additional burdens, the not appear to be able this evening to give tlat
answer was given : that we must have additional proper consideration to this important icasure
m11onley in the exchequer of the country. The other that it deserves, and if they feel disinclined to du so
day, when w-e proposed to remove a tax involving it will be neceaaary for us, I think, to move that the1d,090 a year on the infirm and afflicted, the conîmittee rise and ostpone discussion until the
answer was given: that the money was required t House is in a better frame of mmd to deal with it.
carry on the affairs of the country. Why, Sir, if Hon. gentlemen may as well underand that this

e bolish this Act, we could for fifty years allow Bill in ail its phases is to be liscuSSed seriously,
surgical appliances and instruments, and articles and if they think that b making noises and render-
of that kind, for the relief of a suffering community, ing it difficult to have it properly discussed tley
to cone into the country free. You propose to are expediting its Passage, they are naking a mis-
keep this Act in force at such an expense to the take. There is no disposition on thia aide of the
country, that you are obliged to tax people in House to do anything else than to fairly discus
every position of life. the measure.

An hon. MEMBER. Dispense. On section 2,
Mr. MULOCK. I will not dispense until I ex- Mr PATERSON (Brant). What is the slight

press my opinion on this subject. For the in- amendment, as I suppose the hon. Secretary of
formation of the hon. member for Simcoe, I may State will caîl it, that is made in this section!
Sdy that words and language fail me in expressing
aUl 1 dese to 13 n~maue n Mr. CHAPLEAU. By the amendment last
t sire o toe la a - year the words, "or does not hold a location ticket
to speak on the subject, it is not because the sub- on te said reserve," were inserted, and this partJect is exhausted, but because perhaps I may be. the arndment made last year is to be 8truck

House divided and amendment negatived. o at this year.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then we adopt it namely, that he shall have land on which there
last year and strike it out this year. are improvements to the value of $150. MIy

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Why not ? reading of the Act is that the Indian who pos.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is for the Minis- sesses that qualification, or any other qualification

ter to say why not and why for ? under the Act, shall be placed on thelist.

Mr. DAWSON. As the amendment of last Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is exactly
was made at my suggestion, 1 may, ierhaps, what the section says and I do Bot think any

year mad t my suggein, My pep revising officer has ruled the contrary. There is
be peritted to make soe remark. My objecta special provision qualifyin an Indian who holdsin proposing that amendment was that the rights aropecrtoision q ifyhe a no ohoqa
of the Indians should be clearly defined. It was property on the reserve, if he has no other quali.
intended to define more clearly the tract of land ficatin, but if he is a wage-earner or has any
which an Indian should have in the reserve on other qualification prescribed by the Act, he h
which he voted. It did not alter the law one bit. the same right as other persons.
So far as I could make out from the authorities I Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not quite under-
was able to consult, it really did not alter the stand the position which the hon. member for
law. Ermatinger, who I believe is a fairly good Algoma (Mr. Dawson) takes with reference to this
authority on this matter, says : amendment. He holds that it makes no differ-

" By the Indian Act, 1880, section 17, no Indian shall ence wiether the words proposed to be struck out
be deemed to be lawfully possessed of any land in a are struck out or not. I would like to have the
reserve, unless he or she has been or shall be, located for opinion of the hon. First Minister or the Minister
the same by the band or council of the band." of Justice on that point. I think the hon. First
Further on he says : Minister took that ground last year when discussing

" On the Superintendent General approving of any this question ; but, I think the revising officers have
location aforesaid, he shall issue in triplicate. a ticket not taken that ground. I know they have not
granting a location to such Indian, one triplicate of which . . -
le shall retain in a book to be kept for the purpose ; the done so in my riding, but there was nothing said,
other two be shall forward to the local agent-one to be and they went on as they had done before. The
delivered to the Indian in whose favor it was issued, the revising oflicers in both Haldimand and Brant,
other to be filed by the agent. who shall also cause the were, I think, uided solel b the considerationsame to be copied into a register of the band." y
My object, last year in suggesting this amendment, whether the Indians had land which they had in-
was to let the Indians understand that they should proved to the extent of $150, and by that consi-

have their location tickets defining their rights to deration solely.
the land in their possession, before they could have Mr. MONTAGUE. They did under the general
the right to vote, because, I found froin experience, Act before it was amended ; but under the amend-
that a great many Indians desired to vote on the ed Act, the revising ofiicer of Haldinand beld,
saine lot of land without having a separate tract at that without the possession of the location ticket,
all. But 1, for my part, have no objection what- the Indian could not be put on the list.
ever to this being repealed, as it does not alter the Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is the point I
Act. The location ticket was just as much required want to have explained, because the hon. meiher
before this amendment was made, as it was after it for Algoma says that the provision is the saine
was made, and when this is repealed, the location without these words in the Act. I do not know
ticket will be as much required as ever, unless whether the revising officer in Brant held that
some other aiendment in the Act affecting it is that would be the strict interpretation of the law
made. or not, but no objection was made and no attention

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is one feature of called to it, and he went on and revised the lit as
this clause which I am not sure was intended by before.
the Minister to be here, but it is one that ought Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is because it was found
not to pass without the attention of the Committee almost useless that it was struck out. It has not
being drawn to it. The beginning of the clause been taken advantage of, except in some cases, and
is: I do not think it is necessary to reserve that limîi-

" No Indian in either of the Provinces of Manitoba or tation for the qualification of the Indians.
British Columbia, or in the district of Keewatin or the Mr PATERSON (Brant). It has this objection
North-West Territories of Canada, shall be entitled to be .
registered on any list of voters, or to vote." in the ininds of many of the Indians, that they are
I can well understand that provision as applied not prepared to have their reserves sub-divided,
to the ordinary tribal Indians ; but it does appear and leaving the words in the Act would look as if
to me that where an Indian is enancipated, resides it was the intention to compel them to have some-
among white people, pays his taxes, and is subject thing done which they did not want to do. The
to the saine regulations as any other citizen, he hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) says the
ought to be permitted to vote on precisely the effect is the saine without these words.
sane ternis. I have always opposed the attempt Mr. DAWSON. In saying it was the saine, I
to give the wards of the Government votes while was giving the interpretation given of it by a very
they are wards of the Governmnent, but I am not good authority, Ermatinger, whose work is here.
disposed to discriminate against Indians, colored The Indians, as a rule, have n1o objection to take
people or whites. Whatever qualification is con- location tickets if they could get them ; but the en-
sidered adequate for the one ought to be considered franchisement system and the granting of location
adequate for the other. tickets is so complicated, and theAct itselfis so coin-

Mr. MONTAGUE. I should like to ask a ques- plicated, that it is impossible for then to get then.
tion in connection with this clause. Some of the I have not the slightest objection to the anendmeit
revising barristers have held that there is a in this clause, although there are 12,000 Indians in
special qualification for the Indian, and only one, Algona and anything affecting them might be a

1Mr. CHAPLEAU.
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serious iatter. But I do not think this will have
anv effect whatever, and I have not the sliglitest
objection to its being amended as proposed in the
Bill before the House.

On section 3,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. The only difference is this:

There was no provision in case the revising officer
was taken suddenly ill and could not ask leave of
absence ; and we have provided that the Governor
in Council may appoint his deputy.

.Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Where the revising
barrister is a judge there is no appeal, but where
he is not, there is an appeal. Should the deputy
wiho replaces a revising barrister who was a judge,
îlot be a judge, would there be an appeal?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the successor be not a
judge, there will bean appeal.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. On referring to section
11, sub-section 6, it will be seen that the deputy
revising barrister shall be possessed of ail the
qualifications, and have during such illness all the
piwers of a revising officer ; and if be is not a
judge his decisions are subject to appeal.

On section 4,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E. 1.) I would just suggest

whether by repealing sub-section 5 of section 11,
yon are not raising serious doubts as to the power
of the revising officer to take off any names at al.
We are repealing the third section of the Act
passed last Session and substituting a new section.
The fourth sub-section of the section we are re-
pealing authorises the revising officer to strike
ofl the naines of dead men and of persons who are
îlot qualifiedl under the statute and are objected
to. That power is not re-enacted liere, and the
revising officers--at ail events those with whom I
udeal-unless the words are explicit and plain, will
îlot take a man's name off.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Section 4 provides that the
revisinîg officer shall

.Prepare two separate supplementary lists, one to be
lntitled 'names to be added and corrections to be made,'

in like form as the original list, and the other to be en-titled 'names to be removed ' in the following form."
And in that he is bound to remove the names of
tlhose who are dead or otherwise disqualified.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman
says the revising officer is bound to remove these
lnmes, but the Act does not say so. There should
be a distinct provision in the Act to that effect.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I understand the point
taken hy my hon. friend and I will see that the
provision is made, because it would be clearer.

Mr. MULOCK. Where would the appeal lie in
case of the illness or absence of the county court
judge ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. To any judge acting
in lis place.

Mr. MULOCK. It must be a judge of the
county. Would a man acting in his place be a
judge of the county?

Mr. TISDALE. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. For this purpose ?
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It bas been held to the

contrary.

Mr. BARRON. If the county court judge is ill,to whom is the appeal to be made?

Mr. TISDALE. If the deputy was not a judge,
there would be an appeal to the county judge. If
the county judge was ill, you would have to wait
until he got well.

Mr. MULOCK. How do you show that in the
Act ?

Mr. TISDALE. If you appoint any one to act
in place of the county judge, he has the powers of
the county court judge.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The lion. gentleman
will find that, where one county juige hbas unîder-
taken to discharge the duties of a judge in another
county, it bas been held that he is not the judge
in that county, and cannot act outside of his dis-
trict.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As I understand, the
point taken is, that when the county judge is also
a revising officer, and is ill, lie appoints a deputy
revising officer, and there is an appeal froi the
deputy revising officer, which nust necessarily be
to the judge. The appeal must either he to the
judge himself when he recovers, or to the deputy
judge while he is ill, or to his successor if lie
dies.

Mr. MULOCK. It is clear that the words
"county court judge" mean the county court
judge appointed permanently for a county. That
is evident from chapter 138 of the Revised
Statutes. The county judge is not a deputy or
any one else, but he is simply the judge who is
drawing the salary of $2,400.
. Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The deputy judges

derive tlieir jurisdiction froni the Ontario statute
which provides for the appointment of deputy
judges, and also provides that they shall have ahl
the powers of the judges.

Mr. TISDALE. In one of the statutes of On-
tario there is a provision for the discharge of the
duties of a judge either by a deputy judge or some
other official in case of the illness of the judge.
Y ou cannot always legislate for cases of sickness,
but I know there is a provision for a deputy to
take the place of a county judge.

Mr. BARRON. If it is necessary to provide
for the contingency of the revising officer being
sick, surely it is necessary to provide, in a similar
way, for the sickness of the judge to whoin the
appeal lies.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the case of the
judge's sickness, lie is bound to nominate a deputy,
and the executive always appoints the deputy.

Mr. MULOCK. Suppose the county judge is
unable to discharge these duties, who is to dis-
charge them? The Minister of Justice says that
the deputy judge is to discharge then, because
powers are given to him by the Ontario Act. But
we are now legislating for the whole of this
Dominion, as every Province in the Doiniion is
included in this provision.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have not provi-
ded deputy judges, but we have provided for the
judge of another county being called in. I an
not certain about New Brunswick, but it is so in
Nova Scotia. In Manitoba and British Columbia
there is a provision for a deputy judge.

Mr. MULOCK. What is necessary to be provi-
ded here is this: We are saying by this Act that
an appeal shall lie to the county judge. It is clear

3921 3922



that under the Dominion Statute, the Act that I came to my notice which was satisfactory to show
have referred to, chapter 138, respecting judges, that after the declaration was made by the declar-
the term " county judge," as used in the Franchise ant in all honesty, the person carrying round that
Act, would not include the judge of another coun- declaration actually inserted in the schedule a lot
ty or a deputy judge. You have got to depend of names purporting to give every one of then a
upon some other legislation in order to meet the qualification by reason of the declaration which in
case. The Minister says that there is local legis- itself was perfectly honest. So satisfied was I that
lation in some of the Provinces, but it is doibtful I brought it to the notice of the revising oflicer,
whether there is in others ; so it may be that in and it was discovered that the declarant actually
some of these Provinces, though there is a provi- swore to naines of persons being of age who where
sion for the ordinary administration of the law by not of age, and whose parents came and proved they
a deputy, yet under the wording of this Bill those were not of age, and which names were inserted in
officers would not come within the technical defini- the schedule after the declaration was made, and to
tion of this Act, and be deemed county judges in allappearence before the declarationwent beforethe
order to dispose of an appeal under the Act. revising officer, and being apparently honest. There

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There may be some- is no amendment more necessary in the interest of
thing in that. It can be easily remedied by an justice, and for the purpose of preventing per-
additional section to the interpretation clause. Jury.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would move the clause On section 5,
which the Secretary of State intimated his willing- Mr. TISDALE. Why not have an appeal?
ness to accept, and which is as follows :- Mr. DAVIES (P. E. .) The hon. Minister is

He shall enter on the latter of such lists the nanes of all providing that if any mistake is made in the
are dead, or who were not. according to the prosionsof declaration, it may be amended by the revising
this Act, entitled to be registered as voters. officer at the revision court. We do not want the

Amendment agreed to. appeal.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Before wepassfrom section Mr. TISDALE. This clause will provide for
3, I wish to say that I would like to sec some clause any mistake made, but if you are going further
introduced into this Act to direct the revising than that, you might as well say that the revising
barristers to do the work which they now insist officer shall have authority, without any action on
shall be donc by the respective parties outside. the part of any party, to compel us to go to trial
The revising barrister in my county does not pre- on the point.
tend to do anything about the revision of the lists-; Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have received from more
he waits until we put in declarations on both than one revising officer the statement that in cer-
sides. The legal fraternity went to him almost tain cases an error had been committed in placing
in a body to remonstrate with hinm. Hie said:madin bodytou reonsratinh him. He aido :a number of naines in one polling district that

" mn l d should haye appeared in another polling district.
it." He throws upon us the great responsibility The clause suggested provides that this mistake nay
and trouble of putting lm over 3,000 declarations be corrected. The revising officer shall have no right
in rny county alone. I thought the Act was 80 to remove any niames fron the preliinary list, but
plain that any reasonable man would accept the if he sees a muistake has been committed he can
directions contained in it, but that appears not to notice calin
be the case. give noieclig attention to it, ansd the re çlsiols

court has the right to correct it after notice. The
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Still we hear complaints next clause dispenses with the printing of the

that in somne other districts they are doing too supplementary lists at Ottawa. We have succeeded
much. I in getting the printing of these lists done at such

On section 4, clause 4, a reasonable price that there would be no advan-

tage, compensatiug for the disadvantage of having
Mr. CHAPLEAU. In the 12th line, after the the list sent to Ottawa and returned, in havingword " stated," I wish to add these words : " dis- them printed here, and so we shall leave part of

tinctly i the body of the declaration." In many the printing to revising officers, but under instruc-
cases declarations have been made stating that the tion and according to the rates provided by the
following naines. are duly qualified electors, and Queen's Printer.
the declaration is signed and a sciedule of names Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will they beattached. Sometimes this is done im a loose man- . . .
uer. At the end of such declaration an appendix printed i their constituencies ?
is added, to which the naimes are easily attached. Mr. CHAPLEAU. As much as possible. This
But no error could arise if the qualification of each work can be done at any printing office, because it
elector whose name it is sought to add, was dis- it does not require a large quantity of type.
tinctly stated in the body of the declaration. Mr. SOMERVILLE. I understood when the

Mr. BARRON. I must congratulate the Minis-
ter for acting upon the suggestion which I believe
I made to hini a few days ago. I think it is most
necessary to make some such amendment as he
proposes. Hon. gentlemen will hardly believe,
though it came under my own notice, that I found
that a declaration in more than one case was made
with a schedule attached which purported to
contain niames to which the declaration referred at
the time the declaration was made. But evidence

Mr. MULOCK.

Printing Bureau was established the purpose was to
print these lists, and thus t> save expense to the
country. By enacting this clause you duplicate
the work. You first give the supplementary lists
to be printed in a local printing office, and after-
wards these lis ts are forwarded to the Government
bureau here and they are reset. There will, accord-
ingly, be two settings of type to accomplish one
purpose. I do not see how we can reconcile this
state of affairs with the statement made by the hon.
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secretary of State when the pi inting bureau was
establisled, that money would be saved to the
ounltry by printing the lists at the Government

bureau, because now the Government are going to
dive the work to local offices and reprint these lists

iii the Government bureau when they are returned.
3mr. CHAPLEAU. Even if the supplementary

lists were printed here, they would be printed
separately from the main lists, and there would be
the inconvenience and delay of having them brought
here and reset. The only difference was the price
at whiich they could be printed, whether it would
lot le too costly when done in the different con-
stitulencies as compared with the G4overnment
Printing Bureau. The difference in price is not
suchi as to compensate for the inconvenience and
loss of time in receiving the lists from the revising
officer at the Printing Bureau, in sending them
back and having thein again forwarded to the
bureau.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is only the supple-
mentary lists, which I said would not be more than
10 per cent. of the revision every two years.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. But the Secretary of
State must bear in mind that the supplementary
lists form a portion of the list as finally revised.
And if these names are set up in the Printing
Bureau here, it will save the expense of paying the
local offices for the same work. After they have
been prepared and printed by the revising officer,
at the local printing offices, the saine work will
have to be done here again. What is to be gained
by that ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is nothing to be
gained if it were not for the inconvenience, the
delay, the trouble and the mistakes which occurred
of lists being mislaid on the way. If imy hon.
friend wants me to say that I was mistaken in
thinking that the supplementary lists inight be
more economically printed here, and that it was

Mr. SOMERVILLE. These supplementary better for the working of the law, I might Say that
lists are to be printed in the local printing offices. 1 ar wiser to-day than I was two years ago. My
They are to be sent afterwards to the bureau here. hou. friend 18 right; if we cenld print them here
They will then be re-set. So the work will be it would cost a littie less, but not inuch.
done twice, first in the local printing offices, and Mr. SOMERVILLE. Tie Secretary of State
afterwards in the Government bureau. The sup- adrits then, that so far as the pieparation of tie
pietttemetary list is provided by the revising officer. voters' list is concerned, the statements lie made
If the copy were sent to the bureau here it would to the House that the establishient of the print-
be set up here, and the lists would be sent back ing bureau woull be a saviug to the country, were
for comiparison, and the type would not require to sot correct
le re-set. All you are doing by this clause is to
enable the revising officers to dispense some patron- CIAPLEAU. They were correct and
age anong newspapers which support the Govern- they are stili correct.
itent, because, in any event they are sure to get Mr. SOMERVILLE. How can that be so

the vork. In order to carry ont the promise
mladle by the Secretary of State, that economy Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hou. friend, who is a
w ould be secured by establishing the printing printer, kuows tiat if we were obliged to make
bureau, the hon. gentleman, in order to be con- couplete lists everywhcre in the country and print
sistent, should insist that the supplementary list them outside of the bureau, we would have to pay

e sent down to the bureau and printed, so that 10, 12 or 13 cents per une, whereas, it does iotthe type will not have to be set up twice. cost us for the main list 3 cents per yte.

MIr. CHAPLE-AU. It does not make a great Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I3y the provision of
différence. If you are obliged to take tie original this section, the hot. getlecnul says:

list~~i woul coste a littlenc lesse but nott much.nf

tlia, ad nfse a ifference bweehole ostcfdon a Immediately after the revising officer lias compieted
it, a f tgu heptary and certified suh suppementary lists, e sha have t e

inge burneu uouler nsain ucrug touty we

MIr SOMERVILLE. But then they would
have to be added again here, after they are printed.

ylv not do it here at once ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I say, it will be possible to

i a large portion of the work here in the printing
osice : but to make it a law, that it shall be donc
il' the printing office, bas occasioned a great deal
of delay and inconvenience, and bas forced us to
lave a large portion of them printed outside, in
spite of our good-will.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Then, I am to under-
sttand, that the Secretary of State admits, that so1ar as the printing of the voters' list is concerned,
the Priisting Bureau has been a failure ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I am to understand that
it ias not accomplished the work for which it wasestablished. That is the clear statement made bythe Secretary of State. He says that it has caused
a great deal of'inconvenience and that it bas been
11und necessary, even in the past year, to have
some of these liats printed outside.

samne printed under instructions of and according to Lhe
rates to be determined by the Queen's Printer."

Now are we to understand f rom this that the Secre-
tary of State undertakes to direct the revising
officer, at what office the printing shall be done ?
That, it seemns to ie, is an important point to con-
sider, because while the Secretary of State bas a
right, I think, to fix areasonable rate at which it
is possible to have the work donc, I do not think
he has the right to say to the revising officer: you
shall have the work done at this, that, or the other
office. The Secretary of State claimed that power
under the original Act, and it was resisted in some
cases, and he admitted that the revising officer was
right, and that his view of the law was not correct.
The hon. gentleman admits that he is proposing to
make this change as a matter of convenience, so
that the work may be done under the immediate
supervision of the revising officer, which seems to
me necessary to avoid typographical and other
mistakes which are likely to occur when the lists
are printed at a distance. This is a very large
country, and it is impossible for the Secretary of
State to know which is the most convenient or
efficient office, for Victoria or New Westminster,.
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or other places at a distance froi Ottawa. While by leaving the <atter to the revising officer, who,
I think it is well that he should have the power to if lie is conpetent to discharge bis duties as revi
instruct the revising officer as to how the work sing officer, is surely competent to judge as to
shall be done, and at what rates it shall be done, it where bis list would le best printed. The revi-
is not proper that lie should instruct the revising sing oflicer is more competent to judge than the
officer as to what office the work should be done Secretary of State, because the Secretary of state
in, because, being on the ground, the revising officer is in Ottawi, and lie cannot le everywhere, though
is the best judge of that. I an anxious to know, lie were a bird, aud that heing tbe case the see
and I am sure I am not alone in that respect, tary of State ouglt to admit that a man who 11S
whether it is the intention of the Secretary of State necessary education and qualification to Prepaîr
to leave to the revising officer the freedoni in this the voters' list, is also qualified to say in wbat
respect which lie had under the law as it originally office lie could bave the work most satisfactoiiv
stood.oe in is immediate vicinity. That. the Sect-

Mr. HAPEAU Itis be ntetio ofthetary of State deniies to the revising officer, and 1weMr. CHAPLEAU. It is the intention of the C
head of the Department, iii providing for this takes to the Gocernrent this, as a inatter cf
work, to follow the wise advice given by the patronage, ail over the country.
revising officer ; but it is not the intention of the
Secretary of State, or of the Government, to leave CI{APlf mistake. ano
it absolutely to the will or caprice of the revising
officer. He who pays has a right to say who will stated before, and I repent, that aIl that eau
do the work ; the Government pays, and the Gov- done in the printing office will continue to l
ernment will say it. Moreover, there is a stronger doue; instructions will be given to that effeet n)
reason than this. Suppose we say that the revis- the revîsing olicers ; and wlie ry bon. frîcîri
ing officer mnay do the work according to his will supposes that tle Governent vants to keep a
or caprice, and suppose in sone of the counties snall piece of patronage, and that prices will b)
adjoining Ottawa, lie refuses to have the work paid indiscrininately without any right jwdgnieilt
donc in the Printing Bureau, but wants it done in being exercised, I think can cal bis consci
sone other office, I want to have the right to tell by telling hir that if the Secretary of State does
him that lie shall bave the work done at the not know, those who advise him know -,ery Weil
bureau : and that right I shall keep, if the House M-at sbould le doue. Tbe prices bave beeil lixed
allows me. by tle Auditor General and the Queen's Printer,

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman and tle printers understand that they are not <ueo
wishes to say, evidently, that this is regarded as a to give patronage to tbe detriment of the conntrv.
natter of patronage, and that the Government
shall instruct the revising officers where the work
is to be done, no matter if it is 4,000 miles away. saystba he Adtoricenera (ud t Qecu1

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes, sir. that; it naay le quite proper, aithough the prices
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is an important fact at Toronto and at Ottawa may le quite diflereut

to have before the Commîittee, and it goes a long w ay from the prices at Vancouver or Halifax. Butthe
to take away any merit froi the statement made by lon. gentleman bas not only claimed the right to
the hon. the Secretary of State, because the Secre- do that, but lie denies to tbe revising oficer tie
tary of State was very positive a year or two ago, rigbt to say wlere lie shaîl get the work doue at
that this work could be done very inuch better and. those prices, and to that extent le is assi<
very much cheaper here than it could be done in patronage. He did not bave it under the Bill ls
the various local offices all over the country. The it originally stood, but now lie daims that lie muet
Secretary of State has had the work done here, have it.
and now ie says it is necessary to supplement
this work, by having the supplementary lists I i ir S heRlLE. Are te to uuder
printed in these various local offices. The Secre- if, the noalit ing offic er
tary of State must understand that it is the res
people of the country who furnish the money, and publisled supporting the Government, the revisl<g
that it is not his money that is paid ; it is the is to le înstructed to take the list to soille
public money of which lie ais the trustee for this outside town to bave it printed?
purpose. The people may say that the bon. Mr. CHAPLEAU. I hope not.
gentleman is now deteriorating the efficiency of his Wr. SOMERVILLE. Will tle lion. Secretaty
former system of centralising this work, and that of - le kind enougl to inform the Committea
it is being done not as a matter of convenience, what is the price that las been flxed by the Quecus
but as a matter of patronage. Printer to le paid for printing these lîsts?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That it is being done to n r CiAE U We ba e fed o c nt

increase the patronage and influence of the Gov- name perasu, and I p t atethrd of the
ernment. listo as t t A t hdote

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No. well understood, the flrst lists were bulky, anl
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I an stating what an on those we paid 3 cents per nane per hue:

ill-natured and suspicious public may say. but in this case I expect tbat 33 per cent. wl 1 
he

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I cannot help that. taken from the cost. As for giving instructions
that the work should not go to papers publisheil

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am pointing out'to by opponents of the Government, 1 neyer saîl
the hon. gentleman how he can help it, and that is that, but I should not be bound to send it there.

br. Mlv tets (Bothwell).
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ir. sOMERVILLE. I cannot see how the ment to take into their bands this paltry piece of
onen s Printer can be said to have discharged his patronage, when the printer may be one with

uties eiticiently in the past, because we all know whom the revisiug officer las isot by any meaus

that before the establishment of the bureau, his friendly relations.
estimate of the cost was l2ý cents per niame, and Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The suggestion of

w after revising it, he has put it down to.3 ny hon. friend from North Brant (Mr. Soerville>
cuuitS. bas the menit of ecouomy, and that is the principal

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The printers throughout the object which the hon. Seeretary of State lias, I
ountr have changed their prices willingly. understaud, in this Bil and does he not think it

\l1. SOMERVILLE. Then, it must be acknow- would le well to embody it in the Bil?
leked that when the Queen's Printer fixed 121 Mr. CHAPLEAU. No ; do fot think so.
c-uis. lie fixed a very exorbitant price. Mr. MULOCK. I sbould like to ask the hon.

MIr. CHAPLEAU. No ; because the first tine Secretary of State whether this change whieh is
the lists were printed, the printers were obliged proposed is the resuit of the working of the Act,
to keep the type standing for four months, and or is it the resuit of some demand on the part of
to have sufficient of that special type in their the printers?
<tablishnents to keep the whole lists standing. Mr. CHAPLEAU. Lt is the suggestion of the

This msade the work one which all small country A ditor es
tices could not perform, and added greatly to its deterrnined by him, with tie assistance of the

mst. The supplementary lists can be printed Queen's Printer, at such an economical figure that
forii by form, and the matter distributed as the the work eau be doue to the best advantage of the

me nk proteeds. Go taernmet and the public.

Mi. PATERSON (Brant). Do 1 nnderstand the Mr. MULOCK. ( wou d like to ask if it is lo-
lii. Secretary of State to say tisat if a priutlisg teded to adopt a uniform tarif for the whoe

utiice iii tte electoral district is wil;na to de the Dominion t
work fo' tie priee agreed upon, in ail cases the Mr. CAPLEA . We will examine that B ? ues-
w uk slhah be done witlsin the eleetoral district ? tion; we canuot puy the saine price iii Victoria as

rIr. CHAPLEAU. N say it will be so, a;thougIt we pay in Toronto.
tliu (Goveriiinent cannot be bouud by a uie of that Mr. MULOCK. Why lot? i do isot think the
kiiid and it canuot be put in a statute. That is Secretary of State lias quite made out agood case. I
t ý,atly the disposition we have. Even if the office made a consparisonini rny riding as to whsat the print-
wecru opposüd to the (,overpment, if tise revising ing of the voters'lists costs nder his A At a cd under
fiieu suogested it as the cheaper way to do it, the municipal systei, whish osmade the printng

tsu u ork wouid be doue there. opens to eompetitioi. The printing of the oters'

\s. SONIERVILLE. Why not aliow the re- lists in iny ridig in 1886, cost five ties as ufues
oticer to ask for tenders, and if possible get as it did under the municipal systene.

tie work (loue for lessd? Mn. CHAPLEAU. Speak of 1889. Tie form

'Quis CHAPLEAU. When we have doee it is mucc simpler.
01ossuves, we have done it mtell, and will continue Mr. MULOCK. am aware of that, but unless
twr o ed. the Government adopt some systein pbuder whih

Mr. SOMERVILLE. cannot see why - there will be a public copetito, tsey may be
etiig printig offices sould not have a right to led away by their ow r weakess a desire to

tu-icier for this work. Let the Goveri mest fix a benefit others.
wroxiiitm price to be paid, and let tse revistng Mr. CHAPLEAU. We canot miake another
thluer ask for tenders in the town where he resides, rule. It is intended to priut stili a large nuiluber

i10t to exceed that amnount, and I thiîsk it possible of those lists at the Priuting Bureau when it can be
trt the work wil be doue for a great deal less done to accomnodate the revising oficers.
tilaii tIhe price flxed by the Goverument. Mr. PATERSON (Brant). They will be printed

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If there are printers tender- in the order they come lu?
t iover prices, I ann perfetly sure the Auditor Mi. CHAPLEA . Yes.

k-ineal and the Queen's Printer wi l be happy to Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There ill be no
Ce the tispe work ; but if they eau go under the favoritism as far as dispensitg patronage is

Prices fixed, they are more chevei thea I think ionerved r
t1le are.

F. SOMERVILLE. They will not have the Mr. CHAPLEAU. There will be ino more
theprtunity if the revising officer is instruted to favor in that than in the printing of the lists.
1s:sY that price. Mr. SOMERVILLE. Why shouid there be any

Ms. BARRON must protest i the neessity for giving any patronage out? Is i
the wo pon l tbecause the Printing Bureau is fot furnished withInînr th HaoageU ien If wehave whatever materia to do the work for the whole ominion orreearrangement because it cannot obtain a sufficent nuber ofto carrie( lut0 practice, it may end one or morep
nevising offr. ers resigLng because they are sent o- I t a the Pri B eau a failed n
e printing offie with whom it night e npleasant

for them to have relations. Therefore I Mr. CHAPLEAU. have explained three or
tlink it shou d be left to the reising offeer hlm- four times and arn not going to explain again. We
elf te ay what printer shai do the work. I cer- spend more oney in useless repeated disduesioas.

tainly thik it s a very bad policy for the Govern- than lu printing the list.
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Mr. SOMERVILLE. The question I have there are great changes made, because workingnleîî
asked is a reasonable one. The information I more more frequently than do the residents jr
am asking for I do not ask with a view of annoying agricultural constituencies, but the general pro.
the Secretary of State at all, but for the purpose portion is what I have stated.
of obtaining information. Why is it that the
Printing Bureau, which has at its back the whole Mr. SOMERVILLE. If the proportion of
Dominion and has sufficient funds to purchase ail changes approaches nearly to 40 per cent., it woult
the material necessary to accomplish any purpose, be better to have the whole reset every tine
in the way of public work, has failed ?than to have the corrections insert ne

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is on account of the difi-other naines
Mr. IHIPLEU. t i on ccont f te dfflan other case. Every printer knows that it weuldl

culty and inconvenience of transferring the lists be better to reset the whole list, than to make cor-
fron different parts of the country. This has been rections of that kind.
pointed out to us by the revising officers, and we
are taking power to do the work at local printing Mr. CHAPLEAU. It las been suggested to
offices where it can conveniently be done. There me, thougl I an not very strongly in favor of it,
is no question of patronage in this. At the same tlat we should add to this the words "to ci
time, I must say that the work of printing this year candidate at the hast election who shah have polled
14,000 supplementary lists at the Printing Bureau the largest number of votes after tli candidate
was rather difficult, even if the establishment elected." I do not sec why, when a candidate
had been double, and if we could obtain the men who loes not poîl haif the number of votes of the
to do it. Those lists which we can print at the successful candidate is punishel ly law ly losîug
Printing Bureau conveniently will be printed there, lis deposit, lie should le entitled by law to recele
but I want to have the liberty to print some of these documents.
them in the locality where the revision takes Mr. SOMERVILLE. If that ameudment is
place. carried, soîe people would not get these docu-

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Then, the contention of the nents at all. Iu My county the Goverument eau-
Secretary of State, when lie proposed to print cidate always loses lis deposit.
these lists at the Printing Bureau, is proved to be Mr. MONTAGUE. I do Dot see w-y tîat
incorrect, because the inconvenience of getting should le adopted. The unsuccessful candidate
this work done at the Government printing office to-day might le the succcssfnl candidate te-
is so great that lie proposes to have it donc in morrow.
different parts of the Dominion. That proves Mr. MULOCK. I think the nunler of copies
that our contention was correct, that the proper suppîied to a memler should le increascd. I tlik
way is to have them printed-if they are to be
printed at all-in the localities where the revision at saadon sho li suppare for earh
takes place, that it would be more satisfactory to pol i na o
the public and would be more likely to be a correct n
list if the printing were done in the place where Mr. CHAPLEAU. Hou, gentlemen opposite
the list was revised. This was the contention of preacl economy in one place and extravagance ru
many members of the House at the time, and that another.
contention is established by what the hon. gentle- Mr. SOMERVILLE. I think the price whieli
man has said to-night. I hope that at some future is fixed for these lists is extravagant. At preseut.
time the hon. gentleman may agree to do away 10 cents is charged for c polling sul-division.
with printing tiese lists here in Ottawa altogether, These lists do not cost the Goverument one-fourtil
and may give the patronage to the printers in the of that amount. 1 lilieve they (Io not cost thetu
different localities in which the lists are revised. L cents, and why should they charge 10 cents te

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). At the maximum of tlepublic? Do they want to makea profit?
3 cents per name, which the lion. gentleman has Mr. CHAPLEAU. When it cornes frow lus
fixed for outside work, I desire to ask if the own pocket, my hon. frieud (Mr. Somerville) is
bureau could do the work for less money ? very economical. I say that 10 cents is not tec

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not think so. uch to pay for a list containing 250 names.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then, in that Mr. SOMERVJILLE. 1 think the price a
case, why do you not have all the lists printed in extravagant, lecause it does Dot cost the
the different electoral districts ? There is no oh. ment anything like that.
ject in having any of themn printed in the Govern- Mr. jMILLS (Bothwell). The price fixed in the
ment bureau, if there is no economy in doing it original Bill was 50 cents for the wlole list, and
there. the hou. gentleman will see how wide this chal-re

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I wish ny hon. friend is compared with what was originally fixei. 111
would visit the Printing Bureau. All the lists my opinion, the list ouglt not to cost more tita
that are printed there represent an economy of One dollar, but under this it will cost more thon a
three-fourths of the printing, if such printing had Holy Bible.
to be repeated every year; those lists are kept Mr. BOWELL. You can get that for nothing.
standing, and the only change, if there were a Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There should be faci
revision every year, would be about 4 per cent. lities for obtaining the list in each constituencY Or

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). An hon. gentleman a reasonable price, but, if it arounts to $7 or $8 for
near me, informs me, that in his constituency, the a constitnency, I think that is an extravagalit
changes amounted to 40 per cent. in the list. price.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That may be the case in Mr. SOMERVILLE. I think the Secretary of
some localities. In cities and towns no doubt State ought to reconsider that proposition. I do

Mr. CSLO Lhru.O L f p
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not think the Printing Bureau wants to make an
incoine out of the members of the House.

,\r. CHAPLEAU. I want to reduce the expen-
diture.

Mmr. MULOCK. I think the Secretary of State
imight give a little consideration to my suggestion.
It is impossible for a nember who bas to look
after the lists, or any one else, properly to attend
to it with only two lists. I am not complaining
of iimyself particularly, but I know from expe-
rience that more than two supplemental lists for
each polling sub-division are absolutely necessary.
i hope the Secretary of State will not consider this
suggestion as made simply to annoy him; it is a honâ
rib suggestion which I make. I think it is (lue to
each iieniber that he should not be compelled to put
his hand into his pocket to pay for additional lists.
Soimiebodv lias to take an active part to see that
the supplemental list is correct. In the more
sparsely settled parts of the country a polling sub-
division may enbrance ten miles or more, and a
imiimiber cannot work this on only two lists, and
iii a very limited period of time ; it is absolutely
necessary for him to purchase a lot of copies from
the Departiment in order to have that list inves-
tigited properly.

'Ir. CHAPLEAU. When we had that beauti-
fuil municipal system, to which my hon. friends
would like us to return, we had even more trouble.
There are twenty municipalities in mny county,
anl I usel to pay 83 or $4 to each municipality;
tiat imade 600 that I had to pay for copies of the
lists. At the present moment you get two copies
for iotlingiO.

Mr. MULOCK. In our Province we get twelve
for iothing.

Mr. TISDALE. I think the Seeretary of State
ought to give us at least four copies.

mir. CHAPLEAU. If it will close the discussion
I will grant four copies.

Mr. MULOCK. Make it six.

Mr. DENISON. Two is quite sufficient. What
isthe use of increasing the nuinber?

M\r. MONTAGUE. I think six is not too many;
last yeai we had eight or ten.

Mr. MASSON. Ten is quite little enough. I
could never visit my riding with less than ten.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If four is not enough, you
Canm borrow of the various other parties who are
eititled to receive them.

On section 5,
\Ir. CHAPLEAU. We make it obligatory on

each postmaster to post up the list and keep it
p(sted.

Ir. MIULOCK. If lie has to keep it posted all
the time no person can take it down to look at it.

MIr. WILSON (Elgin). What will you do where
there is no post office in a polling sub-division?
Frequently you will find in some rural sub-divisions
that n'one exist.

On section 7,
MIr. SOMERVILLE. Is it understood that

all the final lists are to be printed at the Govern-
miment Printing Bureau here, or will they be printed
at outside printing offices ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. At the bureau here ; they
cannot be otherwise.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I would suggest to the
Secretary of State that more than one copy should
be sent to members of the House of Commons. I
think he should supply us with at least ten
copies.

Mr. MULOCK. I think we should get three
or four copies at all events.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think you better say two
copies instead of one. My lion. friends do not
know that a copy of all the lists of the Dominion,
costs $400.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. You are counting some-
thing for the cost of the type setting. It cannot be
possible that the printing of a few extra sheets will
cost that much more. When you are printing one
sheet, as you propose to do now, you have only the
cost of the paper and the presswork to add. When
you print one copy you can print twenty copies in
less than two minutes. I ani satisfied the Secretary
of State is mistaken as to the cost of extra copies.
The paper and presswork could not cost so mucl as
lie states.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is 7,0() pages.
Mr. DENISON. The copies will iot be wanted

every year, and if you are supplied with ten copies
they will lie around for three or four years.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We appropriate mroney
for purposes that are not at all as necessary as the
voters' lists, and we should make a liberal distri-
bution of these lists to the inembers of the House.
I do not say we should have tenl copies every year,
but certainly it is important that a considerable
number should be placed at the disposal of mem-
bers of the House.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the Committee is willing
to incur the expense, we will make it four copies
to each member of the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, lear.

On section 8,
Mr. MULOCK. There should be some pro-

vision here for formal notice to be given of the
date to which the court is adjourned. How are peo-
ple who are asseibled in the court to know wlen
it may resune its sitting ? The people may dis-
perse, and the revising officer may come to the
court in the evening and continue the business.
We know that at some portions of the day a per-
son may be unable to do work which lie may be
able to do later on, and some provision ought to
be made for giving notice to the public when the
court resumes.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is very seldon such a
case happens, because the revising ofbcer,although
at home, may send a notice to adjourn the court.
It is to prevent any claim of illegality for not
holding the- court that this provision is inserted.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is possible the revising
officer may hold his court at some place, perhaps
twelve or even twenty miles from the residence of
the parties who are interested. In that case, they
should not be detained from day to day until the
revising officer holds his court. If they go home
ten, twenty or thirty miles from the court house,
how will they know when the court is going to sit
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again, or will they be compelled to stay in the
place until the revising officer sees fit to hold his
court ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Suppose the revising officer
should not be at the court, they would remain
until the next day.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think that the clause
as it stands might he liable to great abuse, and I
would suggest that it read :

Whenever from illness or from other casualty a
revising officer is unable to hold any sitting at the time
appointed therefor, such sitting shall remain adjourned
to the following day, or until other provision is made for
the holding of such sitting, of which due notice shall be
given.
This would prevent the electors being taken by
surprise. If the court were adjourned from day
to day in a thinly populated district, the revising
officer might hold the court without anybody
knowing it.

Amendment negatived.

On section 9,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Must the lists

referred to in sub-section 2 be certified to by the
revising officer before they are sent out ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes ; I want to move an
addition to the Bill, applicable to two districts,
which are in this position. I speak of the
lists for the County of Essex and the lists
for the electoral division of New Westmins-
ter. In South Essex, Pelee Island, where the
revision should have been made, was quaran-
tined on account of a prevailing epidemic, and the
officer could not attend to the revision. In New
Westminster, the outlying districts could not, for
some other uncontrollable reason, be visited by the
revising officer. The amendment I propose is, that
the revising officers for the respective districts
shall make and send to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery supplementary lists for Pelee and Cassiar
on or before the 1st July, 1890, and should any
election be held in either of said electoral districts
before the completion of the revision for Pelee
Island or Cassiar, the persons entitled to vote shall
be those whose naines are now on the last conpleted
revised lists for these districts. The last section
is :

" It shall not be necessary that any revision of the
voters' lists prepared in accordance with the provisions of
the Franchise Act. shall be proceeded with during the
present year, 1890, but the list of voters in force at the
time of the passing of the Franchise Act or during the
present year shall continue to be in force until the final
revision. according to the provisions of the said Act, in the
year 1891.''

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I suppose the House
may accept that as a distinct understanding that
the Governmient have no intention whatever of
having any elections.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We have no special interest
in forcing an election this ye-tr.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. Minister has made such
exertions to cheapen the printing of these lists
that we certainly thought we would be able to
have a revision every year. His proposition now
is a confession, that even with the economy in the
printing of the lists, the Act is so extravagant that
we cannot revise the lists every year ; and conse-
quently a good manay citizens, who ought to have
voies at the bye-elections, will be deprived of their
franchise. Not only bye-elections but even gen-

Mr. SoMERVILLE.
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eral elections may occur before another revision
takes place, for it may seem advisable to the Min-
istry to hold general elections at any time be-
tween now and 1891. They might even be forced
by circumstances to resign as a Cabinet. Events
we do not care to refer to, affecting the lives of
members of the Government, might bring about a
change of ministry. For all these reasons it is ab.
solutely necessary that the lists should be revised
every year, and although what the Minister pro-
poses will no doubt be carried out, it will not be
carried out without a vigorous protest fron this
side.

Mr. BRIEN moved that the qualification of
voters under paragraph 6 of section 3 be reduced
fron $300 to $200.

Mr. MULOCK. In my opinion this is a very
wise provision. There are many people who may
work all the year round and not be able to iake
$300. Where wages are low, or through sickness
or some other cause, a man may not be able to
earn $300; yet he is disfranchised through no fault
of his own, although he may have been just as
industrious as the man who earns $300. The
real object of this incone qualification is to provide
that if a man is industrious, if he is occupied
during the year, he shall have the right to vote.
It is a difficult thing sonietimes for a man to earn
$300 all the year round. In the course of my
revision I was much struck with that ; I caine
across a large number of cases of worthy
men who could not convince the revising officer
they had earned $300 ; and we came to the
conclusion, in our revision, that in spite of the
Franchise Act, we would take a liberal view and
allow a man to be placed on the voters' list, with-
out closely scrutinising his earnings, provided it
was shown that he had been industriously
employed during the year. Take the case of
farm laborers. Even if a farn laborer is employed
all the year round, if he is boarded where lie
works, it depends upon the opinion of the revising
officer as to how much he should be allowed for
board, whether that man is put on the list or not.
Some revising officers, by straining the law, could
exclude a vast number of laborers and wage-earners
from the voters' list. when the test was $300.
There is no desire, I am sure, to exclude that class
of people from the voters' list, and this proposition
of my hon. friend from Essex (Mr. Brien) will
ineet the case.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think this amendient is
a very proper one, and ought to be accepted by the
Government. In my own experience I found the
same difficulty, that many men, although they
were very industrions and ought to have votes,
would have been excluded were it not that we took
a most liberal view of the circumstances, and of
the amount that should be allowed for their board;
and it was only by taking such liberal view that
we could say they earned $300. If you place
the qualification at $250, it will cover all such
cases without any straining at all.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I cannot sec what
ground for objection the Minister can have agaiist
this proposition, if it is desired to place on the lis
those wage-earners who are entitled to be placed
there. The Government have no ight to object on
account of the sum of $50, when it has been shown
time and again that there is a difficulty in rural
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sections of the country in placing a great many causes a certain amount of difficulty in settling
men on the list whom everybody admits ought to his case. I imagine that, when lie las sworn that
go on. Frequently we have to stretch the point lie is a resident at one place, lie slould not le
a good deal, and take a liberal view of the case in permitted to swear that lie is a resident in enother
order to make it appear that the applicant earned place. 1 understand, however, that the jurispru-
hi. 8300 a year. Now, you will either deprive them dence in regard to this matter las fot been settled
of their vote, or, perhaps, compel them to take an Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) It is almost impossible
oath that they do not feel justified in taking,'all to settie this difficulty. The voter should le
for the consideration of $50 a year. I hope the entitled to register only in tle place where lie
Minister will consent to make it $250 a year, then make lis application, and in my county the judge
you will enable almost every laborer to be placed refuses to allow the voters to he put on the list if
on the list. It is hard enough to be a laborer with- they ad made application at any otherplace. It
out being deprived of the right to vote. seems to me tlat it cannot be made very mueli

Amendment negatived and Bill reported. clearer than it is, under this clause of the Fran-
Sir ECTO LANEVINmove theadjorn.chise Act, wlidl provides tliat the person clairningS'ir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn- C

ment of the House. to le put on tle income voters' list shah le regis-
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 1.35were lie is at te time ofa ion gred t o registration, an et it is provided that he cannot

be registered in two places at once.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. According to one of the
HOJSE pF COMMONS. amendments adopted yesterday, the revising oficer

would liave no option to reiove suchwt name f rom
FpiDAY, 2Idtu April, 1890. the lijt.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think last niglt
The SPEAKER took1 the Chair. at Three o'clock. the Minister said lie would give some considera-

tion to tle question as to whetler an appeal could
be iad from te decision of a reviser, appointed

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved tliat Gov- by the judge in tlie case of the judge's illness.
eraiinenit business have precedence on Monday, Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is perfectly

cruse thallow thelvoes tbe put on thp lsti

aftr Questions put by members, for te remainder a e plc p ision,
sof the Session. which I ret d last nigt, for a appeal from the

tlto. deputy revising officer to the judge, and the only
Motin ageedquestion raised by the hon. member for North

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT. York Mr. Mulock) was, wriether the appeal could
Mr. HAPEAUmovd tirdreaingof illtake tplace to the deputy judge. I lave shownohim te clause of the Interpretation Act bearing

(No. 136) further to ainend the Revised Statute, on that question, and think lie is perfectly satis-
chater 5, respecting the Electoral Franchise. fied in regard to it.

Mr. LAURIER. I called the attention of the
Minister of Justice yesterday to sub-section 6 of
section 3, with regard to voters who qualify them-
selves upon revenue. The hon. gentleman pro-
inised lie would look into the matter. Is lie ready
to give an answer ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I forgot until this
moment that I had spoken of looking into it, but I
remember that the subject was discussed last Ses-
sion, and it has been called to my recollection
since that the hon. member for Temiscouata (Mr.
Grandbois), who spoke to me about it. The diffi-
culty, I think, arose fromwage-earners-on rail-
wa's, for instance-working in different places,
and the solution I conceive to be a rigorous appli-
cation of the law as to the place of actual resi-
dence.

Mr. LAURIER. As we are not to have a revi-
sion of the list this year, I do not see any pressing
necessity to amend the Act. I had, myself, an
amendment to suggest, but will defer that tili
another time. I ama not sure that the law calls for
an auendment, because a man can only have one
domicile, and when he has made an application to
be registered in one place, his application to be
registered in another should not be received. For
instance, if he makes an application at Lévis and
then goes toRivière du Loup, the two applications
should not be granted, but a young man who has
no bouse of his own and boards half the
week at one place and half the week at another,

124

Mr. WATSON. Under the Act as it stands at
present, has the returning officer power to issue
more than two certificates to agents in one polling
sub-division ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That comes under
the Election Act.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I would ask the Minister
of Justice, whether it is necessary that the whole
of a man's income must be earned in Cana'la ?

Mr. BRIEN moved that the Bill be not now
read the third time, but that it be referred back to
Committee of the Whole with instructions that
they have power to amend the same by declaring
as follows:

Paragraph 6 of section 3 of the Electoral Franchise
Act is hereby repealed and the following substituted in
lieu thereof:-

"lIs a resident within the electoral district, and derives
an income of at least $250 annually fron his earnings in
money or money's worth, or partly in money and partly
in money's worth, or from some profession, calling,
office or trade, or from some investment in Canada, and
has been a resident of Canada for one year next before
his being placed upon the list of voters, or the date of the
application for the placing of his name on the list for
voters."
Hesaid: This matter has been frequently before the
House and las been thoroughly discussed, so I do
not desire to delay the House to any great length in
discussing it. The only objection I have heard to
this amendment is that it interferes with the prin-
ciple of this Bill. Then, Ithink, it is not the amend-
ment but the principle of the Bill which is wrong.
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There is no party question involved in this. I present tine, we have had amendments to that
know that the almost universal feeling outside of law for the purpose either of explaining it, or
this House is in favor of this amendment. In my extending it, or of placing it before the publie il
own cor stituency, there are about 200 votes polled a different light from that in which it was origiu
in the Provincial elections which cannot be polled ally presented to this buse. Now, I agree with
in the Dominion elections, and I have no doubt the hon. mover of this amendment, that the objeet
that is the case in the rest of the Dominion. It is of extending the franchise was not to gîve the
useless to say that the laboring men as a rule re- suffrage to property, but to give it to labor.
ceive $300 a year. There is a large percentage of In the county whicl I represent, there are a large
the laboring class, which is a most deserving class, class of laborers employed; pemhaps there ta nu
who are disappointed with this provision of the that county not less than 800 or 1,000 nen who
Bill. At the least calculation, between 40,000 and earn their living by days' lahor. I agree with the
50,000 men in this Dominion are disfranchised be- hon, gentleman who roved this ameudment that
cause the Government will not permit this change; the limit is fixed just too high to permit he
and yet, to judge fron the expressions of the sup- general class of laborers to core within the scope
porters of the Government, the principal object in of the Act and be enabled to cast their votes for
establishing the National Policy was to increase members of the I4ouse of Commons. Now, every-
the industries of this country rather than to give one knows that $20 a montb is very good wages
an increased value to property. Property quali- for a laboming man, and the man who can manage
fications are practically done away with. I hope to secure fmom one years end to the other $20 a
the Governnent will agree with this amendment. montl, does a great deal better than the average

Mr. CHAI9LTON. I am well aware that in my laborer of the community, particulamly in the
own section of the Province of Ontario an income of presentlardtires. Ifamanhastoboardhimself
$30W a year for an ordinary laboring man is in with the addition of 4 cents a pound added to the
excess of the income commonly earned by that pI
class of persons. I know places where laborers are lation by this Governent, and 25 cents a barrel
hired for $20 a month and board theinselves. That
is only $240 a year. The ordinary laboring man Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). And have a dollar
can very seldom bring his income up to $300 a a day added to lis wages.
year, unless he places some fictitious value-on sone Mr. MITCHELL. I do not hear what my hou.
of his perquisites, such as the value of a garden friead says, but it would be mucl more to his
and keeping a cow, or something of that sort. Far-
mers in Ontario are not in prosperous circum- that i arn advocat t oni e
stances. The prices of farm produce are low, and ter ing nehg tha e o not unerstand.
I think the same statement will truthfully apply to I sy tat ts a edoent entmeltaîer
the prices of farm labor. The tendency with regard my
to the price of labor is in the saine direction as app o. Iutfnkge augftsto go in the
the tendeucy with regard to the price of produce. ton no smag as fasse can fe
A qualification that was fixed some years ago, as the rigut limn gentl on ecnsie i thecise,
wages were then, is a qualification that scarcely and adopt the simple and inexpensive principle of
would be accepted now in view of the remunera- manhood suffrage, it would remove a great deal of
tion that farn hands receive. If the Government t dc
desire to do justice to a large class of worthy, de of te ne which e pubc ae t ir,
honest and intelligent laboring men, they have got and
to lower the amount of the qualification fron the the whih a ,ie li reto Stte adit wot
sum of $300 to the neighborhood of $250, or they y
will exclude a large class of deserving men. The in the direction of giving to a large and deserv-
amendment of the bon. niember for Essex (Mr. ing class of thougtful and intelligent people the
Brien) asks for a simple act of justice in placing rîglt to vote for nen to represent tli in Parlia-
the amount of the qualification at a figure that will t, and I tbink if we had a littie more of that
enable the class of persons whom it was intended class we would find fewer men sitting bebind the
sholld have a vote, to obtain the franchise. right hon, gentleman and voting for an increase

Supon te food of thie people.
Mr. MITCHELL. When this Franchise Bill,

on which the elections are now carried, was
originally introduced, it will be i the recollection
of every person that I thought the systeni was a
very cumbersome and a very obtuse one, and I
thought it would have been much better for the
Government of the day, when they were giving
the franchise, nominally to the workingmen, such
as farmers' sons, and other classes of workingmen,
that they should have adopted the principle of
manhood suffrage. I contended that the principle
of manhood suffrage would simplify our franchise
laws very much, and it would have been more fair
and generous to the large classes of laboring
people who live in our community. But a different
principle was adopted, to my mind a very cumber-
some and expensive system was adopted; and
every year since that Act was adopted to the,

Mr. BRIEN.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If it be true
that if there were an alteration in the franchise
there would be fewer members sitting on this side
of the -House and more on that side, the hon. gen-
tleman cannot expect us to vote for this resolutiol
but I do not believe that would be the case.

Mr. MITCHELL. You are not afraid of the
laborers of the country, are you ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not a bit
afraid of the laborers of the country, but I am op-
posed to this motion because, in the first place, as
the speech of the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down, shows, it opens the whole question of the
franchise. The hon. gentleman avows that ti
would be a step towards manhood suffrage, or uni-
versal suffrage, in other words; to that I an
altogether opposed. But, Mr. Speaker, we cannot
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discuss the whole question of the franchise at this Mr. WELDON (St. John). I would ask the
period of the Session. It is out of the question, hon. gentleman if the laborers in bis county get
aud we must leave the Bill as a whole. Now, we $1 a day in cash. It is not a dollar a day in cash,
have just got through the settlement of a voters' and $300 a year would be the extreme wages, for
list, and we know what the franchise is if an elec- the men are not employed 313 days in the year,
tion took place to-morrow. It would answer no because as a general thing in the greater part of
tgood purpose, it would waste the time of the the country, especially in the county which the
House, to go into this whole subject and discuss hon. gentleman represents, the nien do not get
the question of manhood suffrage and compare, as employment during that number of days. Thie
w e ought to do before coming to an intelligent vote statement that they get $300 or its equivalent
oU the iatter, the franchise in the different Prov- is not the fact.
ices as well as the franchise for the Dominion. I Mr. ELLIS. In the county represented by the
hope this will be resisted, and I would ask all my hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns), and in
friiends to do so. all the counties in New Brunswick on the Maine

\1r. BURNS. The hon. gentleman for Nor- border, the average rate of wages is from $16 to
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell) is seeking to create $20 a month. That is the average rate of wages,
tie impression in this House that the people he and these men are not employed the whole season.
represents are of a very poor class. Now, Sir, I
have the honor to represent the adjoining county, . VIES (P. E..) There is a class of inen
iiiabited by identically the same class of people, in the Province from whch I couc, school teachers
enîgaged in the same employnent, and I utterly holding third-class certificates, who are paid les
repudiate the idea that the hon. gentleman is con- thai $300 a year, and they are altogether ex-
stantly seeking to convey to this House. In point cluded by the Franchise Act. Any one who at-
of fact, every man who is worthy of having the tends the revision court knows also that a very
right to vote, enjoys that right in the lion. gentle. large class of intelligent workingen-n, who do re-
man's county. ceive, when they are enployed, $1 a day, are

-MITHEL. I isno4go.not employed for the W00 working <lays, and they
Mr. MITCHELL. It is no so.also are excluded from exercsing the franchise. I
Mr. BURNS. I have as good a knowledge of would be a graceful act for the (overnment to ac-

that county as the hon. gentleman has, living as cept the ainendient.
hie does 700 miles away from that county, and M Iurpose of giv-
ouly visiting it, perhaps, once a year ; I am in a
position to speak with iuch greater accuracy of ing an explanation. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
the condition of affairs in the hon. gentleman's Burns) misrepresented ne when le said that the
county than lie is, and I assert most unhesitatingly laborers in my county were a poor class. I neyer
that every man in the county who is fit to enjoy said anything of the kind, and, on the contrary,
the right of franchise, has it. The lion. gentleman I said they are a first-class lot of laborers, but
ias endeavored to create the impression, or, at all

events, he bas made the statement, that the poorly paid. Wben they are employed in loading
average rate of wages in his county is $20 a shipstheir labor commands a pretty good price at
muonth. Now, any man who is fit to do a dlay's certain seaons but I tell the hon, gentleman
work in his county wiil get at least $1 a day. that when he states that from one ycar's end to

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Does he get $1 a day another the average rate is $1.50 per day, lac states
for ail the 300 days in the year? what is not truc, and he is misleading this ouse.

Mr. BURNS. I say in answer to the hon. Mr SPEAKER. I beg the hon. gentlenan's
gentlenan from Prince Edward Island (Mr. pardon e is going too far in contradicting state-
that the average rate of wages in the ion. gentls) ments made by an hon. member ad discussing
main s county is fully $300 a year. There is, per- Mr M H If the h gt a m

haps, no more industrious body of men in New
Brunswick than the men the hon. gentleman represented me, I have the right to reply.
ielesents, and there is no class of nien in New Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman bas a
Brunswick that better deserves a better day's right to state exactly what be did say, but he eau-
wages than the men whom the hon. gentleman not go further and discuss statements made by the
represents. It is quite in keeping with the usual hon. member.
tactics of the hon. gentleman in this House, nota- Mr. MITCHELL. Tht hon. member bas said
»ly on the cornmeal question. In relation to that he kniw better the wants and necessities of my
question he has edldeavored to create the impres- county than I did. I was born in the county andsion that the men of his county use cornmeal very I was brought up in it; 1 am not a casual in the
largely as an article of food, therefore he wants county as is the hon. gentleman. He bas stated to
te lHouse to understand that they must be a very thîs buse what is not true.
Jor class. He says that the price of pork, which
s' used by the poor people lie represents, is in-

creased 4 cents a pound by the operation of the Mr. LISTER. As there is evidently an attempt
Present tariff. Well, if al the statements made to choke off the hon. gentleman, I move the ad-
by the hon. gentleman are as accurate as that, journment of the House.
then I ask the House what reliance can be placed Mr. MITCHELL. The lon. gentleman has
on them ? I rose for the purpose of asserting chosen to take on hinself to state what is the con-
w hat I know, and that is, that the right of the dition of affairs in my connty; lie las etated that
franchise is enjoyed by every man in the hon. he knows better about tbem than I do. I have
gentleman's county who should enjoy it-in point represented that county for thirty-flve years, with
of fact, they have manhood suffrage. the exception of one Pariment, and I have main-
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tained the confidence of the people. I have a
thorough knowledge of the wishes of my people,
and it is a piece of presumption for the hon. gentle-
man to say that he knows better than I do in regard
to my constituents. Why should he know better?
Is it because he built a railway at the public ex-
pense, and paid in due bills those who were paid ?
Is that the reason he knows better about my
county than I do? He got a subsidy of $170,000
from the Government to build a railway which
cost about $27,000 to run, and which only earned
about $14,000. The hon. gentleman had better
turn his attention to something which he under-
stands, and not attempt to misrepresent what I
say.

Mr. SPEAKER. I beg the hon. gentleman's
pardon. If the hon. gentleman is going to make
such references to an hon. member, I must, in
fairness to that hon. member, put the question of
adjournmient, in order that he may have the oppor-
tunity to reply.

Mr. MITCHELL. Put the question of adjourn-
ment.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman can now
proceed.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will speak after the hon.
member.

Mr. BURNS. I desire to say
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has

-spoken.
Mr. BURNS. I have not spoken to the motion

for adjournment.

Mr. HICKEY. I wish to call the attention of
the House to one of the arguments used by the
hon. member for South Essex (Mr. Brien). It has
been contended frequently by the Opposition in
this House that the rate of taxes on food and other
matters of that kind have made the cost of living
very expensive to the poor man. The hon. gentle-
man, in speaking to this motion the other night, said
there was another feature that struck him and that
was the change in the value of money, that an
income of $250 was worth as much as $300 when
the Franchise Act was passed. If that were the
case, the arguments of the Opposition in regard to
the tariff and the franchise suffer a very severe
rebuke from one of their own supporters.

Motion to adjourn negatived.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Speaking to the

question directly before the House, I must say that
the last speech of the hon. member for Gloucester
(Mr. Burns) was better than his first speech, because
in his second speech he said nothing and in his
first speech he said something that will not bear
investigation. He told us that under the present
Franchise Act every man entitled to a vote had a
right to vote under the Act. What does the hon.
gentleman mean by such a expression ? Does he
mean that in this country, where our revenue is
raised by indirect taxation, Customs and Excise,
in which the young men have to contribute to the
revenue and in case of war to go first to the front,
while others remain behind, that those young men,
because they do not earn $300 a year, are not
worthy of giving a vote as free men in a free coun-
try? That is his argument. Why should we entail
political disabilities on a man who may be unable
from special circumstances to earn $300 a year? It

Mr. MrrCHELL.

is easy to conceive a case in which men, as
intelligent as the hon. gentleman and as well able
to exercise a vote, might through illness or other
cause fail to earn $300 a year, and yet they, for-
sooth, would not be entitled to vote. This amend-
ment does not refer solely to the class of farm
laborers. In towns and cities there are scores
of young men, who are as intelligent as the
great mass of the electorate, who under this
Franchise Act will he unable to exercise the right
of free men. I believe in the principle, although
all members of this House and all the Provinces of
this Dominion have not agreed to it, that in this
country for elections of members to this House,
where our taxes are contributed by the people
indirectly through Customs and Excise, when
military duty devolves on our young men, who
will discharge it voluntarily if required, it is the
right of a young man to vote when he is twenty-
one years of age because he is a citizen of this
country. I support the amendment because it goes
in that direction. I support it because I believe
that, while it does not go so far as I would go
myself, it will yet be of great benefit, because if
$50 are struck from the qualification, hundreds
and thousands of additional voters vill be admitted
to exercise the right of the franchise in this
Dominion. I hold it is in the interests of the coun-
try that the people of that country who ought to
vote should have a voice in saying who their repre-
sentatives will be. Not only in the case of ourfari
laborers, but in our towns and cities as well, there
are many intelligent young men, mechanics and
others, who, through the operation of this $300
clause,are preventedfrom exercising their franchise.
It may be, and I believe it is the fact, that intelli-
gent men will be excluded under the $250 qualifi-
cation; I would go lower than that, but my hon.
friend has proposed that amount and I w ill
support the proposition, because it is in the right
direction, and because it will give their rights to
a great many men, which rights will be withbeld
from themn if you maintain the $300 qualification
as at present. I know it to be the case in my owni
city, and other gentlemen representing cities and
towns in this Dominion must themselves know it,
and if they would speak candidly they would
admit that there are instances, not few or far
between, in which intelligent men are debarred
from exercising their right of franchise, simply
because you maintain the qualification at $300
which my hon. friend now proposes to anend by
reducing to $250.

Mr. SPROULE. I do not know what wages the
hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) pays his
men, but I know that if he camne into our section
of the country and attempted to employ men at
less than $300 a year, he would get a class of work-
men who would not be worth putting on a farm Or
anywhere else. I have hired men from year to
year, and I know that for a great many years past
you cannot get suitable men to entrust with your
work for less than $300 a year, and as a general
rule you have to pay a great deal more. The hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) said you could
hire men for $16 per month, but he forgot to say
that, in addition to that, you have to give them
their board, which would amount to $25 or $26 a
month. When this is taken into consideratiol, as
it is in the calculation of allowing men to have a
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vote. I think there is hardly a man in Ontario, at Government have taken a stand against the work-
all events, who would not come under the present ingmen, and that they have declared their policy
provisions of the Act. to be to disfranchise the workingmen in order, if

M r. MULOCK. I extremely regret to hear the possible, to escape from the wrath to corne.
reasoi advanced by the Premier, for calling upon Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, we have some
his supporters to vote down this proposition. He amusing scenes in this House, but there is
told the House that it was a waste of time to con- nothing more amusing than when certain gentle-
sider the interests of the workingmen.. men of the other side of the House get up to plead

Sone hon. MEMBERS. No, no. the cause of the workingmen. It is amusing in the

Ir. SPROULE. That is the talk of the Oppo- extreme. Tell the workingmen in any part of this

Dominion that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock) is

it. MULOCK. He said it was a waste of time their special friend, and see what they will say to
. tSir, we you about it. Why, Sir, he is nowhere the friend

to discuss this question in this House. S of the workingmen, except in this House, vhen he
have core to a pretty pass, when it is to be con wants to make political ca ital. Now, Sir, while
sidered a waste of tune for this House to discuss the hon. gentleman was talking about the working-
hou they eau make the condition of the working- men, this thought struck me. A few days ago,
men better than it is. I was speaking to a gentleman about the poor men

Some lion. MEMBERS. Bah! and the workingmen, and he said to me: " Ire-
MIr. MULOCK. Was it a waste of time on the menber distinctly when a few years ago, from

part of the Administration, to discuss how they 500 to 700 men stood at the foot of the stairs lead-
could increase the cost of food to the workingmen ? ing to this building, begging that the Government
Was it a waste of time to call upon this House to of the day would give them some employment, by
try to discover new methods whereby they might which they could earn bread to fill their hungry
extract money from the pockets of the working- stomachs." They were without work, and thein-
men without any due reward ? Was it waste of selves and their families were without food, and at
tiie for this House to spend, as it did a few nights that time the Reform Government, which the hon.

ago, many hours in seeking how they might further gentleman supports, was in power. Where was he
tax the necessaries of life to the workingnen? I at that time ? What was he doing for the poor
can understand now the policy of the Govern- workingnen at that time ? Was lie their friend ?
ment, in the light of the transactions of a few days Did he bring themn assistance ? No, Sir ; the right
ago, even in presence of the hon. and garrulous hon. gentleman who now leads the Government came
mîîember for Hamilton. forward and proved to be the true friend of the

Somne lion. MEMBERS. Oh, oh. workingmen. He took themoutof theposition they
were im at that time, and placed thein in the posi-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Order. tion they are in to-day, in which they can get fair

_\Ir. MULOCK. 1 do not wondcr at even the wages to provide bread for thernselves and their

Secretary of State I n after such remarks failies, and to place themselves in a position to
but, Mr. Speaker, writhiinger such remar ; exercise the franchise-a position in which they
butr.e Speaker, I cau understand now that the would never have been, if the party which the hon.
overnment havCg outraged the rights of the work- gentleman who last spoke supports had remained

iligmnau, are now anxious to disfranchise him, so as in power, and a position which they would ceaseto prevent him having an opportunity of express- to occupy if that party should return to power.
gi his opinions. at. the olls~1 T ca nertn

lion. imembers opposite desiring to suppress discus-
sion, and I can understand them, when there are
election campaigns in the near future, desiring to
tie down the workingmen of this country. We
w ere accustoned to hear at election times, that
they, and they only were the friends of the work-
ilîgmien, but now they have succeeded, by this
lleasure, in disfranchising a large number of them,
so as to keep them from doing the Government
haril. Do you think, Sir, that the hon. member
for Gloucester (Mr. Burns), who has told us of the
condition of the workingmen in his part of the
country, desires to have the workingnen of his
constituency entitled to vote ? No, Sir. He says
that he desires to have certain matters investi-
gated before this House and the country. I will
give hin an opportunity at the earliest possible
mtoment, and when that opportunity arises, I think
we will find excellent reasons for the attitude he
has taken upon this question. The hon. gentle-
man says that the workingman can make his dollar
a day all the year round. He evidently wishes to
deny to the workingmen a single day's relaxation.
ln order to be entitled to vote, a dollar a day does
not allow the workingmen a fortnight's holiday
throughout the whole year. He will not give the
workmgmen time to die soon. I regret that the

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I was in hope that the
Government would accept the amendment proposed
by my hon. friend, because, coming from one of the
cities referred to by the lion. gentlemani who has
spoken, I ani able from experience to state how the
present provision of the Franchise Act affects a
large number of working people. The people who
work about the wharves at Halifax--and Isuppose
the sane remark applies to St. John-are paid,
not by the week or the month, but by the day ;
and as they only get their wages for the days on
which they work, a great many of them do not
earn the $300 necessary to qualify them to vote.
The Local Governmient have so far recognised this
condition of affairs that they have reduced the
income franchise so that a very large number of
the working classes of the city of Halifax are
placed on the electoral lists for the Local Legisla-
ture. I hope, therefore, that the Dominion
Government, who have always tried to persuade
the public that they were desirous of adopting the
largest and broadest franchise, will not be behind
the Local Governnent in extending to that class
of people the right to vote. It will only be doing
an act of justice to them if the Government agree
to the amendment to reduce the qualification from
$300 to $250.
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Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I would like to say Colby, Porter,
a word or two on this subject. Since coming into Coughn, Prior,
this Chamber I have heard it stated that men Daly, 'obillard,
working on farms received $16 a month. That is Daoust, Roome,
very true with regard to the summer months of Dana, ,oss'the year ; but there have been as good men as you Dawson, Skinner,
can find in Ontario working during the past winter Denison, Small,
for from $8 to $10 per month, 80 that they earn too Dewdney, Sproule,permon . ickey, Stevenson,
small an amount to enable them to get the fran- Dikinson, Taylor,
chise. The amendment of the hon. member for Dupont, Temple,
South Essex (Mr. Brien) is in the right direction Earle, Thérien,
and it ht certainly receive th rguson (Leeds and Gren.),Thompson (Sir John),an tough etil to rciete faoal oster, Tisdale.
consideration of the Government. I have been reeman, Tyrwhitt,
thinking while this discussion has been going on Gigault, Vanasse,
that the Government have at the present time i Grndois, Ward (InGulet, Weldn (Albert),the city of Ottawa a candidate who claims to be Hesson, White (Cardwell),
the workingmen's candidate, and he bas been tell- Hickey, White (Renfrew),
ing them what he is going to do for them. I was Hudspeth, Wilmot

Jamieson, Wilson tLennox),reminded by a friend of the Government to-day Jones (Digby), Wood (Brockville),
that on the eve of an election the Government Kenny, Wood (Westmoreland).
became the friends of the workingmen, and set a Kirkpatrick, Wright.-87.
number of them to work in front of this building Langevin (Sir Hector),
to pull out the dandelions, but the moment the Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. member for Beauhar-
election was over and they had voted, their use- nois has not voted.
fulness was gone, and their services were not Mr. BERGERON. I am paired with Mr. Lan-
required by the Government any longer. I hope gelier of Quebec. I would have voted against the
that the House will accept this amendment, and amendment.
give a large number of intelligent and deserving Mr. FISET. The hon. member for Verchères
men the franchise, in order that they may be able has not voted.
to go to the polls and exercise the right of citizen- Mr. GEOFFRION. I am paired with the hon.
ship at the next election. 1ý' T1 fT1 A

House divided on amendment of Mr. Brien:

YI"s:
Messieurs

Amyot,
Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Barron,
Borden,
Brien,
Campbell,
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Charlton,
Choquette,
Corby,
Couture,
Davies,
Dessaint,
Doyon,
Ellis,
Fiset,
Gillmor,
Godbout,
Guay,
Hale,
Innes,
Joues (Halifax),
Kirk,

Landerkin,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingston,
Lovitt,
Mackenzie,
MeIntyre,
MeMillan (Huron),
MeMullen,
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Rinfret,
Robertson,
Ste. Marie,
Snith (Ontario),
Somerville,
Sutherland,
Trow,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John),
Welsh.-51.

AYs:
Messieurs

Archibald (Sir Adams), LaRivière,
Barnard, Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Bell, Maedonald (Sir John),
Bowell, McCulla,
Boyle, McDonald (Victoria),
Brown, McDougall (Cape Breton),Bryson, McKay,
Burns, McKeen,
Cameron, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Cargill, McNeill,
Carling, Madill,
Carpenter, Mara,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Marshall,
Chapleau, Masson,
Coch rane, Montagne,
Cockburn, Patterson (Essex),

Mr. JoNs (HIalifax).

ga ( r è; . esjar ns).
Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I am paired with the

hon. inember for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer). I
would have voted against the amendment.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I desire to submit to

the House a motion which, I think, ought to meet
with its acceptance. It involves the principle that
one man ought to have one vote only in an election.
I think this is a proposition that will commend
itself to the fairness and common sense of the
flouse. In many constituencies in various portions
of this Dominion a considerable number of naines
are on the list, but they are those of people who are
not owners of property at all. They are not resid-
ents, and perhaps for years before the election
have not been in the country, but have taken up
their abode beyond the border. The result is that
when an election is brought on, these parties are
induced to return and record their votes, and
there is no means of ascertaining whether
they have been improperly brought back or not.
It is of the first importance, in order to secure
purity of elections and the free expression of
popular opinion, that those parties should not be
entitled to vote. The hon. gentlemen on the
opposite side formerly opposed having the electiolns
on the same day, on the ground that it would inter-
fere with parties who were upon the voters' lists
in different constituencies. But those hon. gentle-
men have since agreed to the principle of uniformitY
or simultaneous elections, and it is quite impossible,
except when constituencies are lying immediately
adjacent to each other, that a party can vote ii1
more than one constituency at a general election.
Tt is-most unfair that those persons who have
property in adjoining constituencies should have
two or more votes, while those possessed of
properties in constituencies situated further apart
should be denied the right to vote in more than one
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constituency. It seens to me, therefore, only just list, and if lie is absent from the riding too long af ter-
and proper that each elector should have but one wards lie is not allowed to vote. The same is true
vote, and that that vote should be recorded in the of the farmers' sons and the pi operty owners' sons.
constittuency in which he resides. I shall not These two classes of voters, the income voter and
detain the House by any discussion, as the proposi- the owners' sons, really comprise a very large por-
tion is so plain and simple that there can be no tion of the bone and sinew of the country ; they
ditticulty in apprehending it. I niove: are the really intelligent and really productive

That the said Bill be not now read the third time but power of the country. They are all wealth pro-
tiat it be referred back to the Committee to amend the ducers, men who have a stake in the country, andsane, so as to provide that no elector shall vote in any are interested in having its affairs properly man-constituency oth er than the one in which he resides. aged ; yet they must be anchored down to one par-

Mr. CASEY. Any fai*r-minded member of the ticular residence before they can have a voice in
House must see that this provision is absolutely the election of meinbers, while the man who has a
iecessary for a fair representation of the people. few hundred dollars to spare with which to buy
on the face of it, it is intended to give represen- property, may live where he likes, and his vote
tation to the citizens of the country and Parlia- cannot be questioned. I have known men to
nient, and there is no reason why one citizen have been brought from Kansas to vote at an elec-
should have any more voting power than another. tion in this country-men who had lost ahl interest
Of course it is sometimes contended that, under in Canadian politics, and who, in all respects, save
the system of property qualification, property is naturalisation, were citizens of the United States.
representel in this House. That doctrine might Ail their sympathies were there, and the bulk of
have doie very well in the good old Tory days in their property, but a little bit of property in Canada,
England w lien property was really represented in gave them the right to vote here. Under these cir-
Parlianient, but it is too late in the day now to cumstances it is clear that justice and ordinary fair-
put that forward in Canada. Every patriotic ness demand that one man should have one rote
Canadian feels it is the people of the country who and no more; and in departing fron that princi-
are represented, and not the acres of land or build- ple, you are departing fron the principle of repre-
ings. But even under the plea that property sentative government entirely.
shiould be represented, the present system does
not give fair representation, One man nay own Mr. BURNS. The principle involved in the

s ,0 worth of property all situated in one amendmnent is not one which should be adopted in
ridinug, and he only has one vote, while his neigh- this House. I believe property should be repre-
bor nay own $1,000 worth of property distri- sented. Property has its rights, and those rights
huted over five ridings, in the proportion of $200 should be respected. I rose a few minutes ago,
to each riding, and lie has five votes ; so that, un- after the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
der this system, neither is property represented in Mitchell) had made certain statements to the
proportion to its value, nor are the citizens repre- House, for the purpose of refuting those state-
seitel in proportion to their individual rights. ments, but, because of the strict enforcement
The effect of the present law simply is to give the of the rules of debate I could not then speak,
mlii)an who has money to buy votes in several lis- I take the opportunity now of referring in the
tinct ridings, several times the voting power of the briefest possible manner to some of his state-
iman who has not money enough to buy those ments. I have not the slightest desire to misrepre-
votes, or who does not choose to do so. We take sent that hon. gentleman. My only desire was
every pains to prevent candidates or others from to correct the statements lie made to this House,
buying the votes of electors. We look upon that statements which are repetitions of many lie has
as a corrupt act and punish it, and yet the law heretofore made, statements calculated to lead this
directly encourages those who have the money House and the country to believe that the con-
to buy votes in different ridings. I claim that the stituency that hon. gentleman represents is a very
one practice is just as corrupt as the other ; I claim poor one, so poor indeed that the mass of the people
tht the man wio buys land in a riding in which there cannot enjoy even the right to vote. I say
le does not live, for the purpose of obtaining voting that I am in a better position than that hon. gentle-
power in that riding, is doing just as corrupt an man to know the condition of affairs and the con-
aut as the man who gives another money to vote. dition of the men in his county. The hon. gentle-
The one principle is just as destructive of fair man may be excused to a certain extent for the
representative government as the other. Let us misstatements and misrepresentations he has made
compare the freedom allowed to the owners of from time to time in this House, on account of his
ploperty with the severe restrictions imposed absence from that constituency. I, representing
upon those who are not owners of property. a neighboring constituency, know what I am talk-
The latter are compelled to prove residence ing about. I am one of the largest employers of
for a certain time before they can be put labor in that section of New Brunswick, and I
on the roll at ail, while the former need not be assert as a fact, that every man who is of the
residents at ail in the riding or even in the country. required age, and is not worthless or a vagrant,
They may live in New York ail the year can have the right to vote, and has that right
round and come here to vote, possibly in utter under the present franchise. I did not say
ignorance of the political issues of the day, and that the average rate of wages received by the
certaimly in ignorance of the particular wants of wage-earners in the hon. gentleman's county was
the neighborhood where their property may happen $1.50 a day ; but I said, and I repeat, that it
to be. Yet the income voter who is an active, would be an average of $1 a day, which would
productive, and hardworking citizen of the coun- give' each of them more than the amount re-
try, must of necessity prove residence within the quired to entitle them to a right to vote. So
riding for a certain time before he can be put on the mnuch in reference to that matter. I now come'
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to a most unwarranted statement which that hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mitchell) bas made in reference to
the Caraquet Railway, with which I am connected.
I say it. was unwarranted, unfounded and baseless.
The hon. gentleman bas imported into this discus-
sion a matter which bas no connection with it.
He did it as part and parcel of a policy which
some hon. gentlemen adopt of decrying that rail-
way, and pretending that I had something to be
afraid of, or to be ashamed of, in my connection
with it. I have nothing to be afraid of, and
nothing to be ashamed of ; but, on the contrary, I
have every reason to look fort commendation in
regard to my connection with that railway. I
despise the threats of the hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock), and I challenge him here to
formulate any charges he may have to make as to
my connection with the Caraquet Railway Com-
pany. If enterprise is a crime, I am a criminal of
the deepest dye. I have invested my means in
that railway, and, with my means and means
obtained elsewhere, a road bas been built which is
a credit to New Brunswick and a credit to Canada.
The amount of subsidy obtained from the Govern-
ment of New Brunswick and from the Govern-
ment of Canada bas not, as was stated by the hon.
gentleman, been sufficient to build that railway.
On the contrary, a large amount of other means
was required and was put into that road. The hon.
gentleman states that the workingmen were paid
by what he calls due bills. Perhaps the hon.
gentleman has a lively recollection of the days
when lie did business in New Brunswick, for-
tunately those days have gone by. I state, and
I challenge contradiction, that every single dollar
and every single cent earned by a laborer or a con-
tractor on that road was paid in cash every month.
I challenge the hon. gentleman to disprove that
statement. On the 20th or 21st day of every
month, the paymaster of the Caraquet Railway
went along the line and paid the laborers in cash.
Further than that, the company took a power
in dealing with the contractors, which, I am sorry
to see, bas not been done in other cases, to appro-
priate money for the payment of the men em-
ployed before anything else was paid. I hurl back
in the teeth of the bon. gentleman who made the
assertion the statement either that the men were
not paid or that they were paid in due bills. I
say that every man was paid in cash. This is of a
piece with the usual reckless statements made by
that hon. gentleman in this House. I think I may
be excused for speaking warmly on this subject.
I do not speak often, and I have not laid my-
self open to the accusations of bon. gentlemen
opposite. I have nothing to be afraid of or
ashamed of in connection with the Caraquet Rail-
way Company, of which I happen to be the presi-
dent. From the Dominion, we received a subsidy
of $3,200 a mile, and from the Local Legislature,
a subsidy of $3,000 a mile, making a total of
$6,200 a mile. I ask any man who knows anything
of railway building, how far $6,200 a mile will
go ?

Mr. LISTER. You bonded the road, did you
not ?

Mr. BURNS. It bas been bonded for less than
$8,000 a mile foi1 the purpose of procuring the rails
and fastenings. I invested my means in that road,
fully believing that my investment would yield

Mr. BvaNs.

me sone return. Unfortunately, because of the
large competition by water communication, that
bas not yet been the case, but we . who have
invested our means in the road look forward to
the time when it will become self-sustaining and
will also pay interest on these bonds. Last year
the receipts were about double what they were
the first year, and we hope that a dividend will in
time be given to those who have invested their
money in the enterprise. I say again that, if it is
a crime to be enterprising, I have been gilty of
that crime. I have not misappropriated any
funds. I have not put a dollar of the money
obtained from the bonds into my pocket, but, on
the contrary, I have paid money out of my pocket
to aid in the building of the road. Then I ask if
I am open to the charges made by the member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), who ought to
know better and, I think, does know better.
I think he knows that I would not be guilty of
any conduct unbecoming a gentleman, a business
man or a member of this Assembly.

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not in the House
when the hon. gentleman commenced to make his
remarks. As soon as I heard that he was direct-
ing his attention to me I came in. I did not hear
the whole of his 'remarks, but I heard enough to
lead me to believe that he stated that I made
some misrepresentation in reference to the Cara-
quet road. Now, Sir, I was not the aggressor
in this attack. The hon. gentleman chose to
attack me aboutnmy statement in reference to my
own county, and I simply defended myself by
referring to the wages paid upon the Caraquet
Railway, and asked whether they were paid in,
cash ?

Mr. BURNS. I stated they were.
Mr. MITCHELL. I asked you if they were

paid in cash, or if they were paid in due bills, and
I repeat it now.

Mr. BURNS. The hon. gentleman stated that
they were paid in due bills.

Mr. MITCHELL. If the hon. gentleman noW
states that nune of the work done on the Cara-
quet Railway was paid in due bills, then all I
can say is that there is a very erroneous impres-
sion in that county about the manner in whicli
the payments were made.

Mr. BURNS. I have stated so.
Mr. MITCHELL. Than I am bound to accept

the hon. gentleman's explanation, which is all that
I wanted in reference to the Caraquet road. I
merely called attention to the charge that lie
made in reference to the rate of wages in my
county, by referring to the wages in his owl
county, in which he was a large employer of labor
on the Caraquet road. Now, the hon. gentle-
man bas chosen to assail me, to attack my standing
in this House, and to speak of the knowledge h1e
possesses, in reference to what my county
requires, which he says he knows better than I do.
Sir, the bon. gentleman las a good deal of assur-
ance, and he bas a good deal of assurance tO
make the reference he did about the Caraquet
road. I am not going into that question just noW-
but I will reserve my remarks on that questiou1
for the motion which my hon. friend for North
York (Mr. Mulock) is going to iake, when the
hon. gentleman will have an opportunity, perhaPs,
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of proving sone of the statements he bas made
with reference to what he bas done in the way of
payments, and what he has received in the wa of

eiiefit from that road. But since lie bas chal-
leuged me on this subject, I will say this : Has
any hon. gentleman in the House read the pros-
pectus of that hon. gentleman? The hon. gentle-
miian went to England and tried to raise money
upon that road. Will the hon. gentleman say
tliat the statements in that prospectus were
true ?

Mr. BURNS. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL, Because if he does, I say
they were not true, I say they were the grossest
exaggeration. He led the British public to believe
that it was going to pay a large percentage upon
tle outlay, that the amount of travel, the business
traffic, and everything connected with it, would be
somuething enormous. Why, Sir, in my opinion
the statements the lion. gentleman made were a
gross fraud upon the public, I have no hesitation
in saying it, and perhaps when the matter is in-vestigated, that will be seen to be the case. What
are the earnings as returned by the Minister of
Railways the other day ? I speak from memory,
but I think the earnings of the road were stated to
Ie $17,000, and something like $27,000 were the

expeuses upon the road. He talks of the amount
of road already completed. What rolling stock
has lie got upon the road ? There are one or two
old second-hand locomotives, very likely bought
fromu the Government, cast-off locomotives of the
Government, wbich he bought for half of nothing.
God knows whether he paid anything for them at
all-I should not wonder, from the zealous support
lie gives the Government, that they were thrown
ii along with. the subsidy ; at all events, they were
biought, very likely, for little over the cost of scrap
ron. Now, the hon. gentleman bas certainly a
great deal of boldness to challenge an investigation
into the transactions in relation to the Caraquet
road. He clainis credit to himnself for enterprise
i building that road. Sir, I venture to say tlat

everv dollar that ever went into that road was
public noney ; he never spent a dollar of his own
on that enterprise, except such money as lie got
from the bondholders through the misrepresenta-
tions which he made in the prospectus. Sir, I will
lot enter into that matter because it will be dealt

with elsewhere. But with regard to the condition
of things in my own county, I repeat that what I
said about the rate of wages paid to workingmen
in Northumberland, is true. The bon. gentleman
scys 1 misstated the fact in saying they got $1.50
a day. The bon. gentleman knows as well as I do
that in the summer season men can get $1. 50 a day,
lit in the winter time they are idle for half of the
season, and the fair average from New Year's to
Christnas is about a $1 a day. I do say that $1
a day is the average earning of laborers after you
have eliminated the 52 Sundays from the year. We
know that $300 cannot be earned by the laboring
imen as a class. If any of them earn more, they are
exceptional cases. Sir, the hon. gentleman speaks
of the course he bas pursued in this House. The
course he has pursued in this House bas not been
any too creditable to him, and when lie speaks
about my making nisrepresentations-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am in order. I say his
course bas not been any too creditable to him. On
two occasions he bas distinguished himself, in his
own mind, when be attacked me, once two years
ago, and again to-night, when lie made an unpro-
voked attack upon me in reference to my statement
about my own county. With reference to the
Caraquet road, I had not xssailed his conduct ;
I merely made an allegation of what I had heard
as to the manner in which the men were paid.
When lie says that every dollar lias been paid-
why, Sir, it is not so long since the man who
superintended the building of that road entered a
suit against him in the courts for a share of the
profits of that road, and yet be bas the hardibood
to get up in tbus House and say that every man
bas beei paid im connection with it.

Mr. MULOCK. I believe the question before
the House is whether an elector shall have more
than one vote; I suppose, therefore, it will hardly
be in order for me to say anything in reference to
the Caraquet Railway. The Bill is a comprehen-
sive one, and many subjects can be, and have been
discussed heretofore under that question : but I
hardly believe it is compreliensive enougli to allow
me to put in an amendment in regard to the Cara-
quet Railway. But, Mr. Speaker, if you rule
that it is, I shall be discharging a public duty in
discussing that question ; if not, I shall reserve
my observations on that question until a more
fitting occasion. For the information, hovever,
of the bon. muember for Gloucester (Mr. Burns),
let nie say, that as I intend to bring the matter
before the House, I will mention to him the points
to which 1 shall call the attention of the House, in
order that he may have an opportunity of answer-
ing them. They are not very serions, and I was
not aware that so much importance was given to
them as appears to be attached to them. Wherein
the public are interested, in my judgment, im re-
gard to the Caraquet Railway

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. gentleman
will linit himself to the question now before the
House.

Mr. MULOCK. I will. I intend to treat the
hou. member with perfect fairness, and I want to
tell him exactly what I have in my mind, so that
he may be able to answer.

Mr. SPEAKER. Has it any bearing upon the
question ,

Mr. MULOCK. If be does not wish to have the
information now, I do not press it.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Mills (Both-
wel1):

YE As:
Messieurs

Amyot,
Armstrong,
Bain (Wentwortb),
Borden,

Campiell,
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Charlton,
Choquette,
Davies,
Deesaint,
Do on,

Fiset,

Laurier,
Lister,
Livingston,
Lovitt,
Maedonald (Huron),
Mackenzie,
McIntyre,
MeMillan (Huron),
mcMullen,
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Rinfret,
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Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Godbout,
Guay,
Hale,
Innes,
Jones (Halifax),
Kirk,
Landerkin,

NA
Mes

Arehibald (Sir Adams),
Barnard,
Bell,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Burns,
Cameron,
Cargill,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chapleau,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Corby,
Coughlin,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Denison,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Earle,
Ferguson (L4eeds and Gren.),
Foster,
Freeman,
Gigault,
Grandbois,
Guillet,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Hudspeth,
Jamieson,
Jones (Digby),
Kenny,
Kirkpatrick,
Langevin (Sir Hector),

Robertson,
Ste. Marie,
Semple,
Somerville,
Sutherland,
Trow,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John).-49.

'Ys :
sieurs
LaRivière,
Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Macdonald (Sir John),
McCulla,
McDonald (Victoria),
McDougall (Cape Breton),
McKay,
MeKeen,
MeNeill,
Madill,
Mara,
Marshall,
Masson,
Montague,
Porter,
Prior,
Putnam,
Riopel,
Robillard,
Roome,
Ross,
Shanly,
Skinner,
Small,
Smith (Ontario),
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tisdale,
Tyrwhitt,
Ward,
Weldon (Albert),
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot
Wilson Lennox),
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Wright.-83.

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third
time and passed.
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tion of Dominion notes in the place where such
specie shall be so exchanged."

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Do you always send
Dominion notes to the city where they are re-
deemable ?

Mr. FOSTER. At the present time such notes
are redeemable at the offices in Toronto, Hamilton,
Montreal and St. John; but they are not redeem.
able in Winnipeg, Charlottetown or Victoria.
I propose to make them redeemable at the other
three places as well as the four first named, which
will be a great convenience to those who get notes
in exchange for specie, and it will not be much
inconvenience for us, as we have officers at these
cities now.

On section 53,

Mr. DALY. Why has the penalty been
increased tenfold ?

Mr. FOSTER. The reason why the penalty
was increased was because the former penalty was
altogether inadequate. The former penalty for
over-circulation was $100, up to a certain amount,
whether the over-circulation was $5 or more. The
penalty has been made much larger, and there is
an additional reason now, above the fact that the
penalty was too small before, why the penalty
should be made larger, and that is, because
the circulation of a bank that fails has to
be redeemed out of the funds which have been
contributed by the several banks ; and although
over-circulation at any time was a violation of the
f undanental agreement of the law by which banks
were to issue up to the amount of their unimpaired
capital, it becomes still more dangerous when a
fund is created out of which the circulation notes
of the banks are to be redeemed. As the Com-
mittee will see, if the over-issue of a bank amounts
to $1,000, the penalty is $1,000, or dollar for
dollar up to that amount. From $1,000 to $20,000,
the penalty is $1,000, and so on for the amount of
excess in the proportion, as is stated here. The
grade of the penalty now is just ten times as high
as it was before.

r rtUIVI ri ALLrI Mr. WELDON (St. John). 1 have no objection
PLEMENTARY ESTIMATES. to the penalties, provided that tbese penalties arc

Mr. FOSTER presented a Message fromu His only recoverable by the Attorney General of
Excellency the Governor General. Canada. I do not think it sbould be in the bands

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:- of any common informer.

STANLEYMr. FOSTER. We will discus that later on.
STANLT 0FPEESON. r. COCKBURN. I shonld not wish to see the

The Governor General transmits to the House of Com- penalty reduced in the case of an over-issue of
mons, further Supplementary Estimates of sums required
for the service of t he Dominion, for the year ending 30th
June, 1890; and in accordance with the provisions of banka which bave thirty or forty agencies, and it
" The British North America Act, 1867," he recommends is almost impossible for them to keep exactly with-
these Estimates to the House of Commons. in this lmit. Perbaps, if the Minister tboaght
GovERNMENT RoUsE,OTTÂwÂ, 25th April, 1890.proper, some provision should be made with regardOTTA,&,25thAprl, 190.to the recovery of this very heavy penalty Of

BANKS AND BANKING. dollar per dollar. If, as in the United States, the
bsank were contained within the one building, and

House again resolved itself into Committee on confined to the ont office, it would have control Of
Bill (No. 127) respecting Banks and Banking.--(Mr. its issue, but it becomes somewhat <llicuit for
Foster.) banks with thirty or forty agencies to know

(In the Committee.) exactly to the dollar the a-nount they have reallY

On section 52, issued. Perhaps this clause might be framed in amore lenient manner. While I have no Objection
Mr. FOSTER. I desire to add the words "such to the penalties, I think there should be somfe

notes to be redeemmable at the office for the redemp- saeguard with regard to the mode of their recove1Y-
Mr. MMLOCK.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As a matter
of fact, I may point out to the hon. gentleman who

bas just spoken (Mr. Cockburn) that hardly any of
"or banks do put notes in circulation to any thing
like the amount of what they declare to be their
unimbpaired paid-up capital. Although possibly
there niay be some question about the penalty, it
must be remembered that you are altogether alter-
ing the status of bank notes, and a very great
temîptation is being put in the way of many banks,
aid especially the smaller banks, to exceed the
legal limit. I must say that if ever there was a
case made out for putting very heavy penalties on
excessive circulation, it is under the provisions of
this Act.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The reason I called
attention to the order of the procedure was, in
such a case as alluded to by my hon. friend from
Toronto (Mr. Cockburn). Of course where the
Government have control of the penalty, in a case
where the bank did not wilfully over-issue, they
would find it was unnecessarv to enforce it, but
where the over-issue was a wilful violation of the
law, then the Government would impose the
enïalty.

Mr. TISDALE. If we passed this section now,
the discussion on the other sections may prevent us
coiing back to consider it I certainly strongly
object to these penalties, un ess the regulation of
then is placed in the hands of the Government.
A Government would, no doubt, treat the banks
fairly, if the over-issue was a mistake, and not
a wilful violation of the law. If the Government
are prepared to say that they will accept the
responsibility of taking charge of the enforcement
of the penalty, it would meet the objections I have
to nmake. The hon. Minister might as well decide
on this question now as later on. I think it is a
nmost reasonable proposition that the Government
should take charge of this, because they are
the responsible parties to the people in seeing that
the banking matters are properly carried out. In
such a case the penalties after all, although they
are very severe, do not amount to much, because
the Government would apply thein judiciously,
and only where the banks have been guilty of wilful
mver-circulation would they inflict the penalty.

Mr. MITCHELL. If the temptation is given to
connon informers, as is done in the case of Customs
imatters, te watch and wait, it is very possible that
sol-e of the employés of a bank might lay a plan,
and watch and wait their opportunity until cir-
cumistances placed them in a position to either
blackmail the bank, or inform upon it. I think it
wu0111(1 be very unfortunate te have any such powers
placed in the hands of informers. The suggestion
!nade, that the Government should take the matter
in, hand, is a reasonable one, and probably it will
save discussion if the Minister of Finance now
states that he will view the subject in this light.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is impossible to
say at this stage that we will restrict the procedure
in any way, se as te confine it to an officer of the
Government to recover the penalties. That
reiark applies not only to this provision but te
the other penal clauses of the Bull likewise. These
offences will be always difficult te discover,
and sonetines they can only be discovered bythe aid of those who are immediately concerned

divulging the offence, that the penalty can be
enforced. But with regard to the informer
endeavoring to blackmail, and with regard to the
excessive penalties that are mentioned here, it
must be borne in mind that whether the procedure
is by one of the officers of the Government, or at
the instance of a common informer, we are simply
fixing a maximum penalty, and it is in the power of
the Government to mitigate the penalty to any
sum they please, even though informers receive a,
share of the penalty.

Mr. MITCHELL. Under any circumstances,
the informer ought not to participate in any share of
the fine. It is a most pernicious practice, and we
have seen the evil effects of it in the Customs laws.
I do hope it will not be engrafted in this Bill.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think it is very
important, in view of these heavy penalties, that
the bank should not be in the hands of a common
informer, or even of a dismissed clerk, who may
give information which may turn out to be un-
founded, after the bank is put to enormous trouble
and expense, because these informers are generally
worth nothing. lu a case like this, where there is
fair reason for exacting heavy penalties, I think it
should be within the control of the Government to
do se. I would ask my hon. friend where the Gov-
ernment take power to mitigate the penalties?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the General
Statutes, which says that we nmay limit or mitigate
penalties. We will discuss that when we come te
the clause about penalties.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It is very important
that we should discuss this matter in connection
with the clause now under consideration. There
may be a bank clerk who over-issued without the
cognisance of the bank, and he may informn on the
bank and levy blackmail. I can cite an instance
of a late case in a railway company with which -I
am connected, where we dismissed one of the
officers for malfeasance, and he gave information
to the Customs that things were smuggled in,
though it was without the knowledge of the com-
pany, and the railroad was seized. The very same
thing might apply to a bank, and the discharged
official might put the bank to a great deal of
expense and a great deal of litigation. If the bank
does wilfully issue beyond its circulation I think
they ought te pay the penalty, and I do not say
that. under present circumstances, the penalty would.
be too high ; but I do think that this matter should
be under the control of the Government, especially,
as my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) points out, if the informer is te get a
share of the fine.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If a dismissed offi-
cial gave information that a bank exceeded its cir-
culation, I think it is in the interest of the public
that we should avail ourselves of any information
in this way. If a bank official made the over-
issue himself, there would be no penalty exacted
at all, or the whole fine would be remitted.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not take objection to the
Government getting any information from what-
ever source they like. That is net the point.
What I take exception to is that any one-for in-
stance, a discharged clerk-who may give informa-
tion of some act which may have been a violation
of the law, which he may have committed himself
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for the very purpose of giving the information, could be sued for by a common informer, there i.
may get a share of the penalty. Let the Govern- no power vested in the Goverument to remit the
ment take information fromn whatever source they fine in case the over-issue has been accidenta. 1
like, but do not let the informer get any share of do not think the Committee will le preparel t
the penalty. accept this clause, because the penalty is enorinous.

Mr. TISDALE. There are two points that Mr. BROWN. 1 quite agree with the remark,
strike me in connection with this niatter. First, of the hon. gentiemarswho has just sat down.
the shareholders are innocent, and if these exces- The penalties are very excessive, and there seems
sive penalties are inflicted upon them at the will to be no escape if there has been an unintentional
of an informer, what will the result be ? It will over-issue ; there is no provision whatcver matie
be to puuish these innocent parties. The second for sucl a case, which may occur in the case, of
point is this, and I would like information with any bank that has a large number of branches. 1
regard to it before I am willing to assent to the think, in the first place, the penalty is too large.
imposition of such heavy penalties : have there and, in the second place, there should be some pro
been any cases of over-issues in previous years on vision with regard to an unintentional over-issue.
the part of any of the banks ? If not, I think we Mr. WELDON (St. John). The Act relatiwg
should proceed with great caution in making any to fines and forfeitures provides how penalties
changes which are not called for. For one, I am will be recovered in cases not otherwise provided
not prepared to agree to the proposition unless for, and it would apply to this Act, because I ]o
some such necessity for it is shown. Officers may not think there is any provision in the Bil with
may make mistakes, and such mistakes are most regard to that. lu that Act I find nothîng to
likely to occur at a tine when the customers of a show that the Crown las any power to remit the
bank call upon it to the utmost extent, as in a dif- fine ; it las oniy power to say what proportion
ficult financial crisis, and at such a time it 'nay should go to the Crown and what proportion
happen that a bank with numerous branches would to tle informer; but I take it that the Crown
make a minstake which would render it liable to could dispose of its moiety. As las been pointed
these penalties. out, there are cases in whicl persons would incur

Mr. McMULLEN. What. the hon. gentleman the penalty in strict law, but in which it would
has stated is quite true; but in cases in which be unfair to impose.it, because in large 1anks
excessive issues have taken place, as in the case of with many branches, sometimes offences have
the Exchange Bank, to reach the guilty party it is occurred ithout any intention on the part of the
necessary, not only to impose a fine, but to make bank.
him liable to a criminal prosecution. I quite agree Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The penalties provided
that the innocent shareholders of a bank should be under the old law, whicl were very mucl lighter
protected as far as the law can protect them, and than those under the present clause-I thiuk only
that a man who exceeds the instructions given hini about one-tenth-ave proved duriug the last
by the directors and shareholders of the bank in twenty years, in fact during the whole tûne we
the issue of paper, should be 'punished personally, have bai our present banking system, effective iii
instead of the stockholders who are not parties to keeping down the issue of notes, but, under the
the offence. I think, also, that some check should present law, it is thought there would be sone i
appear on the face of the bills themselves against ducement for the smaller banks to allow an over-
an over-issue. I cannot understand why some issue to take place. If that slould lappen, it
means of sanctioning the issue by the Government would be a very serions matter, because these
could not have been devised. For instance, sup- notes are guaranteed by this guarantee fund, and
pose a bank's capital is $1,000,000, and it has the managers and directors, who are the guiltY
issued $750,000, leaving unissued one-fourth of the ones, should le made to pay the penalties and not
capital stock which is not paid up; I would like to the innocent shareholders. These penalties are so
know why the Government could not stamp every excessive that it would le a serious matter to one
note that has been issued, with the words: of the smaller banks, wit a capital of $lOO(,(XX)
" Sanctioned by Government," or something to or $1,500,OO, to have to pay them. It would be
that effect. If that were done, I cannot see how a serions matter for sucl a bank to have to paV
any bank could issue any notes that were not $1OOOOO. I would suggest that we should go back
,stamped. The Governmnent would not be responsistamed.The oveumen wold nt b repn81- to the old penalties for an over-issue ; and that WCe
ble, but would merely stamp the issue of the should further provide that if the over-issue con
bank. tinues for a sPace of thirty days, then we should

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would like to ask the impose the highest penalties upon the managers
Minister where the clause is that he states exists and directors, and also an increased penalty upol
in the statute and allows the Governinent to remit the bank. That wonld prevent any accidentai
any portion of the fine sued for ; I have not over-issue. If there should be an over-issue, when
been able to find it. That point should be de- it comes to the notice of the directors or the mana-
.cided before we pass this section. The hon. ger, they can correct it and bring it down to its

gentleman speaks of a distinction between the proper limits within thethirty days; but if it co-
bank issuing the notes and the officers issuing tinues heyond that time, it is manifest that it is
them ; but the section makes no such distinction. the result of design and not of accident.
It makes the offence consist in the issue of more Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it
than the proper amount of notes, without refer- would le well if the Minister of Fin»nc would
ence to the person who issues them. The bank is consider tegtler these two clauses, 53 and 55-
bound to control its officials, and under that sec- At the other day, in m
tion it would be no answer to say that some remarks on the second reading, we are the
official had doue it. If a share in the penalty entire statua of bank note; we are going to put a

Mr. MrrorqEOr.
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trenendous temptation in the way of the smaller would laugh at your penal clause after they had
banks to greatly extend their issue, and are giving cleared the country with large sums of ready
them the ineans of doing it. I do not know money, which they would obtain under this pro-
whetiher the House have paid attention to the fact vision.
that all the large banks are enormously below their Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I arnot able at the
power of circulation, and a great many of the small moment to put îny hand on the penal clause I
baiks are constantly close to the limit. For in- referred to, but I will find it thîs evening. I
stance, in the case of the Canadian Bank of Com- submit this is not a suitable tine to consi(er the
merce, with a paid-up capital of $6,000,000, the question of procedure with regard to penalties.
total circulation is but $2,733,000, on the day for At a later stage of the Bill we core to the chapter
which I have a return. The Bank of British North on penalties, and I propose we should tlen review
Amierica, with a paid-up capital of $4,866,000, has the different provisions of the Bil as regards
a note circulation of $1,224,000, which is one-fourth Fenalties, and say whether a general rule should be
of what it is entitled to circulate. The Bank of adopted with respect to all the natters or a different
Montreal, which has a paid-up capital of $12000,- mie for each. It is quite clear that these penalties
(m and a reserve fund of $6,000,000, has a note ought to be subjeet to the control of the Crowis
circulation of $5,446,000. Then, when I come to as to the remission of a part or the whole in view
the snaller banks, I find that the Union Bank of of the exoneratîng or extenuating circunstances
Canada, with a paid-up capital of $1,200,000, has I ar inclined to think at present it would be
a circulation of $923,000. The Merchants Bank of likewise well to adopt the principie that tbey should
Halifax, with a paid-up capital of $1,100,000, has be sued for by the Crown at the instance of a mem-
a note circulation of $1,032,000, almost as large as ber of the Go-ernment, tue Minister of Justice or
that of the Bank of British North America, which the Receiver General; but that will be settled
has five times its paid-up capital. The Bank of later on. I submit tiese penalties cannot be con-
Nova Scotia has a little more than its paid-up sidered excessive unless inembers are prepared to
capital in note circulation. Its paid-up capital say that in view of the increased facilities for
amounts to $1,114,000, and its circulation to uver-imue and the increased temptation there can
1 ,32),00. be no case imaginable in whicl so higli a penalty

Ai lion. MEMBER. That is under special ar- ouglît to be indicted. If we can imagine a case in
rangement. which penalties so severe are called for, ]et us

sinapiy establish the maximum, and leave the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand prerogative to settie all circumstances in ex-

that is under special arrangement. But the point is tenuation. I agree with the hon. nenber for Wel-
this : the large banks, with great means and resour- lington that we should punish criminally the mdi-
ces, circulate very far below their right to circulate, vi(1 aIs concerned in the over-issue, and have in
and the sinall banks, even at the present moment, view a provision to that eifect.
are close up to the amount the law allows then. Mr. WHITE (Renfrew>. That wîli bean addition
Aind we are going by clause 55 to put the notes of to the penalties.
the smtaller banks on a par with those of the best,
and, consequently, you are going to put, in the
hinds of the smaller, the power of enormously in- on the persons concerned in the over-issue. Tiis
lreasing their circulation, which, under your law, will be a penalty on the bank. Notwithstanding I
will not only be as good as gold, but better than shah propose the imposition of a penalty on the
.1old. because, as I understand by your provision, individuai, I think it will be likewise necessary to
if a bank suspends payment, 6 per cent. will be inflict a penalty on the bank, so that if an over-
pai(l on its notes-a very good rate of interest as issue las occnrred to the advantage of the share-
matters go. W'hen you are going to give these holders, by the fault of any particular officer, the
si nall banks enormous powers and temptations in bank will have good reason to sec that lie is
tiies of need, particularly those which, with a punîslied.
sumall capital, have many agencies, it is right there Mr. MITCHELL. As the lon, gentleman refera
should be heavy penalties. If I may be permitted to the question of penalties in a subsequent stage
to comment on the two clauses together, seeing of the Bill, would it not be well to leave this
they are practically together, I will take the section to be discussed at the sare tme.
oportunity of repeating the caution-which- i Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The chapter I refer
only a caution-which I gave the House the other to is to the sections prescribing the mode in which
day. I have no doubt wa tever in my own mind the penalties will be recovered. Surely there is
that, in the case of banks falling into the hands of no occasion to leave over each section whicl las
ier like those who managed the Exchange Bank, the penalty provided in it.

the Maritime Bank, and the Central Bank, ail of Mr. MITCHELL. The weight of these penal-
wiich have failed within a very few years, as this
clause stands, there is an enorious risk entirely
timprovided for, of people in such a position avail- the on. gentleman's rerarks seemed to me te be
mng themnselves of this clause to issue an enormous objectionabie, because he said le wouid provide a
amlount of notes in excess 6f what they are penalty for the oficer co itting the offence and
entitled to; and i ece 6f gent they also a penalty for the bank. In tat case, it s not
would fnd no difficulty, a things at presenthe officers who sufer, but te stockholders, and
,stand, in diicuty s thnts t prtesn they ouglit not to suifer wlien there are no0 laciestadindisposing of those notes to parties-
Probably at a discount-who would afterwards on ther Part.
present them under 'the terms of the Act. Nor Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think, after the
would any penal clause we could devise reach the remarks of the Minister of Justice, tus may becase; icuse men prepared to do these thing settled according tr his suggestions.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think section 78 of
the Audit Act deals with this subject sufficiently.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Are you going to make
any modification of the penalties ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.

Committee rose and reported progress, and it
being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
BANKS AND BANKING.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 127) respecting Banks and Banking.

On section 54,
Mr. ELLIS. The last clause of that section

provides that the payment of any amount due to
the Government of Canada, in trust or otherwise,
shall be the second charge upon such assets, and the
payment of any amcount due to the Government of
any of the Provinces. in trust or otherwise, shall
be the third charge upon such assets. I propose
to move an amendnent to that. There does not
appear to me to be any justice in allowing the
Government, which deposits in the banks in the
same way as any other depositor, to have a prefer-
ence over the other depositors. Looking at the bank
returns for December, 1889, I find that the Govern-
ment has deposits in thirty Canadian banks-eight
banks in Ontario, the amount being $194,276.54;
twelve banks in Quebec, the amount being $3,587, -
598,85 ; seven banks in Nova Scotia, with an amount
of $623,685.53 ; two banks in New Brunswick, with
an amount of $117,360.92, and one bank in British
Columbia, with an anount of $326,201.22. ln all,
there were thirty banks holding deposits from the
Government amounting to$4,848,523.06. Deducting
the amount held by the Bank of Montreal, which
bears, I presume, a peculiar relation to the Govern-
ment, there was still an amount of $1,758,976.41
deposited in twenty-nine banks in Canada. If
the Government enter into financial operations,
hold funds in trust and do business as merchants
at banks, they should not have any privilege
over any other depositor in a bank. I know that
the old idea was that the priority of the Crown
should be protected before that of any subject, but
there seems to be no ground for that in a country
like this, and certainly not in a case of this kind.
I do not think there is any precedent for it in
England. It is true that the Crown there has a
lien on some taxes, but that is different from our
enacting that the Governinent of Canada shall have
the first lien and the Provinces the second in these
cases. No reason can be assigned for it. The
Government itself, as a depositor, is no more than
any individual, and we know fron experience that,
where the Government cornes in, in this way, as a
preferential creditor, great injury has resulted to
other creditors. I think the proposed legislation
is different from any which exists within the
British Empire, and certainly it does not exist in
England itself. I move to strike out all the words
in the 48th line after the word " insolvency," and
to insert the following :-

" And the Crown shall have no priority as a creditor or
otherwise over any other person.'

Mr. McMULLEN. I think the proposition
made by the hon. gentleman is a very prudent

Mr. WELDON (St. John).
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one. In the first place, if the law remains as it
now is, it offers an opportunity for the Govern-
ment to assist institutions that are becoming
financially weak. The institutions will present
their claim to the Government for assistance, on
the ground that, in case of failure, the amount due
the Government will be virtually a first lien after
the payment of the paper in circulation. Now, I
think this is unfair, because people investing
money in banks on deposit, or otherwise, whetlier
bearing interest or not, undoubtedly expect that
the Government will protect the public as far as
possible. Now, if this clause remains as it is, the
Government may assist banking institutions that
are getting into a hampered financial condition ;
they may advance money for the purpose of keep-
ing them afloat, and in the end, if that institution
should suspend, the Government is safe next to
those who are bill-holders outside. The bill-
holders outside are protected by the 5 per cent.
that has been accumulated, contributed by the
banks for the purpose of protecting any suspend-
ing institution. The result is that the Govern-
ment is undoubtedly protected in the next
place, because by this clause they claim
the right to tstep in as preferential creditors
over all other institutions. I do not think that
is fair. I think the people of this country who are
controlling money, and willing that it should )e
utilised in the general commercial transactions of
this Dominion, should be placed upon a par with
the Government of the country, and if the Govern-
ment grant assistance to an institution that proves
to be the means of carrying it along, and eventu-
ally it collapses, and then upon people stepping
in and receiving their money in full, if other credi-
tors that have not in their possession information
necessary to enable then to take steps to protect
themselves, it is undoubtedly an advantage taken
over those people. I contend that the amendmnent
proposed by the hon. gentleman ought to be
adopted, because it is only fair to those that are
unaware of the financial embarrassments that may
take place in the case of a bank, and the Govern-
ment will lead those people for whom they ought to
legislate. We are legislating for the public inter-
est now, and the interest of all men who are inter-
ested in our banking institutions, and in adopting
this amendment we shall place them on a par w ith
the Government, so far as their claims would )e
concerned, if a financial disaster should overtake
any of these institutions.

Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely agree with the
•amendment of the hon. member from the city of
St. John (Mr. Ellis), and with the utterances of
the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen). I think it is a most unfair thing for the
Government to ask for any preference over the
general public, and I think the depositors in a
bank should not be placed at a disadvantage with
the Government as creditors when the bank gets
into difficulty. I recollect not very long ago, when
a certain banking institution in the city of Mont-
real was getting into difliculties, that the generall
public knew nothing about it, and the Govermneit
advanced that bank a certain sun of money; they
advanced them a second sun of money, I think-
some $50,000 each time. When that bank failed
the creditors found that the Dominion Government
laid a claim before them for the money that had
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been advanced. Perhaps the Government had no should occur. It is unfair that the Government
right whatever to make those advances, but, at all should be able, as -in the case of the Exchange
events, they did it, and the people found to their Bank, to set up a claim for preference over the
surprise that the Government put in a claim for general public. If that was the law, it ought to
preference over the ordinary creditors of the bank be altered, and if it was not the law, I think it
to the assets, claiming that they should be paid would be a source of regret if it should be made
before the general creditors of the bank received the law now.
any money. It is well known that the bank
to which I refer was the Exchange Bank of Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I hope the Comimittee
Moutreal. Now, there was but one outcry will consider very carefully indeed before they
throughout the whole city of Montreal in regard to adopt this amendment, and I hope the hon. gentle-
the action of the Governument. Everybody looked man who has moved it, and those who have advo-
upon it as an unfair position for the Government to cated it, will think carefully before they press it.
assume in reference to the creditors of that bank. In the first place, the hon. member for St. John
The G(overnment are supposed to be legislating for (Mr. Ellis) stated that the legisiation aske< for
the better regulation of the financial institutions here was without a precedent. 1 beg to say that,
of his country, and they ought not to place them- so far from that being so the clause which the lion.
selves in a position to take what is evidently an gentleman lias now presented to the Committee is
unfair advantage in claiming a preference over the without a precedent in British legisiation. The
general public. I believe the right of the Govern- clause which is proposed by the Minister of Fin-
ment to have the first claim upon the assets of ance, excepting in one or two particulars to which
that bank was contested ; I do not know what the I will cau attention, is at present the comnon law
result was, but I believe the Government never got in force ail througli the British Empire and is the
the noney. Whether they have made any efforts iaw of Canada to-day. The lion. gentleman may
to collect it I am not prepared to say, but I under- ask me, wly, under these circumstances, we seek to
stand the Government never got the money-of put it on the face of the Bil? For two reasons.
course, I speak under correction. I have nothing First. iecause we are endeavoring to adopt an Act
oticial to warrant me in saying so, but fron ail wit i respect to banks ai banking, which wilI em-
tlat I can learn outside, and from my knowledge body as nîuch of the connion law was well as of the
of current events in relation to Government affairs, statute iaw as we can conveniently embody in a
I believe they have not received a dollar of that Bil of this kind second. in order that the
mon'ey, but I believe that there was an opposition public shah know wlîat the law is with respect
made to the bank going into liquidation. Now, I to the rights of the Governuient, what the rule
hold that kind of thing should be put a stop to. is that prevails with respect to tue prerogative
lI this case it was an ordinary advance or loan to of the Crown lu relation to its debtors. It is
an institution that came to the Government and better that it should be here patent to every-
asked for their assistance. Some people were body who deals with banks, patent to every
frank enough to say that there was sone political one who takes the trouble to examine the banking
influence at work when that loan was obtained. laws, than that it should le searched forin obscure
I an not prepared to say it was so, but there was decisions in the vanlous courts iu tue country.
on1e thîing a little singular, and that was that the Another reason why we desire to put it here is,
people connected with that bank, the leading men that by the decision which bas been arrived at on
on the board, the president and the leading direc- this subjeet it would seem that the law is not
tors, and the men who had the largest investment equal in the different Provinces of Canada on this
in, tlat corporation, were friends of the Adminis- subject now. We have undoubtedly a prefereîtial
tration, and perhaps if they had not been friends lien in the Provinces where the common law of
of tie Administration, they would not have re- England prevails. The impression exists that
ceived that money. Now, for one, I do not want with respect to the Province of Quebe our lien is
to see a repetition of that kind of thing. In this not quite so extensive as in the other Provinces.
legislation the public should receive that protection Under these circumstances it is desirable, flrst, to
to which they are entitled, and if the Government declare what the law is and then to make that law
cloose to make an advance of money to an institu- uniform as to ail the Provinces in Canada, because
tion and become creditors, they should only become it is perfectly obvions that if ont right lu tue Pro-
ordinary creditors, and if any disaster happens to vince of Ontario is less than it is in the Province of
that institution they should only rank the saine as Quebec, i regard to our preference on the assets of
general creditors of the bank. That is the position a bank, we cannot, in fairness or justice, eîforce
il which I desire to see this legislation completed. against a bank in Ontario a greater puivilege than
I think it would be very unfair, it would be unjust, we have in relation to a bank in the Province of
it would be allowing the Government to assume Quebec. Another reason why we should put it
the exercise of a power, not the exercise of a right, here is, that there are conflicting daims under a
whîich this House possesses, and we should not en- system of goverument like ours, questions of con-
deavor to place upon the Statute-books of our land flict between the Crown in its riglt in relation to
a law which will give them preference over all in- the Doinion Governmeut and the Crown in its
dividuals who might be depositors in that institu- right in relation to the Provinces. We have,
tion. We know that the Government have means therefore, provided, to remove any doubt on the
of information which the general public do not subject, that the Crown's right in relation to the
Possess. They can protect themselves when the Provinces shah be second to the right of the Crown
general public cannot protect themselves ; there- in relation to the Dominion.
fore, I hold that it ls unfair for them to seek pre-
ference over the general public on the faith of the Mr. ELLIS. Do you think the conmon lawb '8 asetg beietg fairly divided, if any di etmter allows the Provinces any s o right ?
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think so. That is ap- it is there we should have no lien or security, and
parently settled by one consideration, whether the it is fair we should have that lien and security on
Provincial Government is entitled to exercise any these institutions which are created by the act of
of the prerogatives of the Crown ; and 1 think that this Parliament and by the act of this Parliarnent
a Provincial Governmsent is entitled to exercise the alone. Banking institutions are not at all in this
prerogatives of the Crown in relation to all those regard in the same position as private debtors of
matters which are within its exclusive jurisdiction. the Crown, to whom we might lend money or
It seems to me that the Queen is vested with the make ourselves indebted ; yet even in regard to
Government of a Province just as much as she is them the Crown has the prerogative right of first
with the Government of Canada, only limited in preference, pursuant to the common law prevail.
extent as to those matters which are within Provin- ing al over the Empire. Then the hon. gentle-
cial control. The reason why the Province may man spoke of the impropriety of adopting any
fairly rank second in the preference, is explained principle or maintaining any principle by which
when I state the general principle on which it is the Government could do wrong ; but surely for
fair and just, irrespective of the question of existing the sake of arriving at a sound principle we should
prerogatives, that the Crown should have a lien. distinguish between the Government as merely a
The Dominion Government, to drop for a moment political body and the Government as representing
the expression " the Crown " and the use of the the public. It is the Government, as representing
tern " prerogative," is obliged, in carrying on the the public, that has to deal with these institutions;
affairs of the country, to have resort to the banks it is the money of the public which has to be depo-
and to have moneys in all the banks of the country. sited in these institutions ; it is the money of the
We are collecting revenue in Canada under the public that is made a preferential lien, and if the
authority of this Parliament over a very wide ex- Government as a political organisation does wrong,tent of country, by a large army of officers of as it would indoubtedly do wrong by merely lend-
Customs and Inland Revenue, from penalty collect- ing money to support a weak institution
ing officers, from magistrates who collect penalties Mr. MITCHELL. As they have done.due to us, from agents collecting moneys to be .
applied to the Crown, and the only hands we There are many facts l the history of this cowny
have for the receipt of this revenue or any Thre are n hist of stry
noneys payable to the Crown are the banks of which I am not aware, and a great many state-
wherever they are established. It is impossible ments of facts in regard to history Ifind controverted
that Custoins officers, and Inland Revenue officers, so often that I am not able to state a positive
and the officers of the Departnent of Justice, opinion in regard to them.
and the officers of the other Departments, who are Mr. MITCHELL. Does the hon. gentleman
collecting oflicers, can have vaults of their own in venture to controvert the statement made by me,
which to store the money. We must resort to the that the Government loaned money to the Exchange
banks, not only for the convenience of making Bank.
deposits but for transmission, and to that extent Sir JOHN THOMPSON. To controvert it?
necessarily the Government is involuntarily credi- No. I venture to say that the hon. gentleman's
tor of all those institutions--these banks which are statement is freely controverted, as are all political
the creatures of this Parliament and this Gov- statements made, so that it is not necessary I should
ernment. We are not in a position of ordinary say anything in regard to it in discussing a prin-
depositors, we are not in the position of persons ciple like that I am considering. I do not desire
who select cusfodians for their moneys ; perforce to assert, I do not desire to deny ; I do not know
we are obliged to avail ourselves of these monetary anything in regard to the subject.
institutions; and the sanie privilege should be given Mr. MITCHELL. You know nothing about it?to the Crown iu regard to its moneys as is given to
the Crown in regard to the discharge of the duties Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I was not a member
by its officers, for the very analogous reason that of the Government, or a member of this Parliament
the Crown being obliged to discharge its functions at the time ; I had very little knowledge of federal
of governnent by a great army of officers through- publie affairs when that transaction took place ; and
out the country, the Crown is relieved of responsi- beyond a casual mention of it now and then, sucl
bility for the negligence of its officers. It is as the hon. gentleman has made, I know nothing
impossible in the selection of such a number of of the circumstance whatever.
officers throughoitt the country that the Crown Mr. MITCHELL. Then we will enquire fromucan be responsible in damages for the negligence the Finance Minister.of every one of them. It is impossible ii the
selection of such a great number of officers that Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Whether the facts are
we can have the exact knowledge and super- so or not, let us discuss and settle the principle
vision of every one of them that a private in- on the question of abstract right. If the Govern-
dividual may have over persons whom he selects ment is reprehensible at any time for the way it
as his servants ; and, further, the selection of discharges its duty, it is subject to the censure of
those persons and the entrusting of them with this House in regard to that duty, as to the dis-
functions is all done for the benefit of the public, charge of all its duties ; but do not let this House,
for the carrying on of the Government of the for the meresakeofattackingindividuamembers of
country, and in relation to those, officers there is the Government, whoever may be the occupants of
the analogous principle that the Crown is not res- the Treasury benches, when for the time being they
ponsible for their neglect. And as we are obliged do wrong for which wrong-doing they are alwrys
to resort to the banks, and as we are obliged to amenable to public opinion and to the opinion of
put our money there for safe-keeping and for pur- this House, do not let us sacrifice important publie
poses of transmission, it is undesirable that while interests or jeopardise the moneys of the publie

Sir Joux TuoMPsoN.
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and the public rights we wish to conserve,
fr it is the public rights we wish to conserve
and lnot the mere grasping of any kind of patron-
aige in regard to means by which we can assist our
fiends or assist the banks.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). With regard to the
principle embodied in this section, I think it is
verv important, in view of recent events, that the
law should be declared by Parliament, with regard
to this priority, in whatever way it may be so de-
clared. As the hon. Minister is well aware, this
iatter has been the subject of recent discussion in

the courts, and a great diversity of opinion existed
as to the relative position of the Dominion Govern-
ment, the Provincial Government and the note
holders, with regard to their priority. I must say
that, so far as the decision of the court was con-
curned, the question is left in great confusion, and
unless this Parliament deals with it, there will be,
nio doubt, considerable trouble. There is no ques-
tion at all but that, as the Minister of Justice
says, by the common law of the land, the prero-
gative of the Crown gave the priority over the
other creditors. That prerogative originated from
the pririciple put forward by the Minister of Jus-
tice that this was public money, and that the bank
was the depository of the revenue and taxes collect-
ed, which were placed there for safe-keeping. By
reason of the prerogative of the Crown, that money
beingplaced, perhaps, somewhat different from other
deposits, and being money usedfor thepublie benefit,
priority was given. The Banking Act contains a
clause, which is the first portion of the 54th section,
makinsg the notes the first charge on the assets of
the bank. The question came up first with regard
to the prerogative of the Crown between the
DonumiIion and the Local Governments, but there
was a difference of opinion among the judges, as my
friend is aware, and in fact from the peculiar posi-
tiou in which the courts were placed with the two
cases that came before them lately, there is really
no binding decision with regard to that particular
Poit. It is very important, now that we are dis-
cussiug this Bill, that that point should be defin-
itely settled. The decision of the courts has been
understood to be with regard to the prerogative of
the Crown, that it extended to the Dominion Gov-
ernment and to the Provincial Government.

Mr. MITCHELL. What case was that?
Mr. WELDON (St. John). The case of the

Maritime Bank. But, as I said before, there was a
difficulty with regard to the priority of the Crown
over note holders, and also a very important point
with regard to the money held by the Crown in
trust.

Mr. MITCHELL. How was it in the Exchange
Bank ?

Mr. WELDION (St. John). I will refer directlyto that and to the peculiar position of that bank,
and the position in which the Crown was placed,
as I understand by the law of Quebec. These
difficulties have arisen as to priority between the
Dominion Government, the Provincial Govern-
mnents, and the note holders, and I think it is very
important that the point should be settled now.
When we come to deal with the question, and to
make it a statutory one, and not relying on the
principle of the common law, we have, I think, a
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right to discuss the matter with a view to see
whether the Crown in all cases should have prior-
ity. My own opinion with regard to the revenue
of the country, and to the moneys collected for the
country, is, that the common law riglit should pre-
vail. Although the hon. Minister puts forward
the assertion that the Government are not able toý
choose a bank, yet, after ail, the (4overnment cani
stand in the same position as other individuals and
have the saine option as tru'stees have, and to a
certain extent they ought to run the risk that other
persons who have trust moneys are obliged to run.
My view is, that where the Dominion Govern-
ment is the guardian of public money, and where
that money is placed in banks for the purpose
of safe-keeping, that the prerogative of the Crown
and the priority should still prevail. But the
Crown have also become creditors of banks in
other ways, and that is a much more im-
portant point, and one in which, I think, their
right to exercise the prerogative is very question-
able. My hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) has referred to the case of the Exchange
Bank. As is well known, that was a case in which
moneys were advanced by the Government by
way of loan. The money that the Exchange Bank
owed the Government was not money that had
been placed by the Crown in the vaults of the Ex-
change Bank, as the hon. Minister stated the ordi-
nary revenues of the country were. It consisted
actually of loans made to the bank, the same as an
individual or any other bank might have loaned
money to that institution. lu reference to such
deposits, I think the Crown, in justice to the other
depositors, should not stand in any more favor-
able position than any other creditor. There is
no doubt that in this case the decision eventually
was against the Dominion, upon the peculiar law
of Quebec, but I think I am correct in stating
that in the case of the Prince Edward Island Bank
the decision was in favor of the Crown, eveli to
the extent of priority on money loaned. If the
Crown chooses to come forward in the character
of a lender, even with the intention of assisting
the bank, it should not, in my opinion, have any
priority. I know that upon the course taken by
the Government in advancing money to that bank,
there was considerable animadversion on the pro-
priety of their doing so, but, be that as it may, I
will not discuss that question now. I think there
is a broad distinction in regard to the priority
of the Crown, for moneys collected for thepublic
revenues, and for the money which they choose
to loan to a bank for the purpose of obtaining
interest ; because we know that in some instances
Provincial Governments have made deposits with
banks the same as an ordinary depositor receiving
interest, and the Dominion Government have
loaned money to institutions for the purpose of
assisting them. I hold that a broad distinction
ought to be made between money so loaned and the
money deposited as the revenue of the country,
and I do not think, applying the principle upon
which the prerogative of the Crown is founded,
that it is at all applicable to cases of that kind.
It seems to me that in such cases the Crown should
stand in the position of an ordinary creditor and
come in, pan- passu, with other creditors in regard
to this particular money. I think the first clause
of this section, that the note holders shall have
first claim, is quite right. In view of the circula-
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tion of the Dominion, the guarantee fund, and one, that inasmuch as the Crown is compellel as
other circumstances, I think it is quite right that a matter of necessity to employ agents or officers
that point should be clearly defined, and that the in the different Provinces to collect the revenues
note bolders shall have the first lien upon the of the country, and to make use of the banks for
assets. the purpose of depositing those revenues, they

Mr. ELLIS. Does that comle in before the should not be placed in the same positiol
priority of the Crown ? as an ordinary creditor. There is sonething

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Yes. That is one on the face of that ; but we must remsseim-

of the difficulties that occurred in the late case I ber that there is a large class of people
have referred to, and there was a difference of doing business in the country who are essentially
opinion among the judges of the Supreme Court as as much bound to make use of the banks as tise

to whether the Crown had the priority, or the note Government : they cannot help thenselves. TIe

holders. In the case of the Maritime Bank, the average man domng busmness, the trustee who las

question was discussed in the courts of New large sums of money ra his care, municipal an

Brunswick, and in the Supreme Court here, and, other corporations, nust make use of the bank

after a long deliberation, there was a great safes for the deposit of their funds ; they are, to
diversity of opinion. Some judges held that the that extent, in the sanie position as the Govern-

note holders should have the first lien, whilst ment. The effect of this provision will be that m

others held that the Crown should have the firsi the case of disaster, when the note holders, the

lien. That point should be clearly and definitel3 Dominion Governmssent and the Provincial Govern-

settled, and so far as the position taken by the ments are paid, the ordinary creditor of the baisks

(overmnent in this Bill, in regard to this matter, will, perhaps, be left without any assets at all. I

is concerned, I have no doubt that the prin- reIlenber the case of tne Bank of Prmere Edw an

ciple that the note holders shahl have the first Island, which has been spoken of. There wso

lien will be assented to by the House generally. reasonable doubt that the prerogative of the Crown
That, my hon. friend must see, is to a certain extent gave the Crown a priority over other creditors,

an invasion of the prerogative, because tsere i no but what was the fact ? Even though the (overn-

douit that the general opinion is that the Crown usent did not press their claim, hundreds of people
doubt thatvhe oranl om s thk the prory were ruined ; but if the Government had insisted
wois have priority, and Io not think the priority on its strictly legal right, the ordinary creditor
of the Crown should remiam as to the notes. Then', could not have got anything at all. We nmust not
there is no doubt that at times the (overnment are b id away thing a l. temst pre-
given inoneys in trust for specific paîrposes, wisici be carrîed awýay by sucb a large terni as tise pi-

rogative of the Crown. The prerogative of the
they are obhged to deposit somewhere, and in that ad
case, I think, the saine priority should prevail. But Crow arose centuries ago, and I doubt tse pro
in cases where the Government chooses to become priety of applying it to the circumstances tshat
a voluntary creditor of the banks, advancing exist in the nineteenst century. I cannot sew th
money to them im the same way as any other a trustee who deposits $100,000 su a bak on tie
institution or an individual migit do, I think the sa e d iide Gover ment, ssould, wsen te
prerogative of the Crowsî shossld not apply. Any assets are divided, be required to, stansd to

roverament that puts itself in the position of a one side until the Government claim is satisfied.

Goern thatnputsis in the same position as any So far as the revenues received by the Goverinenit
leader should standm are concerned, a distinction might be made ; but I
other lender. see so many difficulties dividing the rights of the

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) The effect of this Crown quoad deposits from its rights quoad the
section will be largely to reduce the security which moneys received for revenue, that I am disposed
the ordinary depositor bas for bis deposits in the to accept the broad proposition of the hou. nsen-
banks. The proposition contained in the first ber for St. John who declares that the Crows in
part of the section, that the note holder shall have its commercial dealings, that is, in its deposits in
a prior lien for the payment of his note, is one the banks, shall stand in the same position as the
which, I think, will receive the general assent of average depositor. Our duty is to so guard the
the Committee. The objection is confined to the privileges which we grant to the banks that any-
latter part of the section, which assumes to declare body who does business with them shall be abso-
what the consmon law right of the Crown is in lutely safe, so far as legal checks and guards cals
those Provinces where the comnon law prevails, make him safe ; after that, we ought to leave
so far as the Crown is represented by the Doni- those who deal with the banks on the same level «
lion. I am free to admit that if Parliament and it seems to me that even-handed justice will

cornes to the conclusion that the right of the be dealt to all parties if we ignore what is called
Crown should prevail over the right of the ordi- the prerogative of the Crown, which is really un-
nary citizen, that right should be extended to the just priority over the subject. Then, when yOu
Province of Quebec, and should exist there in the corne to the case of the Provinces, the argurent
same manner as it exists in other Provinces where which the hon. Minister of Justice -urged with re-

,the common law prevails. It would be monstrous gard to the Dominion, cannot be urged with re-
that one law should prevail in the Province of gard to thein at all. They have not agents in dis-
Quebec with regard to Crown debts and a different tant parts of the country collecting revenues. h
law in the Province of Ontario. If the Committee they choose to select a bank in which to deposit
are of opinion that the claims of the Crown should small or large sums, they are not in a differeint
take priority over the claims of individuals, I position from the merchant or lawyer or capitalist
think that should be the rule in all the Provinces. who deposits his money there, and in the divinOn
But that is the main question upon which the hon. of the assets they ought to stand on the saisme
Minister of Justice argues, and there is no doubt footing. In view of the facts of which I have a
that his contention at first sight is a very plausible personal knowledge with regard to the Bank of

Mr. WELDON (St. John).
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Prince Edward Island, I cannot think that the ac- ter seems to hold so sacred. I admit, as the hon.
ceptance of my hon. friend's resolution would be gentleman stated, that wben the (4overnnient have
aIything but doing fair and even-handed justice. to collect revenue ail over the country, they have

ýIr. MITCHELL. I wish to say a word in to use the facilities the banks afiord thein. Have

renly to the insinuation thrown out by the hon. not individuals to o so ý Have not people who
rtpl totheinsiuaton hrow ou bYhave the contro] of moneys for otiier parties to do so?

1inister of Justice. He said he had often heard What argument is there that the Governînent
of runors in this House that appeared to have should take precedence over individuais, trustees
verv littie foundation in them. He said that with or merchants, or any class of people wlo have to

regrd to a saemnent wnich I had made withregad toa satenentwnici I ad ade ithuse these sanie vehiicles for the deposit and trans-
reference to the Exchange Bank. The statement mission of raoney just as the (4overinnent las?
I moade was not a positive statement-I said as
umîch- that the Glovernment were defeated in
their t to ven e t er daim a ir nothiig to be said about the prerogative it isii zinsmt te eneoralceitr l pl ac prof tbandoiied by the first section of the Act, and ifci against the general creditors. In place ofbe retane in
the hon. gentleman throwing out the insinuation the other. Is it just that the Goverument, iecause
hie did towards nie, it would have been much
more in keeping with his high position if he had they have the power of the majority 1ehind theni,
informed himself on the matter, and then had at should legisiate in such a way as ta do injustice to
once asserted that the statement made by me was the people doiig business thronghout the country
wrong, or had adnitted the fact. Now there is a Why should the (overnnient ask to le piaced in a
reat deal said about the prerogative. the country~rea del sid aoutthepreogatve.I nreeIt seems to be an outrageons proposition ami oHie

inore with the hon. member for Queen's than with
the hon. nember for St. John (Mr. Weldon). The
lion. menber for St. John in one view rather sides Sir JOHN THOMPSON. With respect to the
with the Minister in the position he takes with ion. gentlemans personal observations agamst
regfarld to the prerogative. What is this preroga- myseif, I ar a littie astonished at the warinth of

tive The on. initer ointd on tht lue thens. 1 mnade no observations whatever by waytive *i The hon. Minister pointed out that h
stood in a dual position-as a representative of the of insinuation against the hoi. gentlemn.
Governmîent and a representative of the people. Mr. MITCHELL. You said something about
Sir, lie stands in this position: that le is a menber runors fond to be întrue.
of a representative body to niake just and equitable Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Ineyersaidanything
haws for the administration of the affairs of the of runors. I saîd there were many facts witl
country. The question is not whether such a regard to the history of this country that I was
state of things exists in England or elsewhere. n
The question is, what will suit the interests of comupletely controverted tht it was unnecessary for
Canada What will give the depositors in the nie to consîder, ii a discussion of ibis kind, wle-
banks confidence that they will be fairly dealt with, ther they were reliable or not.
in the case of an accident to a bank in which they Mr MITCHELL. And which were found to be
have deposited any money? What is there about
the sacred prerogative which is spoken of? Does
the lion. member for St. John think because it is a Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I ar not objectiîg in
prerogative that there is anything very sacred the least that thehon. gentleman slouid apply
about it ? that qualification to bisremarks, aithougl I did

Mr. WELDON (St. John). To protect the not; I do not at ail object that he should applý it
revenues of the country. now to the observations he made. I made no

insinuations: I, arn a little above doing that. If
Mr. MITCHELL. We want to protect the indi- 1 thought that the discussion about the Merchants'

viduals of the country-the people who, confident Bank was pertinent, it wouid have been shorter and
that the legislation secures them, put their moneys plainer to have said that I placed no stress or
in the banks ; and we do not want the Govern- reliance on any statements of the hon. gentleman
nient to have preference over these individuals. when made for the purpose of attacking the G'ov-
The Government have information and means of erument.
knowledge that individuals have not, and should
take care, when they put money in the banks, that
they put it in solvent banks. At all events they true colors.
have their oficers to look after that ; and I hold Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will cone ont jist
there ought to be no preference. Talk about the as often as I please, and withont any regard to the
sacredness of the prerogative. Why, by this very bon. gentleman's disposition to bully ne or any-
section they have abandoned the sacredness of the body else here. With regard to what the hon.
prerogative. They say: gentleman has just said with reference to the

" The payment of the notes issued or re-issued by the sacredness of the prerogative, I made no allusion, I
bank and intended for circulation, and wben in circula- usednosuchwordswithreference to theprerogative.
tion, together with any interest paid or payable thereon, I was answering the statement of the hon. memberas heremafter provided, shall be the first charge upon the for St. John (Mr. Ellis), who said that the legisla-assets of the bank in case of its insolvency: and thePayment of any amount due to the Government of Can- tion we proposed had ao parallel in the histo of
ada, in trust or otherwise, shall be the second charge the British Enipire, and I was endeavoring to showUpon such assets." that it is the common law principle which prevaila
Where is the respect paid to the prerogative in that ah through the Empire and which exista to-day for
section ? They have abandoned the right of the the benefit of the public and for the purpose of
Crown and the first preference, which the hon. men- carrying on the Goverument of the country and
ber for St. John holds so sacred and the hon. Minis- seeuring the revenue of the country. Is it not vain
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to talk about the necessity of private individuals fron the ordinary sources of revenues of the countrv
trusting the banks of a country ? They trust them and placed there for safe-keeping ; second, the
for their own accommodation, for their own business moneys the Government receive, under parlia-
and profit. imentary authority, in trust, such as those my hon.

Mr. MITCHELL. Just as the Government does. friend has alluded to. With regard to those, I
Sir JTOHN THOMPSON. The Governent said there might be reason why the prerogative of

t the Crown should be extended to them. But theretrust the banks for the purpose of carrying on the banks whichbusiness of the country, and for the purpose of hon. friend as not answered. t is not the
collecting and storing the revenues of the country. n e n rebe oe a ed bt is wt
The distinction wbich the hon. the senior memiber moestyarobgdodpstuttishn
for St. John (Mr. Weldon) made would not be the Governient become a lender and put inoney
applicable in practice, and would not cure thea bank for some purpose connected with the bank.
evils which hie adînits may arise. not cres th on (leosi eithrps oc with orwto t u -tersin
that i view of the necessity we are undeproposes, say that, when they do that, they stand i pie-
the banks for the collection of revenue, and for its casthe ban position as if one bank went t
safe-keeping and transmission, we shal have a lien another bank a d applied for assistance to carry
in respect of such revenue, but that in respect of theni through. If the Govement lend liat
moneys not derived from iere revenue, we shal money to the banks they should be placed i tule
not have a lien. But, I submit to bis judgment, the sae position as any other creditor. Why sould
Government stand in precisely the same relation, the rodernment stand in a d bfferent position to ay
with regard to large sunis and large classes ofmonieys other creditor ? Suppose that a bnnk applied for
of that description, as it does in relation to the an al aoto the G n and botlr
revenue. How often does it happen that, for the and applied also to the Government, anld bol
purpose of carrying on a public work, we have were willing to lend the rnuey, the one could lendf
to take arge surns as security from the cotrac the money with perfect security, knowing that
tors ? How ofte does it happen thate cnt r- they would get their money back with interest,
to the Howoftn o hi haenht mn pursu- while the other would have to comie in with the
ance of the legislation of this Parhianent in rela- other creditors. When the Governinent under-
tion to msurance companies and other orgamsa- takes to become a lender of money, and, I may sav,
tions, we have to take the deposits of large siums.acoptorwhtebnkheGvnmt
In the case of the Maritime Bank, the suim of forty acodpetitor with the banks, the rover.ien
or flfty thousand dlollars was placed o1 (leposit stand in the saine position as ordinary lenders. I
ority thousan dollarswas am famjiliar with the case of the Maritime Bank.
with the Government ? There was a decision of the Supreme Court of New

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The court held there Brunswick which was sustained by the Supreine
was no prerogative for that. Court of Canada on the appeal. The result of tlhe

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. But I say that for judge of the court of first instance would have
Sa Ibeen that all the funds, after payment of the

governmental purposes, and I mean purely for the notes of the bank, would have been swept
purpose of carryimg on publie affairs of the country, away, and nothing would bave been left for the
it is just as necessary that we should trust that depositors. I admit that it is very'hard, but there
money to the banks as that we should trust the is the law as to the money received by the Govern-
Custons revenue collected in Victoria or Char- ment by parliamentary authority. There may be
lottetown. We cannot store it otherwise. Par- some force in preserving athat ority, but, if
liament bas declared that a company, before it you take the case of the Exchange Bank and some
enters on business, muust deposit a sum of money with other banks, you will see that there is no reason
us. We have no place to store it, and nust place why this oi see be tied.

d- why this provision should be continued.
it, on eposit ii a an . s a e case o a oan
of muoney to a bank, in respect of which we ought
to stand as a private creditor? Surely not. What
will the bon. gentleman's distinction lead to? It
will lead to this: that moneys of that description,
collected in different parts of the Dominion from
Custons and Excise and other sources of the revenu-,
and transiuitted to Ottawa, must be deposited in
the bank ini which the Government principally does
business: they nust be deposited in the Bank of
Montreal. We are not able to keep them ont of
the bank ; we must put them there for safe-keep-
ing ; and in respect of all those we are to have no
lien. Or if, on account of the accumulation of
moneys in one of the banks, we deem it safer in
the publie interest that they should be distributed
amongst several, although held by the Government
as the proceeds of revenue, we are not to have any
preference for them and are liable to loss from the
disturbances which may happen to the bank in the
ordinary course of business.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). My hon. friend has
not entered into the position I took at all. I say
there are three modes in which moneys can be placed
by a Government in a bank. First, moneyscollected

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not intend to argue this
question from the legal standpoint at all, but there
are two or three points which I should like to
nake, partly by way of reiteration of suggestions
which have already been throw n out. In the first
place, I cannot see the distinction which the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) makes in re-
gard to the position of the public moneys. He says
that, firstly, there is the revenue, secondly, the
trust, and thirdly, the loans. It seems to me that
all that the Government derives in this way starts
in as revenue. It is a case of money collected
in outlying parts of the country, which, whether it
be in the way of Customs, Excise, or other revenues,
still it starts in the way of revenue. The only
thing which is not revenue appears to nie to be
those sums which are put into the hands of the
Government and which are obliged to be put iII
the hands of the Government by companies and con-
tractors who have to make deposits ; but that is
something which they are forced to do by the law,
and that is different altogether from revenue,
because it goes back into the hands of the contrac-
tor or the company after a certain time has elapsed.

3975



3977 [APRIL 25, 1890.]

What else is there besides that which is not a mat- as a private trustee who may or may not use the
ter of revenue? trust confided to him. The Governnent must

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The difference arises receive the revenue and store it and place it in

froen the fact that there is no priority in those safe-keeping, and it stands in quite a different
position from an ordinary trustee. A person who

eases. takes the obligation upon hinself, takes it volun-
Mr. FOSTER. If, in reference to deposits made tarily ; he may take it or he may not, just as he

byv trustees, my hon. friend is willing that the pleases. The Government nust collect the revenue
fi'rst lien should be given to the Government, how and must store it, and it is responsible to the
does lie make the distinction between the money people for its safe-keeping.
so collected and that collected from the outlying Mr. MULOCK. I think this proposed legislation
parts of the country by the different officers, and is of a retrograde character and is to be deprecatedstored by them in the vaults where alone the assuming, as I do, for the sake of argument, thatGoverinment can store money for safety, in the the Finance Minister desires to promote the publidifferent banks of the country ? That is not a loan. interest. Still, I think he ia pmake a mistakeA loan is made by the Government, say in the and .htili, I in. i î as in e aik
ritish narket, and, if the Government does not at that he is doing so in this case, m declaring

the whiole amount derived from that loan, and that the Government shall have a first lien upon
deposits a portion of it in the banks where alone it all the assets. In this way the (overnment is, in
cai be properly kept, that is another matter. the first place, casting doubt upon the solvency of
However, that is a loan which the revenues of the banks. If the banks are absolutely solvent it
the country afterwards must meet, and, if the would be wholly unnecessary for the Government

overnment are c da to stipulate that they should have a mnortgage. LetGovrnientareconceded apriority of dlaims onus see wlîat this l1egîsiation involves. The <iovern-
account of revenue and on account of trust funds, u shat his rstlien avtes het Gove
they shoild also be conceded a priority in re- ment shall have a rst lien, afte m ent of the
gar to ail these mioneys. I do not know what bill holders, upon all the assets o the bank , not
imy hon. friend means by loans or by advances smerely upon the roney paid into the bank by the
te banks. Certainly nothing of that kind has tohareholders, who are only a class of contributors
taken place, as far as I know, durng my con- th contributed
nection with this Government. Nothing in the y te ore tors of the batik, the ordiary depo-

ay of advances to baksu ask, the, that the overnent sha
t sway ianes toc baks loaskn pace or ahave a hen, iu respect of its deposits, upon the depo-te sane way in which a oan copanky or a sits of the subject ; that a subject, for example, whob)ank mould nuake an advance to otiier bank s o r may make a deposit with the CGovernuneut, aud whiclî
comipanies. Would my hon. friend propose that nameadeptwithteovenmenandhich
the noney of the people, collected froi the indivi- the Government may deposit in a bank-that i
duals of the country, when that money is placed respect of that mnoney the subject shall have a first
where alone the Government can place it, should lien upon the assets of the bank, through the trustee,
be se placed that there should be ne priority for the Goverament, whilst the other depositor who
the people from whom it was obtained? H1e admits takes the money straight into the bank, is to be a
that there should be a priority or a lien for the security andendorser fortheGovernment depositor.
revenues when they are first collected. The Now you have set yourselves up as a Government
Governmtent has no choice of banks. The Govern- Savings Bank ; you have $40,000,000 of the people's
ment lias its officers in different parts of the Doil- money in the savings banks which you have volun-
nion, and they have to make their returns to the tarily accepted from the people as a deposit. It is a
banks which are nearest to e for rthe pur voluntary transaction from beginnuig to end. We
of safety. That is considered a better plan tha will say, for arguient's sake, that thereare $40,000, -
thlat they should keep the money, where they pro-" 000 on deposit with the banks, deposited by theabyihaenot theke aut poey prtectedy pro- people themnselves directly. The Governient takeb)alily liai-e net the vaults preperly pretected, and
necessarily in the collection of the revenue, the their forty millions of deposit, or whatever they may
different banks of the country which have bran- have on hand-we will say, for the sake of illustra-
ches in every part of the Dominion must have tion, that the whole $40,O0,000 was a voluntary

portion cf the Gov m eunin t r h transaction on the part of both parties-and theya peakion of the G overnment fund s in their hands deposit their money with the banks, and that\Vu speak of them, as Government funds, and refer moment the $40,OOOOOO placed there by the in-
to them as belonging to the Crown, but they are dividuals directhy become ortgaged te the Gev-
really the funds of the people, and are used for the
benefit of the people. Whenever there is a clash of ernment for the noney which the Govermnent
iuterest between individuals and the Government deposited. Now, that is simply the Government
it is natural that sympathy should side with the in- competing with the banks for the deposit business
dividual, but I think that in this matter the people of the country. My hon. friend from Norfolk
as a whole ought to be considered first, and I do seems to disapprove of that.
not think there is any injustice done to the people Mr. TISDALE. Don't the banks want the
individually by this provision. Suppose that a deposit? They are mighty glad to get it.
Portion cf this revenue is lost, and that the people Mr. MULOCK. The banks do not want to
have no priority of claim, then the people have to take the deposits, I presume, and have the Gov-
imtake up the loss. We then have to draw upon the ernment take all the gilt-edge off from them. If
idividuals of the country, and when we have a the Government choose to set themselves up as a
Priority for the people collectively, in regard to bank, why should they have any preference overtheir own money and their own funds, we have any other banks ? They are not engaging in this
in reality this priority for the protection of the savings bank business out of pure regard for theindividuals who make up the body politic. interest of the depositors. The Government is ex.
The Governient is not quite in the sane position tremely anxious to borrow money ; looking at the
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state of the finances of this country, we can under-
stand why the Government is anxious to obtain
deposits. Now, if we put this legislation through
they can say to the country: Put your deposits
with the Dominion G overnment and those deposits
will have a first lien upon all the assets of the
bank wherever they may be placed, in fact the
private depositors' money is going to be security
for the public depositor. This is a most inequit-
able principle, it is against the general trend of
the age. The Minister of Justice seems to defend
this on the ground that it is part of the tradi-
tion of the common law. We are engaging as a
Parliament every day, by legislation, in infring-
ing upon the common law, because the common
law has failed to meet the requirements of the age.
Whenever the common law requires to be varied,
Parliament interferes, as we are doing every day,
to make the change. The hon. gentleman says it
ought not to be done in this case. The mere fact
that there was some common law prerogative can
in no way prevent the people from changing the
common law.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I did not contend
that.

Mr. MULOCK. I understood the hon. gentle-
nan t argue in favur of this proposition because
it had the support of the coxumon law.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That gives it some
sanction.

Mr. MULOCK. Many changes have been made
in the institutions of the country by the wisdom of
the people to meet the changed circumnstances of
the age. The Minister and the (overnmeut defend
the proposition on the ground of necessity. This
is apparently the only defensible ground, the only
strong ground, the Government can take, that
necessity justifies this course. Now, I fail to see
wherein there is any nccessity for this on the part
of the Government to utilise the banks, that is not
in like manner a necessity under like circum-
stances, for the individual. It is true that the
Government is a corporation, and to that extent no
one person is individually charged with the custody
of inoney, but the sanie argument applies to every
great corporation. Take the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, with its ramifications through-
out this continent. I presume that company is
obliged to deposit its money wherever there
happens to be banks. It must either deposit in
the Government banks, or the ordinary banks, or
in strong boxes of its own purchase. In either
case deposits are mnade with some institution that
has set itself up as qualified to take charge of valu-
able securities. I think all public and private
moneys finds their way into the strong rooms of the
banks for the purpose of safety,, or on some other
pretence. Now you are going against the trend of
the age. The trend of the age is against priorities,
the trend of the age is equality. It is good, equit-
able doctrine, equality is equity, and you are re-
trograding in this present instance, not only against
the principle of the age, but, I submit, against the
best interests of this country, and if you ask to have
a claim above all others, it ought not to be a claim
in respect of which you are competitors with the
banks. If you want to have a special lien in
respect of the revenues derived by taxation, that
is one thing, but to have a special lien in re-
spett of your own business wherein you are

Mr. MULOCK.

competitors with ordinary trustees, is a totally
different thing. The Government are engaged in
various classes of business, from which they are
deriving a revenue. You are common carriers,
you have the Intercolonial Railway, with its rami-
fications, from which you derive a revenue ; you
have your tolls from public works, and then you
have the result of your taxation. Then when you
set yourselves up as banks you are invading andi
curtailing aarious walks of life, and, therefore, so
far as anything outside the ordinary collection of
revenue is concerned, there is no justification for
asking for a privilege different from that which
the ordinary subject would have. 1, therefore,
strongly disapprove of the legislation asked for,
and I think the Finance Minister would consult
the interests of the country by abandoning this
clause as one calculated to impair the credit of the
banks, and to operate most injuriously towards
private interests.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think there is a fall-
acy in the argument that has been addressed to
the Committee by the Minister of Justice and by
the Finance Minister. Both hon. gentlemen have
referred to the prior rights of the Crown, and they
seem to think that because, as a matter of con-
venience, the Governiment find it -necessary to use
the banks for the collection of revenue, and for the
purpose of making deposits of money that may be
in the hands of the Government for varions pur-
poses, and for future use, therefore, the Govern-
ment ought, acting on behalf of the public, to
have a priority of claim upon the moneys of the
bank for the payment of any laim the Govern-
ment may possess. It seems to me that those hon.
gentlemen have, in a great measure, overlooked
the very fact that we are engaged at this moment
in discussing the incorporation of banks. For
what purpose are they incorporated ? Is it for
the purpose of establishing institutions for the
convenience of the State alone, for the deposit
of public moneys, for the convenience of the
Government, and for the safe-keeping of those
moneys ? Not at all. We are incorporating banks
for the general benefit of individual members of
the community. They are to be created to meet
the wants of modern society. It is true that,
in this country, the Government find it con-
venient to use these banks for the purpose of
making safe deposits of money that merely come
into the hands of their officers. But there are
thousands of people engaged in business in various
parts of the country who find it equally necessary,
for their own security and safety and for the pro-
tection of their own interests, that they should
daily use the banks for the same reasons of conveu-
ence and safety that the Government find it neces-
sary to use them. We are considering now what
may be the prerogatives of the Crown in this
matter, but we are here for the purpose of legislat-
ing for the people, and if there is any ancient pre-
rogative right which society has outgrown, it is
our duty to adopt more rational rules than pre-
viously prevailed. The Government, having de-
posited theirmoney in these banksfor safe-keeping,
should stand in exactly the sanie position as any
other parties. I should like to know who feels the
loss the most ? The public at large, or the indivi-
dual who, perhaps, in losing his deposit in the
bank, loses all his earthly possessions? For
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whbat purpose do insurance organisations exist ? such a way as to prevent the possibility of loss,
For the very purpose of distributing over a very and when we have an opportunity of making
large portion of the community losses which arrangements by which the possibility of loss could
would bu irreparable if they fell wholly on in- be obviated, we would be wanting in our duty as
ilividuals whose interests they personally affect. representatives of the people if we failed to adopt
Looking at the matter from an equitable stand- those means. The hon. gentleman says that
point. that of the interests of society, for that ordinary depositors should be placed in exactly
js what we are considering, the distribution the same position as the (overnment. As has
of the loss over the entire depositors, the Gov- been pointed out by the hon. the Minister of
cirnent among the number, would cause the Justice, the two parties stand in an entirely
loss to be much less felt than if it were borne different position. The Government is obliged to
wholly by individuals who were made to suffer ? store its money in these banks.
Why should it not be so? Why should the Govern- Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.
meut, if they have a deposit of $500,000 in the Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has nolnk, not share in the loss that may fall upon the Sir JOit a. keeptheLone I bate

iîîix dua deosiors I nowof o raso. option ;it cannot keep the rnoney in privatetiduý-(ial depositors . I know of no reason. I. alswtotseillgsain ti bie
know of no principle on which the ancient rule to vaults without special legisbation. t is obiged
which the hon. Minister of Justice has referred to deposit tne money in ar banks, and at this
can be upheld. If the State suffers loss, the incon- norent when we are naking arrangements wit
'enience is felt less when you distrîbute the loss respect to our monetary institutions, we provide
than when it is confined to private individuals. that the Government if they use these banks shall
" The safety of the State is the supreme law," is a have a lien, so that the people will not suffer any

safexi of the law, but the question of the safety of loss, and it seems clear that we should take that
the State from pecuniary loss is not a question of the lien. If any of the banks do not wish to receive
safety of the State ; and there is no reason why the the Government deposit under that liability, they
State should notshare in losses sustained with other can post up a notice saying that Government
individuals who may be dEpositors. Certainly deposits will not be received on that footing ; and
the larger number of persons over whom the loss is no doubt at the next annual meeting the share-

numbr peson wlirn he lss olders would say that the directors had been
distributed theless it is felt; andsofar astheGovern- . w
meut are concerned, and they are simply trustees injuring the standing and prestige of the banks by
of the public in this matter, it is better that they refusing to take Government deposits. The banks
shîould lose than that individual depositors should no doubt would infinitely rather run the liability
lose, for you distribute a large portion of the loss than lose the Government deposits. It is clear to
over the entire community, and it is not felt any 'ne that if the Government should not press this
more than a slight depreciation in the value of claim of priority they would be failing in their duty.
property is felt. When the rule to which the hon. If there is no such protection the Government
Minister of Justice bas referred, regarding the must, as a matter of course, refuse to give deposits
prior rights of the Crown, came into existence, it to a number of small banks, because they msust not
was when real property was the principal part of run the risk, and one of two things must happen :
the wealth of a nation. It is wholly opposed to the Government must muake, say, the Bank of
the mnodern conditions of society, and it seems to Montreal or the Canadian Bank of England, the
me, when we deal with this subject, we should sole depository of the Government funds in order
deal with public rights and interests exactly as we to prevent the chance of loss. They must dlo so,
deal with the interests of the rest of the commu- asking the Bank of Montreal to give the necessary
nity. If the (overnment choose to use the banks securities, or if the Bank of Montreal should

ns refuse that-if they were unwise enough to refuseas a baffer of convenience for the safe-keeping of
tle public moneys, then the Government, acting as to give special securities to the Government, on
the trustee of the public, should take their risk their being appointed the sole depositary of the
just the sanie as any other portion of the commu- Government funds, then the consequence would
nity which find it necessary to use the same insti- be that we would be obliged to adopt a sul-trea-
tutions for the safety of the money that may come sury systein. We would be obliged to say that
into their hands, whether their own or the money the Government should be the keeper of its own

hand, wethr thir wn r th rnnevfunds, fliat it should not distribute inoney to the
bfotr parties.sen we shoud s av ta uesior- varions banks, and that it should run no risk oflefure uis we should not establisli any mule of prior- .os oftepbi -d.I mqiesr tiitY in favor of the Crown, but esolpacityin avo oftheCron, utwe should place loss of the publhc funds. I arn quite sure that if
the Governent in this respect on an exact foot- the option is given to the banks of the country,
ing of equality with private parties, and in doin- they will accept the Government funds whether
su the community will feel any loss sustained very subject to this claim for priority or not. I am
noh less than if we undertake to concenfrate the sure that every ope of the banks will agree to
loss on a small portion of fh commnunity. accept the Government deposits and give a pre-

ferential claim.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle- Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is not a question

man says it would be better on the whole that in simply between t ,e Government and the banks.
an1y case of loss, the loss should be distributed The public at large, for whose benefit these banks
over the whole of the people of the country rather are created, have an interest which it is the duty
than among individual depositors. But why of this House to protect. The right hon. gentle-
should we suiffer any loss ? We are the represen- man seems to think that the Government have no
tatives of the people, and we are now discussing interest whatever, nor has the House any obliga-
the best means of preserving the money of the tion resting upon it, to look after the interests of
people. It is our bounden duty as representatives the great mass of the people in their individual
of the people to see that their money is stored in capacity. I did not suppose that the Government
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were here simply to protect the interests of the the banks which the individual stockholders can.
public collectively. I supposed that the public not get. The right hon. gentleman says he is pro-
individually had some interest. tecting the public. There may be a thousand

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is what I depositors of the laboring classes of this commun-
have been arguing. ity having deposits in a bank amounting to

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Why, Mr. Chairman, a bundred dollars each on an average, and
theMrighton. gen(Bthellea i rhe ft hat the Government may have loaned that bankthe right hou. gentleman ignores the fact that we $200,000 or $300,000. The bank fails. Does myiare creating these banks, not for the purpose prin- hon. friend contend that it is not a hardship oicipally of providing a safe deposit for (overnment these thousand depositors belonging to the lalior-moneys, but we are creating thein ini the interests igcmuiy htteGvrmn hudse l

of hecomecia casesofth comeri al' fo and sweep away ail the assets of the bank, by thisthe purpose of promotiug th omriuterests dlaim of priority, and leave these thousaud lbîof the people. The right hon. gentleman says the ing people without a dollar of their money? The
Goverurnent could establish a sub-treasury depart- hion. gentleman wants to secure the funds of the
ment. Quite so, there is no doubt about that, Government at the expense of the funds of thebut if the Governnent want absolute security, people ; that is what my hon. friend desires andand if the public insist upon that absolute secu- that is the way he put his case. I say it is an out-rity, they should not obtain it at the expense rageous thing that this should continue. All thisof the individual depositors in the banks, but by talk of the Ministers about the character of thepaying for and creatiug these institutions of prerogative of the Crown is a delusion. We havewhich the hou. gentleman bas spokein. But, Sir, abandoned it in the first clause of the section un(derif the right hon. gentleman undertakes to sub- discussion, and we have a right, as my bon. friendmit such a proposition, lie will find that these con- (Mr. Mulock) said, to deal with this questionsiderations will present themselves. Has the Gov- practically, and to suspend the practice whetheiernment, or lias Parliament, a greater mnterest in it prevailed for a century or ten centuries inassuming the increased burden that would devolve England or elsewhere. It is our duty to legislate
upon it by the establishment of this sub~ in a direction which suits the circumstances of thetreasury departnent, or will it on the whole be in trade of the country. As far as I can, I shall trythe publie imterest to take the risk with other de- to deal with every legislation that comes before uspositors of tbe bai4k, and to rest satisfied with in this liglit. W\e are respousible to, the people at
that cheaper system which the various banking insti- large to see that the men who are placed in powe
tutions of the country afford to the Gvernnen t. Sir, with a strong majority behind them, shall not comnethe Goverunient, the riglit bon. gentleman, and tbe down to this louse and, in ignorance of the rightspublie at large, of which lie is speakimg, have just of the people, or in disregard of the rights of thethe same interest as any one individual, and there people, pass legislation whichl, while it protectsis no reason why the whole community in its col- peoe p ilective capacity should iot share in the risk and G money which cores into the hands of te
losses, any more than that a private individual Goverment, does so at the expense of the depos-
should take that risk and sustain that loss. The itors who have placed their money in the bankos
question is not of more or less, in this matter, but of wbicb have been created by the Legîslature of this
what is right or wrong, is not a question in whicli country.
the whole public have a greater interest than any Mr. TISPALE. One or two things strike ie
one individual. It does seei to me that if the Gov- which may be pertinent to this question, and
ernment chooses to use the banks, as any other which hon. gentlemen opposite seem not to thiik
corporation or individual may, for the purpose of of. In the first place, suppose the Goverrnent
depositing their money, they should take exactly take the course the hon. gentleman suggests, do
the saine risk any other individual or corporation you not think that a great many more people iii
takes in making its deposits. the country, both Liberals and Conservatives, will

Mr. MITCHELL. In addition to the points find fault with the Government, and properly so,
taken by my bon. friend, and which I had intend- for removing this safeguard of the public.
ed to refer to, there is another contention which Mr. MITCHELL. It does not exist to-day.
the bon, gentleman makes, which does not seem to Mr. TISDALE. The law already exists, and it
apply here. He says that if the banks do not has taken thl hon. gentleman a long time to find
want to take these moneys on deposit, let them out that it should be remedied. We have not
put a notice up and you will see how soon their heard of this objection before from them.
stockholders will find fault in them for doing that. Mr. MITCHELL. It is the first opportunity we
It is not a question of the banks refusing to take have had of discussing it.
deposits; the banks are ready enough to take de- Mr. TISDALE. There is no reason why the
posits if the terms are satisfactory to themn. It is hon. gentleman should not have brought in a Billnot a question between the banks and the Govern- to rectify this at any time, if it is such a grave
ment about this lien; it is a question between the evance on thise depositors. This Bih is not new
Goverument and the general peeple of the country ga I e the prerogtive n e
who inake their deposits. The contention made by abol It is qte true that the prerogative e be
the gentlemen who are fighting this resolution and a ished, and the prerogative hias been modinied,
supporting the amendment of the hon. member for as the hon. gentleman correctly said, but le finis
St. John (Mr. Weldon), is that the Government fault with that. -

should have no -priority over the individual de- Mr. MITCHELL. I do not find fault with that,
positors in the .bank. What right has the Govern- I would wipe it out altogether.
ment to any additional protection ? They are in Mr. TISDALE. Then he admits that the
a position to get information about the position of prerogative has been modified, and I think the

Mr. MILLs (Bothwell).
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discussion bas been largely misleading, because
anV one not informed as to the law would gather
f roi the hon. gentleman, that this Bill was making
it much harsher on the depositors than the law
was before.

Mr. MITCHELL. So it is.

Mr. TISDALE. It is not.
Mr. MITCHELL. I beg your pardon.
Mr. TISDALE. I beg your pardon ; it is precisely

the saime law, except that it is applied to the Pro-
vince of Quebec in the same way as to the other Pro-
vinces. Note holders will have the same security
that they had before. The dangerous thing, and
I thiik the reprehensible thing, would be for the
Governmnent to remove the safeguards for the
moiey of the public. As I said to-day, I propose
to watch carefully any important changes which.
are proposed- in the banking system which lias
w-orked so well; but if hon. gentlemen have a desire
to consider what ought to be done, and not a desire
to attack, I would ask them to look at our pro-
vincial laws. We find that, whether for municipal
or provincial purposes, the lien for taxes overrides
all other claimns. No matter how poor a man is,
or what goods he has in his house, they can be
and mîust be sacrificed on the street if be does not
pay his taxes.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is not a parallel case
at all.

Mr. TISDALE. I think it is quite parallel. It
loes not matter how many liens exist, and whether

the persons holding those liens are rich or poor,
the lien for taxes overrides them all. Now, this
seens to me to be an application of the same prin-
ciple for the protection of federal funds; it gives
rite sane lien to our revenues after they are
collected as is given to provincial or municipal
taxes.

M-r. MULOCK. Why should a man have a
lien on another man's property !

Mr. TISDALE. You may have a chattel mort-
gage, a lien for rent, or many other liens.

Mr. MULOCK. Why should you give me
one depositor's lien over another depositor's mo-
ney ?

MUr. TISDALE. They are public deposits.
There is the distinction, and the hon. gentleman
knows it very well. I think he is too well in-
formed to say that there is no distinction between
the public and the individual The rights of the
iblic are superior to the rights of an individual ;
tiat is the idea, I think, of all sensible men. It
is a fallacy to say that the public are not more
than an individual of the public. If that is not so,
w e have no right to make such laws as we do.
Many laws must be hard on individuals in order
to protect the public. The argument, if it means
anything, reverses the whole principle of the
public being greater than the individual, because
you say, in the case of a hundred depositors, that
the whole public shall subscribe to prevent the
hardship on that hundred. Now, in the discussion
of this Bill so far, and in the discussion of other
Bills, like the Franchise Bill last night, apart
fron the views of the parties, the Ministers and
their supporters have endeavored to cultivate
criticism and advice from the Opposition in order
to get at the best legislation, and I think that is

the proper course to take. But I regret to se
this departure, this attempt to attack.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No ; no.

Mr. TISDALE. Not all ; but at least two
gentlemen have spoken of the Governnent coming
down and forcing this legislation, as if it were a
reprehensible thing. I regret that, because if we
want to get these neasures threshed out in a
proper way, I believe we shall succeed if we are
a little temperate and avoid discussions likely to
stir up feeling. I think the (overiinment are wise
in waiving their security in favor of the note
holders, but if it were known after this Bil
passed that the safeguards that had existed for
the public deposits had been (loue away with, our
action would be challenged by both parties.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman bas
stated two things, in regard to which be has
directly pointed to myself. He asks, what hari
has been done in the existing state of things? And
he says, if things have been bad in the past, why
have you not altered them ? In relation to the
first question, I have inerely to point to the three
instances which have been given, of the Ex-
change Bank, the Maritime Bank, and the Bank
of Prince Edward Island, as instances of per-
sonal hardships to individuals who had deposits
in those banks. In the next place, when uthe lion.
gentleman referred to mue as one who had in-
troduced an element of warmnth into this debate,
he asked me " Why did you not get this legis-
lation altered Sir, it was not ny business ; it was
the business of the hon. gentlemen who occupy the
Treasury benches ; but on the first occasion on
which I bad an opportunity of expressing my
opinion on the action of the Governiment in giving
the Exchange Bank a large deposit of public mnoney
which bas been lost, I did so to-night. If I have
shown a little warith, 1 have been justified by the
remarks of the hon. Minister of Justice. He
insinuated that my action was due to political
motives. I tell him it was not due to anything of
the kind. I have a duty to perfori to the country
as well as hinmself, quite irrespective of bullying-
as he spoke of bullying from this side of the House
-from that side of the House. The argument
used by the hon. gentleman who last spoke was
not a fair er just argument. The people of this
country have suffered severely fron bank failures,
and I know of no right which the Goverment
have for insisting on a preference over other depo-
sitors. If the Government had not such a strong
majority in this House, they would be more
amenable to the moderate criticisms which come
from this side of the House, and if hon. gentlemen
will throw out insinuations of political motives,
they must take the consequences.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. member for South
Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) stated that in the Province
of Ontario the tax-gatherer could take everything
belonging to a man to meet the demand for taxes.
I am surprised that he should have made that
statement. He does not seem to he aware of the
amendments that have taken place in the law, in-
posiiig certain limits in regard to the collection of
taxes. Now, the argument of the hon. member
for St. John has not been answered. The hon.
Minister of Finance cannot have considered the
force of the statement that hon. gentleman made.
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He bas no objection to the Governinent having a
first lien for the revenues, or for moneys deposit-
ed in the banks in trust ; but the objection he
makes is that when the Government deliberately
lend money to an institution, as they did to the
Exchange Bank for the purpose of tiding it over
financial embarrassment, and, in case a failure
takes place, the Government deposits should not
be a first lien on the assets of the bank. We con-
tend that if the Government, out of money
belonging to the Dominion, lend to an institution
deliberately for the purpose of helping it over
financial embarrassments, the Government should
not rank as a first creditor. They should rank as
a first creditor in the case of deposits of revenue
and trust funds, but not in the case of advances,
because that would be a temptation to the Govern-
ment to make advances. Those advances might
be seriously abused as in the case of the Exchange
Bank. In that case, the funds lent to the bank
by the Goverument, in place or being used to help
the institution through its financial difficulties,
found its way into the pockets of the directors.
Other funds may go in the same way in the
future ; and it is, therefore, right that we should
protect the Government against being drawn upon
by institutions in a critical position, because these
institutions will present their claim for help
with a great deal of force. They could say:
We are in financial embarrassment, and we
ask you under the law, as it stands, to give
us the aid we require ; you do not run any
risk as you will have the first lien on the
bank's assets, and we will pay you interest, say at
per cent. It is not right that the Government
should be subject to such a temptation, and the
House should not place in the hands of the Govern-
ment the-opportunity of dealing with public funds
in that way. It is right we should protect the
revenue of the country ; but in cases where the
Government ex rcises its power of dealing with
public moneys and hands over trust funds to an
institution to tide that institution over financial
embarrassment, the Government should not be
placed in the position of first creditor.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I confess, after listen-
ing to the hon. member for South Norfolk (Mr.
Tisdale), that I could not come to the saine con-
clusion at which he arrived regarding these
deposits in the banks. It is true that the Gov-
ernment have a first lien for purposes of revenue,
and that, I think, is perfectly reasonable and just,
but that they should have the first lien in regard
to all deposits in a bank does not seem to me to be
quite so equitable. I incline rather to the view of
the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) that
the Government ought, perhaps, properly to have
the first claim for deposits of revenue, and, perhaps
also, of trust funds, which may have been placed
in their hands, and which they are obliged to
deposit in the banks for safe-keeping ; but I do
not incline to the belief that the Government
ought to have a first lien for moneys which
they have deliberately placed in the custody
of the banks, either for the convenience of
the banks or the Government itself. And even
supposing that the Government does come to this
conclusion, and insist upon its right to have the
second lien for all moneys deposited in the banks
by them, as trustees for the people, I should like

Mr. McMuur.

to know why they make the claims of a Province a
third claim upon the assets of a bank, unless it be
upon the ground of the prerogative of the Crown.
If the right of the prerogative is given up, as to
some extent it is, in the first part of the section
then, I say, that the Government, if they insist
upon their claims being a second lien on the assets
of the banks, ought not to extend that to the
Provinces of the Dominion, except it be upon the
theory of the prerogative of the Crown, because if
it be for the purposes of protecting the
interests of the people of the Provinces, then
they ought to extend it still further, and say that
moneys deposited by municipalities in banks ought
to be a lien on the assets of a bank, and so on; it
might be extended almost indefimitely. But if it
be on the grpund of prerogative, let the Govern-
ment say so. Let them say that the prerogative
of the Crown, as represented by the Dominion,
shall be the first lien after the notes of the bank;
and the prerogative of the Crown, as represented
by the Provinces, shall be the second lien. That
I could understand ; but if the claim is that it is
in the public interest these reserves are made and
these claims on the assets of a bank are set up, the
principle ought to be extended somewhat further
than it is proposed in this section.

Mr. ELLIS. I think, Mr. Chairman, you will
bear me out in saying that I made no reference
whatever to the Government, and did not, by ii-
plication or in any way whatever, say anytbing
that could be interpreted to mean that I had any
feeling against the Government in the proposition
I made. I say that because the hon. member for
South Norfolk seemed to refer to me-I do not
know that he did so-in the remarks lie made. I
also stated that the principle embodied in this
legislation is not embodied, so far as I am aware,
in the legislation of the mother country or in that
of any of the colonies. While the lion. the
Minister of Justice appears to6controvert that, he
does not really do so, but merely says it is part of
the common law. I just point that out, because he
has not been able to show to the Committee any
legislation of this character. The effect it appears
to me of embodying this in the statute law will
be to make it harder in the future as against the
depositors. It certainly does away with the right,
or at any rate impairs the right which now exists
in the Province of Quebec, where the law is not the
same as it is in the rest of the Dominion.' Further
than that, in the conflicts which are carried
on in the court against the common law, there
is always an opportunity of broadening down froim
precedent to precedent the public right, but where
you, by statute, fix a principle, it is almost impos-
sible to overcome that principle unless by legisla-
tion itself, even though the injustice may becone
apparent to the court. With reference to the
abstract right, the fact that the Government is
only a depositoi, the sanie as any other personl,
the fact that the Government representing the
people is no more than a society composed of a
certain number of individuals, and should have
no more right in the distribution of the assets of a
bank than a corporation or a single individual, iS
a question I will not enter into, because it bas
been ably discussed by the hon. member for Both-
well, and his argument has not been controverted.
I do not see any chance of my motion being carried,
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lut it seems to me to be founded on justice. Any the export duty on logs that we have inposed has
perison who has comne in contact with public been unfavorable to oui interest. Last winter
}piuion in the section in which I live, would soon the lumber trade asked the G4overnment to

become aware that the feelings of the people, remove that duty, stating that they believed
especially since the Maritime Bank failure, is, des- the export duty which we inposed was standing
pite what the First Minister may say, altogether in the way of a favorable change in the duty in-
opposed to the proposition of the Government. posed on lumber in the United States, and 1 think

MIr. MULOCK. Whilst I entirely disapprove they were right in that, ani that our position
of ail these special liens, I would ask the Minister wouid have been better if the request had been
of Finance whether the argument in favor of a accepted. I rise Dow to suggest to the (overn-
special lien by the Dominion Governnent against nent that they shouid make a proposition to the
ordilnary creditors would not apply with equal force United States in which they might suggest a con-
in favor of a special lien being given a Provincial cession in view of the further reduction of the
Giovernmient. Should not the Provincial Govern- Canadian lumber duties, ani that woul advance
mient, which has money deposited in a bank, have the interests of that great business in this country.
a lien in its favor as well as the Dominion Govern- 1 think the (overnment might judiciously make a
ment. proposai, and with every prospect of its being

Amendnent negatived. accepted by the American Congress, tu remove the
Ir. FOSTER moved to add the followin sub-over ent

Mr.FOSER ove toaddthefolowig sli would reduce the duty on hunber to $1. That would
section not only relieve the lumber trade here by a redue tion

The amount of any penalties for which the bank may of $1 a tlousand, but I believe it would lead to
be liable shall not form a charge upon the aseets of suc the more speedy removal of the lumber duty,
bank. in case of its insolvency, until the other liabilities
ire paid. as a great nany people in the United States desire,

He said: We have instituted a systen of fines and it would materiaily aid the efforts of those
for over-circulation, and I wish to provide that, who sk for free iumber. The lumber export of this
iiere a bank fails, these fines are not intended t country is, in round nunbers, 700,000,W0 feet per
Itain noney for the Government, but are simply anui A reduction of haîf a dollar or a dollar upon

to pre-ent the over-circulation, which we regard the amouît of this lumber, would be a very inîport-
as a grave offence. ant matter inueed to the lumber tra<e. Hitherto,

\r. McMULLE. in the matter of coarse grades of lumber, it has beenSjctiona L oiin. 1'hnk at istitu-r difficuit to export it, under present circumstances,
o jectionable position. When a banking institu-with any profit to the trade.

tion becomes embarrassed, and its existence is a Now, 1 wish to caîl the attention of the Minister
matter of doubt, if it issues more paper than it is to the condition of the log export trade as it exists
authorised to issue, and then comes to grief, the under the dnty at $1 peu thousand upon pine logs.
assets of the bank are not impaired, and the fin The duty stood at that rate from 1867 to 1885; it
t which they otherwise w:uld become subject i was changed, I think, to $2 in the spring of 1886.
iu this case the last demand upon the resources of The export dnty collected upon pine logs and
the bank. It is a temptation to a banking in- shingle boits froni 1867 to 1870, was $6h,187.J9;
stitution to issue a circulation beyond its neces- average rate of duty per annun, $15,296.80. D)nty
sity, because, if it has no means to meet its collected from 1871 to 1880, $32,154.2, or an aver-
liabilities, it will be free under this provision. age per annun of 83,215.42. Dufy collected fron

Conmmittee rose and reported progress. 1881 to 1885, $8,170.40; or an average per annum
of $1,634.08. The average perannuni for the entire

SUPPLY-LUMBER DUTIES. period was $5,342.64. The trade it appears froin
\Ir. FOSTER moved that the House again resolve these figures, was an inconsiderable one, and the

irself into Conmnittee of Supply. export of pine logs was continnally lecreasing.
NIr Now, the advantage of exporting logs to the

Mu. CHARLTON. Before you leav e the chair, I United States, when the export duty was $1 per
desire to call your attention to a matter of great thousand, and the Anerican import duty $2 per
iportance to one great business interest in this thousand was apparently $1 per thousand feet, and
uountry. The McKinley Tariff, as reported from this advantage produced but a very trifiing ex-
the Committee of Ways and Means at Washington, port; and if the proposition which I think inight
reduces the lumber duty to $1.50 per thousand be made now were made and accepted by the
feet, with the proviso that, if any foreign country American Government, the advantage of exporting
imposes a duty upon logs, the import duty sha logs t the United States woud be, as îuring the
remain the sane as the export duty imposed on period I referred to, $1 per thonsan<, for the log&
logs by that country. It will be necessary, in order would be free, and the American uty would be
toi obtain the advantage of that provision, for this $1 per thousand. Now, the actual advantage and
(Governnent to reduce the duty on logs by 50 cents disadvantage te the parties exporting logs would
to imeet the reduction which bas been made in the be about as follows: A party exporting logs, say
luty on lumber in the United States. Of course, from the Georgian Bay to Michigan, would save the
the Bill introduced in the House of Representa- duty, whieh is $1 per thousand. He would save
rives at Washington is liable to many changes difference of the eost of freight upon sawn lumber
before it becomes law. It has to pass the House of as between the Georgian Bay point and the Mîchi-
Representatives, and then it goes to the Finance gan point te the eastern and western market
Committee of the Senate, then it is reported to the which varies from 25 te 50 cents a thousand during
Senate, and it is liable to be changed in all these the season, and probably averages 35 cents a
stages, and the changes are as likely to be unfavor- thousand; so the vantage i exporting logsable te us as favorable. i think the influence of would be $1.35. The disvantage woul te as
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follows :-The cost of rafting the logs, 25 cents a
thousand; cost of towing them, $1 per thousand, and
the allowance for risk, which those who are engaged
in the trade say is equivalent to 10 per cent. would
be about $1 per thousand ; making the advantage
on the one hand $1.35 per thousand, and the disad-
vantage on the other hand, adding to the cost of
towing the cost of rafting, and the allowance for
risk, $2.125 per thousand, leaving a net balance of
disadvantage of 90 cents per thousand against tow-
ing logs. I do not think we need fear that, under
the circumstances, the trade will become a very
large one in the export of logs, I think the advan-
tages that would accrue to the lumber interest of
C.nada would be very great, and that if this could
be secured by the G overnment, and I have every
reason to believe it could be secured, it would be
universally acceptable to the lumber trade of this
country, and the Government would by this mieans
be conferring upon that interest a very great
advantage indeed. I make this statement for the
purpose of bringing it under the attention of the
Government, hoping that it may be pleased to make
such an announcement with reference to the matter
that it can be acted upon by those at Washington
who may desire to get Canadian lumber admitted
at a lower rate of duty than that now provided by
the McKinley Bill.

now fixed, and if that duty shall be left as it is
now, which is $1.50, we will be in a much worse
position than the one contemplated, because the
export duty would be added to the $1.50, which
would still remain on the lumber. I would strongly
urge upon the Government that we had better, if
possible, put ourselves in a position where we can
secure our lumber duty at $1 by the abrogation of
the export duty.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved
itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Coinmittee.)
Compilation and preparation of Civil

Service List........................ $23.50
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Is there no officer in the

Department of the Secretary of State who couil
prepare this list without extra expense?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We have a gentleman paid
extra for the preparation of that list. Last year
the Under Secretary of State who had been in the
service for over 50 years, Mr. Powell, was absent on
leave, before taking his superannuation, and an-
other officer was obliged to replace him for five
months, and we had to have two persons to make
that list on account of the absence of Mr. Powell.

Department of Queen's Printer:-To
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We are obliged provide tor payment to JVr. J. G.

to the hon. gentleman for bringing up the question Barrette extra clerk, for extrahours ili offce-work, $92.001; ad-
and for his suggestion. The hon. gentleman must ditional contingencies. $2,00.00;
know, of course, that we have been watching care- reading proots of French and Eng-
fully the fiscal legislation in the United States. 10 tons of C S List,
He states truly that before the measure known as
the McKinley Bill gets through the House of Mr. McMULLEN. This calîs for some expînna-
Representatives, it may assume various different tion. 1 have always taken exception to these extra
shapes ; it may be altogether changed, and a paynents for extra services.
regular metamorphosis of it may take place in the Mr. CHAPLEAU. This officer lat yeat was
Senate. The hon. gentleman knows that the ex- appointed as second class cherk and accountant in
port duty put on is about equivalent to the import the Departînent, but unfortunately after he had
duty that is paid on Canadian lumber now. There- been appointed there was no vote taken to PaY
fore it is quite fair, and in talking to the Americans hîm, and he was only paid according to the rates
they say it is quite fair, and in reality that pro- I fixed per day for bis work. These extra hours were
position has been made from sundry quarters, that given to him as compensation for the six uonthS
if the export duty was taken off, there niight be a during which he had not his increase of salary.
reduction on the import duties on the lumber to Mr. McMULLEN. It is our duty as an Opposi-
the United States. I think, however, if I an not tion, to press on the Government tbe necessity of
mistaken, the provision is that there is to be a re- checking this pernicious system of payment of
duction on lumber, but when lumber comes from extra services to civil servants. Last year, there
any country which imposes an export duty, the were 481 sud cases, but this year there are
export duty will be added to the reduced rate odd.
under the new Bill. If that be the case, and if
the measure goes through Congress in that way, Mr. CHAPLEAU. I challenge the hon. gentie-
and with that provision, we can at any time take man to find in my Departnient during tbe hast siX
off the export duty. That would give us the years more than $100 paid for extra work to "Y
advantage of the reduced import duty imposed by officers.
the new tariff. It is hardly worth while discussing Mr. CHARLTON. What are these contili-
the question now. I can assure the hon. gentle- gencies?
man the Government are considering it most care- Mr. CHAPLEAL. Last year $8,000 were
fully, and are watching the different moves d for my Dep
in Washington just now, and we hope and believe vo t h nrtmet nfrtnuatey a wa'-
that they will take such steps as will greatly absenth the Esimte w eaed and sub-
advance the interests of the country, especially in have to me fose By n thes conthI
regard to the lumber trade.haebfrmeIfidtndrigtesx otsregad tothelumbr trde.the uecessnry contingencies amnownted to $,5,0'2,

Mr. CHARLTON. With the permission of the instead of being $4,000. In these contingences
House I will refer to one feature of the case that are salaries for the printing establishment, which
the First Minister has referred to. If the eventua- slonld appear, as they do this year, on the regulEr
lity which he contemplates becomes a fact, if the staff. For instance, there i8 an item of $1,20 foi
Bill finally provides that the export duty shall be cartage ln the name of John Donovan. At an ear
added to the import duty in addition to the duty lier period of the Session, attention vas irawo

Mr. CaATvroN.
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to an item in the Auditor's Report, that a man
with a horse had been allowed $1,200 during the
vear. That is a mistake. The item of $1,200 is
for two teams and an extra man employed. This
expenditure now regularly appears on the item
connuected with the Printing Bureau. Then we
have the salary of a man named Barrette who is
110W On the regular staff ; then there is an item of
s365 paid to a person named King, whose name
sioull have appeared on the regular staff. The
wihole expense connected with the charwomen for
the printing establishment during the year, $1,500,
appears under contingencies, being $750 for the
six ionths. Accordingly, there is an amount
of -2,637 for the half year. This amount added
to S8,000 voted gives more than a difference
of k20(0 on the contingencies, and no less than
s4,674 was really for the regular staff and not for
teiporary work which might appear under the
liead of contingencies, and half of that sum may
b)e placed to the six months.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. What is the cause of this
expeiiliture for proof-reading ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The work was done by those
who made the compilation ; these parties did the
work and were paid according to the regular
rates.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The Minister must know
that when copy is furnished to the Printing Bureau,
it is the duty of the proof-readers to read it by
ciopy.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The proof-reading done at
the bureau is different from that recognised by
pnublisliers of books and sinilar authorities. It
imust be done by the party who has prepared the
work, and it comprises a revision of the proofs
after they have been read at the bureau.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Are all the departmental
reports read by the parties who have prepared the
locunients ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes; but they are not paid
for the work, because they are officers in the De-
partmnents.

Contingencies, Railways and Canals.. .$1,000
Mr. SOMERVILLE. What is the cause of this

extra expenditure?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not extra
expenditure, except in a certain sense. The col-
lection of tolls on the canals was formerly under
the Department of Inland Revenue, and it has
been transferred to the Department of Railways
and Canals. It is absurd that two officers should
b)e on duty, one to assist in getting the vessel
through the locks and another to collect the tolls.
So the whole matter lias been transferred to the
Department of Railways and Canals in order to
cut down the number of servants required in con-
iection with the canals. In order to make the
transfer, this expenditure was necessary, for the
transfer has only taken place this last year. It is
a special warrant to meet the expenditure on
stationery, &c., required in transferring the
collection of canal revenue to the Inland Reve-
nue.

Amount required to defray cost of
changing the calculations of in-
terestn nnthe depositors' accounts
in the Post Office Savinge Bank on
the lst October, 1889, caused by
the adoption of the new rate 7 4
per cent.)..................... $5î4 38

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Could not this work he
done by the regular officers ?

Mr. FOSTER. We discussed this question a
good many times.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. You promised to amend
this systen ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes ; but we found that the
way we had been in the habit of doing it was the
most economincal. It could not be doue during
office hours, as the books must be kept there for
the regular transaction of business, and it has to
be done after office hours. We lave either to
employ the clerks who know the books, and who
understand the methods of the calculation, and
who can do the work rapidly and well, or we
would have to get in outside help, which would be
more expensive and I do not think so satisfactory.

Mr. CHARLTON. Are the hours of work
from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. as before ?

Mr. FOSTER. From half past nine or ten
o'clock.

Mr. CHARLTON. Would it not be well to
make a change and let themn do a day's work from
nine to five ? Y'ou will find plenty of men willing
to do the work on such terns.

Mr. FOSTER. I an afraid we would lose our
officers.

Mr. CHARLTON. You could lose half of them
and put more efficient men in their places.

Salary of Judge of the Vice-Admiralty
Court, Prince Edward Island, froin
13th November, 1889, to 30th June,
1890...... ............ .. $378 75

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This requires some
explanation.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Chief Justice of
the Supreme Court of Prince Edward Island is the
Judge of the Admiralty Court, and heretofore no
salary has been provided.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Why should there
be now? He is Admiralty Judge, ex-officio, by
virtue of his office.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is just the same as
in Nova Scotia.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). A salary has always
been allowed in Nova Scotia, but it has never been
allowed in Prince Edward Island before. I under-
stand the duties are veryli ght ln Prince Edward
Island. Has the present Chief Justice had any
case before him during this period ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not know.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I understand none
at all.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He holds his office in
precisely the saie way as the other judges of the
Vice-Admiralty Court. He has not received a
salary heretofore, but he has called our attention
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to the fact, and it seems to me that he has just as of the salary of the Chef Justice but tg l,.
good a claim as the other judges. We do not crease lis salary and leave the salaries of the a,
enquire of the other judges the number of cases sistant judges at $3,200 is ai unfair proposiiomi
they have had, and I do not see why we should and 1 do urge the hon. Minister, with ail the
make that enquiry in this case. strength 1 can command, to consider the dlaiiii of

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In New Brunswick, these two judges to be placed on a par with the
this is a special appointment. In Nova Scotia, the judges of the other Provinces. 1 have
Chief Justice acts as Judge of the Vice-Admiralty them to be engaged ueariy the whoie year round.
Court ; but I am not sure that lie does so ex-offlcio. (bing work from day to day in the muonths of

mnaterstndsinJune, JuIy and August, when other judges emeSir JOHN THOMPSON. The vatterng their vacation. Their work is very lai
this way : that the Chief Justice is, ex-offio, judge and their responsibilities are very great. 1 hav-
of the Vice-Adnmiralty Court, unless another ap- no personai interest in the matter, for h is lot
pontment is mrade. likely under existing circumstances, that shas.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Tlere are two observa-
tions I would like to nake in regard to this vote.
The late Chief Justice Palmer filled the position
for fifteen or sixteen years. The Chief Justice of
the Island was also, ex-oficio, judge of the Vice-
Admiralty Court. During his tern of office lie had
iot anything like the amount of work to perform
which is performed at Halifax by the Chief Justice
there ; but lie had a great deal of onerous and
responsible work under the Treaty of 1818 ; a great
many cases were heard before him, and lie
never received anything for those services. If
the Government have corne to the conclusion
that the Chief Justice should be paid in his
capacity as Judge of the Vice-Admiralty Court,
something should be done for the family of
the late Chief Justice. I am sorry to see the
lion. gentleman shake his head, for I think it is
a case worthy of consideration. The circumstances
are peculiar, and if I had the opportunity of speak-
ing to the hon. Minister privately I think I could
show them to be such as would commend them-
selves to him. The late Chief Justice of Prince
Edward Island performed his duties at a lower
salary than was paid to any other Chief Justice in
the Dominion. He was a very learned and
exemplary judge, and was exceedingly prompt in
the discharge of his duties, and I think some
allowance should be made to his family. I will
say no more on that matter, which I mentioned
privately to the bon. Minister of Justice, and which
I hope he will consider. I also wish to say to the
bon. Minister of Justice, and the Government,
that if they have come to the conclusion to
increase the salaries of the judges of Prince
Edward Island, they are only doing what is right,
as there are no judges in the Dominion of Canada
who are so poorly paid as they are. The Chief
Justice only receives $4,000 a year, and the assist-
ant judges only $3,200 a year. Judge Hensley lias
sat in the Chancery Court in addition to discharg-
ing his duties as judge of the Superior Court, and
his salary is perfectly absurd in view of the services
he performs. I have urged on the Government,
time and again, the propriety of increasing the
salaries of the judges on the Island. It does not
involve increasing the salaries of the judges in the
other Provinces, as the salaries of the judges on
the Island were, for some reason or other, placed
on a lower scale than those in the other Provinces.
Mr. Justice Peters has sat on the bench for over
forty years. He happens to be a very wealthy
man, and he does not care for the salary; but,
with regard to Judge Hensley, I am satisfied that
his salary is not sufficient for him to
live upon and properly support the position
he occupies. I do not object to the increase.

Sir JOHN THoMPsoN.

have a chance of occupying the place of any of
themn ; but looking at the question on the bioad
ground of justice, I hold that these officials are
greatly underpaid. They have been, unfortunately,
singled out from ail the other judges in tfl
Dominion, and their salaries have been placed at a
sum far below what is adequate for men in the
positions they occupy.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I would like to ail
one word in support of what the hon. member foi
Queen's has said. The case is peculiar. The
Island is small ; but those who have had occa-
sion to read the volume of law reports that
cornes from Prince Edward Island, have reason to
speak very highly and respectfully of the judge-
there. An increase in their salaries would b)e, as
the hon. gentleman says, a matter of justice ; ai
seeing that it is so small a matter, I think we cati
afford to be generous to them. I heartily support
the hon. gentleman's reasonable request.

Mr. HESSON. I understood the hon. meinber
for Queen's to say that the judges of the Islanid are
paid $3,200 a year. I do not mean to say that
that is enough, but I may say that in the
county I represent a judge is discharging the
duty for 65,000 people for a salarv of
$2,200. I wish to point out a few of tie il-
equalities that exist in reference to the County
Court Judges. The hon. gentleman bas spoken
about the Superior Court Judges. I do not know
anything about them, but I believe they are better
paid for the work they do, although it nay be
more important in one sense, than are the CountY
Court Judges for the work they have to performu.
The work of the former may be more importan t ,
but they have not such large dealings with the mass
of the people as have the latter. There is consid-
erable disparity in the salaries of the County Court
Judges. For instance in some counties, which have
a population of thirty-five thousand to forty
thousand, the County Court Judges get $2,600 a
year, while in Perth, which has a population of
65,000, the County Court Judge is only paid $2,200<W
a year. This is an unfortunate state of affairs.
Many of our best men, who have practised a
number of years at the bar and would like to be
promoted to the bench, cannot afford to give up
their practice, as they will then be put on a star-
vation allowance. This will be seriously felt in
our not being able to obtain the class of men whomt
we would desire to see made County Court Judges-
A more liberal salary should be paid them.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). This is to provide a
salary for the Judge of the Admiralty Court till the
30th of June. Will the salary then cease or be taken
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to establish any vested right entitling hîni to a
salary for the future ?

M1r. WELDON (St. John). My impression is
that before Confederation these judges were paid.
Nir. Hensley w as Judge of the Admiralty Court of
New Brunswick, also Sir William Young, and after
( nfederation their salaries were continued. When
Sir William Ritehie acted as judge, I do not think
be received pay, because he acted, ex-ofieio, as
c(ief Justice of the Supreme Court. When the
sucessor of Sir William Young was appointed,
the salary was continued. This is something
enîtirely new. I would ask whether the Imperial
Uill to abolish these Admiralty Courts bas become

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Bill lias not yet
beucomse law, but I fancy it will. The estimate
caie down before the Bill came to our knowledge.

h'lie Bill is inîtended to take effect the lst January
niext. The scheme proposed was that we should
gýive a salary of $600 a year to the Vice-Admiralty
1 dge of Prince Edward Island. As to whether

thi, will be a vested right or not, there is in the
Br>itish statute a provision that the claims of
oticers holding offices affected by the abolition of
a court shall be considered. He would have a
right to be considered in relation to his fees if this
v ote w ere not passed. In the early legislation, the
appointiiient of the Vice-Admiralty Judge in Nova
Scotia came from the Imperial Government.
Juudgetewartwas theVice-Admiralty Judge down
to the timte of his death. It was after Confedera-
tioi that Chief Justice Young became a Judge of
the Vice-Admiralty Court.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Judge Stewart died
before Confederation.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think Sir William
Io1ug was appointed under the present Imperial
Statute, which provides that the Chief Justice, ex-

ishah be the judge unless a special appoint-
Illeist is mxadie.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The Government is
gomlg to inake this appointment, and the court is
to be abolished, and the judge will be entitled to
superannuation without, perhaps, having tried a
single case.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He is not entitled to
it as a natter of right. I do not know whether lie
bas performed any duty as Vice-Admiralty Judge
or not.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Re could not very well
hi the winter.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He would be entitled
to have something by way of compensation; but it
is to be understood that no one is necessarily to
receive compensation for the performance of the
duty for so short a time.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Has the hon. gentle-
'an considered the question of the jurisdiction of
the courts with a view to making it more extensive ?

.Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is a special pro-Vision, and there is no claim established on the part
of the judge by voting for this. The other judges
are paid by statute, and this does not establish any
right in the future, as it is a mere vote.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think it wouldle very important to extend the jurisdiction.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This appears to be
simply a proposal tQ increase the salary of the
Chief Justice of Prince Edward Island, and I do
not think this is a good practice to follow, par-
ticularly if the offBce is about to be abolished. If
the Governuient think the salary of the Chief
Justice is nlot sufficient, would it not be more con-
sistent w ith the dignity of the office to propose
that an increase should be made to his salary ? If
the Government are simply passing this vote for an
increase in connection with his services ii regard
to the Court of Admiralty, they are giving the in-
crease upon a condition of things which is about
to pass away, and whicl cannot be contiinied after
the office is abolislied. If the Go-ermusîsent desire
to increase the salary of this officer, they should
say so.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I hope the Governimenit
will propose ais increase to the salary of this judge.
I do not think there is any man in this House who
will object to the increase of his salary in this formî
or any other forn, but, while it is quite right to
increase the salary of the Chief Justice, I appeal
to the Govermnient to increase the salaries of the
other judges in Prince Edward Island. The hon.
muember for North Perth (Mr. Hessons) speaks of
the salaries paid to County Court Judges, and coi-
pares theum with the salaries paid in Prince Edward
Island. That is a different thing altogether, and
I hope the First Minister and the Minister of
Justice will see their way to reconmiend an in-
crease in those salaries. The judges in the other
Provinces do no msore thtan the judges in Prince
Edward Island, and the expenses of living in the
Island are just as great as they are elsewhere. I
rejoice to learn that the Chief Justice of the Island
will, under any circunstances, receive ais increase
to his salary, but I want the other judges to get an
increase also.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman
has urged this matter upon me privately as well
as publicly. He must be aware that the Govern-
ment are of the opinion that an increase shold be
made in the judicial salaries. I do not think
that we should distinguish between the judges in
one Province and another; but this niust be dealt
with when we are dealing with the whole subject.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. memuber for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), must go a good deal
deeper than he has gone in regard to this matter.
He will have to take a bigger piece of tobacco be-
fore he chews it out. The salaries of the judges
are not fairly arranged.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They were fixed
in your time.

Mr. MITCHELL. State what my opinion was
then.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Your opinion
was expressed in the resolutions adopted by the
House.

Mr. MITCHELL. Our opinion was overruled.

Somte hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will not say much about it,
but we know that Mr. MeMullen, of Pacifie
scandal faune, said lie did not think it was neces-
sary to pay any attention to the unimportant
members of the Cabinet, of whom I was one. If
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the hon. member for Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Davies) wants to get the judicial salaries of his
Province placed upon an equality of those of other
Provinces, he bas got to change the mind of the
right hon. gentleman, who believes, that small
places produce small men, although they may do
just as much work as the judges in the larger
Provinces.

Manitoba Penitentiary-to pay the ex-
penses of transfer of convict Maurice
Blake to England..... ........... S284 46

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Maurice Blake was a
prisoner who had been convicted of manslaughter,
and shortly after his conviction he was found to be
mad, and was sent to the Kingston Penitentiary for
the purpose of treatment. He was afterwards
removed to Manitoba under peculiar circumstances.
The warden of that prison had been in the service
with him, and in consequence of their former com-
panionship in arms, exercised a good deal of influ-
ence over hin. His condition became less violent,
and considering that he ha-i undergone something
like ten years of imprisonment, it was deemed
proper and merciful to pardon hin. He had no
relatives in this country. He had come out as a
soldier, but he had relatives and friends in Ireland.
This sum was an extra allowance for travelling
expenses. Under ordinarycircumstances, by sta-
tute, we pay the discharged convicts' expenses to
the place from which they come. Therefore, we
paid the expenses of this man home to Ireland.
This sum includes the care of the man while he was
travelling.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think in this case Mr.
Bedson, the warden of the penitentiary, travelled
with him, and he had considerable moral control
over him. I recollect seeing the party at the
Windsor Hotel, and he was practically under no
restraint as, owing to Mr. Bedson's influence over
him, it was not necessary to keep himn in duress.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Mr. Bedson accom-
panied him over to Ireland, because he could not
be trusted alone amongst strangers.

Mr. McMULLEN. Did you pay the travelling
expenses of Mr. Bedson?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; I explained to
the House the other evening that Mr. Bedson went
home on three months' leave. While in England
he desired to visit some prisons in which lie could
get information as to prison management and dis-
cipline, and I paid his expenses while visiting those
prisons, under the authority that he got from the
Home Secretary.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Has he made any report
of these visits?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No. I expect he will
make a report.

Mr. McMULLEN. It appears to me this man
Bedson is a great expense to this country. Every
Session of Parliainent he figures for an enormous
amount of money.

For purchasing in England and distri-
butingin Canada two-rowed barley
for seed purposes.... ............. $25,000

Mr. CARLING. The amount of barley pur-
chased is 10,000 bushels ; it has all arrived and is
being distributed. I think about $11,000 have

Mr. MrrcHELLi.i

4000

been paid to the Receiver General, having been
received for this barley. I think all the barley
will be taken up by the farmers, and paid for at
the rate of $4 a bag of 112 lbs. The barley costs
$2 per bushel delivered in Montreal.

Mr. CHARLTON. Do you expect the amount
received will recoup the money expended ?

Mr. CARLING. Yes ; for the cost of the bar.
ley. But the Department will defray charges of
freight and handling.

Mr.'SOMER-VILLE. Do the Government pay
the carriage to the residences of the parties who
purchase it?

Mr. CARLING. We deliver it from Montreal
to the parties who purchase it.

Mr. TROW. What was the original cost of
barley, and what was the cost of transportation to
Montreal ?

Mr. CARLING. The cost was 60s. a quarter in
England, and the freight was about 15 cents a
bushel fron London to Montreal.

Mr. McMULLEN. What percentage of the
barley has been distributed ?

Mr. CARLING. I think about two-thirds.
All that has been asked for has been sent out, and
Professor Saunders informs me that the whole of the
consignment will likely be taken by the farmers.

Mr. CHARLTON. Is it considered that the
class of soil favorable to the growth of two-rowed
barley is very much the same as that on which we
now raise six-rowed barley-à heavy clay loam?

Mr. CARLING. I think so. We have experi-
mented with two-rowed barley at the Central Farm
and experimental stations, and a similar soil to
that on which we grow six-rowed barley will grow
two-rowed barley. All experiments tried by farm-
ers from seed sent from the Experimental Farms
support this stateinent.

Mr. McMULLEN. Then the experiments of
last year has been such as to give encouragement
for this year ?

Mr. CARLING. Yes.

Patent Record.......................... $8,000
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Is the Record printed at

the Printing Bureau ?

Mr. CARLING. Not now. It is printed by the
Burland Lithograph Company at Montreal. The
contract expire. lst January next.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. 'Ihen it is intended to
print it at the Government office ?

Mr. CARLING. It is intended to be printed
by the Printing Department here.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. If it is the intention of
the Secretary of State to have the Record printed
at the Government bureau, he must intend to
put in a lithographing plant.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the hon. gentleman and
his friends are pleased to vote a sufficient amount
this year we would be able to do so. If not, we
would not. -

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I wish to know if it is
intended to put in a lithographing plant ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That will be shown by the
Estimates which will be brought before the House.
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Immigration and immigration expen-
ses .............................. $15,000

30r. CHARLTON. Perhaps the Minister will
ive some explanation in regard to this item

Mlr. CARLING. This amount is required for
the year ending 30th June, 1890. Our immigration
vote has been reduced year by year. Last year it
was 895,000, and the expenditure for the previous
Year was $126,000. This amount will bring the
'ote up to $110,000, or $16,000 less than for the
previous year. We have been curtailing our ex-
peiditure very largely, but we found a large
quantity of printing material was required, as
represented by the High Commissioner in England,
and items connected with advertising and other
expenses bring the amount up to the sum I have
stated.

Quarantine.................... ....... $9,875
Mr. MITCHELL. I desire some explanation in

regard to $475, quarantine, Chatham, N.B. I find
iii the Auditor General's Report an expenditure of
S999. In the ordinary Estimates for this year
there is an item of $900, being $300 increase. I do
iot know for what this extra sum can be.required.

Ir. CARLING. It is for boat service at
Chiathais, paid for by the Department as it is re-
guired by the quarantine officer.

1r. MITCHELL. The boat service is already
provided. I find in the Auditor General's Report
tihe following:-"J. Macdonald, inspector, one
year, S300 ; R. Stapleton, steward, oneyear, $300 ;
hoat, one, $23; boat hire, $15.25 ; boatmen, two,

Ï51." The amount cannot, therefore, be required
for boat service. In addition to the ordinary item
f 8900, it is proposed to add $475. I think the

hon. gentleman had better enquire into the matter.
\Ir. CARLING. This boat service previously

h1ad been charged to public health and paid from
tiat vote. It is, however, now proposed to have
it charged to the quarantine service, to which it
properly belonges. There was no item in the
Estinates for boat service last year, and this item
was placed in the Estimates to pay for the boat
service of 1890-91.

Public Health................. ........ $2,000
Mir. SOMERVILLE. What is the explanation

with regard to this?
MIr. CARLING. Last year we voted $15,000,

and this year we voted $10,000 in the main Esti-
mates. We find that $2,000 more is required,
which will make the total amount $12,000.

MIr. SOMERVILLE. How much of this goes
to the little monthly journal which we all receive ?
I think it is called The Health Journal.

Mr-. CARLING. That matter was fully dis-
cussed here the other night. Dr. Playter has been
receiving for a great many years, $1,200 a year for
the publication of this journal. I believe it has a
large circulation and is well thought of, and its
articles are quoted by the different papers through-
out the country.

Mir. SOMERVILLE. I think it is a sheer
w aste of money. The Health Journal is 'of no use,
I believe, to the medical gentlemen who receive the
regular medical journals. This journal is sent to
the members of the House, ana I do not know to
whom it is sent besides. But there is nothing

126

more in it than can be found in the papers every
day. Occasionally there is an original article in
it, but the journal is made up principally from
selections which are to be found in all the weekly
and daily journals throughout the country. This
expenditure is not in the public interest. It is not
for the benefit of public health, and it is for the
benelit of no other person than Dr. Playter. If
the Government wish to make a pensioner of
Dr. Playter, they should do so at once, and not
give this money for publishing a journal which
is of no benefit to the public, or the medical pro-
fession.

Mr. SPROULE. I think when the hon. gentle-
man says that this journal is of no use whatever,
he does not know what he is talking about. He is
a journalist himself, and he says there is nothing
original in the journal, and that the same infor-
mation can be found in the daily or weekly papers
of the country. In that he is mistaken. There
are valuable original articles in the journal, and
there are articles culled from other journals equally
valuable, but there is not an issue of the medical
journal, whicl does not contain a great deal of
valuable information on the subject of health.

Mr. PLATT. I may say that this is about the
only portion of the money we expend on health
matters which I am willing to support. I think
this money is not by any means thrown away, nor
do I think The Health Journal useless, as has
been stated by the hon. member for Brant (Mr.
Somerville). He forgets, I think, that most of
these extracts which be sees in the ordinary press
of the day are invariably taken froin that journal,
and the regular newspapers bave not the oppor-
tunity of making such valuable selections as are
contained in that journal. A great deal of useful
information appears in it ; and so long as we are
to spend money in connection with health matters,
I can see no better way than to educate the people
on this subject by such a newspaper as this. I an
willing to support this expenditure, because I
think it is very useful.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I would like to know
where this journal is circulated ?

Mr. CARLING. I believe the members of the
House, the Senators, the health officers of the
country and others receive it, and it has a large
circulation besides. I think the hon. gentleman
was mistaken about this journal, because I have
seen dozens and dozens of letters from inedical
gentlemen speaking very highly of it and urging
its continuance. It was first started, I believe, at
the suggestion of a deputation of medical men of
this House and it has met with very general ap-
proval in this country.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. How nany numbers of
this publication do we get for this $1,200?

Mr. CARLING. We do not expect many num-
bers, as this is a subsidy to the paper to continue
its publication. I have already stated those to
whom it is distributed, and I may also say that it is
largely circulated throughout the country.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Oh, it is a subsidy.
Mr. McNEILL. I, for one, receive a copy of this

Health Journal, and I read it with a very great
deal of interest and a"great deal of benefit, I think.
I believe that it is exceedingly valuable that such
a journal should be in circulation in the country,
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and I would be sorry indeed if the Government
should discontinue this grant.

Mr. HESSON. I have heard The Health Jour-
nal very highly spoken of, and from the copy which
I received to-day, I am glad to see that it has much
improved since it was first issued.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I may just mention that
I think it published a speech delivered in this
House by the hon. member for Prince Edward
County (Mr. Platt), I think that probably did it
good.

To ay sessional indemnity to J. S.
homp on ......................... $1,000

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the explanation
of this?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Thompson was formerly
member for Caribou. This $1,000 was voted before
but not paid, because there was some difficulty
as to the proper person who should receive it.
That difficulty has now been got over.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. When was it first voted ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Teni years ago.

When Parliament first voted this, there was a
difficulty as to whon it should be paid. It now
goes to the niece who is found, and is living in
Ottawa.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Where is she found ? I
would like to know where she lives?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In Ottawa.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. I thought the hon. gentle-

man said it was in California.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The lion. the First

Minister will remember that my friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) was kept out of his indem-
nity for a Session because a gentleman came here
and occupied a seat that lie was not entitled to.
The courts decided that he was kept out of his
seat improperly and that lie had a right to sit here
all the Session, but he never was allowed anything
for the Session.

Mr. FOSTER. Wait till lie dies.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Oh, that is ail nonsense;

but I think it is unfair that the Government should
recognise the claims of one member and not those
of another.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I could under-
stand the vote if Mr. Thompson had a wife and
family, but it seems to me that there is no prece-
dent for paying this money to his niece ten years
after his death.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Is it not a fact that
when this man died lie left a widow ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. She died too.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. I believe that is the

truth of it-that there were two widows ; and
they could not decide which was entitled to the
money.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) With respect to the
lion. member for Bothwell, he came here in the.
middle of the Session by the decree of the
court, which held that he had a right to be here
the whole Session, and the Government only
allowed him for the time he sat, here. But in the
case of Dr. Jenkins, of Prince Edward Island,
who sat here for a week or two when he had no
right to sit, and in the case of Mr. Brecken, who

Mr. McNmL.

took his place in the last week of the Session, the
Government allowed each of them the whole
sessional allowance. I think that was a case of
gros injustice, and the hon. Minister should
consider it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I take it there
has been no application made.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think this is
a matter in which there should be any application
at all ; but whatever the rule is, it should be
uniformly applied. I do not say that the depart.
nient acted improperly in my case, but they paid
me for the timîe I was actually here, and not for
the full Session, although the court decided that I
was all the time the legal member. In the case of
Dr. Jenkins, or when the court gave Mr. Brecken
his seat, and lie came in the last week of the
Session, lie was paid $1,000 for the whole Session.
What I claim is that it ought not to be in the
discretion of any Minister or any one else to sav
that one man should be paid on one principle and
another man on another principle ; but whatever
rule is adopted, it should be uniformly applied.
We have another case, the case of the mileage of the
lion. member for Shelburne (General Laurie). He
has charged mnileage from some point in England.
I do not say it is an illegal charge, but it seems to
me that the House ought to settle whether that is
a proper construction of the statute or not, and
whether lie is entitled to be paid from Timbuctoo or
from some point within the Dominion. Whatever
rule is adopted, it should be uniformly applied to
members on both sides alike.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The same prin-
ciple should be adopted in all such cases ; but the
cases vary in their circumstances, and since I have
been in Parliament, the course has been that when
any case is brought before Parliament in which it
is thouglit the strict rule of the statute respecting
the indemnity of members should be varied, Par-
liament has acted, refusing it in a very few cases,
and granting it in others. It is Parliament that
grants the exceptional sum ; the Government have
nothing to do with it ; the vote is brought down
to Parliament, and if Parliament approves of it, it
is granted ; I must say that generally Parliament
is very liberal. When Mr. Thompson's case was
brought up, there were several other cases of hard-
ship or supposed hardship, and votes were asked
not only in Mr. Thompson'à case, but in the other
cases. They were all paid except Mr. Thompson's,
because there was a dispute as to who should get
it. But now the dispute is ended, and the money
is voted.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) I would like to know 011
what ground the hon. Minister can justify this
payment to the niece of Mr. Thompson, Who
never sat in the House that Session, and withhold
a similar payment to my hon. friend, who was im-
properly kept out of his seat by the action of a
returning officer?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no recol-
lection of hearing his case brought up before.
Now that the hon. gentleman has made the su-
gestion, we will take an opportunity of looking
into it, and conferring with the hon. gentleman
himself.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. First Minister has
informed us that variation of circumstances often
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govern the cases. It seems to me that the two
cases from Prince Edward Island, varied from the
case of the hon. member for Bothwell in one sense,
that the two who received the sessional allowance
belonged to the hon. gentleman's party, and the
gentleman who failed to get it belonged to the Oppo-
sition ; that is the only variation of circumstances
I an able to see. If the others were entitled to
the full sessional allowance, the hon. member for
Bothwell was also entitled to it, and ought to have
received it. While on my feet, I wish to enquire
as to the claim set up on behalf of Mr. Thompson.
I understood the hon. First Minister to inform us
that lie had two widows. If so, why pass over
their claims, and pay the money to the niece ?

General LA URIE. The hon. member for Both-
well lias referred to my case of travelling expenses
again. I spoke in the House before, and explained
the course I took when I came here, and I can
only repeat it. It was necessary that I should
sign a form stating where ny residence was in
order to draw my travelling expenses. I could
not state an untruth ; I had to state where ny
residence was ; and I asked the accountant to de-
cide then what travelling expenses I was entitled
to. If there was any other course for nie to take,
I should like to hear what it was. I could not
certify that I lived where I did not ; I could not
state that I had come from my constituency,
because I had not done so ; I could only state
where I lived.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Do I understand the
gallant General to state that he now resides in
England permanently ?

General LAURIE. I have already stated so.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Has lie absolutely

changed his residence ?
General LAURIE. No; I stated that I pro-

ceeded there after the last Session, that I took my
fanily there, and that I am there domiciled for the
present.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must ask the
Conmittee to confine itself to this item.

Mr. McMULLEN. We are now discussing the
indemnity of Mr. Thompson, which brings up every
question of indemnity or mileage to any member of
this House.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must say to the
hon. gentleman that I cannot agree with him there.
I have every disposition to allow as miuch latitude
as I can while acting as Chairman ; but that is
travelling a little too far.

Mr. McMULLEN. On two separate occasions,
I have been prevented from offering any remarks
with regard to the travelling allowance of the hou.
member for Shelburne. He was allowed to-night
to offer an explanation, and I think, seeing that
my name has been mixed up in it, that I should be
allowed to make a remark.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I have no disposition
to shut off discussion at all. The procedure pro-
vides more than one way by which the hon. gen-
tleman can make his remarks. If some hon. mem-
ber moves that the Committee rise, lie can do so.
I make this suggestion now in order that the rules
may be observed.

Mr. McMULLEN. I wish to say a few words
in regard to this matter. It came to be currently
reported in the corridors of the House that the
hon. member for Shelburne had drawn $630, I
think, for mileage. I intended to embrace the
first opportunity of bringing the matter before the
House, and as a matter of courtesy to the hon.
gentleman I sent him a note to that effect, as I
considered that when a man is elected for a consti-
tuency, that constituency sanctions his drawing
mileage thence to Ottawa and return, during his
term of service, and that it is unfair and unjust, if
lie removes to foreign parts, that lie should draw
mileage to Ottawa from his foreign residence. I
took the opportunity of dropping the hon. gentle-
man a note that I intended to bring the question
up, and in place of treating me with the courtesy
I considered I deserved, lie, no doubt under previous
arrangement, caught the Speaker's eye, and voli-
teered his explanation. Afterwards a difficulty
arose between hini and me with regard to that
matter. The hon. gentleman took advantage of
the circumstances in which lie was placed to draw
out of the treasury a suni of money to which he
was not entitled. He may possibly, by a strict in-
terpretation of the law, he entitled to it, but
according to the spirit of the Act lie is not entitled
to draw mileage from the city of London to Ottawa ;
and lie will probably be known in Canada in the
future as the gallant general-not 6f the six hun-
dred men-but of the $600 which lie charged for
travelling expenses. It now devolves upon the
Government, under the existing condition of things,
to remove all doubt by introducing an amendment
to the law, which will prevent the repetition of a
gross fraud practised on the revenue of the country.

General LAURIE. I must decline to be drawn
into a controversy which will lead to personalities
The hon. gentleman nay if lie chooses apply sou-
briquets and nicknames to me, and I could, if I
chose, retort in a similar manner, but that would
be neither parliamentary nor is it necessary. I
have given a statement to this House of the way
in which I placed the matter before the proper
authorities, who, I understood, had the decision
as to what I was entitled to draw. I was told,
when I first came here, that I must draw mileage
from where I reside and not from my constituency.
This year I resided in England, and I had to sign
a declaration to that effect, which I submitted to
the proper authorities for theni to decide what,
under the circumstances, I should draw. I was
told what I was to draw and drew it. I could not
do anything else. I certainly could not sign a
false statement. As to the statement of the hon.
member for Wellington, that I took an unfair
advantage of hii, I stated to the bouse that I
intended to bring the matter up as soon as I saw
the reference in the newspaper, but I was unable
to obtain the newspaper the first day, and on the
second day, when I obtained it, I brought the
matter before the House. I should be glad to see
under the circumstances, some other provision of
the law made, which would enable a member resid-
ing out of Canada to draw mileage fron his constitu-
ency, which I think would be fair, but whilst the
law stands as it is, I am bound to comply with its
provisions.

Mr. SOMERVIELLE. ImovethattheComnittee MMr. AMYOT. It is my duty to state a matterrise. 12of fact, which very probably the hon. and gallant
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member for Shelburne does not wish me to
declare, but which I feel bound, under the circum-
stances, to make known. Whilst in Europe last
summer, I was twice invited by the hon. member
for Shelburne to dine with him at his home
in London, and on my return to Canada I
received, in October or November, a letter from
him telling me he thought it would probably be
impossible for him to attend the Session, and that
he would certainly not come if he could find a pair.

Mr. McMULLEN. There was no difficulty in
the case of the hon. gentleman, who no doubt
intends to make his home in Canada, and is now but
tenporarily in London. He could have easily
drawn his mileage from Oakville without making a
declaration. If he had not broached the question
of a declaration, there was no necessity for it what-
ever, and the clerk would have paid bim his usual
allowance. But it appears he was anxious to get
his mileage all the way from London ; and in order
to press upon the clerk his claim, he proposed to
be paid from London. If the proposition had not
been made by himself, he never wouild have been
entitled to the money.

General LAUR1E. The facts are not as
stated by the hon. iember for Wellington. He
was not present when the conversation between
myself and the accountant took place, and I really
(o not know how he can make the statemeat he
does.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is due to the Commit-
tee that the First Minister, or the Minister of
Justice, should give an interpretation of the law
and state whether it is right and proper that an
bon. member should draw mileage from London to
Ottawa if he resides in London.

Mr. McMULLEN. This is an important matter,
as there is no knowing how many members of the
House may be called to visit some dying parent in
some distant part of the world or to pay visits to
distant relatives, and, under the interpretation of
the law in the hon. gentleman's case, be entitled
to mileage fron those foreign parts. If that is the
law, it ought to be changed, and the Government
are assuming a serious responsibility if they are
going to retain the law in its present shape, which
permits frauds of the kind to b perpetrated.

General LAURIE. I must call the hon. gentle-
inan to order. He has no right to apply the word
"fraud."

The CHAIRMAN. I must request the hon.
gentleman to withdraw the expression.

Mr. McMULLEN. I withdraw the expression
simply because it is not parliamentary, otherwise
I would not withdraw it.

The CHAIRMAN. If the hon. gentleman will
look into the procedure, he will find that no hypo-
thetical withdrawal of an unparliamentary expres-
sion is a withdrawal, and I must ask him in justice
to make a proper withdrawal.

Mr. McMULLEN. I withdraw the word, and the
House understands and the country will under-
stand; but I say the Government ought to inform
the House of the course they intend to pursue on
this point. Should any hon. member be called to
the Cape of Good Hope during the coming summer,
and have to remain in attendance on an aunt or
uncle or some particular relation, who is in

Mr. AmYOT.

such a condition of health there that they require
to be waited upon, he will be entitled to claim
mileage from that country. The Government
should introduce an amendment so as to prevent a
repetition of that kind of thing. Is it the inten-
tion of the Government to make a change in the
law ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon.
gentleman will put the question at the proper
time, no doubt he will get an answer, but all this
discussion is irregular.

Mr. McMULLEN. Then I will take another
occasion to put the question. We know that the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) was unfairly
kept out of his seat, and there is no provision made
for him during the time that he was unfairly kept
out of this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have already
said that that will be taken into consideration.

Mr. McMULLEN. I desire further to call
attention to the fact that another hon. gentleman
was unseated and drew two sessional allowances
in one Session, and, I have no doubt, two mileages
also. I refer to the hon. member for West North-
umberland. I think the law should be changed in
that regard.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think there must be some
inistake in that, or the hon. member must have
drawn my indemnity. In 1883 I was kept away
from the Session in consequence of illness. I was
here for four days, and I was paid $32.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I congratulate the Secre-
tary o State on the fact that he was not so
guilty as the hon. member for Shelburne (General
Laurie). I should not say guilty, because if it is
within the law, I suppose the hon. gentleman had a
right to take the money. The Secretary of State I
believe was in France at that time.

Mr. CHAPLEAU, I was in California.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. At all events, he did not

display the same desire to draw his mileage as the
member for Shelburne. He might have drawn his
mileage on the same ground, all the way from
Paris. He missed an opportunity there, which
I do not think he is in the habit of missing.

Mr. MULOCK. If the Minister is going to deal
with the question of the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen), I think he should
also deal with the question whether a member is
compelled to draw his mileage.

Extra French translators between 1st
July, 1889, and 15th January, 1890.. $1,557

Mr. LAURIER. Who are the translators ?
Mr. SPEAKER. I could not give all the names.

This is for translation when the ordinary trans-
lators had not the time to do the work. I think
Mr. McMahon was one. We had a similar item
last year, and I then suggested that perhaps we
had better have another translator added to the
regular staff, but it was thought that perhaps the
regular translators could do the work. I suppose
the question will come up again as to whether it
would not be better to add another permanent
officer to the staff. The work has so much in-
creased that it is necessary to have an additional
officer.

Mr. MULOCK. I think this item should stand
over until the hon. member for North Simce
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(Mr. McCarthy) and the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) are here. I would ask the
secretary of State if he has settled the casus belli
which arose in regard to the late French transla-
tors w-ho left office shortly after the last general
election in consequence of some discussion with the
imtemiber for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) and
the Secretary of State. I think they claim for ser-
vices up to the time of their dismissal, and t¶iat
they were given to understand that their claim
w ould be paid or some fair settlement would be
imtade with them.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If it depends upon nie, I
would say that no indenity was due or should be
paidi to them, I never agreed to any such arrange-
mient, and I say that, if anything is paid, it is un-
justly paid.

Mr. MULOCK. Will the Secretary of State say
w hether, after their dismissal, there was not some
arrangement made that they should be paid? Was
not one of the Tremblays given to understand that
they would be paid?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Not by me.
Sir JOHN A. MA CDONALD. I know sonething

about this. The hon. member for Montmagny
(Mr. Choquette) spoke to me about that claim, and,
when I spoke somewhat in the same sense as my
hion. friend the Secretary of State has spoken, my
hon. friend fron Montmagny said there was a mis-
understanding, because these translators came to
Ottawa before they were notified that their services
would not be required, and went to the expense of
coming here before they received that notification.
As I understand they applied for remuneration,
andi I told my hon. friend opposite that I would
speak to the Speaker and have the matter brought
up before the Committee of Internal Economy.
Fron sone cause or other that Committee bas not
met, but we are going to meet Tuesday, I think, and
it is arrangedwith the Speaker that we shall discuss
the matter and see whether there is a claim under
the circuistances mentioned by my hon. friend.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. It was understood that a
certain indemnity would be paid. I may add that
the Secretary of State told me, though he did not
promise anything himself, that if sonething had
been promised he had no objection that the promise
should be fulfilled. I did not bring the matter
1before the House because I understood that an
iutdenumity of $175 would be paid to each of the
translators. Now, however, a misunderstanding
seePms to have occurred on the part of some mem-
bers of the Government, and during the recess I
was informed that the fn-atter could not be settled.
I spoke to the Speaker about it and he said that on
account of some misunderstanding the matter could
not be settled as it had been promised last year.
Under the circumstances I shall accept the promise
of the Prime Minister that the question will be
considered on Tuesday next. I may say that it
w-as disagreeable for me to bring this matter before
the House, and I would not have done so could I
bave received an assurance from the Secretary ofState, or from any member of the Government, that
the Îndemnity would be paid.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot go I
quite so far as the hon, gentleman says, and
acknowledge that there was a promise. What I
told the hon. gentleman was this: That if it.

should turn out on examination that the parties
came here without any notice that their services
would not be required, and that they were here
for some time before they got notice of dismissal,
I thought is was a fair case for consideration, and
that I would bring it before the Committee of
Internal Economy.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. As we say in French : Il ne
faut pas confondre autour et alentour ; there must
be no misunderstanding between the hon. member
for Montmagny (Mr. Choquette) and iyself. When
he spoke to me I told him that I could give no
consent, I was opposed to it ; but that if an agree-
ment had been entered into between the Prime
Minister or the Speaker, and the bon. gentleman,
I had nothing to do with it. But I must say that
I think there was no claim. I know those gentle-
men came here without any reason, as they had
understood previously from the newspapers that
they were not to be employed, and when they came
here they were told that they should not have
come. Therefore I think they were not entitled to
any idemnity whatever.

Mr. LAURIER. I hope this matter will at last
be settled. I do not want to open up old sores,
but I must take issue with the Secretary of State.
These men came here while they were permanent
members of the staff of this House ; they came just
as the translators conte now at the opening of every
session. I must say, without desiring to open up
the old question, that in my judgmnent, if they
deserved dismissal upon that occasion, there are
members of that staff at present who also deserve
dismissal, because tbey are doing the very same
thing for which those men were dismaissed, that is
to say, engaging actively in politics. 1 (o not
complain of that at all.

Mr. BOWELL. On your side also.
Mr. LAURIER. No; not one on our side at

this moment.
Mr. CHOQUETTE. What the Secretary of

State says is perfectly correct. He said they
were not entitled to any indemnity but that if an
agreement had been made that they should receive
an indemnity, that agreement must be carried out.
Last session I put a motion on the Order paper about
this natter. I saw the Prime Minister himself anti
he told me that he would try and arrange it with
the Speaker, and he told me that if I came to a
settlement with the Speaker he would stand by it.
I told him that I did see the Speaker and that
it was perfectly understood between the Speaker
and myself that these men were to receive an
indemnity of $175 each. I think the Speaker said
that to the hon. member for Quebec East (Mr.
Laurier). I expected the money would be paid
during the recess, but owing to some misunder-
standing it bas not been paid, and that is the reason
why I bring up the question ntow. I sent a notice
to the Prime Minister saying that they were dis-
missed only after they arrived here to enter upon
their duties.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes ; Igot that
note.

Mr. MULOCK. It would, perhaps, simplify
the matter if we had the statenent of the Speaker
wfith regard to what has fallen from the lips of the
ion. member for Montmagny. The Secretary of
State seems to argue that these men should not
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have come here, on the ground that they received
an intimation t.hrough the public press that their
services would not be required. Surely he does
not seriously pretend that information through such
a channel as that is to be accepted by persons who
are employed by this House as a reason for assum-
ing that the House has come to a decision to dis-
pense with their services? I think I can discover
on the part of the First Minister, and, perhaps, of
the Secretary of State, a disposition now to over-
look the past, and to come to sone settlement with
these translators.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have no resentment against
these men. A complaint had been lodged with the
Speaker against these gentlemen during the Session
preceding the one when they were dismissed. I
say that 1mless they received a notice to come, they
were to understand that they were not to come.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. These gentlemen were
engaged by the Hansard Committee. I know they
were present in the early part of the Session for a
very considerable time.

Express service between House of
Commons and Government print-
ing office.. ....... ........... $600

Mr. MULOCK. Has this express service been
established since the Printing Bureau was inaugu-
rated ?

Mr. SPEAKER. It was found necessary by
the Clerk of the House that we should either in-
crease the number of messengers or establish a ser-
vice of this kind, and it was doubtful whether a
messenger service would have been sufficiently
prompt for the w-ork. These expresses are on the
way all the time between the House and the Print-
ing Bureau.

Mr. MULOCK. Then, this extra expense is in
consequence of the Printing Bureau being placed so
far from the House.

Newspapers, additional amount........ $250
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Are these papers for

which $250 is asked required for the reading
room ?

Mr. SPEAKER. For all the different rooms.
Additional newspapers have been asked in connec-
tion with the reading room. The amount was cut
down last year, and this sum is found to be neces-
sary.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. What is the rule with
respect to the newspapers sent to the reading
room ? Is it supposed that every newspaper in
the Dominion is at liberty to send a copy to the
Senate and Commons reading rooms ?

Mr. SPEAKER. Yes; we take every newspaper
in Canada.

To provide a gratuity to the family of
the late Jr. Wilson, Law Clerk of
the House of Commons..............$1,000

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I do not object to
this item. I think, however, soine principle should
be laid down on which gratuities and compensa-
tion should be given. During two Sessions I
brought forward the case of a post office railway
clerk, who was burnt in the discharge of his
duties, and I have been unable to secure more
than the usual two months' gratuity.

Mr. MULOCK.

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman will
give me the name I will call the attention of the
Postmaster General to the case ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). John Campbell
was burnt on the Maine Central, in 1889, I think.
He had been in the employ of the post office for 14
or 15 years, and was a faithful officer.

MILITIA.-The estate of the late Major
R. S. King, Welland Field Battery:
-Rent of building to store guns,
&e., of the Battery, from 1862 to
1883, 22 years, at $100 per annum... $2,200 00

Transport of ammunition, stores and
arms of the Battery (O. C., 6th Jan-
uary, 1890)........................... 102 53

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This expenditure
occurred before Confederation, and we from the
Maritime Provinces protest it. What is the mean-
ing of the item?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The meaning of this
amount which appears in the Estimates is simply
this: Major King was in command of the Welland
Field Battery. The Department had no drill shed
and no accommodation for the storage and protec-
tion of the guns. Major King erected a building,
which he placed at the disposal of the Government,
in which he stored the Government ammunition.
The claim was submitted to me when I first took
charge of the Department, and I had the case in-
vestigated several times. It was placed in the
hands of the deputy adjutant-general of the dis-
trict. Reports were made to me, and I satisfied
myself, after fighting the claim a very long time,
that Major King had really incurred this expense
for the building, and that it was an expense in-
curred for the protection of property belonging to
the State-the guns which were entrusted to the
battery of which he was in command.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). When was the claim
put in ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It was in the Depart-
ment before I came into it.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Where was the
building erected ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. At Welland.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Is the building there
yet ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes ; if it had niot
been for this building the Government would have
been under the necessity of erecting a building
themselves, and it would certainly have cost mnuch
more than the amount of money now to be voted.

Mr. MULOCK. How has the property been
dealt with since 1883 ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We have made other
provisions for the protection of the guns.

Mr. MULOCK. What provisions ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Now, there is a shed

for the protection of the guns. I cannot tell ex-
actly the date when it was built. Judging fromn
the item which appears in the Estimates, I sup-
pose in 1883, because the claim was made up tO
that date, and no claim was made subsequent to it.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I have no recollection
of any such claim being before the Department
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when I was head of it. It looks very much like a
truniped-up claim.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There is no trumping
) abouit it.
MI. JONES (Halifax). Part of the claim be-

longs to the old Parliament of Canada, and the
rest may be right or not. The Minister should be
able to tell us when the claim was first put in, and
when the drill shed was built by the Government
to replace the one belonging to Major King. I am
certain this claim was not in the Department in
my time. It appears to have been an after-
thought, and I should like to look into it.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The claim was in the
)epartment before I came in as Minister.
Mr. DENISON. I heard of it years ago, and I

vas surprised it had not been paid.
Mr. LAURIER. When a claim of this nature

is made, all the papers connected with it should be
submitted to the House.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Part of this claim
belongs to the Government of old Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am inclined
to dispute the contention of the hon, gentleman
for St. John (Mr. Weldon). We must remember
thjat all the buildings belonging to the old Parlia-
ment of Canada for the militia of Canada were
handed over to the Dominion, and all the guns
belonging to old Canada were also handed over to
the Dominion. In this case instead of there being
a building to hand over, this building was furnished
by Major King, and he ought to be paid for it, it
seens to me. This is one of the burdens which
goes along with the assets that have been handed
over.

Intercolonial Ry., St. Charles Branch...$300,000
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This should be

$200,000 instead of $300,000.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will that be the last of

it for the St. Charles branch?
Mr. LAURIER. He cannot tell.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot tell.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Could the hon. gentle-

man state how much has been spent on the St.
Charles branch?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The cost of the
St. Charles branch, up to Ist March, 1890, was
$1,628,392.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Are there some claims
still standing?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There will be a
possible requirement of some $200,000 more.

Dartmouth Branch........ ...... $6,000
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. For this $4,000

has already been granted in the main Estirnates,
and this is the balance.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Is there not some
claim on the part of the town of Dartmouth for
money paid on this branch ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a claim
against Dartmouth. A demand has been made
againstwhich there have been strong representa-
tions, but the Government have not surrendered
their claim.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think the town of
Dartmouth claims that the railway was not con-
structed according to the proposal which it made
when it undertook the guarantee, and that it is not

Mr. MULOCK. The member for Welland (Mr. liable to pay this ainount.
Ferguson), I suppose, is interested in the pressing Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think
of this claim, but the member for Welland, on a there is that claim. The argument of the town is
former occasion, presented the claims of the that the road has been of much more advantage tc
veterans who fought for some of the Provinces the manufacturers and private business people whc
which now form the Confederation, and I think I use it than to the town as a general accommodation
heard the First Minister reply to the applicatiou to its population.
that, although these veterans had done a great Mr. JONES (Halifax). I hope under the cir-
deal for the preservation of British institutions in cumstances the Government do not propose to
America, yet their claims were against the Pro- exac t small m nt f o D ot he n
vinces and not against Confederation as a whole. exact that smal amount from Dartmouth, when

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a differ- they are spending millions of money for railways
ent question altogether. It is a matter of simple all over the country. This is really a branch
honesty to pay this. of the Intercolonial Railway, and I think it

would be unfair for the Government even, if
Mr. MULOCK. I presume we have a right to they had a right, to insist on payment for this

consider it. There is no uniformity in the decision road, which I think they did at one time volunteer
the First Minister arrives at in these matters. But to construct.
lie has said that some reports were against the Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL. That was the

ise and some in favor of it, and as he has pro- only condition on which they agreed to build it,
that he shou rg h apdors thos s that this money should be paid. It was a solemn
as well as those against it. agreement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The item stands. Mr. JONES (Halifax), Times have changed
Canadian Pacific Railway-Construction.. $20,O0 since.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When will the award Increased accommodation at Moncton. $20,O0
he made ? Mr. CHOQUETTE. I am informed that a bonus

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot tell ; of $10 per month is paid to the conductors on the
I do not know. ' express trains from Moncton to Halifax, while last

Mr I year, or the year before, the salaries of the conduc-
t r MsILLS (Bothwell). I suppose we will have tors from Quebec to Campbellton were reduced.

to pass another vote then ? They are now paid not by the month, but by the trip.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very likely. The conductors complained of that, and I am told

When I say very likely, I do not know. sent petitions to the Department ; and the answer
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was that the bonus was granted while Sir Charles
Tupper was Minister of Railways, and that it was
only for conductors from Campbellton to Halifax.
I do not think that is fair, because the conductors
from Quebec to Campbellton have much more to
do ; they have to travel during the night and
with a great deal of snow, while the conductors
from Campbellton to Halifax travel during the
day, and have very little snow. I do not see
why there should be this discrimination. I
was told this by some of the conductors, and I
asked them to send me letters, and they refused,
saying that if they put their names to letters they
would be dismissed. I enquired as to the matter
from the superintendent at Quebec, Mr. McDonald,
and he told me that he would call the attention of
the Minister to the fact.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The question is
twofold-first, whether the men from Quebec to
Campbellton get too little, or the men from Camp-
bellton to Halifax get too much ; and it may be
that the proper way to equalise them would be to
lower the wages of the latter. But the case as I
understand it is this, that the wages of four or
five conductors who had been employed on the
road from 1872 were raised for long service, and it
was understood that as they disappeared their
successors would not get the advance.

Mr. CROQUETTE. I know one man who was
a conductor for twenty years, and he is not on the
same footing as those fron Campbellton to Halifax.
When the salaries were reduced all the conductors
complained, but the Nova Scotia men were given a
bonus of $10 a month to shut their mouths, or to
please them, perhaps, before election time, and
those from Quebec to Campbellton got nothing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are elec-
tions in Quebec also. I can only tell the hon.
gentleman that there are an infinitude of applica-
tions for increases of salary, and wherever there
is one application for an increase, there are always
two complaints of being left out. If I live, and
we get through this Session comfortably, I have
promised several of these people to look into the
whole question of the service, and I intend to carry
that out. 1 think the service is too expensive. I
think the staff is pretty large, and it could be sim-
plified very much, and I am going to try to effect
that simplification. If I do not know much about
railways, I know something of salaries, and how
they should be divided.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend has put a ques-
tion, and I do not think it is answered. His
question is whether it is a fact that some of these
conductors receive in addition to their salaries a
bonus of $10 per month?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are four
or five old officers who get $10 a month more than
the others.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. Why do not the con-
ductors from Quebec get the same? They are
older than the others.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will look into
the matter and see.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. A lot of complaints have
been made, and I made the complaint myself that
there is not a single man in the office at Moncton
who can understand French, although the railway
passes through a great mauy French districts.

Mr. CHOQUETTE.

People who have claims to make are obliged to
make them in English, and when we receive the
answers and wish to send them to the claimants,
we have to translate those answers into French.
There should be an employee there who could use
both languages. I am in favor of the dual lan-
guage. The year before last I sent a petition,
signed by people fron Cap St. Ignace, about
ditches and culverts along the side of the line.
That petition I drew up as well as I possibly could
and sent it to Moncton, and never heard a word
about it after. That was in October. During the
session I asked Mr. Schreiber about it, and lie
telegraphed to Moncton, and the reply he received
was that they could not read it, and the petitioners
never got an answer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman that at Moncton, where
there is a French population not far off, there
ought to be a person who could read letters and
answer them in French. The hon. gentleman
knows that I am not in favor of the abolition of
the French language. It is really an error if
there is no person there who can understand both
languages.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I have a man in my county
who will take the place at once.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend
has more than once expressed want of confidence
in me, and I must, therefore, have want of confi-
dence in him.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I am quite willing to give
the right hon. gentleman a mark of my confidence
by sending one of my supporters to his office.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Moncton is not with-
out officers who read, write and speak French
perfectly.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. Why do they not send an
answer to petitions.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not suppose any
such answer was ever sent.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I sent the petition in Octo-
ber, and during the Session, in February, I cause
here and found the petition was never read and nsot
sent back to the Department.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON, It was not for that
reason.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. They ought to give a
reason.

Mr. AMYOT. I would like to draw the atten-
tion of the Minister of Railways to the fact that at
St. Charles, in Bellechasse, there is a very long high
fence on both sides of the Intercolonial and the pub-
lic highway crosses the same square. It is a most
dangerous spot. Last summer there was a mas
killed, and there were veryoftenpeoplekilledthere.
For many years the people have been sending peti-
tions to have that changed, and they offer the
necessary land to put the highway elsewhere in a
better position, but for one reason or the other
nothing has been done. There are accidents cons-
stantly happening there because the fence is covered
like a shed, and you cannot hear the whistling of
the engine, and very often the engine does not
whistle at all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, If the hon.
gentleman will send me a note, I will make immni-
diate enquiries.
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Construction of the Oxford and New
Glasgow RailwaY................ $22,000

Mr. JONES (Halifax.) How much of this is for
construction and how much for equipment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The appropria-
tion already carried is $300,O0; the appropriation
n1ow asked for is $220,000. There is an expenditure
from the 30th June, 1889, to the lst March, 1890,
for the purchase of 8 first class cars, 8 2nd class
cars, 68 box cars, 140 platform cars, 6 conductors
cars, and 6 snow ploughs, making a total cost of
8-223,899.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How much has been
spent on that branch up to the present time ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There was
expended up to the 3»th June, 1889, $1,289,254 ;
from the 30th June to the lst March, 1890,

126,l01; to be voted in the Supplementary Esti-
mates for 1888-89, $223,899 ; Estimates for the con-
ing year, $30,000-making a total of $1,831,254.

Mr. MULOCK. Is that the whole expenditure
on capital secount ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. Then the capital account is

closed both for construction and equipment ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. So I understand.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). Does that include

the award made the other day by the Court of
Exchequer?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; it does not.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will a vote be brought

down for that purpose?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The reason why

it is not brought down is that it is under consider-
ation whether there will not be an appeal against it.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am afraid the Govern-
ment have got into the position which we appre-
lended when they enabled the company to bring a
suit against the Government. At that time, it was
ponîted out o this side of the House that such a
prov'ision would probably lead to this result. It
woul(l appear now that the consequence of that
alteration in the Act is that the country is to be
saddled with an additional expenditure of $110,000.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There was nothing in
the Act prejudicial to the Government. The only
alteration was that if a judgment were given
against the Government, we should be allowed to
retain $150,000 for the payment of the workmen.
The only change made was favorable to the Govern-
ment. What the hon. gentleman predicted was
that we would be liable to damages, but this judg-
Ileult is based on the value of the property takenby the Goverument.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think the hon. gentle-
man is mnistaken. When the Act was introduced,
We pointed out that the preamble admitted the
claim of the parties.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The judgment is given
on the value of the expropriation, as to the actual
Value of the work done and the property taken.The company claimed loss on prospective profits,and that is not taken into consideration at all.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Is not this Col.Snow's claim ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is the company'sclaim. CoL Snow is the engineer.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The recital in that Act
admitted the claim, and we predicted that the
effect would be that the court would be unable to
ignore the fact that there was a claim, and that
the only question would be how much of the claim
should be admitted. Sir Charles Tupper stated
that there was not a shadow of a shade of a claim
on the part of the company, but the preamble ad-
mitted that there was a claim, and I said at the
time that the Government would be estopped from
denying that there was a claim, and that, if it went
before a court, the only question would be the
amount of the claim.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There was never the
slightest question as to the company having a
claim ; on the contrary we paid $150,000 on account
of that claim.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That was for the work-
men.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes ; because we had
expropriated the work, and Sir Charles Tupper's
view was that that amount was the full amount we
should pay for the work done. The question sub-
mitted to the court was whether that was or was
not sufficient to pay for the property expropriated
and the work done, and the court found that the
amount should be $250,000, from which there is to
be deducted $150,000. There is no admission in
the Act that there was any claim.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The fact is that the
company could not have brought any claim but for
that Act. The company said there was a clain.
The Governmnent said the company had no claini,
but, in order to allow them to air the claim they
thought they had, this Act was passed. The ex-
planation given from the Governmnent side the other
day went to bear out my contention, that. but for
the introduction of the Bill by the Minister of
Finance the company could not have got a cent.
We predicted the result at that time which has
now comne about.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The lion. gentleman
is mistaken in his recollection. The $150,000 was
secured by a inortgage on the property. There was
a dispute about the validity of that niortgage. We
endeavored to foreclose the mortgage, and we did
forecolose it, and advertised the property for sale.
We were endeavoring to make a title under the
mortgage, and the object of the Act was to enable
us to expropriate instead of going through the
process of getting the title under the niortagage
which was then in litigation.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There is a great distinc-
tion between the payment of the amount which
we make to the workmen, and the payment of the
claim which was preferred by Col. Snow, or the
county he represented. The one was a claim which
Parliament voluntarily acknowledged under which
the Crown was under no liability to pay.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Before we foreclosed
under the mortgage the property must have been
put up for sale, and we would have had to buy it
in and possibly to compete with somebody else, in
which case we would have had to pay the difference
between the $150,000 already paid, and the pur-
chase money. By taking the short cut, which
ended all litigation, of expropriating the property,
we had to go through the process of ascertaining
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what the value of the property was over and above
the $150,000.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) In expropriating that
property you made a declaration on the face of
that act which was an acknowledgment of the
claim they made, and which reduced the matter
to one of assessment of damages.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Yes; acknowledging your

liability.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will show the hon.

gentleman the judgment, and there is not from top
to bottom of it the slightest allusion to any such
ground.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman may
be perfectly right, but there need have been none.
The Government was estopped ; there might have
been no question raised. I remember reading the
Act and submitted to the then Finance Minister
that he was estopping this Government and he paid
no attention to it, and said there was not the shade
of a shadow of a claim, and he was willing to refer
it.

Mr. MULOCK. I understand there is an ap-
plication before the Government to have additional
lines built alongside this line on account of its
being crooked, that it lengthens the distance be-
tween those points and has not served the purpose
for which it was intended. Originally when Par-
liament was asked to go into this scheme the in-
ducement was held out that it would be a short line
from point to point, and would be of great service,
but when it was in course of construction it was
diverted, going around from one town and village to
another, and that lengthened the distance. Now
there is a movement on foot to have a straight line;
I would ask the Frst Minister if he knows anything
about it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know
whether there is a movement or not. There has
been no application to the Government in that con-
nection.

Construction and equipment of Cape
Breton Railway....... ............ $150,O0

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How nuch of this is for
construction ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An appropriation
has already been granted of $700,000 and this sup-
plemnentary of $150,000 is principally for rolling
stock. The hon. gentleman would like to know
what the estimated total cost is. The expenditure
up to the 30th June was $1,849,223; the expendi-
ture to the lst of March was $535,765. The esti-
mates yet te come down will probably have $50,-
000 more. The total estimated expenditure is $2,-
584,993.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I have got the Act here
to which I referred just now. The Act recites, in
the first place, the amount of subsidy, and recites in
the second place the voting of a sum of $150,000, and
the granting of that sum by Parliament constituted
the first charge on the subsidy, and then comes the
preamble to which I referred just now, and which
committed the Government to the expenditure on
this matter, and which settled the question of li-
ability and reduced the question in dispute to one
of assessment of damages. The preamble reads as
follows:-

Sir JoHN THoMPSON.

" Whereas the company with whom an agreement was
entered into aforesaid, for the construction of the saidline of railway, having represented that they had ex-
pended a considerable sum of money in prosecuting thesaid work prior to failure in carrying out the agreementit is desirable that they should be reimbursed snch sum,if any, as they shall establish in court that they are en-
titled to for the present value of the work done on the said
line of railway by the said company."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If any.
Mr. DAVIES. I contended, as a matter of law,

that that preamble set-led the question of liability
entirely and reduced the question simply to one of
assessme.i of -lamages, and to what amount. You
would not contend in the face of that Act that the
company were not liable at all. The only question
the judge had to determine was what amount, if
any, they were to be paid. The question of our
liability to pay them was placed beyond doubt by
the statut, and the judge, therefore, did not refer
to it because he had no reason to do so. That
question was settled by a statute, and it was a
gross imposition upon the people of this country
that we should have had to pay that money, and
I contended so at the time. And at that time the
Finance Minister said it was all a farce, that there
was "not the shade of a shadow of a claim," to
use his own language, but it turned out there was.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can only say
the preamble does not contain the acknowledg-
nent of a claim of a single dollar against the Gov-
ernment, and so far, as the hon. gentleman sup-
poses, from precluding the Government from
disputing the liability, it was not so regarded by
the counsel of the company nor by the Government.
The liability rested on the fact that under that
Act we expropriated the works of the company,
and it became a simple question of value, and the
question of value was whether the $150,000 already
paid was enough.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) The Act does not say the
amount of liability; the Act says it is desirable they
should be reimbursed such suin, if any, as they shall
show they are entitled to, for the present value of
the work done. Therefore, the liability of the
Government was acknowledged, and the only ques-
tion for the court was to assess what the present
value of the work was.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The liability
was not admitted at all, and when we expropriated
the property, of course, we had to admit there was
a liability, not for any further sum of money, but
for the value of the works.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). They could not have
proceeded against the Government without that
Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It we took pos-
session of their works, but we could have taken
possession of their works without that Act, I
admit. We tried to foreclose under the mortgage,
and there was litigation. - Whether we would have
succeeded in that was a question.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The judgment. was in
favor of the Government at that time.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Only as to whether
an injunction should be granted to prevent the
sale. There the matter stood. In order to get
possession we expropriated under the Act.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The liability was
admitted ; there was something to be paid. I sec
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that during a debate attention was ealled to thii
very point.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is a inistake.
It was decided the other way.

Grand Narrows Bridge...............$115,000
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Is this the final amount'
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes ; it will

make up the full contract amount.
Mr. WELDON (St. John.) What is the whole

cost?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. $515,000.

Railways, Surveys and Inspections.... $15,000
NIr. CASEY. What is tue nature of this ex-

penditure ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The inspection

is merely on subsidised roads. Au engineer is
sent to inspect the road for the purpose of ascer-
taining whether the contract with the Govern-
ment for its building has-been carried out, in order
that the subsidy may be paid.

Mr. MULOCK. Will any part of this go to-
wards surveys on the Harvey and Salisbury line?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, No; that is a
special item.

'\r. MULOCK, We have paid for that; but
this vote is not limited to any particular line or
route. No portion, then, will be spent on the
Harvey and Salisbury line ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

To provide a special car for Bis Excel-
lency the Governor Generai...... $14,300

Mr. CASEY. There have been several Governors
General here since Confederation, and there never
lhas been any trouble in obtaining the use of offi-
eial cars on any of railways when His Excellency
desired to inake a trip. I do not see any necessity
for this expenditure, and I do not understand why
tie country should purchase a special car for His
Excellency the Governor General when he can
aiways obtain the use of a director's car.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man has forgotten what took place last Session.
The Governor General could not have the conti-
nuous use of a car when it might be required for
other purposes connected with the railway. Besides,
the car he did use was a very old and shabby one,
and a disgraceful one to carry the representative
of the Sovereign. It was, therefore, thought
necessary that a new car specially for his use
should be built,

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Where is the "Jamaica?"
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was burnt.

But His Excellency did not wish to be considered
Ls Using this car for nothin , and he very sensibly

said that if we would buil a decent car he was
willing to pay a reasonable anount of interest for'
it during the time he was here. He is the first
Governor General who has so offered. He will pay
the 3 per cent. on $14,000, and his successor
wilI pay the saie sum, ex necessitate, when he
arrives.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Will it be for the
Governor General exclusively, and will it be
stabled when lie is not using it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. I do not understand why

the Government cannot have the use of it as well.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. 1.) I noved at a very

early period of the Session for a return showing
the number of special cars owned by the Govern-
ment, their original cost and other details, but
this return has not been brought down, and I have
had a great many applications for it. I should
like to have these facts, because tbey are very
useful in election time, the saine as the Bridges' car
was used some years ago.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The information
had not yet been received from Moncton, but it
will be brought down shortly,

Mr. CASEY. Is there not an official car be-
longing to the Government used on the Intercolo-
nial Railway ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes; there
is a car to be used by the superintendent or by the
Minister if lie goes over the railway, but that is
wanted for the purposes of the railway. This other
car is fitted according to the plan of the Governor
General and to suit his taste, and it is as much his
own as the bon. gentleman's hat is his own.

Mr. CASEY. How many official cars belonging
to the Governnent are there in connection with
the Intencoloniai Railway ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is one
here and there is one at Moncton.

Mr. CASEY. Are these cars not fitted up in
such a mannner as to be suited for the use of the
Governor General ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are wanted
for other purposes. They are plain business-like
cars, and if the hon. gentleman goes down to the
station he can see for himself.

Mr. MULOCK. I have no objection to the Min.
ister of Railways having the use of a private car, but
when it comes to building a car for the Governor
General another question arises. The Minister
says that this particular transaction has taken the
forin of an ordinary investnent, and, therefore,
that there need be no discussion on the subject.
He says that the nature of the investinent is that
the Governor General is to pay 3 per cent. on the
capital invested. Who keeps that car in repair
and who insures it?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The interest
includes repairs as well.

Mr. MULOCK. I disapprove of that. I am
willing to have the country provide the working
portion of the executive with all facilities for
carrying on their business, but as to investing
capital for the purchase of a palace car for the
Governor General of this country I wholly dis-
approve of it. I consider it is a nsapplication of
publie money, and it is a transaction that cannot
be condemned in too strong language. You know
very well, Mr. Chairman, that the cost of main-
taining the Governor General and his institution
in Canada is making that institution unpopular
here.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not believe
that.

Mr. MULOCK. The First Minister may not be-
lieve it, but I am willing to say that I believe it,
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and whether the First Minister disapproves of it or
not, I may express my opinion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh ! yes.
Mr. MULOCK. It is my honest opinion. If

you desire to have any unpopularity attaching to
that office, you will not do anything to make the
people dissatisfied with the arrangement. I assure
the First Minister that this transaction lie is enter-
ing into to provide at the public expense a palace
car for the Governor General and his family, is a
transaction which will not receive the endorsation
of the people who have to pay the bill. The Gov-
ernor General is going to pay 3 per cent. on the
capital invested, but the country will have to keep
that car in repair. On that growing capital we
have only 3 per cent. interest, and that only during
the term of office of the present Governor. It
would be better if you took the $14,300 you pro-
pose to invest in this and throw it into the sea,
than to invest it in a matter which is going to be
an additional and growing expense. As soon as
this Governor General's term of office has expired,
you will have a new Governor coming along who
bas not been a party to the agreement and he will
know nothing about it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He will not get
the car.

Mr. MULOCK. It will be called the Governor
Gxeneral's car, and the new Governor General will
walk into it just the saine as lie will walk into
Rideau Hall. He will ask for improvements and
titivations, and the bill will be paid, probably out
of some general item, and we will know nothing
about it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have only got
to tell the hon. gentleman that lie has forgotten
altogether what happened last Session. This is
not a new matter. It was stated to the House
last year, and it was approved by the House, and
there was not one single objection made to it. On
the contrary there was very complimentary lan-
guage used about the offer of the Governor General
to take this step rather than to have the charge
made that the car was specially used and f urnished
without his paying any of the cost. That vas
fully agreed to last Session.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not care who agreed to it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I tell you the

House agreed to it.
Mr. MULOCK. I do not care whether the

House agreed to it or not. The House in my judg-
ment made a mistake in agreeing to it. I did not
hear the discussion last Session, but whatever deci-
sion was come to, I think it is an unjustifiable
expenditure of public money. If the Governor
General makes a trip through the country lie is
well paid for it. He gets a large income and in my
opinion the Act passed by this legislature to reduce
the salary of the Governor General from $50,O0 to
$25,000 a year, and which was vetoed by the
Imperial Government should not have been vetoed.

Mr. HESSON. Where is your loyalty going to
now ?

Mr. MULOCK. I am considering that we are
not justified in this expenditure at all.

Mr. HESSON. That is a fraud.
Mr. MULOCK. What does that gentleman

say ?
Mr. MULocK.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. He says you are a first
class fraud.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I trust the hon.
gentleman will withdraw that expression.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It was some one over the
other side of the House who said that.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. And you voted for the
loyalty resolution ?

Mr. HESSON. Yes; I did.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Then you must be a first

class
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. All right.
Mr. HESSON. I* have nothing to withdraw.

I said the lion. gentleman's loyalty resolution
coming from hinm was a fraud.

Mr. MULOCK. Never mind hin, Mr. Chair-
man, it does not matter much what the hon. gent.
leman says anyhow. I am more consistent in mv
loyalty than the lion. gentleman is. I want to have
the Governor General's office so conducted that
it will in no way lose the affections of the people,
and if transactions like this take place the publie
are likely to seek for a change. I think it is my
duty as a member of this House to say that this
investment will prove wholly illusory. It will not
realise the 3 per cent. interest, and as I said before,
we would be far better off if we threw this money
into the sea in the first instance.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) I was a pretty close
attendant of the proceedings of the House last
Session, but, like my hon. friend, I never heard of
the proposition made by the First Minister, which
lie says was introduced, and that the whole House
agreed that this car should be built at the expense
of the public.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Look at HanI-
sard and you will see it there.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E..) With respect to the hon.
member for North Perth I can only say that if lie
sanctions extravagant expenditure his loyalty is
but little loyalty.

Mr. CASE Y. I should rather say, in regard to
the interruption of the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson), that according to him loyalty
would appear to be a question of dollars and cents.,
because lie appears to think it disloyal to speak of
a reduction in the Governor General's salary. I do
not think our loyalty depends on the amount of
salary we pay to the Governor General. In regard
to the car, the hon. Premier says the " Jamaica
was a car lie used to borrow from the Canadial
Pacific Railway whenever lie wanted it. Is it nOt
probable that this Governor General's car will be
equally convenient for the head of the Governmeit
to borrow at any time.

Mr. DENISON. Why should lie not?

Mr. CASEY. Because the Governor General is
going to pay interest on the cost of it. Will it
be strictly for his own use, and not to be lent to
any member of the Government ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The car be-
longs to the Governor General, and is strictly tO
be used by himself.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. But he is to be at liberty
to lend it whenever he pleases ?
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sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, Certainly.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman

says the Governor General is to pay 3 per cent. on
th'e cost, and 3 per cent. on repairs. But when
the car is repaired again, is the next Governor to

pay-interest on the repairs that will then be made,
until the capital value of the car runs up to $30,000
or .s40,00 ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We shall have
to make an arrangement with the new Governor
Gýeneral.

Mlr. MILLS (Bothwell). Precisely so. I think
it is illusory to suppose that there is to be in-
terest on the repairs.

31r. DAVIES (P.E.I.) My hon. friend forgets
that if the cost of the car is increased, our loyalty,
on the theory of the hon. member for North Perth
vill be increased also.

31r. SOMERVILLE. I think the enquiry of
the hon. menber for Bothwell is not pertinent,
because it must be evident to everyone who takes
notice of public affairs that the life of this Govern-
ient is going to be cut short before long, and
another Government will have the arrangement of
affairs with the new Governor General.

M1r. CASEY. I think the fact is, as we have
supposed all along, that the car " Jamaica " hav-
ing been burned, this is an arrangement to have a
new car constructed which will practically be at
the disposal of the nembers of the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have told the
lion. gentleman more than once that it is not to be
at the disposal of the Government.

Mr. CASEY. I think I have the floor that this
is practically to be a new car which will be at the
lisposal of the hon. gentleman and every other

tmember of the Government whenever the Governor
G(eneral chooses to lend it. In fact, it will be a
cr for the use of the Governor General and Coun-
cil rather than for the personal use of the Gov-
ernor (eneral, and will therefore adnirably re-
place the burned " Jamaica, " although the interest
on the repairs will be paid by the Governor Gen-
eral.

Mr. MULOCK. Who has the contract for build-
ing this car?

sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think Mr.
Crossen, of Cobourg.

Resolutions reported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 2 a.m.
(Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MONDAY, 28th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.
Bill (No. 141) to facilitate the purchase by the

I>ontiac Pacifie Junction Railway Company from
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company of the

branch line of railway between Hull and Aylmer.
-(Mr. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 123) respecting the Ontario Pacific
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 119) for the relief of Hugh Forbes
Keefer.-(Mr. Weldon, Albert.) (On a division.)

Bill (No. 120) for the relief of Christiana Filman
Glover.-(Mr. McKay.) (On a division.)

WHARVES IN MONTMAGNY COUNTY.
Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, Whether it is the in-

tention of the Government to make the public pay
for the use of the wharves in the parish of Berthier
and on Crane Island, in the County of Montmagny ?
If so, who are the persons employed to collect the
tolls ; and upon whose recommendation were they
appointed?

Mr. COLBY. In regard to the wharves at
Berthier and Crane Island, in the County of Mont-
magny, rules and regulations for the use and man-
agement of wharves, piers and breakwaters now
the property of Canada, together with a tariff of
tolls and dues, were approved by Order in Council
of the 12th of June, 1889. By Order in Council of
the 17th of February last, Mr. Joseph Painchaud
was appointed wharfinger at Crane Island, and by
Order in Council of the 24th ultimo, Mr. Charles
Bouffard was appointed wharfinger of the Govern-
ment pier at Berthier. The appointment of these
gentlemen was made upon the recommendation of
the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries.

INSPECTION OF THE MILITARY COLLEGE.
Mr. DENISON asked, Is the rie in force,

and acted upon, contained in clause 45 of Regula-
tions for Military College, stating as follows
"An independent inspection by a Board of Visi-
tors, appointed by the Governor in Council, and
reporting to the Minister of Militia, will be made
once a year; such Board will not be a permanent
body, but will consist of five members, of whom
three shall be members of the Militia Staff, not
less than two to retire annually;" and if so, when
will next inspection take place?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In answer to my
hon. friend, I beg to state that the last inspection
that was made of the college was on the 18th
October, 1881. It has not been deemed necessary
since to continue the inspection. Everything
connected with the college passes through the
hands of the President of the Board, who is also
the Adjutant General of the forces. The General
officer commanding also makes periodical and
minute examinations of the Royal Military College.

ELIE TASSÉ ANI) L. D. DUVERNAY.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, Whether Elie Tasse,
1st class clerk, on the staff of the House of Com-
mons, is absent from duty ? If so, does he draw
pay, and for what length of time has he been
absent? Whether L. D. Duvernay, 3rd class clerk,
on the staff of the House of Commons, is absent from
duty ? If so, does he draw pay, and for what
length of time has he been absent?

Mr. SPEAKER. I beg to say to the hon.
gentleman that the two gentlemen referred to in
his question have reported to me during the Session,
and they have been given leave of absence since on
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account of the state of their health. They are still
under pay.

THE OUTRAGE ON THE BALTIC.

Mr. McNEILL. I desire to ask my bon, friend
the acting Minister of Marine, whether a report has
been presented with reference to the outrage upon
the boy Hambley, and whether we shall have an
opportunity of discussing it during this Session? I
do not, of course, wish to discuss it at this moment,
but the matter is one of the utmost gravity. There
is no doubt that a very horrible outrage was com-
mitted which resulted in the death of this boy, and
there is no doubt also that Captain Robertson,
who was in command of the vessel, after the boy
had leaped overboard in his desperation, did not do
anything to rescue him. There seems to be no
doubt at all that while the vessel was stopped, she
was not stopped by the order of Captain Robertson,
and that, on the contrary, he, after the vessel had
lain there for a short time, steamed away, and the
boy was left there to drown in Colpoy's Bay. It
was a beautiful summer's night, and nothing pre-
vented any one from rowing along the wake of the
vessel-a child could have doue it. But no boat
was lowered, no effort was made, and the boy
was left to drown. I do think that we ought to
have some information with regard to this matter,
and if a report is made, that we should have an
opportunity of discussing it.

Mr. COLBY. This very sad case has been in-
vestigated by Lieut. Gordon,. R.N. ; full testi-
mony has been taken, and his report suspends the
certificate of Captain Robertson, as he finds that
the captain was not altogether free froin blame in
the matter. The evidence has just reached the
Department, but it has not been examined by the
Minister, who is now absent. If the hon. gentle-
man wants any further information, of course the
whole evidence can be laid before the House.

Mr. LAURIER. I am quite sure the hon. gen-
tleman cannot be aware that it is the wish of every
member of this House to have the report of that
investigation laid upon the Table as early as pos-
sible. As we are nearing the close of the Session,
the evidence should be placed at once on the Table
of the House, so that we may have an opportunity
of discussing it.

Mr. DAWSON. I think it is highly desirable,
seeing that the matter is under investigation by
the Government, and. there are different opinions
with regard to Captain Robertson's conduct, that
no decided opinion should be passed upon it until
the report of that investigation has been laid be.
fore the House. I believe Captain Robertson is
not so culpable as some people suppose, that the
matter bas been greatly exaggerated, and I think
the better way is to defer expressing any decided
opinion .upon it until we have the result of the
investigation.

Mr. BLAKE. I see by the press that the report
bas been sent in, and that the decision of the
tribunal was to suspend the certificate for twelve
months. If that fact reached the public by the
press in due order, it is simply fitting that the
House should be possessed at the earliest moment
of the materi-ils upon which that result has been
reached.

Mr. SPEAKER.

Mr. COLBY. I suppose that the reason why
that result reached the public is, that the judg-
ment was rendered in open court, and was made
known to the public at the time it was given. The
testimony bas just reached the Department, but it
has not received the attention of the Minister oin
account of his absence, and I believe that, under
the statute, this judgment of the court is subject to
the revision of the Minister.

THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.

Order for the House in Committee on Bill (No.
116) respecting the Department of the Geological
Survey.

Mr. LANDERKIN. On three occasions I have
brought the case of the Bal/ic before the House,
and I have given members who desired to discuss
the matter an opportunity of discussing it then.
I did not wish to go further in the matter after
the Government informed me that they hal
appointed a commission to investigate the case,
and to determine what should be done with refer-
ence to the conduct of the captain.

Mr. SPEAKER. This question is disposed of,
and we have passed to the Orders of the Day.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It may be disposed of so
far as others are concerned, but not so far as I an
concerned.

Mr. SPEAKER. But the Order of the Day has
been called.

Mr. BLAKE. My lion. friend did not hear it,
but certainly the Order of the Day was called
before be rose. My bon. friend will have ai
opportunity of speaking on going into Supply.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I will probably take ait
opportunity then.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 116) respecting the Departnent of the Geo-
logical Survey.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. DAWSON. Before the Bill is f urther pro-

ceeded with, I desire to remark, that I understand
a nuniber of members who take an interest in the
Department of the Geological Survey are absent
to-day. The hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr.
Hall) and the hon. member for Welland (Mr.
Ferguson) are among those members, and as they
have been studying the matter, it is advisable that
the Bill be postponed until they are present.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I saw the bon. member for
Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) within the last ten minutes,
and he told me he was satisfied with the Bill anti
he had nothing to say with respect to it except
words of commendation. With respect to the hon-
member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson), I had also a
conversation with him, and he, also, is perfectly
satisfied with the Bill. Those are the two hou.
gentlemen who have taken greatest interest in the
matter.

On clause 4,
Mr. DAWSON. I gave notice some time ago

of an amendment to this clause, and I may offer
some explanation in regard to it. Clause 3 of the
Bill gives the Government full power to make ap-
pointments and arrange the Department as it

seems fit. The next clause (4) limita the authority
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of the Government, and gives certain power with
respect to appointments to officers of the Depart-
ment; it provides, indeed, that these appointments
shall be entirely under their control. That clause
says :

" 4. No person shall, after the passing of this Act, be
appointed to this Department under class (b) of Schedule
A of 'The Civil Service Act,' unless,

" (a.) He is a Science Graduate of either a Canadian or
foreign University, or of the Mining School of London, or
the Ecole des Mines of Paris, or of sone other recognised
science school of standing equal to that of the said uni-
versities and schools, or a graduate of the Royal Military
College, and in each case only after having served a pro-
bation of not less than two years in the scientifie work of
the Department; or unless,

" (b.) He had served a probation of not less than five
vears in the scientific work of the Department; or unless,

" (e.) He has had experience for the same number of
years in similar work elsewhere."
This is very indefinite. There are graduates in
different departments of science. This provision
does not say that they should be science graduates
in geology. Geology is a comparatively new
science, and the fact is, that until recently, there
could have been no science graduates therein. I
think it would be bad policy to place it within the
power of the oficers of the Department to say who
should be appointed and who should not; and by
this clause we practically exclude the Government.
Science graduates in the schools of London and
Paris are to be admitted. But are there not
science schools in Germany, Russia, and Italy and
other European countries, and in the United
States, and why should we make a distinction in
favor of the two schools mentioned ? So long as
people possess the necessary qualifications they
should be allowed to corne fron any school what-
ever. It is further provided that they shall serve
a probationary term of five years before they are
employed on the survey. Geology, as I have said,
is a comparatively new science, and the
fathers of it were not science graduates.
Going back less than half a century we find
Hugh Miller, who was, if not the father, at least
one of the most distinguished explorers of the
time ; he was simply a stone mason, and his name
is heard the wide world over wherever true science
is honored. But such a man could not, under this
Bill, have succeeded in obtair ing employment
fromi this Government, althoughli he was a thorough
scientist. Another eminent man was the late Sir
William Logan. Did lie choose graduates from the
schools of London and Paris as his assistants ? No.
He chose men from this country. And whom did
lie choose? Men many of whom have since become
distinguished scientists themselves. Tak e, for
exanple, Mr. Billings, of the Geological Survey,who has long since departed this life, but who has
left works behind him which will live for ever.

as he a science graduate ? Certainly not in geo-
logy. He was a law student at Ottawa, and duringhis inspections of the rocks here he was very much
struck with the fossils of the lower Silurian
deposits, which are so very common here. He
thoroughly studied them, and he became one of
the most distinguished paleontologists in the
world. Such a man as Mr. Billings would, however,be completely excluded if you adopt this clause.
Then again, Sir, we have another very distinguished
geologist, who was a great friend of Hugh Miller.
I refer to the Duke of Argyle, father of our former
Governor General the Marquis of Lorne. He wasa distinguished geologist and he made wonderful

discoveries in his researches aimong the leaf beds of
the Island of Mull ; his writings on geology are
highly interesting. If he were to come to Canada,
or if some person like him were to come to Canada
now, he would have to serve five years' probation
before he could get any employment in the Geo-
logical Survey of this country. The present
Director of our Geological Survey, had not, I an
told, scientific titles from high universities when
lie took charge of the Geological Survey in Aus-
tralia, but very much to his credit be it said, lie
has since become a very distinguished geologist.
He did not know so much about it when he was first
placed in the high position of a Director of a Geo-
logical Survey, but lie has studied the science and
mastered it, he is a self-taught geologist, and it is
very much to his credit that lie is so. Now, Sir,
I would ask the lion. Minister, have we at the
present moment, no persons in the Dominion who
take an interest in geology ; and who are
skilled and practical geologists? The fact is
that the study of geology has become very general
throughout the Dominion of Canada. The dis-
coveries of valuable minerals in various sections
has opened a vast field for geological research
throughout the Dominion, and we have in different
parts of Canada men who are very well up in
geology. As one instance, I might mention Mr.
Peter McKellar, who lives at Port William, on the
shores of Lake Superior. This gentleman is a
very clever geologist, and lie has made the subject
the study of his life. He has explained the relations
of the different groups of rocks in his district the
one with the other; the Aminikie with the Kewen-
ian, and both with the Nipigon group. He has ex-
plained and investigated the relative ages of the
trap overflows and beds of land in his part of the
cquntry, and your Geological Survey is indebted
to hin for much information. He has gone to
great pains in postingyourofficials,and putting them
right on the question of the relationship of the one set
of rocks to the other. He is a scientific man, al-
though self-taught, and his writings are considered
worthy of a place in the records of our Royal
Society. Why should a law such as this be en-
acted to deprive the country of the services of
such a man, and to put it in the power of others
who have got into office to keep him out. I say
that the whole system as proposed in the fourth
clause of the Bill now before us, is wrong. Geology
is a new science, and there are new discoveries
made in it every day and new theories advanced.
It is not so very long ago since we were told that
coal could only exist in a certain horizon, that it
must belong to the carboniferous period, and that
it must have a more recent formation above it and
a formation of Devonian age below. But, Sir, quite
recently, coal has been discovered where it had no
business to be. It has been discovered in very much
more recent formations in the Rocky Mountains
than it was supposed it could exist in and at
Nanaimo, it has been -found in a horizon much
above where coal was formerly supposed to be,
and where, according to the doctrines of the
geologists of a generation ago, it had no business
to exist. Why, Sir, new discoveries are being
made in geology every day. It is not a fixed
science as some other sciences are, and the country
ouglit to be glad to avail itself of the researches,
and knowledge, and experience of such men as Mr.
McKellar. Again, Mr. Richardson was for a long
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time attached to the Geological Survey, and
although lie was not a science graduate by any
means, he rendered good service to the country.
In view of all these facts, I would move :

That the fourth clause of this Bill be expunged.
In my opinion the third clause gives the Govern-
ment all the power they require, and the effect of
this fourth clause, if it is continued in the Bill,
will be to give power to the officers who are at
present in the Survey to make a monopoly of it and
to shut out all others.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I am sorry the hon. gentle-
man has taken exception to this clause, as it is one
which was well considered and which was thought
would be beneficial in raising the standard of the
employés in that very important department. The
hon. member (Mr. Dawson) objected to this clause,
because it referred only to the Mining School of
London and L'Ecole des Mines of Paris, but lie
forgot to see that it also referred to other recognised
science schools of equal standard. Consequently,
any student from any of the universities of Russia,
or of those other places which he mentioned, would
be quite eligible for appointment under this clause.
When this Bill was first presented in the Senate, a
very large deputation waited upon me and raised
the very saine objections which the hon. member
lias raised this afternoon. The representations
of that deputation resulted in sub-clause c being
added to clause 4, by which it was thought the
difliculty was got over. No doubt there are some
self-educated geologists who are quite capable, and
would be most useful servants of the Geological
Survey ; but it was thought that they ought, at
any rate, to have a certain amount of experience be-
fore the Government should be asked to appoint
them. Consequently, sub-clause c was added,
which provided that when a person should ha*
had the experience for the same number of years in
similar works elsewhere, although lie was not a
science graduate, and had not the qualifications
mentioned in subl-clause a, yet lie would be eligible
for a position in the Department. I think this. is
as far as we ought to go, and I hope the lion. member
will not press his amendment. I am sure the only
object lie lias is to keep up the standard and
importance of the Geological Survey, and that really
is also the object of presenting this Bill to the
House. I think the amendinent made in sub-
clause c is really sufficient to carry out the hon.
gentleman's wishes.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think it is intended
by sub-sections b and c to meet the suggestions
made in the amendment of the hon. member for
Algoma, but I very much doubt, whether they are
sufficiently comprehensive to accomplish that
object. Sub-section c reads:

" He has had experience for the same number of years
in similar work elsewhere."
Does that mean engaged in some official work
elsewhere, or engaged in the employ of some large
company in mining operations? The phrase might
be held to mean, similarly employed in some
Government Department.

Mr. DEWDNEY. That is certainly not the in-
tention. The intention is, that any one found
qualified for any-branch of the Department will be
eligible. I would, of course, be very glad to niake
that clear if it is not clear now.

Mr. DAWSON.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would suggest,
"similar work, official or otherwise, elsewhere."

On section 5,
Mr. DAW SON. I think science graduates might

have worded this clause in a somewhat less clumsy
form. It says, that the object of the Department
shall be :

" To make a full and scientific examination and survey
of the geological structure, mineralogy, mines and mining
resources of Canada, and of its fauna and flora."
" To make a scientific examination and survey of
the fauna and flora " is a rather strange expression.

Mr. DAVIN. If the words ran thus, I think
the exigencies of grammar would be met: " and to
enquire into and classify its flora and fauna."

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not find that the
Bill makes any provision for the continuance of
the Museum. The hon. gentleman provides by
section 11 for repealing the law by which the
Museum was created, but lie makes no provision
in this Bill for its continuance, while he assumes
that it is to be continued. The same provision
must have been left out of the Revised Statute,
which provides for classifying and arranging speci-
mens for exhibition in the Museum, but omits the
authority for its existence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a part of
the general system to have a Geological Museum.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The original Bill pro-
vided for the formation of the Museum.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; the Museumu
was in Montreal, and was moved here.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There was a geological
collection in Montreal, but not a museum.

Mr. DAVIN I think the objection is met by
section 7, which provides, that the Governor in
Council may from time to time cause the enlarge-
ment of the Museum. How you can cause a
nuseum to be enlarged, if you have not provided

for its continuance, I do not know?
Mr. BLAKE. It has been suggested to me that

the lion. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) ought
to move an amendment to provide for an additional
gallery for antiquities in this Museum.

Mr. DAVIN. That is provided for. You cannot
have geological specimens without having antiqui-
ties.

Mr. BLAKE. But these are of brass, not of
stone.

On section 5,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is a very gene-

ral desire for reports which would have reference
to particular counties. The Geological Report is a
very full and expensive work, and now when there
are so many parties interested in boring for gas
and oil, a small condensed report of each locality
is much desired.

Mr. DEWDNEY. In 1885, the recommenda-
tion was made that the report should be published
in parts, and that is now done. There is a very
large number of them on hand, and they are sold
from 10 to 30 cents.

Mr. BLAKE. The exploration of any one
engineer for the season would be confined to sone
one locality, so that his report would give what
the hon. gentleman suggests.
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,\r. DEWDNEY. It would be hard to make a
system much more convenient than it is. Thirteen
,fistinct reports have been printed this year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would be
impossible to have printed reports for each county
in the Dominion, as the different geological appear-
ances do not run within the boundary of the
countv. There are separate reports of the differ-
ent engineers for the year's work, and those reports
are always available. Parties can always refer to
the general report, and then, if they require more
particular information, they can get it on applying
to the Geological Department. They can always
get the particular report of the engineer who has
explored any particular portion of the country.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. member for East York
(31r. Mackenzie) suggests that the hon. member
for Brant (Mr. Paterson), in violation of the
principles of the Liberal party, is proposing to the
First Minister that he should gerrymander the
report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I expect to get
a strong support from the gerrymander in 1892.

3Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would suggest in
clause b of section 5, to add the words at the
beginning, "To afford a museunj of geology,
natural history, and to collect."

Ir. DEWDNEY. I second the hon. gentle-
nan's views with regard to that, because I find
natural history has been left out altogether from
this Bill.

\Ir. MILLS (Bothwell). The Act of 1877 pro-
vides that the Museum shall be open to the public
from ten o'clock till four o'clock in the afternoon,
Suîndays excepted, and shall be furnished with
such books and specimens as are necessary for
scientific reference in the object of the survey.
This is omitted in the Bill and in the consolidated
statute.

\Ir. DEWDNEY. The latter portion, with
reference to instruments and so forth, is in the
B}ill. The question of keeping open on Sundays
was considered a departmental matter, which it is
lot necessary to mention.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In this clause it is
provided that they are to collect and publish full
statistics of the mineral production of Canada and
to collect and preserve all available reports of
artesian or other wells and of mines and mining
w orks. There is no mention in the latter about
publishing.

Mr. DEWDNEY. That is the intent. That
would be absolutely necessary, and I do not think
there is any occasion to provide for it, but I have
lno objection to doing so. There has been some ques-
tion raised by the Assistant Directors that this
Bill inight interfere with their standing, and 1,therefore, propose to add the following clause:-

It is provided that nothing in this Act shall be under-stood to invalidate or interfere with the commissions asAsýstant Directors reviously issued by Order in Council
taJ tht scientific staMf

Anendment agreed to, Bill reported, and read
the third time and passed.

INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT.
House again resolved itself into Committee on

Bill (No. 132) to amend the Indian Advancement
Act.

127

(In the Committee.)

On section 2,
Mr. LAURIER. This is the section which was

suspended. I would have hoped that the hon.
gentleman would have seen his way to strike it out
altogether. The hon. gentleman is exacting from
the Indians what no legislature would dare exact
from any municipal council of white men. If, for
any cause whatever, an Indian chooses to absent
himself from the council, I would have no objection
that, after a certain time, he should forfeit his
office. We have a provision of that kind in the
Province of Quebec in regard to municipal matters.
If any municipal councillor absents himself without
reasonable cause for two months, he ipso facto
forfeits his seat. But I cannot see why either the
Superintendent General of Indian Affairs should
have the power to hold a sword over the head of
such a man and compel him to act according to the
will of the Superintendent General. If we look at
the circumstances which caused this section to be
drafted, we find that it has reference to the case of
the Indians of Caughnawaga, a certain number of
whom chose to absent themselves from the meet-
ings of the council because the by-laws they had
passed had not been sanctioned by the Superinten-
dent General. It is known that the Indians passed
a by-law to appoint a new constable, thereby
making a saving of $150 a year, and the Superin-
tendent General, because an agent

Mr. DEWDNEY. I will agree to the with-
drawal of that clause.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I should like the Minister
to make an amendment to the fourth section,
which requires that the reserves shall be divided
into wards. This provision has proved to be a
nuisance, and I know that, in my reserve, they
have asked to have it done away with. In many
places in Ontario, the ordinary municipal councils
have ceased to (livide the townships into wards.

Mr. LAURIER. At the first blush, I would
be disposed to agree with the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Montague). I cannot see any reason why
that should be donc in rural constituencies,
though there may be a reason for it in cities.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In a small reserve
like that in the constituency represented by my
hon. friend from Haldimand (Mr. Montague), that
may not seem necessary. But in a reserve like
that of South Brant, about ten miles by twelve, a
very large township, if it could be made permissive
in some way and let the Indians have a determin-
ation of that matter, I think it would be desir-
able.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I referred particularly to
the Mississauga Reserve, which is a small reserve.
I would be willing to accept the suggestion of the
hon. gentleman from Haldimand, provided it was
made permissive.

Bill reported, and read the third time and
passed.

GRANTS OF PUBLIC LANDS.

Bill (No. 138) respecting grants of public lands,
was read the second time.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved that the
House resolve itself into Committee. He said :
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The object of the Bill is to establish a uni-
form system with respect to grants of public
lands in the North-West Territories, where the
Torrens system has been established. In the Pro-
vince of Ontario, by a statute passed in 1886, real
estate, although held in fee, passes to the personal
representative of a deceased person. So it is also in
Manitoba, where the Torrens system is in force, and
also in the North-West Territories, where the same
system is likewise in force. The practice, however,
has not yet been changed in the Department of the
Interior, so far as regards the form of patent, and
the form of patent is issued with the usual words
of limitation, that is " A. or B. and his heirs." ln
some few cases which have occurred, perhaps
through inadvertence, but as to that I am not able
to state positively, patents have been issued to
individuals without these words of limitation. It
is proposed by the first section of the Bill to pro -
vide for these cases, by enacting that the patent
shall issue to an individual, and that such will have
the effect of conveying an estate in fee simple or an
equivalent estate. It often happens that after a
patent has been issued, the person to whom it was
decided to issue it is dead. Under the circum-
stances the question has arisen as to how the patent
should issue, and we desire, in order that the
course may be in perfect harmony with the system
adopted in the Provinces, that it should be issued
to the executors or administrators as the case may
be.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into
Committee.

(lu the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. I presume at the present time
we have statutory provision for these different
dispositions ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes. Provincial
legislation accomplishes the saine object by giving
construction to the words we place in the patent;
but we think it is better that these patents should
coincide with the Provincial legislation.

Mr. BLAKE. The object of the hon. gentleman
is, in effect, to take statutory authority to deal
with these inatters in accordance with the law of
the Province to which the Act applies ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S
SISTER.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON noved second reading
of Bill (No. 126) to ameud an Act concerning
marriage with a deceased wife's sister.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. Have the Legislatures of the
other colonies, which have passed laws on this
subject analogous to ours, embraced this degree of
relationship in their Acts ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am unable to say
that. My impression is that they specify the re-
motest degree within which a inarriage should take
place.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.
Sir JoHN THoMPSON.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Sidney South Post Office, Custom House,

&. ................................... $4,O0
Mr. McMULLEN. What is supposed to be the

entire cost of this ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The cost of this

building, when completed, will be about $26,0O0.
We will require an additional amount of about
$500 more after this vote, to complete the work.

Mr. McMULLEN. How much is the revenue
from that place ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The revenue from
the post office is $2,738 ; money orders issued,
$53,000 ; Customs duties, $6,646; other revenues,
$1,100.

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the total?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. From post office,

Custom house and other public sources, about
$10,500 altogether.

Coaticook Post Office, Custom louse,
& c...................................$3

Mr. McMULLEN. How much is required to
complete this?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total amount
will be $28,52-2. Up to the 31st December last,
the expenditure was $25,656.

Mr. McMULLEN. I see that the receipts of
the office are only $3,500.

Montreal Post Offie-Granolithie pave-
ment, &c., the city authorities con-
tributing one-half the cost of the
pavement.........................-. $1,ooo

Mr. McMULLEN. Is that to be put on both
streets.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary... .. $13,O0
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is for the

boundary wall and the dormitory wing.
Mr. LAURIER. Is it to replace the wooden

wall by a stonie wall ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, I think so.

Brampton Public Building.............. $6,000
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to provide

funds for carrying on the works up to the lst July.
The contractor pushed operations more rapidly
than was anticipated. After this is expended,
about $2,000 will be required to complete it. The
total will be $32,095.

Napanee Post Office, Custom louse, &c.
-To complete.......................$5,500

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total amoluit
expended and to be expended, with this vote, is
$43,182.

Mr. MULOCK. Why is it that Napanee gets
$11,000 more for this class of work than BramP
ton? The towns are about the same size.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I suppose the
reason must be that the chief architect found that
the wants to be provided for required a larger
building at the one place than at the other.
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Mr. MUJLOCK. That is a mere supposition.
ýVe are not inclined to be very particular, but
that is a very weak explanation. What was the
cost of land in each place ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. At Napanee the
land cost 83,000 and at Brampton $4,000.

U1r. MULOCK. The cost of the building at
Brampton is $28,000 and at Napanee $40,000, a dif-
ference of $12,000 in favor of the latter. In this
day of equal rights we ought to have an explana-
tion. How comes it that Napanee is so highly
favored, since both constituencies have been equally
grartefil towards the Administration ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The one place does
not complain of the other. They both consider
they are properly treated.

Mr. McMULLEN. What are the postal receipts
of eaci place ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The postal revenue
for Brampton is $5,025 and for Napanee $6,536.

Mir. McMULLEN. There is only $1,000 differ-
ence in the postal receipts, while there is $11 ,000
difference in the cost of the building. I find that
for putting down and preparing ground in front of
the building at Napanee it cost $893, and that put-
ting idown- the pavement in front of the post office it
cost $1 ,509.59. I suppose those items put together
explain the reason why $11,000 have been virtually
squandered there.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I certainly will do
that.

Departmental Buildings, Ottawa-
Increased and improved vanit
accommodation in Eastern Block
for Finance Department ......... $45,O00

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Goverument
found that the vault there was too snall and not
safe enough, and, therefore, ordered a new vault,
which will be completed probably in three
months.

Mr. CASEY. This is a very large sum merely
for increasing the vault accommodation.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the hon. gentle-
man knew what similar accommodation cost at
Montreal and Toronto, he would not find this
beyond the ordinary.

Mr. McMULLEN. Was the work given by
tender ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes ; and we took
care the tenderer was a man accustomed to such
work.

Mr. McMULLEN. Who has the contract?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Sone one fron

Ontario, Messrs. Goldie & Co.

Pembroke Post Office, Custom House,
&C.... .................... ..... .. $4,000

Mr. CASEY. Will the Minister state what is
the nopulation of Pembroke, and what are the

Strathroy Post Office, Custom House, &c. $5,000 postal and Customs revenues collected there?
Mr. CASEY. What will be the total cost? Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The population in
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The probable cost 1881 was 2,820. I suppose it is about 4,M0 now.

will be $27,500. Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). The population U
Mr. CASEY. What is the postal revenue? 4,500, according to the census taken last spring.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Nearly $5,000. Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The postal reve-
Mr. CASEY. I would like seriously to call the nue is over $4,500; money orders, $4,000; and Sav-

attention of the Minister of Public Works to the ings bank deposits, $53,000.
laims of the town of Ridgetown, in my riding. It Mr. CASEY. This is another instance of gene-

is sonewhat a smaller place than Strathroy, but rosity, no doubt well bestowed, on the part of the
is in the same class of towns. It is not a county Government. I would not Say a word about it if
town, and neither is Strathroy. Not knowing this it were noV for the case of Ridgetown, to which I
estimxate was to come up to-day, I did not prepare have already called attention. Penbroke seems
myself with figures as to the postal and Customs to correspond to Ridgetown in alrnost every parti-
revenue, but IknowthatlastyearIfound,onlooking cular, except the population of the district whiclî
through the reports, they were both very con- it serves. Ridgetown has a very much larger and
siderable. Ridgetown is a place of 3,000 inhabi- richer district to be served, with more population,
tants or so-a good deal larger than Amherstburg than Pembroke. I hope Ridgetown will be attend-
or Aylner, and several other towns where public ed to next year.
buildings have been constructed. It is the centre Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). A census was taken
of wh-at may be called the garden of western On- last year in Pembroke to see whether any addi-
tario. the district it serves in postal and Customs tional licenses could be granted, and the population
busimiess, comprising a part of the Counties of Elgin w ascertained Vo be in the neighborhood of
anid Kent. Its population is very enterprising and 4500. The amount derived froin the sale of stamps
Progressive, and I would urge on the Minister its in that vicinity is about $6,000; the amount from
daims to be considered in his next estimates for Customs is about $25,000, and there is another
public buildings. I brought up the matter once service to the accommodated in this building, the
or twice before, but perhaps did not impress its Inland Revenue service, which collect about $20,-
importance sufficiently on the hon. gentleman's 0 Io not think any generosity has been diq-
notice. Of course Ridgetown suffers from the
isadvantage of being represented by a member of plae

the Opposition, but there is no knowing what effect Mr. CASEY. do not ay Pebroke should ot
the hou. gentleman's benevolence and generosity have the accommodation,but I say that other places
nught have on the county. However, I do con- should, and my figures in regard te Ridgetown are
sider this place has a claim for public buildings in baBed on old returns.
the amount of postal and Customns revenue collected
there, and in the population of the town itself and
surronnding country, and the enterprise of its Mr. CASEY. How much has been spent onthis
people. I hope the hon. gentleman will be able to post office, and what is the estimate for the
give this matter his serious consideration. future?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The amount expen

ded up to the 31st December last is $16,919. Wher
the work is completed, it will have cost between
$45,000 and $48,000. After this vote is taken, we
will have only about $550 to ask. The posta
revenue there is $11,099, and the Customs revenue
$7,725, making altogether about $19,000.

Mr. CASEY. That is a large sum for a place of
the size of Brandon.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is a very
growing place.

Mr. CASEY. It has not been growing so very
much of late years. I do not think the population
can be more than 4,000, and about $30,000
appears to be the amount spent in places of that
population in Ontario and Quebec, while about
$50,000 is to be expended in Brandon.

Mr. DAVIN. My hon. friend has no idea of
what Brandon is now. It is one of the most
advanced towns in the North-West Territories and
has a population of about 5,000. In two years it
will probably have twice that number, and it is
surrounded by a very thickly-populated country.

Manitoba Penitentiary................ $4,000
Mr. CASEY. What is that for?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is for the cot-

tages and outhouses for the chaplain, &c.
Mr. CASEY. Two years ago, I think, there

was sone difficulty as to the yard for the convicts
to work and take exercise in. Is that provided
for ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; there is no wall
there yet ; there is nothing but a fence.

Mr. CASEY. Then the convicts are confined
to the building ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; they go out of
doors, but, strange to say, there are very few
escapes. It involves, of course, a little larger force
of guards.

Public Buildings, N.W.T.-Calgary
-Court-house, Jail, &c........ $10,000

Mr. CASEY. What is the estimated total cost
of this ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That will cost
between $40,000 and $42,000. This will complete
the work, with the amounts that were voted in
the ordinary Estimates.

Mr. CASEY. Are they now in a position to be
used?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No ; they are
gong on.

Regina-Residence for Lt.-Governor... $12,000
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to carry on

the work of construction, to pay the contractor,
and the amount now due, $5,190.

Mr. DAVIN. I would like to impress upon the
hon. the Minister of Public Works, the importance

l1

- Estimates that are coming down, provision will be
made for what is a dire necessity in the North-
West, at the present moment, at Medicine lat, at
Maple Creek, and at Moose Jaw, all three of thei

1 thriving towns, and ail three of them with a con-
siderable population around them. For instance,
around Moose Jaw you have got one of the finest
farming countries in the world, and a large
farming population. Then south of Maple Creek
you have got a large ranching. country, nearly
every ranche having been taker up, and you
have cow boys, ranchemen, horse dealers and
cattle dealers, constantly in Maple Creek. in
Medicine Hat, you have again, the centre of a
large farming population, and it is also the end of
a railway division. It is an absolute necessity for
the proper administration of justice in Medicine
Hat, at Maple Creek, and at Moose Jaw, that there
should be a court-house and a lock-up. It is not
consonant with the dignity of justice that the
Judges of the Supreme Court of the North-West
Territories should hold their court in

Mr. CASEY. A school house.
Mr. DAVIN. It is worse than that-they have

got to hold their court in a tavern. In the Esti.
mates for 1889 we had a sunt for Moosomiiin,
Wolsely, Maple Creek and Medicine Hat. Al-
though these saims have not reappeared in the
Estimates that have thus far been brouglt down,
I do hope that the sum I sec for similar purposes
will be expended in these quarters, and that a
further sum will appear in the Supplementary
Estimates, so that we shall have structures in those
three places I have mentioned that will answer the
purpose to which they will be devoted.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I may say to the
hon. gentleman that this matter has not escaped
the attention of the Government.

General repairs and improvements,
Harbors and Rivers, Maritime Pro-
vnces............................ .. $3,000

Mr. KIRK. Can the Minister give us an idea
where this money is to be expended ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to cover an
over-expenditure, partly up to the first of March
of this yeur, and the balance is in connection with
a similar service up to the end of the year.

Quebec-Rivière du Lièvre.............$20,000
Mr. LAURIER. This is a very large sun.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes ; I think this
will complete the work. The total cost will be
about $200,000.

Rivière Nicolet...................... $1,500
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to cover

the work of the year.

Harbors and Rivers, Ontario........... $6,469
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will this amount of

$4,200 complete the dredging at the River Thalles
entrance channel ?

of pusing forward the jai ai Regina. Lt is gomîg to
be a fine building, and has been under construc- Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This amount of
tion for some time, but a great deal more money is $4,200 is to cover the warrant of the Governor
needed to complete it, and I hope the Minister will General for that amount issued in order to cover
see his way to have the works pushed on and the the amount expended to open the channel, which
Regina jail completed. Before leaving this topic had been blocked. In regard to the general work
I may say that I hope that, in the Supplementary of deepening the entrance, that may involve a

Mr. CASEY.
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large sum or it nay be possible to carry it out with
a noderate sun. The question is one which will
require close study. If a large sum should be
needled, it would become necessary to consider
whîether a still larger expenditure should not be
made in order to build piers to scour the channel
and prevent bars forming.

Telegraph Lines-Nova Scotia.-To pay
the Dominion Tolegraph Company
for the additional length of uine
from Canso to Dartmouth, huilt in
1879-80.............................. $2,500

Mr. KIRK. When was that line built ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was built at the

time stated. The account renained for a long
time in abeyance, the company claiming between
.5.000 and $6,000. Finally, this amount was offered

to the company, and accepted.

Fisheries.............. .......... ..... $1,945

NIr. KIRK. What did the herring delegation
cost ? A suin appears in these Estimates for $1,800.

Mr. COLBY. That is the entire cost of the
conunission. Of that sum only $530 was allowed
for remuneration to the two commissioners.

Mr. LAURIER. I should like an explanation
of this item under this head of fisheries : ' To pay
the reward to Charles Adams for procuring in Lake
Huron a true specimen of the Salmo Salar. "

Mir. COLBY. The officers of the Department
were desirous of ascertaiuing whether a certain
quantity of fry which had been deposited lu the
Saugeen River had been successfully planted, and
i reward was offered by the Department for a
specimen of salmon that could be identified as
being the product of that fry. A small sum of $20
* as offered as a reward.

Tidal Observations.............. $2,000
Mr. -JONES (Halifax). Is this a new item ?
Mir. COLBY. It has been found that there are

n great nany uncertain and unknown currents on
tihe coast which were dangerous to navigation, and
it lias been thouglt necessary that tidal observa-
tions should be made in the interest of the safety
of life and property.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Is this intended to
coe political currents ?

Mr. COLBY. I do not think so.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Who is this work done

Mr-. COLBY. Lieutenant Gordon, R.N.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). There is a feelingaunong many people interested in navigation that

it would be very desirable, if possible, to obtain
iionrmation as to the change of the enîrrents along
tht coast and on the Lower St. Lawrence. I
know an influential petition was sent to the Gov-
ernîoent asking for this. It is of course only an
-xperiment, but the vote is a very useful one if
the mnoney will be properly expended.

To provide for the claim of Jotham
O'Brien for extras in connection
with the building of the steamers
Princess Louise in 1883, andLanfldowne in 1884, as uer O. C.,9th December, 1889.......... $8,84 32

.. r. COLBY. These claims have been pendingfor several years, but the Department could not

agree to the views of the claimant. There has
been a good deal of inter-communication between
the claimant and the Department, and a very coi-
siderable abatement of the claim has been effected.
The original claim on account of the steamer
Prncess Loutise was $8,500, and it has been
reduced to $4, 100. The matter was subinitted to
Mr. Croker, the English Lloyds' surveyor, under
whose instruction the vessel was built, and the
Department settled the claim at sonewhat less
than he estimated should have been the proper
allowance.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The lion. gentleman,
before he asks us to agree to this vote, should
bring down the papers connected with it. This
transaction has been standing for seven years, and
if Mr. O'Brien had any claini it should have been
paid before this. It looks now as if sone extra
pressure had been put upon the Governient to
cause them to keep Mr. O'Brien out of a contract
on which I understand he suffered loss. I have
heard that Mr. O'Brien and his friends had been
urging this claim for a long time, and now it would
appear successfully. Is this for extra work, or on
what account? The hion. Minister should give us
more information.

Mr. FOSTER. No doubt the Minister will be
able to give all that information. I may say with
reference to this claim that the fact of its being ii
the Estinates now does not prove that any extra
pressure was brought to bear on the Government.
The claim was before the Departiment in my tine
as Minister of Marine and Fisieries. The reason,
both in MNr. McLelan's time and in my own why it
was not paid was that Mr. O'Brien would not
accept the sum offered. I went through the papers
very thoroughly, and I offered Mr. O'Brien what
I believet w-as a fair sun, about $8,000, ii final
settlement of his claim, but he refused to accept
it. I believe the sum offereti by Mr. McLelan was
the same.

Mr. LAURIER. Did you offer that out of good
nature only ?

Mr. FOSTER. No ; it was after a thorouglh
examination of the papers. I think the amouint
he claimed was $14,000.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The bon. Minister lias
not told us what this was for.

Mr. COLBY. It was for extras and for addi-
tional outlay on the bull.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I really think the lion.
Minister should give us a statenent of the claim
and a copy of the contract, and let us know what
the contractor did and what he did not do, what
he asks for extra services, and so on? because, in
the very nature of the case, after baving stood for
such a nuniber of years, the matter would require
explanation.

Mr. COLBY. it stood, not because the Gov-
ernment did not recognise that Mr. O'Brien had a
claim, but they were not prepared to pay as much
as he thought he was entitled to. The delay has
been on his part.; but, finally, he agreed to ac-
cept the Government's offer. The correspondence
is quite voluminous, but it is open to the hon.
gentleman, and if lie desires the whole or any part
of it, it will be laid on the Table. If he gives nie
a memorandum of the particular information he
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desires on the subject, I will bring it do-wn before Mr. BLAKE. Has an arrangement been made
concurrence. for an annual grant for pupils ?

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the
Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Supply.

(In the Committee,)

To pay gratuity of two years' salary to
Dr. P. A. Wells, his services as
secretary of Quebec Marine Hos-
pital being dispensed with owing to
abolition of office.................. $1,200

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why do you
give this gentleman two years' salary and the rest
of the oflicials only one?

Mr. COLBY. On account of greater length of
service.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How long
bas he been in the service ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. At least 20 years.
Indians, B.C.-To assist in erection of

buildings in connection with school
for Indian girls to be conducted
under auspices of Church of
England at Yale.................. $1,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are
the particulars connected with this grant? What
is the cost of the buildings, and how nany Indian
girls are being educated in this institution?

Mr. DEWDNEY. This school was established
about two years ago by the Bishop of New West-
minster. He bas purchased the house and grounds
for it, but there is a smal piece of ground adjoining
the building which he is anxious to add to the site.
Whsen I was in British Columbia last summer, I
inspected the school, and I saw that it was a very
well conducted institution, being carried on under
the ausuices of the Bishop and Protestant sisters,
who came out from England to take charge of it.
When I was there fourteen or fifteen girls were in
attendance.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do we con-
tribute to the annual expenditure ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is the first application.
The item is $1,500 towards the assistance of the
college and $5300 to purchase a small piece of ground
adjoining.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you pro,
pose to contribute to the annual cost ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; so much per head for a
certain number of children.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you pro-
pose to bring down in the Supplenentary Estimates
a further vote for next year ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman does not know what proportion the
schools will grow to. At present there are four-
teen there.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; I do not think the
establishment will cover much more than that at
resent.

Mr. COLBY.

Mr. DEWDNEY. No; this is an application
made to me by the bishop for this year, when I was
over there.

Mr. BLAKE. Is fie an Equal Rights bishop?

Mr. McMULLEN. I think this is one of the
objectionable grants we sbould not allow to pass
without protest. This is a denominational school
to every intent and purpose. We will possibly
next have an application from the Presbyterians
for assistance for their schools, and from the
Methodists and Catholics for similar assistance.
This is putting in the thin end of the wedge. The
other denominations will claim grants on the
ground that they have an equal right to them as
the English Church. This system should iot be
introduced into the North-West. If any religions
denomination wants to establish a school, whicl
is to be a sectarian school, they should establish
it out of their own contributions. I have no
objection to our assisting non-sectarian schools for
the instruction of the Indians in which they can
get a general education ; but I object decidedly to
the system the hon. gentleman is introducing
and shall offer a resolution, when we go into
Concurrence, in opposition to this item.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Methodist body have
already applied and have had a vote this year for
a school in British Columbia. This vote has beens
pressed upon me by the hon. member for Elgin
(Mr. Wilson), and I received his thanks and those
of the people interested, only last Friday. We
have also, this year, voted grants towards aidinsg
the industrial school in British Columbia, carried
on under the auspices of the Catlholic Churci.
The denominations have already spent a great dead
of money for education, and this will be really a
small grant annually towards carrying on these
institutions.

Mr. O'BRIEN. What the lion. member for
North Wellington says just amounts to this, tat
these Pagan children are not to be educated in
Christianity. It is wrong, according to him, to
teach these Pagans to become Christians. That is
a nsew version of right and wrong, which is not in
accord with any theory ever promuulgated in this
House before. The Government is perfectly righit.
The position of these children is altogether differ-
ent from that of the children of white people. The
hon. gentleman's argument might possibly apply
to the latter ; but in this case, where it is simply a
question of leaving these children as Pagans or
bfinging them up as Christians, the course pursued
by the Government is the right one, and bas also
the advantage of being extremely economical. It
is a mere perversion of terms, for which nothing
but the most extraordinary partisanship cal1
account, for an hon. gentleman to take the stand
which the hon. meiber for North Wellington lias
taken.

Mr. McMULLEN. I take no such groniids
whatever. If the hon. gentleman understood me
as takingesuch grounds, he is mistaken.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I understood you perfectly.
Mr. McMULLEN. I say it is wrong to msake

denominational grants. If it is necessary to have
an institution in that section of the country to
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educate Indian girls, which will be non-denomina-
tional, I have no objection to the Government
granting its assistance ; but when the school is
absolutely denominational, I object to its being
giv-en a grant, as we would be then laying down a
svstem which would be pernicious in itself and
which should be opposed certainly by my hon.
friend.

Mr. O'BRIEN. It never will be.

Mr. McMULLEN. Perhaps it will.

Wages of crew of steam launch, British
Columbia, from October, 1889, to
June, 1890...... ............ $1,080

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is in order to enable
the agent to visit the Indian reserves. Here-
tofore it was difficult for him to get around as
often as he should in canoes, being often delayed
for weeks at a time.

Cost of building Kuper Island and
Kamloops' Industrial Schools.... $17,277

Mr. DEWDNEY. That was commenced about
two years ago, Last year some eight thousand or
nine thousand dollars were devoted for a building,
and it was found, when completed, it cost some
$9,000 more, which we are asking for to-day.
The institution will accommodate from sixty to
eighty pupils. The principal has only just taken
charge, and the other officers are not yet ap-
pomted. It has only just been finished.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does
the hon. gentleman estimate will be the annual
cost of keeping up these two schools?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The annual cost of the
Kamloops school will be about $5,000, and the other
about the same.

Kootenay Industrial School-To com-
plete buildings.....................$ 4,500

Mr. McMULLEN. What church is this school
under the control of ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Kootenay, Kamloops
and Kuper Island schools are all under the con-
trol of the Roman Catholics. The Indians there
are entirely Roman Catholie.

Interpreter, acting also as teamster, for
the Fort Pelly agency............. $480

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What tribe
is that for ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. These are Crees. They
have had an agent appointed there recently who
attends to ail the farming, and this is the only
other officer there.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the inter-
preter a Half-breed ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.

Maintenance of twenty pupils at $100
each per annum, at the Elkhorn
Industrial School..................$2,o

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Minister promised,when the principal Estimates were under consider-
ation, to bring down a detailed statement, showing
the number of schools, and the amount of money
voted for the maintenance of each, and the deno-
mination to which each of these schools belonged.

I am not at present questioning the propriety of
this policy being pursued among the Indians.
That is a subject that may very fairly be discussed
at some other time. I only now repeat what I
said on a former occasion, that, when this system
was introduced-and I think it was by the Govern-
ment of the right hon. gentleman who is now the
Prime Minister, and was continued by us-it was
understood that no engagements would te entered
into which would tie the Government down to the
maintenance of these schools permanently, but
that the Government would be at liberty to
establish secular schools whenever they thought
proper, instead of aiding denominational schools
among the Indians. But I do not understand the
position of the hon. gentleman, who tas on more
than one occasion maintained that it is wholly at
variance with the principles of our Constitution to
recognise any connection between Church and
State. I think the hon. member for Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien), in discussing a certain question bere
last year, read extracts from the Act secularising
the Clergy Reserves in order to show that it was
settled that there should be no connection between
Church and State in any form. If the doctrines
which was laid down by that hon. gentleman and
by those who supported him in and out of this
House was correct, it is clear that these schools
should be left to the maintenance of those who
hold the religious views which are tauglit in these
institutions. Schools nay be supported among
the Indians in the same way as any other schools
in the country are supported. I am not saying
that this would be the test or the most efficient
system to be adopted under present circumstances,
but I do say that it is the only one consistent with
the views which were maintained by these gentle-
men last Session in this House, and which have
been maintained by then out of the House be-
tween last Session and this. It is, therefore, very
important that the Minister should lay before us
a full and detailed statement in order that we may
know how the principles and the practice of these
gentlemen coincide with each other. It would be
only fair to the country that this should be done,
so that these gentlemen inight have an oppor-
tunity of either sustaining their views or abandon-
ing the doctrines which they laid down.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I will not now enter into a dis-
cussion of the question of the connection of Church
and State in the abstract, but the prineiples in-
volved here are so different from the general prin-
ciple, that I do not think it is involved. When it
is considered that these Indians are Pagans who
have to be converted to Christianity, the country

*has to adopt the best, the sinplest, and the most
economical mode of converting them. I do not
care whether these votes have anything to do with
the question of Church and State or not, if they
are carrying out the great object of converting
Pagans into Christians.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I did not suppose the
hon. gentleman (Mr. O'Brien) would undertake
seriously to maintain that it was a portion of the
duty of Government to convert Pagans into
Christians. I did not suppose that he would
seriously argue that the Great Commission was
issued to the right hon. gentleman who leads the
Govermnent. I supposed that the instruction to
go into all the world and preach the gospel to
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every creature was given to clergymen, called to
the work, and I expected that the hon. gentleman
would say that that applied to upholding the prin-
ciples of the gospel among the Indians as well as
among the white population. I am not sure that
there are not as great sinners in the neighborhood of
these Parliamentary buildings as there are among
the Indians on the plains of the North-West, and
the hon. gentleman might find it as necessary to call
in the aid of the State to work amongst the white
population as amongst the Indian population. If
the hon. gentleman is right in the views which he
has put forward, and if the vast majority of this
House are wrong, if we are in such benighted con-
dition, it seeins to me it would not be less meri-
torious for the hon. gentleman and those who
approved of his views to devote a portion of their
attention to converting those who are opposed tohim
and them as well as to the conversion of the Indian
children. There was a time when the vast majority
of mankind was pagan, but 1 never heard that
there was an appeal made to Cæsar to devote a
portion of the public funds to educating the pagans
of the Roman Empire in Christianity, and I do
not see why the hon. gentleman should contend
that it should be done now. I arm not saying that
this is not the best mode to adopt at the present
moment.

Mr. O'BRIEN. That is all I say.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Oh, well, but the hon.
gentleman argued here last year, and appealed to,
the country, and sought to inflame public passions
on the subject, that it was in the public interest
that all connection between Church and State
should be severed, and that every appropriation
in aid of any church enterprise was a violation of
the principles of the Constitution.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I may say to the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), as I said the last time
the hon. gentleman brought this subject up, that
I was not aware that any decision had been arrived
at by which a change might be made against the
systen on which we have been carrying on Indian
schools in the North-West Territories and Mani-
toba. I thought the law was so distinct with re-
gard to it that we had very little discretion in the
matter. However, the lion. gentleman asked me
to prepare a memorandum, and I have it here in
detail, with regard to every Indian school in
British Columbia, North-West Territories, Mani-
toba and the older Provinces. There are in all
223 schools, and I have here the information which
he asks showing the financial aid given by the
different denominations towards those schools.
Besides, they are assisted in many ways which we
cannot calculate, in the shape of contributions of
clothing, of which immense quantities have been
sent to the North-West. By looking over the
salaries paid to the school teachers, the hon. mem-
ber will be convinced that they must receive other
support besides that which they receive from this
Government. It would take me some time to go
over the whole of this return, but if the hon.
ý entleman wishes I will hand it to him across the

oor, or we will agree that it shall be published in
the Hansard.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Lay it on the
Table.

Mr. MriLs (Bothwell).

Mr. McMULLEN. It must be understood that
if it is laid on the Table it can be inspected by any.
body who desires.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Let it be pub-
lished in the Votes and Proceedings.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I quite agree with the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) in reference
to this matter. It was very much desired last year
by the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien)
that there should be entire separation between
Church and State. In so far as that hon. member
went on that occasion, I quite agreed with him,
but I could not understand at that time how an
affair of another Province in payment of an old
debt, should be any connection between Chureli
and State, yet the hon. gentleman could see in
that any amount of connection between Church
and State. But on this occasion when money is
granted to the Church to which the hon. member
belongs, he sees no connection at all between
Church and State. Apparently the Government
in this case have spiked the hon. member's gunî,
and he has not a single word to say, because it is
going to Christianise those Indian children. But,
then, again he is willing to allow a grant to be
made to the Catholie Church because, at the sane
time, he gets a grant- for his own church, and
then, of course, there is no connection between
Church and State. He cannot see, his eyes, appa-
rently, are blinded to the fact, that this is a con-
nection between Church and State that we on
this side of the House have contended against,
although there may be exceptional cases where
it may be very desirable that such a thing
should be. But the general rule we have alwavs
upheld ; if my hon. friend sits on this side of the
House he must uphold that rule too, lie must
uphold the entire separation of Church and State;
otherwise he will have to go back and sit with liis
Tory friends on the other side of the House,
because we cannot permit him to come here and
go there just as it suits his peculiar views. Now,
last year when he took this exception I quite
agreed with him. I wanted to see the fullest and
iost pronounced separation between Church aid
State-I hope the hon. muember for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) wili not go out, I would like to
hear his views on that question too ; I do not
want him to give any uncertain sound- -I walt
them all to take their stand along with m'e,
because, ever since I have been in the House, so
far as I know, I have always supported this prinî-
ciple. Possibly sometimes some of these
estimates have slipped through that I did not
notice, but whenever my attention was called to
them, I never gave an uncertain sound. I an
sorry to see that the liberal views that the lion.
member for Muskoka espoused last year, have
all vanished now, and that he is prepared, as lie
was the other day, to rule in the lower regions
with his Tory friends rather than serve with us
in Heaven.

Mr. DAVIN. In this case, as it seems to nie,
there is no such crux as the hon. meumber for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) would lead us to suppose, and
my hon. friend from Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), froum
whom I differed last year, is not in the illogical
position that the hon. member for Bothwell.thinks
he is. My hon. friendfrom Muskokacan maintami
that it is quite improper to have any connection
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between Church and State, and yet maintain that
it is quite right that this Government should take
somie charge of the religious culture of these Indian
children. What are the facts ? When we talk of the
State we talk of thatwhich is madeupof free citizens.
These Indians are in the positionof children, and the
Governient is-the State-towards those Indians
ii /o(o parentis. It would be quite improper if the
Government didl not take some cognisance of the
religious teaching of these Indians. When, prior
to any action on the part of the Government the
catholic Church in one place, the Presbyterian
Church in another, the Methodist Church in
another, had gone in and converted some of those
Indians to Christianity, why, the Government
w bolie wanting in its duty, wanting in its
position as guardian of these Indians, if it did not
join hands with the varions bodies in attending to
thieir religious culture. The fact is that there is
no such erx in this matter ; it is a confusion of
language, and the eloquence of my hon. friend
here (Mr. Landerkin) which is always anusing,
and the logic of my hon. friend from Bothwell,
which is always irresistible, at the present time
are both at fault.

MIr. BLAKE. I find in this return just placed
in my hands, that there are 84 Church of England
schools, 33 Methodist schools, 80 Roman Catholic
schools, and 10 Presbyterian schools throughout
the Dominion, which are assisted by Government
grants. To all this the advocate for the separation
of Church and State sees no objection ; but I am
sorry to grieve his soul by telling him that there
are Ï6 non-denominational schools which hie ought
to move should be abolished in face of the equities
as applied to the Red population, as compared with
the equities as applied to the White population.

M1r. LANDERKIN. The theory that this
Goverment should undertake the religious care of
the people of this country, which has been pro-
pounded by the bon. member for Assiniboia

Mr. DAVIN. No. I distinctly said that the In-
(hans are not of the people at all ; they are outside
the people of this country, they are the wards of
the country.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I understood the hon.
iemuber to say that it was the duty of this Govern-

nient to take care of the religious culture of the
people of this country.

Mr. DAVIN. No.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I believe the Church is the

leýitiunate agency to look after the religious cul-
ture of the people of this country. I think it
\uottld ho lamentable for this Government, or for
sio i one on the floor of this House, to give expres-
eieon to any idea that would lead the people to

1iOieve that the functions that belong to the
(hiurch can be arrogated by the Government.

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the explanation of
luis item of e300 for four working oxen for the

'ace reserv-e.
Mr. DEWDNEY. These cattle were purchased

m 1888-89, but the vouchers were not presented.in time fer the accounts to be paid out of the vote ;iii consequence, I am obliged to ask the moneynlov.

. $ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How comes
it that the price reaches $100 per acre for 3 acresfor St. Paul's Industrial School ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. An examination was made
of the site, and it was found that if three acres in
question could be obtained a very large extent
of drainage would be obviated. It was high land,
and it was found more economical to build the
institution on it. After consultation with the
Public Works Department and the agent of the
Interior Department it was thought desirable to
procure it ; and we saved nioney by doing so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
total cost of St. Paul's Industrial School ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. This amount will complete
it ; I think the total cost will be between $12,000
and $13,000 The institution is about twelve
miles fromn Winnipeg.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How long
have any of these schools been in operation?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Qu'Appelle school has
been at work for four years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have any
Indians been turned out yet ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes, several; and several of
these are now working their own farns on the
reserve. The other day I received a letter fronm
one of these Indians, a nicely written epistle, re-
ferring to some inatters of his own. Several girls
have also left the institution and gone into domestic
service.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought
the special object of the institution was to train
them so that they might afterwards be employed
in teaching and educating their own people.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The argument adduced when
the subject was brought up was that the girls should
be educated as well as the boys, in order that the
Indian boys when they left the institutions would
be able to marry Indian girls who had been equally
well educated.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). A return brought down
does not give any further information than financial
particulars as to salaries and votes of money. It
would be convenieut to have a statement submitted
containing all the information on this subject.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I will attend to the hon.
gentleman's request.

Mr. CHARLTON. How long has this institu-
tion at Regina been in operation?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The principal was appointed
at the end of last summer, and the school bas
merely gone into operation?

Mr. CHARLTON. How large a quantity of
wood did this individual guard, for which I find
an item : " John Russell, guarding wood, &c, on
St. Peter's reserve, $442?"

Mr. DEWDNEY. Several thousands of cords
of wood were cut on the reserve, on the road
allowance on the south side of St. Peter's reserve
and on the east side of the river. After it had
been piled it was found to be disappearing very
rapidly, and it was necessary to employ men to
watch it. Two or three prosecutions occurred, and
then the thieving stopped. Not only was that
timber watched, but also timber on other parts of
the reserve. I made special enquiries in regard to
this matter, and I found we saved money by
having this timber watched, or it would have
disappeared altogether.
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Mr. DAVIN. There is a point to which I
would like to draw the hon. Minister's attention.
It is quite right to guard the interests of the
reserve, but, as the hon. Minister knows, there are
sometimes cases where, in consequence of the
Indians, white people suffer. There is at present
at Medicine Hat the case of Saunderson, which I
brought before Mr. Hayter Reed recently, and I
sent to him the full papers, which he no doubt
sent to the hon. Minister. I had several cases,
before the hon. gentleman became Minister, in
regard to these matters ; and what I find is, that
whenever a white man suffers at the hands of the
Indians there is from the Department of Indian
Affairs-whether Mr. White is Minister of Indian
Affairs, or Mr. Vankoughnet is Deputy Minister, or
Mr. Hayter Reed is cornmunicated with-a non pos-
xumus always ; there is great unwillingness to ac-
knowledge that they should pay for any depreda-
tion on the part of the Indians, or any loss whatever
suffered in consequence of the Indians. One of the
arguments used does not strike me as altogether
conclusive, although I admit to some extent the
force of it. One of the arguments is, that if we once
admit there is a claim, we open a gate through
which improper and unjust demands will enter. I
grant the danger that if we admit claims recklessly
we shall have a sufficient number of claims, but I
think, in the case of Saunderson, and in one case
which happened at Touchwood Hills, there was a
primdfacie case made out. All I would at present
urge on the attention of the Minister is this, that,
if I may use a word which has become classical in
this House, some moduse rivendi might be arrived
at, some means whereby we might ensure the re-
payment of the loss of a white settler, when he
really suffered loss, and also guard against unjust
claims being presented and prosecuted and made
effectual. I do not want at present to press this
matter more than merely to call the attention of the
Minister to it.

To pay the over-expenditure as per
statement attached in passing Ro-
binson Treaty annuities during
five years, from 1884 to 1889. 2,620 76

Mr. DEWDNEY. It appears that a census is
taken of the Hurons every five years, and during
some years we required a little more money
than we voted and some years a little less. In
1884 and 1885 we did not expend all the vote, but
in 1886, 1887 and 1889, more Indians came in and
we over-expended. The total amount expended
was $4,799.76, and the total unexpended, $2,179,
leaving this balance of $2,620.76.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it is
about time that this little difficulty should be
settled between the Governments. My impression
is that the Ontario Government is responsible for
the annuity. That is my contention, and I think
it has been adopted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are quite
right.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like
to know from the Minister of Finance whether
these long-pending disputes between Ontario and
Quebec are in process of settlement ?

Mr. FOSTER. They are in process of settlement.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have

heard the statement for the last eight or ten years,
that they were going to be settled within a year.

Mr. DEWDNEY.

Mr. FOSTER. They are in satisfactory proce8s
of settlement. The case is being mutually made
up for final settlement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What timue
do you expect to complete it ?

Mr. FOSTER. I hope before the lst July next.

To enable Department to pay certain
amounts for medical services (In-
dians, Nova Scotia) which the appro-
priation for 1889-90 was insufficient to
cover................................. . 500

Mr. KIRK. Can the Minister tell us who
received this money ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I recollect at this moment
only the naines of two. They are both Drs.
Allison, father and son, I think, but they live at
different parts of the Province.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). In what county?
Mr. DEWDNEY. Digby.
Mr. KIRK. Could the hon. Minister tell me

whether there have been any changes made iii the
physicians appointed to attend to the Indians in
Antigonish and Guysborough ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There are no changes that I
know of.

Mr. KIRK. There used to be a physician at
Guysborough and one in Antigonish, and I hold in
my hand a letter from the Indian agent actually
dismissing one of these physicians, and the agent
informed the other physician that he could not
guarantee any payment for medicine given to the
Indians, because the Department comtemplated a
change. This was some time in May last, and
that is the reason I asked the Minister whether a
change had not been made. I will read the letter
of the agent, which is as follows:

" HEATHERTON, 8th May, 189.
"J. C. MACKINNoN, M.D.,

' Antigonish.
"DEAR SiR.-At the request of a large number of the

Indians of this district who wished to have Dr. Cameroi
attend to them in their physical infirmities, I have eon-
sented to their wishes, and have this day wrote to Dr.
Cameron to attend to the Indians. As it does not make
much difference to you, you will, therefore, atier this
date not attend to the Indians. As I have to refuse them
so many things, I did not feel like refusing this request
of theirs, as I have no doubt you do not care.

"I am, yours truly,
' W. C. CHISH OIL.

This is the letter to the doctor at Antigonish, who
had been attending the Indians for many years.
He wrote to the doctor in Guysborough, from whomi
he received a reply, dated March 31, 1890, as
follows

"We have a number of Indians here who reQuIm
medical treatment, and I think it is very unfair that
they are deprived of medical aid. I have had to refuse
them treatment for some time past, as the Indian agent
at Heatherton wrote not to give them anything further.
He said he could not guarantee my bill. as the Depart-
ment at Ottawa contemplated making a change."

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think I may be able to ex-
plain that. My deputy did contemplate making a
change, with the object of reducing the medidal
expenses in both Nova Scotia and New Brunswick>
He submitted his proposition to me, and after c0
sulting the gentlemen from that part of the
country, I considered that it was not practicable,
and I so informed my deputy. Probably that
might have been the change intimated to the

4051



[APRIL 28, 1890.]4053

agent. I may state that we have a good deal of
dificulty in regard to medical services in both of
those Provinces. The Indians wander about a
tood deal, and when they are away from home
they go to a doctor without having received any
order from the agent; so that bills are forwarded
10 us from medical men in different parts of the
Provinces, without any certificate fron the agent,
and wve have to take a round-about way to get the
certificate. The medical service in both those
Provinces is very unsatisfactory, and I hope to get
it on a better footing. With regard to Dr.
Caneron-I do not recollect his name-I will
enquire into the matter if the hon. gentleman
wishes.

Mr. KIRK. I have only this to say with regard
to the reduction of expenses, that I am sure the
MIinister could not contemplate making much re-
duction in the district I refer to, because the
medical officers in that district, which comprises
two counties, and in which there are 168 Indians,
were confined to $80 a year.

Towards cost of artesian well at Del-
oraine.............................. $2,000

Mr. CHARLTON. How many artesian wells
have the Government aided in being sunk in
Manitoba and the North-West Territories, and to
what extent have they been sunk ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There has been very littie
done in Manitoba. The only work of any inagni-
tude iii that respect has been at Deloraine, where
a well is now sunk to a depth of something over
1,4(g) feet, and it is confidently anticipated that
the same current of water will be reached there
that was reached at Devil's Lake, 60 miles to the
soth, where a very powerful well, one of the
mïost powerful, I think, on the continent, has been
struck. It was visited by Dr. Selwyn lasT year,
nid we find that at Deloraine the boring is through

exactly similar strata. The borers have reached
the stratum next above the gravel from which the
water was obtained at Devil's Lake, and we an-
ticipate with great certainty that we shall get a
powerful flow of water.

Mr. CHARLTON. How copious is the flow at
Devil's Lake ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I do not know exactly, but
the stream which is from a 7-inch pipe, is thrown
a(bolt 15 feet in the air.

'Ir. CHARLTON. That was put down by
private enterprise, I believe ?

Ir. DEWDNEY. Yes.

North-West Mounted Police-further
amount required............ ..... $30,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How does
this corne to be required ?

Sic JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the first
place, the estimate was rather too moderate last
year. In the second place, in consequence of the
failure of the crop, there has been an enormous
rise in the cost of forage for the whole force.
This arnount of $30,O0 in excess of the original
estinate, has been rendered necessary in conse-
quence of the failure of the crops, in certain por-
tions of the Territories, particularly in the north-
ern districts, owing to drought. In the fiscal year
of 1888-89 oats cost 37 to 38 cents per bushel, while

those required for the current fiscal year, 1889-90,
cost $1.25 per bushel. At Regina, oats this year
cost 54 cents per bushel, against 20 cents last year ;
and hay has also been scarce and expensive
throughout the Territories. Potatoes were a total
failure at Battleford, Prince Albert and Edmon-
ton. Despite this rise in prices, the police force
has not cost more than in former years. In
1887-88, it cost $862,965 ; in 1888-89, 8829,701 ; in
1889-90, we voted last Session $723,000 and are
now voting $30,000, making a total of $753,426.
Thus the expenditure for the fiscal year 1888-89
was $32,364 less than in 1887-88, and the expendi-
ture for the fiscal year 1889-90 is $76,000 less than
1888-89, even with this additional $30,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice
that, both in explanation of this item and of the
item passed to provide seed grain for the Indians,
great distress is laid on this drought. Over what
area did that extend ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. That extended pretty
generally throughout our reserve, but more along
the line of railway in the south than in the north.
Potatoes, which were put in later than the grain,
were put into dry ground, there was not suflicient
moisture to start them, and the potato crop especial-
ly, and the root crop generally, was a total failure.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How far east
did it commence ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It commenced west of the
western boundary of Manitoba, and extended along
the railway, principally south of the railway.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. South of the
railway covers what used to be described as the
arid belt, and, I am afraid, only too truly. This is
not the first, nor the second, nor the third time in
which we have had droughts prevailing over great
portions of the Territories, east and west, along
the Canadian Pacific Railway in that region.

Mr. CHARLTON. What is the character of the
small arms with which the Mounted Police are
armed ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You will find
all that in the report. There are a great many
Winchester repeating rifles, which are found to be
very efficient.

Mr. CHARLTON. Have precautions been taken
to prevent the Indians from obtaining these im-
proved arms ? It has been found in the United
States that the Indian warriors obtained the best
class of arms and ammunition, and the Indian
wars cost the United States Government many
millions of dollars. If our Government are not
alive to the importance of this matter, it may
result in great trouble to ourselves in the future.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think
it is possible to prevent traders crossing the line at
all points and bringing in arms. I will, however,
remind the hon. gentleman that, when I made the
proposition some time ago, and asked for a vote of
money in order to get a supply of fowling pieces,
so as to induce the Indians to exchange and give
them a sum of money, there was a great deal of
laughter on the other side.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How far did
the projected exchange with the Indians work ?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
it was successfal.

Mr. McMULLEN. What is
Mounted Police ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

I do not think

the number of

One thousand
men.

Mr. McMULLEN. Does the hon. gentleman
anticipate being able to reduce that number?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. McMULLEN. I cannot understand, when

we have a railway f rom one end of the country to
the other, why it is necessary to have a thousand
men there at a cost of a million dollars a year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, there is a
railway running from opposite Dover right through
Europe, and I do not think that decreases the
number of police in Russia or Germany or any of
the countries on the continent of Europe, and we
have a country to look after as large as any of them
and a little larger. The one thousand men here are
doing the work it takes twenty thousand men to do
in the United States.

Mr. McMULLEN. What number of arrests
were there last year, and convictions ? What
particular work have they done?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would recom-
nend my lion. friend to read this little volume,
which is the yearly report, and he will find all he
wants there.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the hon.
gentleman read it himself ? I think he confessed
last year to not having read it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not read
it last year, but I did this year.

Mr. McMULLEN. If the hon. gentleman were
disposed to be economical, he night fairly hold
out some hope for this House and the country that,
at no very distant day, he would be able to reduce
that enormous expenditure on the Mounted Police.
The people are paying a million dollars a year to
support the Mounted Police, and a million a year to
feed the Indians. The hon. gentleman told us,
some years ago, that we were going to have a mine
of wealth in that country, that we were going
to have some 860,000,000 out of it by the
year 1890. In place of that we are spending
enormous sumus there and getting nothing back.
We are burying money there. I suppose the lion.
gentleman anticipates a return at some future day,
but it will be long after he has ceased to sit here
and many others of us I am afraid, judging by the
way it is being administered now, what with
Indian reserves, donations to church schools, and
aIl that sort of thing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man says we are spending a million dollars a year
upon the Indians, and that that is a very great
ext'ravagance. If he would suggest a mode cf
decreasing that expenditure, we would be very
glad to carry it out. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
has read Dean Swift's suggestions as to the best
means of reducing the expenses of the people in
Ireland. He suggested that, by judicious training,
the people might eat one another up, and so the
expense would be saved. As long as the Indians
are in the North-West we cannot allow them to
starve.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do not give us ancient
history ; give us something modern.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. McMullen) has been making modern
suggestions, and I am giving him ancient illustra-
tions. As to the thousand men in the Mounted
Police, I say that is a very moderate force for that
country. I believe we will have to increase that
number. I believe there will be a great body of
miners coming in from the United States. The
hon. gentleman is not ignorant, I hope, of the
large mineral resources which are being developed
in the North-West and in British Columbia, not to
speak of Ontario and the eastern part of Canada.
I believe there will be a large influx of population
there, and perhaps it will be an unruly population.
Of course those people will be a great source of
wealth, but the law must be maintained, and we
must not have scenes in that country such as we
read of in Bret Harte's works and elsewhere, as
having occurred in California during the mining
craze. I cannot hold out any hope of reducing the
Mounted Police force, at all events for some time
to come.

Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker

Mr. DAVIN. I desire, Sir

Mr. MITCHELL. I think I have the floor.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. member
for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) has the floor.

Mr. DAVIN. For once I have repressed the
irrepressible. I am sick

Mr. MITCHELL. I know you are.

Mr. DAVIN. I am sick of hearing such renarks
as have fallen from the hon. member from Norths
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) in reference to the
North-West. He comes here to tell us in doleful
tones that we are spending a million of dollars a
year on the Mounted Police, and spending a large
amount of money on the Indians. The right hon.
gentleman who leads the Government, has properly
stated that that country has been taken fron the
Indians and that we cannot allow them to star\-e,
and, at the saine time, that there is a necessity for
keeping up the Mounted Police force. When the
hon. gentleman speaks of getting nothing froi
the North-West, let him talk to the merchants in
his own part of the country ; let him talk to the
merchants in Wellington or in any part of western
Canada ; let hin talk to the merchants in Toronto
-as I talked to then no longer ago than Saturday
last and they will tell him, that among their best
customers now are the people of the North-West.
We are paying taxes, we are consuming goods on
which we pay taxes which help to support tihe
country, and it is an unstatesmanlike view to take
this position, whichI have known taken by children
-I have known children sow seed in a flower pot
and expect it to germinate in a few hours, and
that is the position taken by the hon. gentleman.
The North-West is a country possessing vast
wealth. You must not only look to the preselit
and to what is tangibly before you, which is a very
large matter even now, but you must look to the
country as it will be in the future, which will
repay a hundredfold all you are expending upon
it to-day.
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Ir. McMULLEN. We have heard such state-
nients froin better authorities than the hon. member
for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). Years ago we
heard statements from the Government benches as
to the enormous wealth we were going to receive
from that North-West. We have to express the
regret that we are compelled to expend the
enormfous anount of money which we have to
expend there. The right hon. gentleman asks me
if I have read Dean Swift. I did read Dean Swift
years ago, but of recent years I have been studying
the political history of Sir John A. Macdonald,
more particularly in regard to the North-West,
and I say that the money he expends there is
enornously extravagant, and is a great drain upon
the people of this country. I am sure that that coun-
trv could be administered far more economically if
another Governrment were in power. If the hon.
gentleman desires nie to suggest, as be says, the
way to reduce the expenditure in that country, I
would suggest that he should eut off his inspectors
of ranching lands, his inspectors of colonisation
companies, his inspectors of timber limits, and
other persons of that kind. Let him eut off the
enormous expenses now incurred for supplies for
the Ildians. Not 40 per cent. of the amount
expended for the Indians goes to them. About
6 per cent. goes to the officials of the hon. gentle-
man. If the right hon. gentleman would study
economy, he might easily reduce the expenditure ;
but that is a thing he never gave any attention to,
t all events politically.
Alr. MITCHELL. I only desired to say that I

thouglit it extremiely hard on my hon. friend fron
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) to have to take the course
lie has done to-night. He occupied the time of
the House for two or three days in endeavoring to
get justice done to the North-West and to regulate
the Mounted Police, and I confess I am a little
amuazed now that he should quietly and tamely
submit to swallow everything he said, to swallow
ail the charges he brought against Colonel Herch-
mer, that lie should trample under foot all the
positions he then took, and should renounce that
independence which many of us thought would
place him in the foremost ranks of the umembers of
this House. But we find that he has had to
swallow all that, as we have found other inembers
have had to do in this House, and that be has had
to come back under the crack of the party whip.
That is what my hon. friend from Assiniboia has
done. To-night he had an opportunity of showing
w hether his independence was simulded or real,
and I am afraid he has shown that it was simu-
lated. An hon. gentleman on the other side of
the House said to me : " What will you do with
Davin now you have got him? "-that was just
after his independent speech. I said: "I do not
know whether we have got him."

Mr. DAVIN. It is sure you have not got him.
Mr. MITCHELL. Ie is a man I admire very

muuch. I admire his ability and his.eloquence, but
Davin has not any staying powers about him. That
is what is the matter with Davin.

Skeena Expedition ................. $5,441 08
Mr. CHARLTON. What is the entire cost of

that expedition ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. This is the entire cost as far

as this Government is concerned. A very nuch

larger claim was submitted by the Government of
British Columbia, and when Mr. Robson was here
a year ago, this was gone into, and this was the
compromise arrived at. I think their claim was
nearly double this amount, but this was the arrange-
nient arrived at. A Governor General's warrant
was obtained for the amount, but the Auditor
General thought it would be better that the amount
should appear in the Estimates, and it is there for
the purpose of being paid through British Colum-
bia. It has not been paid yet, but will be when this
vote is passed.

To pay the cost of the suit of the St.
Catharines Milling and Lumbering
Co. v8. The Queen ................. $1,800

Mr. McMULLEN. Will the hon. gentleman
give us some explanation with regard to the grosa
amount paid out in this connection ?

Mr. LANDERLIN. ln the absence of the hon.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) don't
you think, Mr. Chairman, this item should stand?
He will probably be able to give explanations
better than any one else. He will be able to tell
us the full amount that has been expended by the
country in this suit.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
total amount expendet on this up to date ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The total amount
paid, including this vote, is $14,152.67.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am informed
that, in addition to this large expenditure which
has been inflicted upon us in this matter, this
company have actually entered a suit in the
Exchequer Court for the purpose of recovering a
very large sum of money from the Dominion of
Canada, by reason of having been induced to make
arrangements and expend moneys for the purpose
of carrying on works on the land which was
granted to them. Is the Minister of Justice aware
that that is the case ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is the case.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the

amount they claim ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I stated to the House,

last Session, in answer, I think, to the bon. gen-
tleman himself, the amount of their claim, which
I do not remember at present. The claim was
reported on by myself, and I gave an assurance to
the House that it would not be paid without the
House being consulted. The claim, in consequence
of my report, was not paid, and it is in controversy
now.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) is really a
little too persistent. It is a very delicate subject
that he is trenching upon just now. After the
election of Saturday last in which the Equal Rights
party have shown such a tremendous strength, a
strength that appalls the whole of us-perhaps the
right hon. gentleman not less than some of the
rest of us-I think my bon. friend is, perhaps, press-
ing the Government a little unfairly, I do not
think, if the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy) adheres to his present course, this
thing is likely to occur again. He may be con-
doned for the past, but I do not think he will get
many more briefs of that kind. I think that after
the demonstration of Saturday last, which showed
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that the Equal Rights party, that have been so much
laughed at, have proved themselves to be a factor
in the elections of this country, my hon. friend
might let this thing quietly rest.

Mr. LAURIER. Notwithstanding the sugges-
tion of my hon. friend, I would like to get a little
more information. The Minister of Justice told
us there was a claim. How much is it ? In the
neighborhood of $100,000, I suppose.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is a general claim
for damages. The claim is still in controvei sy.

Mr. LAURIER. What stage has it reached
now?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The greater part of
the evidence, I think, has been taken, and it now
stands for hearing, I think. It is before the
Exchequer Court.

Mr. McMULLEN. What lawyers are acting on
behalf of the Dominion ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have Mr. Hogg,
our regular agent, and Mr. Christopher Robinson.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Will the Minister of Justice
kindly inform us who are the members of the St.
Catharines Milling Company?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not know.
Mr. LANDERKIN. To whom are the payments

made ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The lawyers get

it.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Mr. Ferguson is the

solicitor of the company, and, I think, the pay-
ments have been made to him.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to say to the
Minister of Justice that there appears to be a
mistake in the return brougbt down by the Govern-
ment, in 1889, with reference to the fees paid on
account of this company. According to the returns
brought down the fees paid at that time amounted
to $16,15267.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think that was an
estimnate of the whole sum.

Mr. LANDERKIN. No; that is the return. I
will read the order of the House :

" Returu to an Order of the House of Commons dated
the 8th February, 1889, for a return showing:

"1st. The full amount of leFal and other expenses paid
in connection with the suit The St. Catharines Milling
and Lumbering Company vs. The Queen,' from the com-
mencement ofthe suit up to the first of January, 1889.

" 2nd. The party or parties to whom paid, and date of
payment."
I understand the Minister to say that there was
$14,152 paid, whereas the returns give $16,152.67.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There was a vote last
Session, which I do not remember. I think it is
included in that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. But that is only to the
beginning of last Session.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I know an amount
had been paid before that. I think that included
the money that we voted last Session.

Mr. McMULLEN. Were there ever any dues col-
lected from the St. Catharines Milling and Lumber-
ing Company on the timber they cut ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think there was some col-
lected, I do not recollect the amount. They had
some timber eut, I know.

Mr. MITcHELL.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman does
not know whether those dues had been paid here or
over to the Ontario Government, or if the Ontario
Government claimed them?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think not. There has
been no negotiations so far with reference to that
matter with the Ontario Government. Everything
is in abeyance.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have the
Ontario Government put in any claims for dam-
ages.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Not that I know of.

Amount required to pay the cost of the
suit of t he Eau Clair and Bow River
Lumber Company vs. The Queen... .$1,O0

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is
this ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. A suit bas been brought ii
the Exchequer Court against both this Government
and the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. The
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, after a lease
had been granted, considered they had a right to
eut timber, and they did cut timber on this limit;
and there has been a claim pending during the
last year or two. A suit has now been entered for
$50,000.

Mr. LAURIER. For what is this money re-
quired ?

Mr. DE WDNEY. To carry on the suit.
Mr. LAURIER. In a case of this nature, when

the Government are asking money to carry on a
suit, the papers should be laid before the House.
It is only an act of simple justice that no grant
should be asked, or vote passed, until full par-
ticulars are supplied.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The particulars are detailed
in a paper which I hold in my hand, and which I
will read.

Mr. LAURIER. Lay it on the Table. In the
meantime, let the item stand.

Amount required to pay expenses in
connection with the collection of
seed grain advances in the North-
W est Territories..................... $250

Mr. CHARLTON. What success has been met
with in collecting amounts due for seed grain?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In some parts of the coun-
try the efforts have been satisfactory, and in others
not so. I do not exactly recollect the figures, bot
the returns have been more satisfactory with re-
spect to the late issues of seed grain than with re-
spect to those of former years.

Mr. CHARLTON. About how much bas been
advanced altogether in furnishing seed grain?

Mr. DEWDNEY. During the last twelve years
about $140,000, of which we have received in re-
payment between $40,000 and $50,000.

Mr. BLAKE. I presumne the present supplies
of seed grain are purchased in the North-West out
of the 640,000,000 bushels, which form the annual
crop of that country.

Mr. MULOCK. What is the system of distri-
buting seed grain?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Applications are made for
the grain to the party who is authorised to issue
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it. l this case the party is Mr. McKay, manager
of the Experimental Farm. The seed is delivered
at the nost central points of the districts from
which applications have been received. Applica-
tiolis are received, and a lien is taken on the
homestead for the value of the grain advanced.

'\r. MULOCK. Does the granting of a loan of
seed grain depend at all upon the character of the
applicant ?

'Ur. DEWDNEY. It does.
Mr. MULOCK. What are the principles which

g(vern the agent in refusing or granting an ap-
plication ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The agricultural societies,
which know the position of every settler, make
representations, and these grants are made on the
recomniendations of the agricultural societies, or of
the president or secretary.

Mr. MULOCK. Is that the invariable rule ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; wherever there is an

agricultural society. That was the rule this year.
Mr. MULOCK. Was it the rule in 1886?
Mr. DEWDNEY. I am not sure; I do not

think so. I had nothing to do with the matter
then.

Mr. MULOCK. It was stated, perhaps incor-
rectly, and, therefore, I do not in the slightest de-
gree corroborate or endorse the statement, that
prior to the elections in the North-West appli-
cations for seed grain were made through prospec-
tive candidates for Parliament. I should like to
know whether the present members are to have
a hand in the granting of these applications? I
should like to know if the granting of these
applications is to depend entirely on business
principles, or if political influence is to be a factor
in the transaction ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Only on business principles.
I do not think a member from the North-West has
been consulted by his constituents in a single in-
stance. The action taken by the members is in
bringing pressure to bear on the Government in
the interest of their district obtaining seed grain.

Mr. CHARLTON. I suppose the security is
ample, if the Government chose to force the claim ?
What is the rate of interest charged on these ad-
vances ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The rate is 6 per cent.
Mr. MULOCK. I suppose it is not intended to

specially favor the hon. member for West Assini-
boia (Mr. Davin) by placing special patronage in
his hands ?

Mr. DAVIN. lI regard to seed grain that has
been distributed this year, all I can say is this,
that if I had to express my feelings about it my
sentiments would be that my constituency had
been treated badly ; but I have no doubt it was
purely accidental that parts of my district whichrequired seed grain have not got it. In fact we
did not at first think that Western Assiniboia
needed much grain, and one portion of it, Moose
Jaw, boldly stated that none was needed, andaround Regina they have not needed any; but
some has been required at Maple Creek, and I
believe they have received a quantity. I am also
glad to know that some has been supplied to Dun-
more. So far as I am concerned, I have found

that the whole matter of distribution has been
placed entirely in the hands of Angus McKay, and
the grain is to be distributed according to certain
rules laid down, and in fact my hon. friend from
North York (Mr. Mulock) may possess his soul in
peace. I have had very little to do with the mat-
ter, and the amount that has been distributed in
my district is, I believe, infinitesimal.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not believe that it is other-
wise than germane to the occasion to enquire
whether, after favoring the giving of seed grain
to the settlers in the Territories, the hon. gentle-
man is also going to give them the benefit of the
ballot ?

Mr. DAVIN. If the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), when the Territories Act
comes down from the Senate in a few days, will
propose a clause in favor of the ballot, I will sup-
port it.

Mr. MULOCK. Will you vote for it?
Mr, DAVIN. Yes ; I will vote for it.
Mr. BLAKE. I am afraid I will lose the

motion then.
Mr. McMULLEN. Does the hon. Minister say

that the amount advanced to these people for seed
grain is recorded against the land ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. McMULLEN. Are there any parties who

ha- e received grain more than once?
Mr. DEWDNEY. The instructions given to Mr.

McKay this year were to issue no seed grain to
parties who had already received some, and who
had a lien on their property. He found when he
looked into the matter, that there were some who
had already received seed grain who were just as
much in want of it as those who did not receive
any at all. On representation to me, I authorised
him to give a small amount of seed grain to some
who had received it before.

Mr. McMULLEN. Then, in some cases, there
are two seed grain encumbrances on the locations
of these people. Are there more than two in any
case ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Have all the amounts
borrowed by the Province of Manitoba in regard
to seed grain, been paid, or what percentage has
been paid ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There is quite a large amount
that has not been paid off. I find that about $140,0
worth of grain has been distributed, out of which
we have received back between $40,000 and $50,000.
The largest amounts that have not been paid are
for the advances made in the early days of Mani-
toba.

Mr. MULOCK. At what price do you sell this
grain?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The settlers receive it at
the cost price. This year they only had topay
the actual cost of the purchase, as the Canadian
Pacific Railway transported it free of charge.

Mr. McMULLEN. Where was this grain pur-
chased ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Mr. McKay purchased every
bushel of it. He purchased the wheat at different
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points in the Territories, and he purchased the
oats in the neighborhood of Toronto. I think he
paid 40 or 50 cents a bushel for the oats, and it
had to be extra clean for the purpose of seed.

Mr. McMULLEN. How many bushels of
wheat were purchased, and at what price ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There have been $31,500 for
seed grain ; 12,000 bushels oats, and the balance
was expended for first class hard red Fyfe wheat,
extra clean, at 85 cents a bushel.

Mr. BLAKE. Could the hon. gentleman say
what acreage in wheat and what acreage in oats, he
has provided for in this way ? Or can he tell us the
usual rate per bushel to the acre ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think about 2 bushels to
the acre of oats, and about the same for wheat.
If it is sown by the drill it takes a little less than
if it is sown broadcast.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Can the Minister say
over what extent of country it was distributed?

Mr. DEWDNEY. From the western boundary
of Manitoba as far as Medicine Hat, an extent of
about 400 miles east and west ; and a small portion
was distributed in the neighborhood of Prince
Albert.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I suppose it was dis-
tributed on account of the failure of crops the
previous year ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; because some localities
were much more seriously injured than others, and
in some districts the crops were destroyed more by
gophers than by drought.

Mr. BLAKE. Has any concerted action been
taken by municipal or local organisations with
reference to the destruction of these gophers ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. For a year or two the muni-
cipality offered a small bonus of a cent a tail, but
it amounted to so much that it got beyond their
means. This year the Legislative Assembly voted
$1,000 for the purchase of strychnine to poison
them.

Mr. MULOCK. I understand it was stated,
that when the tails were taken off, the gophers
were allowed out to breed again.

Mr. DEWDNEY. That was stated.

Mr. CHARLTON. They do not retail.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I shall ask an appropriation
later, for the purchase of traps to destroy the
gophers. The settlers pretend that the Govern-
ment land unoccupied, affords breeding grounds
for these gophers, and while they might destroy
them in their own fields, they cannot get rid of
them on the Government lands. I think the traps
would be better than the strychnine ; or at all
events they would be safer.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it not a fact that these
gophers have been increasing rapidly?

Mr. DEWDNEY. During the dry seasons of
the last two or three years, they have increased
rapidly. The wet seasons seem to drown them in
their holes.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Will the hon. gentle-
man state what quantity of grain was distributed,
and among how many settlers ?

Mr. DEWDNEY.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The return has not yet
reached me, but the largest amount given to one
man, I hear, was sixteeen bushels.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Have the settlers re.
cently arrived in the country, or are they old
settlers ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. They have been a year and
over in the country.

Mr. BLAKE. They are all persons who
have raised-or tried, at any rate, to raise-one
crop ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. McMULLEN. How were the oats pur.

chased? Was a tender asked?
Mr. DEWDNEY. No. We were pressed for

time, and Mr. McKay went around and got
samples. They were extra good oats, and they
were bought at the lowest price at which they
could be obtained.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask
the Minister if any farmers have succeeded in
raising crops in the vicinity of Medicine Hat, or
within 200 miles to the eastward ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Oh, yes ; excellent crops.
The best barley which is grown in the whole of
the Territories was grown within a mile or two
of Medicine Hat last year. It was superior to the
sample of barley sent from England to the Minis-
ter of Agriculture to be distributed this year ; and
some of the finest wheat fields I have seen in the
country have been in the neighborhood of Medicine
Hat. The fact is that even the driest soil in the
country, when ploughed, affords a kind of reservoir
to hold the moisture, and the country improves
every year that it is cultivated.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When I was in Medi-
cine Hat, I did not see any vegetation more than a
foot high. I understood that the soil was good,
but that the rainfall was not sufficient, and I ail
asking for information, whether several dry seasons
do notsucceed each other in succession, and whether
a crop is not .the exception rather than the rule?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The hon. gentleman did not
go very far north or south of the railway. The
land along the rivers is drier than it is a few miles
back. Although it has a dry appearance, if the
rain comes at the proper time, it is all right.

Mr. BLAKE. I understand; however, that
there have been three unusually dry seasons there
lately, and that we may expect a cycle of damper
seasons. For instance, I was told by a friend of
mine who not long ago visited the thriving settle-
ment of Moosomin, where a lake, which I have
seen marked on the plans and maps as Moosonnif
Lake, existed no longer, that during the last three
years it had dried up. Therefore, it is to be sup-
posed there has been an unusual drought, and that
the country will be better in the future.

Mr. DE WDNEY. I think that is very likely,
because I have seen roads made by Half-breed
carts crossing lakes in which there was several feet
of water, but which to-day are thoroughly dry.

Mr. McMULLEN. I see the hon. First Minister
looking very earnestly at me, and I will brîng to
his recollection the fact that when reciting the
history of the evils that befell the people of this
country at the time the hon. member for East
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York was in power, he stated that they had first
tle Colorado potato bug, and then the weevil in
the wheat, which he attributed to the reign of my
lion. friend. I would like to ask him to what he
attributes the enormous swarm of gophers in the
North-West ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It shows that
the country is a splendid country for the develop-
ment of animal life, and it will be so when we
have a sufficient number of two-legged animals
called imen up there.

Alr. McNEILL. I may say to my lion. friend
fron North Wellington that we have some reason
to believe that the gophers were starved in Dakota,
and went over to our North-West.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. Minister of the
Inîterior has stated that 20,000 bushels of oats
were bought at 45 cents a bushel. I know a littie
about the price of oats, because I sat in the train
with a iman a week or two ago who was coming to
the Toronto market to sell 100,000bushels of oats,
at 35 cents a bushel, half of which he had selected
for seed. ln the town where I live the highest
price oats have reached is 30 cents, and it is sur-
prising to me if the hon. gentleman was in such a
spirit that lie had to run for these oats to the first
man he could find. I would like to know the
iiane of the party from whom they were bought,
and the particular kind they are.

\i-. DEWDNEY. I shall be glad to bring
down the return as soon as it reaches me ; but I
imay say that if ever a country was cursed Ontario
was eursed with the kind of oats that were sent
out in 1886. They were half mustard seed ; and I
was determined that the oats I got this year should
be perfectly clean seed, even if they should bu a
little more expensive ; but at the same time that
w e were naking enquiries about oats, Sir John
Lister-Kaye was here making enquiries for 20 car-
loa)îds of oats whicn he was to take to the North-
West, part for feed and part for seed. That was
soie six weeks or two months before we bought our
seed ; and if I am not mistaken he paid nearly as
mnuch as we did, although we went to far greater
trouble in making a selection. If we have the
seed grain Mr. McKay says we have we have got
it cheap.

Mr. BLAKE. I observe the statement made
that Sir John Lister-Kaye, in connection with the
company, is likely to cease.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAID. That does not
hurt the oats.

Mr. BLAKE. The oats might have hurt him.
Mr. DEWDNEY. From the correspondence I

have had with him, he is in this position: that, if lie
bas now severed his connection as manager of the
company, lie lias taken the management of a com-
pany far more extensive ; and if lie does not carry
out the programme lie has in view with regard to
a scheme of colonisation, lie will return as mana-
ger of the company.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) If the hon. gentleman
wants to get the best seed oats growing in British
North Anerica he has only to come to Prince
Edward Island. I can substantiate my statement
by referring to exhibitions to which oats were sent,both in this and the old country, and they were
found superior to all others.
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Mr. McMULLEN. I am exceedingly sorry the-
Minister of the Interior should have cast the reflec-
tion he did upon the farmers of Ontario, whenhesaid
he had to use a great deal of care in selecting oats
so as to avoid mustard, and that a large amount of
the seed got from Ontario in past years was full
of mustard. I have travelled a good deal in dutf4
rio, and so has the hon. gentleman, and there is
very little mustard to be seen tiere. It is unfair
for the hon. gentleman to cast such a reflection
upon the Ontario farmer. I do not know in my
section, of one field where there is inustard anong
the oats. The hon. gentleman lias no right to decry
oui country in the public prints by telling the
people who are about to eligrate fron the old
world and comle to Ontario, iot to coue because
it is full of must. Every Caiadian knows that
must is a hard thing to get in Ontario. In justice
to our country the hon. gentleman ouglit to retract
that statement.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I travelled tlrough Ontario
a little last summer, and wlrile I did pass through
some sections where we saw no nustard, I passed
through others where I saw none thicker.

Expenses of Government in the North-
West Territories :-To pay for the
construction of abridge across Stur-
geon River, Edmonton, North-West
Territories................... ...... $5,000

Mr. CHARLTON. What is about the lengtl of
this bridge.

Mr. DEDWNEY. About one-eighth of a mile.
Some six or seven years ago the North-West
Government bought the bridge across the Sturgeon
river at Battleford. It had been built by the church
authorities as a toll bridge, and as the settlement
increased on the north side of the river the Govern-
ment bought it. It gradually fell inito bad repair,
and last summer settlers were unable to bring any
heavy loads across. Application was made for a
new bridge. A strong appeal was made early in
the winter for relief for sone distressed people in
that neighborhood, especially among the half-
breed families, who were very destitute. I recom-
mended to my colleagues that we should agree to
build this bridge in order to give work to people
who were anxious to work and had no means of
sustenance. An offer was made to build the bridge
for $5,000, which I knew was very cheap, and the
Government sent ourtimberinspector, Mr. Addison,
to superintend the bridge and to see that work was
given to these destitute people.

Mr. BLAKE. I received a letter fron that
quarter about this matter, representing sone of
the hon. gentleman's benevolent operations not to
have turned out exactly as he desired. The state-
ment is made in this letter that the bridge was
not worth what it cost, that it was built on what
is called a atore pay, and that the supplies given
in lieu of wages were charged for at very extrava-
gant prices, and that the transaction involved an
enormous profit for the contractors, through the
price being so extravagant, and the wages being
paid in kind at unduly exorbitant rates. Would
the hon. gentleman state whether the contract was
ordered by competition, or what steps were taken
in the matter?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The position was urgent,
and there was not time to call for tenders. An
offer wasmadeby Mr. McKenna and Mr. Brousseau,
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the one a half-breed and the other the gentleman
who had charge of that bridge. I knew them
both to be capable and straight-forward, and con-
sidered if we could get a substantial bridge built
for ei,000 that would be very cheap. Consequently,
I recommended that the offer of these gentlemen,
which was also pressed upon us by people wbo
lived in the neighborhood, shouli be accepted.
Our officer reported it as excellent work.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps, as this transaction has
been very exceptional, no tenders having been
asked for and the work having to be done in a
great hurry, the hon. gentleman will lay on the
Table the contract and all the correspondence and
reports, so that we may look at then before con-
currence.

Mr. CHARLTON. What kind of timber wiIl
there be in the bridge?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The timber up there is
principally spruce and pine. The bridge is on
piles. A heavy pile driver had to be brought up
from the railway. It is a bridge about 500 feet
long with a 16-feet span.

Further ainount required to defray the
expenses of examining lands in the
C.R. belt which the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company have pro-
posed to class as lands notfairly fit
for settlement.................... $5,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would be
glad if the hon. Minister of the Interior would
inform us, as nearly as he can, what percentage of
lands west of Regina, along the Canadian Pacific
Railway up to Medicine Hat, the company pro-
pose to accept, and what percentage they intend to
rejeet ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. About this time last year, I
think the hon. gentleman asked for the same
information. At that time the Canadian Pacific
Railway had selected some 8,400,000 acres. They
had intimated their intention of selecting that
amount, and last year I asked for a vote for the
purpose of employing one of our chief officers with
a small staff to go over and inspect the lands, some
of which the Canadian Pacific Railway had indi-
cated they would not accept. We have had a full
and complete return in regard to that, and since
that tine the Canadian Pacific Railway bave
selected more lands in the belt, making up nearly
10,000,000 acres. They admit now something over
9,000,000 acres, and they expect before the inspec-
tion is concluded to select the rest.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is from
the base of the Rocky Mountains to the old west-
ern boundary of Manitoba.

Mr. DEWDNEY. It includes more than that.
It includes their reserve to the south in Manitoba
and along the railway belt proper from. Winnipeg
to within 30 or 40 miles of the summit of the
Rocky Mountains.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does
that mean in reference to Southern Manitoba ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The reason for the extension
of the limit south in Manitoba was that, when
they commenced the construction of the road, so
much land had been granted within 20 miles of the
railway that there was virtually nothing there, and
therefore the land from which they could choose
was extended to the southern boundary.

Mr. DEWDNEY.

Mr. BLAKE. What we want to know is what
is the difference between what they take and the
total amount they could take in the railway belt.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think there are about
12,000,000 acres in the railway belt proper.

Mr. BLAKE. So there will be 2,000,000 acres
more ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think so.
Mr. LAURIER. This is a very important

item. I understood from the statement of the
Minister, that there has been a report made ai-
ready. If there has been a report, I think the
House would be very inuch interested in having
that report, and seeing what progress has been
made, and how the matter stands.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I shall be very glad to
bring all the information down with the plans.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the company bave select-
ed all the lands in the railway belt, where is the
tract which the Government bought f rom the con-
pany at $1.50 an acre, amounting to over $6,000,-
000 ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. As the hon. gentleman is
aware, the amount of land to which the company
were entitled was 25,000,000 -acres. Of that,
6,000,000 or more were taken back, leaving about
18,000,000 acres for the company to select froi.
There have been some negotiations with the
Canadian Pacific Railway as to the retention of
the land which should revert to the Government,
and the negotiations are, I think, very near com-
pletion : and I believe a very satisfactory arrange-
ment will be arrived at, satisfactory in this
regard, that we shall be able to come to an
agreement in the near future and settle the
whole question of the railway lands, and throw
open any portions of those lands which are now
locked up.

Mr. BLAKE. There is, or there used to lie, a
very large block reserved to the north in the Sas-
katchewan district for them to make a selection
out of. Is it in reference to that area that the
hon. gentleman means arrangements are being
made?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; there are sone
19,000,000 acres in that northern block, in the best
part of the Territories.

Mr. CHARLTON. Then the hon. gentleman
does not expect. to take any land back of the
10,000,000 which have been selected in the railway
belt ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I do not think we shall take
any of that land in the railway belt proper.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hlion-
gentleman did not answer the question whicl I
asked, as to how much of the land from the west-
ern boundary of Manitoba as at present constituted
up to Medicine Hat, the company had agreed to
accept and how much they propose to return in
that tract.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Unless I had the plan before
me, I could hardly state that definitely. There is
a very small portion which they have not selected
-certainly not over 500,000 acres.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon.
gentleman be able to lay on the Table the plan of
which he speaks?
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Mr. DEWDNEY. Certainly, I will do that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps you
could do it to-morrow ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It will be the original,
which I will have to take away again, but I think
I coiild do that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon.
gentleman will place the original on the Table, we
uild obtain an idea of this matter.

R( lief of distress amnong Half-breeds
in the North-West Territories. $1,000

Mr. LAURIER. What is the explanation of
this?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Relief was asked for some
Half-breeds who had left the Cumberland district
on the Saskatchewan, and had noved up towards
Prince Albert. Most of these were Half-breeds
who had left the treaties some time before, and
they followed some Indians who were going up to
Fort à la Corne. They were in a state of desti-
tution, and this is to recoup the amount of the
assistance which was given to them by the police.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman says that
these Half-breeds were in a state of destitution.
I understand that destitution has been prevalent
amnongst the iHalf-breeds in more districts than
one. I am not quarrelling with the hon. gentle-
iian for this vote; it may be all right, but I would

enquire if there were any petitions from these
Half-breeds, and if they were supported by mis-
sionaries or agents or other parties ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I cannot recollect at the mo-
ment from whon the applications came, excepting
that I kniow they were recommended by Superin-
tendent Perry, a superintendent of the Mounted
Police, and by Mr. Macdowall, who was then in
the north, before lie came down, and there may
have been others.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. member for Saskat-
chewan (Mr. Macdowall)?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. LAURIER. How is this distribution to be

made?
Mr. DEWDNEY. The Mounted Police were

instructed to issue it f rom their stores. That was
the only way we could get supplies to them.

To pay for 25 copies of Taschereau's
Work on Criminal Laws for Library
exchanges, $10....,.... .......... $250

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This is the second edition of
JIdge Taschereau's work on criminal law, and I
mnust say that this book is found not only useful
bit necessary for the Library. It was bought two
years ago and delivered, and this vote should have
been in last year's estimates. I can assure hon.
gentlemen opposite that it is a nost valuable con-
tribution to the legal literature of the country.

Mr. McMULLEN. Who is supposed to be the
judge of these books that are bought ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. In this case I, myself, gave
the order, as it was a work on criminal law.

Mr. LAURIER I may remind my hon. friend
that there is a standing ruie of the Library whichauthorises the Library Committee to purchase
valuable books published in the country for ex-
changes with foreign libraries. I can add my
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testimony to what bas been said by the Secretary
of State that the book is a very valuable one. It
is in English.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There was an order that
these books should be bought by the Librarian.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. In the future the Librarian
will buy such books as these, but these were bought
before the order was passed that such books should
be bought by the Librarian.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman
does not suppose, surely, that the Library Com-
mittee are to buy these exchanges out of the ordin-
nary vote given to them. The matter was brought
up in the Library Committee the other day, and it
was referred to a special committee to examine
into the question. We understood that these
books had to be purchased heretofore by the ex-
ecutive, and after examining into the matter we
thought we would let it rest where it was. We
did not think that out of the grants to the Library
for ordinary purposes, we could appropriate nioney
for exchanges.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The result will be, in the
future, that the Government will be less able than
in the past to encourage literature of this country
by purchasing works even on scientific questions,
because the Librarian will have to buy them, or
they will not be bought at ail.

Mr. DAVIN. As a member of the Library
Committee, I must endorse what the hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) says. Our grant at pre-
sent is barely sufficient to meet the wants of the
Library. If the Library Committee is to buy
works for exchanges, we have no objection to
assume the responsibility, but the House will have
to give us a larger grant, we cannot make bricks
without straw. That is an Egyptian task.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The question is: Who is
to select these books for exchanges ? It may be
proper to leave it to the Library Committee be-
cause they would be advised by the Librarian.
The matter came up the other day, in a meet-
ing of the Library Committee, with reference to a
work that has been highly spoken of by hon. gen-
tlemen, that is, Mr. Kingsford's History of Canada.
I am not in a position to give a personal opinion
about it, because I have only glanced at it, but we
were not in a position to contribute anything
towards purchasing that book, because we had no
funds. I extremely regret that, because, from
all that I can hear, the book deserves encourage-
ment at the hands of this House, and we have
been in the habit of purchasing a large number of
books from year to year, written by native Cana-
dians. I should like to have somne expression of
opinion on that matter from this Committee,
because the Library Committee were in the unfor-
tunate position of having been obliged to refuse
the offer made by the author of the book.

Mr. SCRIVER. I think there is something in-
definite in regard to this matter. I understand,
that au Order in Council was passed several years
ago directing that for the future the Library Com-
mittee should provide for these exchanges.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Only some months ago.

Mr. SCRIVER. I may have misunderstood the
Librarian, but I understood him to say it was a
year or two ago. In support of what my colleagues

40704069



[COMMONS]

on the Library Committee have said, I may say,
that if this Order in Council is enforced, the Com-
mittee must have a larger grant than we have had
heretofore, because we spend more than sufficient
to provide for the yearly additions that the
Librarian considers necessary for the Library.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think the members of the
Library Conunittee will not object to this.

Mr. SCRIVER. I certainly am not disposed to
object.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the subject
ought to receive very careful consideration, because
the appropriation for the purpose of exchanges
ought to depend upon what we receive from abroad,
and our appropriation should be made in some
degree adeq uate to fairly meet what we receive.
It has been stated again and again by the former
Librarian and by the present Librarian that we
receive works of very considerable value from
abroad, and that there were not amongst our qwn
official publications anything that could be regard-
ed as an adequate return for what we got. If that
be so, then I think some little attention should be
given to such works as that of Mr. Kingsford and
this of Judge Taschereau. But the whole subject
ought to depend upon what we get fron abroad,
and it should be carefully considered by the
Library Committee.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I may state that there are
two more books which will probably be submitted
to the Government, and which will come before
the House for an appropriation, I mean the book
of Dr. Bourinot, and another book by Judge
Burbidge. I have heard Mr. Kingsford's book men-
tioned, but I am not so well acquainted with
it as with the others. I understand these books
mentioned are costly, and as we shall require
30 or 40 copies, and the Library Committee have
not sufficient funds to purchase them, the House
will have to grant a vote for that purpose. I think
the Order in Council was passed chiefly to control
the purchase of ordinary current literature.

Mr. BARRON. If possible, this work of Mr.
Kingsford should be purchased. I have read the
first volume, and I certainly think it is a very ex-
cellent literary effort, besides being a most excel-
lent history, written on the line' of Parkman's
history of Canada. As to recognising literary
talent, I think the time has come when some recogni-
tion should be made of a geltlemanwho has certainly
developed most wonderful literary talent, I refer
to Mr. Lampman, whose literary attainments have
been recognised among the very foremost literary
people in the United States. As one who knew
him as a boy, and attended school with him, I
am glad to be able to testify to this work, and I
hope the Government will try and recognise
Canadian talent at the right time; and the sooner,
rather sooner than later, the hon. the First
Minister is able to place Mr. Lampman in some
position where he will be able to develop that
wonderful literary talent given to hini, not only to
his own advantage but to the advantage of Canada,
the better, so that the world may see that we
recognise talent, as is doue in other countries.

Mr. DAVIN. I quite see the difficulty that led
the Government to transfer this duty to the
Library Committee. The difficulty is palpable,

Mr. SCRIVER.

nanely, the pressure that is put on a Minister of
the Crown to buy books that are, as the Secretary
of State indicates, really not books of that per-
manent character which should be bought by the
Government. I am not sure, however, that the
tribunal before which a book is now broughit
namely, the Committee of which I am a member,
is the most perfect tribunal for deciding as to
whether a book should or should not be purchased
at the public expense. But I will say this, ai
I believe I express the opinion of the Committee
when I say that if we get the funds we are quite
willing to undertake the duty, and to do it to the
best of our ability. In regard to this book of Mr.
Kingsford, I have read the first volume, ai I
must say that I regard the book as one that ought
to be encouraged. However, I found when others
and myself brought it before the Committee that
a distinguished member of the Committee rose
and spoke from the most stringent standpoint of
supply and demand, as though you could apply the
doctrine of supply and demand to literature iii a
country like this. If literature in a new country
like Canada is to be encouraged, it will have to
receive sorne encouragement from the Government.
I found some bon. gentleman thought, and I have
heard the opinion expressed in this House by hon.
gentlemen who are not members of the Committee,
that this history did not take the view-because I
will not use the language they used-of certain
events they would take. If you are going to say
you will have nothing to do with patronising a
history that will not satisfy everybody, where will
you be? The one question which we inust ask iii
regard to any literary work is this, is it of genuine
literary value? If you are to say that a history
must please everybody as to its opinions, who is
satisfied with Macaulay, who is satisfied with
Froude ? Mr. Goldwin Smith will tell you-and I
am not misrepresenting him because he has written
it again and again-that Froude is a fabricator
from beginning to end. Others will tell you that
Macaulay is utterly unreliable, that be is a Whig
the whole time, that when he paints the Tories lie
does so in the darkest hues, while when lie pictures
the Whigs he does so in bright colors and presents
most charming features. I am very glad this
subject has been brought up, because I may say
that it would be a disgrace to Canada if a work so
large in conception, so admirably executed, so
universally recognised that the caustic Satuvrday
Reciew, forgetting, when it took up that volune,
its natural tendency to condenm, declared it was a
most valuable contribution to historical knowledge,
it would be a disgrace to Canada, I say, if such a
work were not purchased for purposes of excliange
and with a view to its encouragement. Under
these circumstances, I am very glad the subject
has been raised, and I hope the result will be that
before this Parliament rises we will be placed in
such a pecuniary position as to be able to buy
some of these volumes. I may say in regard to
Lampman : that I have read Lampman's works.
The fact is he is a genuine poet. His song is
not the mere echo of higþ poetic culture, he has a
genuine note of his own; e has a genuine inspira-
tion of his own ; and so far as we can encourage
him we ought to encourage him in the interests Of
Canada, because you may be sure of this, that te
life-blood of a people is its literature, that the life-
blood of a people is the genius that is put into
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books. There is the life-blood from which states- mittee, or to the librarians thenselves, I will cer-

mIen, and merchants, and lawyers, and others draw tainly not complain of it,

their nutriment, and that is the centre and source Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It seems to me ridicu-
of all the power. lous that we should pay $8 a copy for forty copies

Mr. LAURIER. I do not think I an prepared of the Quebec Debates.
to say like my hon. friend that literature is the life- Mr. CHAPLEAU. We were obliged to pay it.
bloord of the people; but I am prepared to say that It is the current price and that is what the Quebec
there are no people without literature; and if we Government pay thenselves.
ha ve the ambition to form a nation, as we have'
we cannot choose a better mode of promoting a Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) I fnd that the report
naitional sentiment among us than by fostering, as of the sub-Comiittee on the Librsry concludes by
mnueh as possible, native literature and native stating that the sub-Comnittee is of opinion that
talent. I do not know, however, how we can do the grant for the Library is not large enough to
it by the very inadequate measures we have taken lustify the pdrchase of books of current native
so far. The most we have done has been to pur- literature, and tat noney should ae applied t
chase books of our authors, and sometimes we purchase books for exchanges of a simlar cha-
have purchased several volumes. This, however, rcter to the exchanges we get from other coun-
is not doing very much. But so long as we are tries. I hope that the Order in Concil will L e

Zntpeaeitod oehn or ntewyo adhered to and that the (roverninent will vote aniot prtepar'ed to do somiethmng more in the way of reasoniable sumn for the Library Conuniittee togrants, we cannot adopt any other policy other than .
that we ha-ve pursued thus far. The librarians are carry it out.

authorised to select one or two copies of all works The Committee rose and reported progress.

Itbliiliel in Canada. The Government nay also
consider the propriety of selecting a few copies, BANKS AND BANKING.
tw enty-five or fifty, of the more valuable works for House again resolved itself into Committee on
the purpose of distribution abroad. The distribu- Bill (No. 127) respecting Banks and Banking.
tion of sueh a work as Mr. Kingsford's, if it wei e
distributed for example to foreign libraries, would (ln the Comrnittee.)
certainly increase public interest in Canadian his- On section 55,
tory, because, although I have not read the whole Mwork, I have read one or two portions, and the Mr. FOSTER. lu that clause ad in the thre
work has ipressed me as one of more than clauses succeeding, there are sone provisions which
ordinary value. So it is in regard to the poems of i would bu much butter to leave out. I propose
Mi. Laîmpiman. If such volumes were purchased that after the word " mentioned," in the twenty-
for exchange and circulation in foreign libraries, first line, and down to the word " thereafter,"
they could not but have the effect of recouimend- inclusive, in the twenty-fifth line be omitted.

ing Canada, and of showing that we are a civilised Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What the
nation if nothing else. I would go much further, gentleman proposes now to do, is to reduce this
though, perhaps, this is iot the proper time to say from an unlimited liability to the amount of 13
so; and I would be disposed to favor a liberal I per cent. on the whole circulation ?
expenditure for a proper encouragement not only
of literature but of art, and of everything that Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
would develop a national sentiment among us. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the hon.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) When this conversation gentleman considered the point to which I called

comnenced across the floor, I was of the opinion his attention more than once, as to the possible
that the Government were asking a sum to purchase risk which may be incurred ? I have myself con-
books for the coming year. I am given to under- sidered the fact, that there will be penalties pro-
stand I am wrong in that. vided, as was stated by the lion. Minîster of Jus-

tice, but I fail to see that they will guard against
Mr. CHAPLEAU. With regard to the first the particular langer to which I called attention.

three items the works have been purchased. M.FSETeatnino h oenMr. FOSTER. The attention of the Govern-
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I was on the Sub-Com- nient has been given, both before and since my

mlittee appointed by the Library Committee, and hon. friend's observations, to what lie thinks the
we found that in December, 1888, an Order in added risk in this matter. I am inclined to think
Council was passed, providing that thereafter that the added risk will not be probably 80 great
books of that description were to be purchased by as my hon. friend bas thought. We must bear in
the Library Comnittee. That we thought was a mind that under the law as it now stands the notes
very good Order in Council, and I hope it is going are a first lien on the assets of the bank and on the
to be carried out. There is one exception to be stock double liability of the stockholders ; and that
taken to it. The Library Committee is the proper was certainly-arguing from this standpoint-a
tribunal to select the books. I think that the temptation to an over-issue. I grant that the pro-
amount give to the Library Committee ought to be visions of the guarantee fund add to the induce-
slight y ocreased. 1 eould like to know whether ment, if any existed before; but I do not think it
these books were purchased before the Order in adds so greatly as to make it a matter of first rate
Council was passed ? importance. To guard against that, however, we

Mr. CHAPLEAU. With the exception of the propose to have a clause preventing the pledging,
Débals Parlementaireh de Québec, these books were assigning or hypothecation of the notes of a bank,

purchased before the Order in Council. If the under heavy penalties, and also making any trans-
duty of making the choice of books is tranferred action based upon that illegal. Then, you have to
fren the Secretary of State to the Library Com- take into account the supervision which we have
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in the returns which the banks are required to
make, with additions in the line of greater detail.
Another factor in the scheme as brought down to
the House, and as it will be worked, will be found
in the careful and active co-operation of the banks
with each other, as being now far more interested
in the good management of each other and of the
whole as contributors to a common guarantee fund.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Com-
mittee will observe that I am not of opinion that
in the ordinary working of the banks much risk
will arise. The case to which I allude is no doubt
an exceptional case. It is a case of distinct fraud,
arising wben a bank has got into a thoroughly bad
condition, such as has not infrequently taken place
in the history of banks, notably in the case of two
or three banks to which I called the attention of
the hou. gentleman the other day. There such a
risk will arise, for the parties managing the banks
may commit acts, as I think they did in the case
of at least two of those banks, which would bring
them within the purview of the penal law. In
such cases men are not likely to be deterred, if
there is a reasonable chance of escape with a large
amount of the plunder, by any penalties you nay
impose. No doubt, the particular clause to which
the bon. gentleman alludes, rendering hypotheca-
tion penal, will go some way, but it will not go the
whole way. We are doing a thing now which bas
never been done before in the history of banking,
so far as I know ; we are giving to the notes of the
smallest and least well managed banks, to the ex-
tent of about $2,000,000, precisely the same secu-
rity as the notes of the best managed banks pos-
sess. The system pursued in the United States is
wholly different from ours. There, as the hon.
gentleman knows, the banks are obliged to de-
posit Government securities for all the notes
they issue. With us, and the same is the case in
all other countries which have a bank circulation
similar to ours, there bas been no security hitherto,
except the assets of the banks, and the public
knowing that, it has been impossible for the banks
to issue too many notes. But you have altered
that entirely. This is a totally new experiment.
As I said, having called the attention of the House
and the Government to it, and having expressed
my own opinion, I am not particularly concerned
further, except that it appears to me that if such a
fraud were committed, your whole guarantee fund,
during a period of five or ten years, might be des-
troyed by a single over-issue, and in that case
the supposed guarantee for our note circulation
might prove worthless. As the clause first existed,
the danger was greater, but the security for the
note holder was also greater. I have my doubts,
under the circumstances, whether the guarantee
proposed is worth the alteration we are making im
the basis for the security of the notes.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It appears to me that
whatever danger may be apprehended from the
view taken by my hon. friend, might be minimised,
if not altogether obviated, by the action of the
Government, if they would be disposed to adopt a
more stringent course. The banks having come
forward to guarantee the circulation and to assist
the Government in framing a measure which will be
satisfactory to the country, as I think this measure
will be, now that they have eliminated one or two
clauses to which exception was taken, and after

Mr. FOsTERL.

they eliminate another, as I hope they will, that
is the one with reference to lapsed balances, I con-
gratulate the Government on having adopted the
best means of arriving at a conclusion, which
is no doubt based on a very correct principle,
and which I think will work satisfactorily.
But I think they might go a little further, and'I
venture to offer a suggestion which I think would
minimise the risk my hon. friend refers to. The
Government should put the printing of notes by
any person in this country on the sane ground as
counterfeit money, with the same penalties, and
prevent notes being introduced into the country at
all or manufactured in the country except on the
condition that they go directly into the hands of
the Treasury Board ; and when this act goes into
operation, all the banks affected should return to
the Treasury Board all their unissued notes and a
statement of their circulation. The Treasury Board
should be custodians of the bank notes, the banks
should apply to them whenever they require cii-
culation, the notes should be issued to the banks
by the Treasury Board when required, and when
the banks desired to destroy any of the old notes
not fit for circulation, they should be destroyed by
an officer of the bank in the presence of a person
appointed by the Treasury Board for that purpose.
Governmtent would then be able to keep an accomnt
exactly, from month to month, of the position of
the banks with regard to their issue. It would be
a strong check on the banks if they were disposed
to exceed their issue, because the Governmtîent
would have full knowledge of the position of
the banks from month to month. If the banks
wanted notes, they would apply to the Govern-
ment and the Government would give the amount
required, which wouldl be entered to the debit of
their circulation, and in that way the Goveriînient
would fron time to time be perfectly aware of the
exact position. If the Minister would introduce a
clause to this effect, it would very materially assist
the banks and offer additional security to the banks,
because, look at it as we may, there is a contingent
possibility of danger f rom the system being abused
by those banks which might be disposed to umake
an over-issue under fraudulent circumstances. A
system of the kind I propose could be very easily
worked, the Governtnent would then have the
matter under their own control and the batiks
would have additional security in knowing that
the Government were exercising this control over
the issue of notes.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose what my bon. friend
desires is to avoid the danger of over-circulation),
and lie proposes to do this by giving the Govern-
ment control over the issue of notes to each bank,
so that each bank's issue will be limited to the
maximum circulation allowed it by law. I sec the
point my hon. friend suggests, and it is certainlY
worth looking into, taking care that the Governl-
ment does not assume too much responsibilitY.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). They would only be the
custodians of the notes, which they would distribute
to the banks according as they would be applied for,
making it a penal offence for any one to pritt,
engrave or import a note. The Government wou1ld
be assuming no responsibility.

Mr. FOSTER. I will think it over. I propose
to add to sub-section 4 the following -
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And the Minister of Finance and Receiver General Minister of Finance and Receiver General, beyond the
shall, with respect to all notes paid out of said fund, have amount available from time to time out of the said fund.
the same rights as any other holder of the notes of the Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Is not one day's noticebank. rather a short time ? The holder cannot possibly

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the get the notice if he lives any distance away. e
effect of that ? Mr. WELDON (St. John.) The notes of a bank

Mr. FOSTER. To enable the Mimster of get scattered round a good deal. Suppose a Nova
Finance to rank with the other creditors in regard Scotia Bank lias a large quantity of notes in Van-
to the assets of the bank. couver.

On sub-section 7, iMr. FOSTER. We will give six days' notice.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would call Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland.) It occurs to me

the attention of the hon. Minister of Finance to that another question might arise with regard to
the question whether it is or is not desirable to fix the practical operation of the principle adopted by
a period within which notes may be presented for the establishment of this fund. In the case of the
redemption by the holders of-what do you call it ? failure of two or three banks the same year, would
-the bank circulation redemption fund. If the notes be paid indiscriminately as they were
that is not done, you inay have claims at a very presented ? If you take froi the ainount of cir-
long date. I think it would be well to fix sone culation which each of the banks of the country
reasonable time within which the holders of these are authorised to have under this Act, the cir-
notes should present their claims ou this fund. culation of any two or three of the larger banks,

Mr. FOSTER. Would it not be a pretty good you would exhaust the fund, and considerably
limuit when the interest ceases? more. Would the banks which have first failed be

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not neces- paid in full, and the others not receive any?
sarily. I am speaking from some knowledge of Mr. COCKBURN. I think we might put in a
this matter. I know of notes of suspended banks clause with reference to suspended banks. It
that have been held for a long time, and some- appears to me that the banks which art guarantee-
times in considierable quantities, and I think it ing this fund have a certain interest in it, since
would be for the public advantage, under the they are taxed to support it. I would suggest
somewhat extraordinary provisions you are now that in the event of the suspension of a bank and a
adopting, that some limit of time should be adopted liability thereby attaching to the guarantee fund,
in regard to this circulation. I am not at all re- then the banks contributing to this fund shall
ferring to the claims against the bank assets. nominate a representative to co-operate with the

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I quite agree with directors in providing for the speedy redemnption
mny hon. friend. I know that in the case of the of the notes, and he shall be clothed with such
Commercial Bank of N w B il k h powers as the Treasury Board shall designate.

suspentded in 1867 or 1868, they got an Act passed
sonje years afterwards by this Parliament pro-
viding that, by giving a year's notice in regard to
all notes called in, they should not be compelled to
pay tiem. Although a period of about eleven
years had elapsed from the time of the suspension
of the bank, I know that four or five years after-
wards notes came into my hands to be presented,
and on application to the gentleman who wound
up the affairs of the bank, lie inforned me that
notes had come in about sixteen years after the
bank suspended.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the provisions
of the Winding-Up Act are sufficient for this
purpose. Under that Act, the court nay fix a
date, and after that date the assets are to be dis-
tributed.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That is the case in the
Winding-Up Act. The judge may make an order
that the final assets remaining shall be distributed
utiless the claims are presented before a certain day,
and if they do not come in, no assets are distri-
buted afterwards. But I cannot see any great
necessity for this, because the notes in the hands
of the parties who hold them do not bear anymterest.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The assets might be
distributed and the notes conte in afterwards.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The funds ought not
to be liable after the assets are distributed.

Mr. FOSTER. To this clause I wish to add:
Nothing herein contained shall be construed to imposeany liability on the Government of Canada or on the

On sub-section 8,
Mr. FOSTER. After the word " shall " put in

the words " after the amount of such excess has
been made good as aforesaid. " To the end of that
I wish to add this sub-section :

The Minister of Finance and the Receiver General
may permit any bank to make good its share of such
excess, by paymnents of 1 per cent. per annuin of the
annual average circulation of its notes, such circulation
to be ascertained as the Miister of Finance and the
Receiver (lenerai shall decidu.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The under-
standing of the House was that in no case should
more than 13 per cent. in teu years of the average
circulation be exacted from the banks, 5 per cent.
in two years and 1 per cent. for each of the re-
maining years. This statement was repeatedly
made by the Minister of Finance across the
floor.

Mr. FOSTER. That is the intention of this
clause.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But the
wording of the clause leaves it in doubLt.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We thought it bet-
ter to leave a little elasticity in case of emergency.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If so, it is
quite conceivable that cases of emergency might
arise, when 50 instead of 13 per cent. might be
required.

Mr. COCKBURN. And the banks would not
know when they might be called upon.

Mr. TISDALE. The banks might be called
upon to an unlimited extent.
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Mr. FOSTER. If the Committee will permit, I
will let the clause stand for the present. 1 now
propose a new clause, as follows*:-

The bank shall not pledge, assign or hypothecate its
notes. No advance or loan made on the seeurity of the
notes of a bank shall be recoverable from the bank or its
assets, Every person who being the president, vice-presi-
dent, director, principal partner, en commandite, general
manager, manager, cashier, or other officer of the bank,
pledges, assigns or hypothecates, or authorises or is con-
cerned in the pledge, assignment or hypothecation of the
notes of the bank, and every person who accepts, receives
or takes, or authorises or is concerned in the acceptance
or receipt or taking of such notes as a pledge, assignment
or hypothecation, shall be liable to a fine of not less
than $400 and not more than S2,000, or imprisonment for
not more than two years, or both.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Suppose a
bank manager, instead of issuing notes in the or-
dinary fashion, was to issue a larger quantity of
notes for the purpose of buying exchange-which
is not quite the same thing as putting them into
circulation in the ordinary way-does the Minister
of Justice hold that such a transaction would come
within the scope of this clause?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; I do not think
so. This is to meet the distinct offence of hypo-
thecating.

Mr. HALL. I understand the clause to read
that notes hypothecated shall not be charged
against the banks.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is that advances
or loans made on such security shall not be recov-
erable.

Mr. HALL. But -the notes will be valid against
the bank.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As to the
question put by the hon. member for Sherbrooke
(Mr. Hall), it is quite clear that once the notes
get out of the hands of the party to whom they
were hypothecated, there must be a claim on the
circulation fund and assets of the bank. It would
not be possible to distinguish between one set of
notes and another.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E I.) The question raised by
the hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) is one
deserving of consideration.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Would not the last
portion of clause 56 be a hardship upon the banks ?
The Government may designate any number of
places and put the banks t inconvenience, which
would fall more heavily on the smaller banks, as
they would have to make arrangements for agencies
at any place designated, while the larger banks
would have agencies established there already ?
I think it would be better to confine it to the
places already mentioned in the section.

Mr. FOSTER. This power would be in the hands
of the Treasury Board, and I do not think it would
be liable to be abused. It would be well for us to
have the power of opening up other agencies, if
deemed necessary. As some of the Provinces are
very large, it might be considered that more than
one agency should be opened up.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Even in Ontario, it
occurs to me in Toronto it would be quite suffi-
cient.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If in the Province of
Quebec we designate Montreal, it might be neces-
sary also to designate Quebec. In Ontario, which

Mr. TISDALE.

is extending so rapidly, it might also be necessary
to name another place than Toronto for redemption.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). To banks like the
Bank of Montreal and the Bank of British North
America, it would make very little difference, as
they have agencies established all over the country,
but to smaller banks like those of the lower Prov-
inces, the provision might cause a good deal of
difficulty.

Mr. DESJARDINS. It would seem to me that
the difficulty could be got over by arranging with
the bank which would have branches in all these
centres.

Mr. COCKBURN. It would be better, I
think, to provide that the bank "shall make
arrangements," instead of as the Bill says,
"establish agencies."

Mr. FOSTER. It is the same thing.
Mr. COCKBURN. Establishing an agency is

one thing, and making an arrangement for the re-
demption of your notes is another. The smaller
banks could make arrangements to take up their
notes with the other banks. If they had to
establish agencies it would be a somewhat difficult
thing.

Mr. KENNY. I d6 not think there will be any
difficulty in this. Banks in the Maritime Pro-
vinces have now made arrangements for the
redemption of their notes all over the Dominion,
and the notes of most of the banks of the Maritime
Provinces are redeemed at par in Victoria, B.C.
I think we may safely leave the matter to the
Treasury Board.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It seems to me
there is some little confusion between clauses 56
and 57. I do not quite see, at the outset, how
clause 57 comports with the provisions in clause 56.

Mr. FOSTER. Clause 57 is payment òn account;
it is the saine as in the old Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But the two
appear to contradict each other.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think it works out in
this way. The bank is obliged at every place to
receive its own notes in payment at par; and, under
the section, arrangements are to be made, at certain
designated places, for the redemption.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I an very much
inclined to think with my hon. friend fron
Toronto (Mr. Cdckburn) that a provision stating
that the banks should make arrangements for the
redemption of their notes at different places, should
be inserted instead of the requirements that they
should establish agencies.

On section 57,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It has been suggested

to me that a provision should be inserted in this
clause that it should not be lawful for any bank or
branch of a bank to charge a discount on the notes
of any other bank. Some of the banks may refuse
to take the notes of the smaller banks except at a
discount, and I can see no possible harm in pro-
viding that it shall not be lawful for them to do

0.

Mr. FOSTER.. I will let section 54 stand for
the time being. I tMnk the proposaI of the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) would make
every bank take the notes of every other bank.
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Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Nobody asks that they Mr. FOSTER. Its own notes.
should be compelled to take them. I propose that Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Quite so. I
if they take them they must not take them at a do not see in that case how you can compel them
discount. to pay in specie or in Dominion notes at these other

Mdr. TISDALE. I think the proposal would points.
,lefeat the object the hon. gentleman has in view. Mr. TISDALE. We have to be careful and notlIn the Province of Ontario, you cannot compel the impose burdens on the banks, not necessary to
branches cf the different banks to take the notes cmplish the object we have in view. By
on a gold basis, because they arrange to do that redeeming at par, I nnderstand that the bis of
at their head offices. one bank nay be replaced by those of another, so as

Mr. DAVIES (P. E..) The hon. gentleman to make them a circulating medium; but if you want
muisunderstands my suggestion. The whole scheme gold, which rarely happens, you go to the head
of this'Bill is to make all bank notes redeemable at office of the bank.
par in any part of the Dominion. If Toronto is Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
the only place in Ontario where the notes of the payment at par ?
banks of the Maritime Provinces are taken at par, Mr. TISJALE. The idea may not be expressed,
outside of Toronto they will not be taken at par.
The larger banks may still refuse to take -the but does not the hon. gentleman agree in the view
notes of the smaller banks except at a discount that it will be sufficient to meet the diffliculty by
and the result will be that one of the cardinal making the notes of one Province redeemable in
objects you have in view will not be carried out. the bills of another Province ?

MIr. TISDALE. At present all Ontario money Mr. COCKBURN. Put in the Word "circula-
is taken at par in Quebec by any bank, although tion at par " and you have it all right.
the bills have to be sent to Toronto to be redeemed. Sir RICHARD CARTWR1GHT. I do not

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think the thiik so.
scheme proposed by the hon. member for Queen's Mr. WELDON (St. John). The practical resot
would work unless he combines with it a provision will be that the banks in one Province will give
thlat the banks must take the notes. is object is their bis in exchange for those of the banks ii
to iake the notes current everywhere at their face other Provinces.
value. As the hon. member for South Norfolk Section allowed to stand.
(3r. Tisdale) says, that is secured by arrange-
miients being made for their redemption at head- On sub-section 2,
quarters in each Province. But even suppose Mr. AMYOT. I beg to move that we add to
it is not secured, the hon. gentleman's pro- thîs sub-section what we insert in the incorpora-
posal nwill not secure it any better. For in- tion of raiiways and other private companies:
stance, if I go to Port Arthur with $500 of the And eacl bauk shail be deemed to have a legal domi-
notes of the Bank of Nova Scotia in my pocket, cile at every place wherein it has an agency, branci or
anîd present them to the agency of the Bank of office.
Montreal there, assuming that the arrangement Suppose parties have a difflculty with a bank in
for their redemption is made at Toronto, and that the city where it has not its chief office, they
the branch at Port Arthur cannot take them at cannot serve an action excepting at the head office.
par, what could they say? They would decline; If the difflcnity arises at Three River, they will
they would say : " If it were not for the provisions have to bring suit at Montreai.
of that section, we would cash them at one-half Mr..MULOCK. The Local Legisiatures can es-
per cent. discount, but we are not allowed to cash tablîsl wh
thei at a discount, a#d you must get them cashed
by a broker on the street." It seems to me that Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) You do not make more
the proposal would not improve our provision. than one domicile to a railway company.

Mr-. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The practical result, Mr. AMYOT. Most decidedly, legal domicile
then, will be that the notes will not circulate at ail for the service of actions. Suppose there is a bank
except at a discount. which has its head office in Montreal and a branch

u JOHN THOMPSON. No; I arn assumg office in Quebec. I have a dfficty with it in
that the hon. gentleman's own argument is correct Quebec. Inder this section 1 would have to take
aeY, that the arrangement made at the head t tea

office of the Province is not sufficient to secure the Mr. WELDON(St. John). Thatis providedto a
aynent of the notes of thesmalerbanksatopar. large extent by erovincial legisation. The Bank of

Experience wili show that suitabie arrangements Montreal do usiness in Nova Scotia and New
have been made in the different Provinces, and the Bruinswick, and it can be sued in either Province on
lesuit is that the not;es are as a mile circnlated at a contract made there. If you choose to inake a
par. legai domicile wherever it has an office, a bank

Mr- WELDON (St. John). I ar. obliged to adopt doing business in Habifa inight be sued in British
the view of the hon. the Minister of Justice in Coluiria and trce versa.
opposition to that of my hon. friend, for if we Sir JOHN THO MPSON. I woohd ask the hon.
adlopted the amnendment proposed we shonld have mnember for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), whether lie1 compelA the banks to take the notes. would like to make more than one domicile in one

On section 57a Province ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT In this section Mr. AMYOT. Certainly; but I wou d not

YOU declare expressly that the hanks shali not be change the place where the action coud be pro-
bound to redeem Yotoud. ceeded with.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It seems to me to be
open to this inconvenience, that a company would
be liable to be served wherever it had a clerk
carrying on a sinall branch business, and I think
it would be better to have the company served at
its chief place of business in the Province.

Mr. MULOCK. The Provincial Legislatures
can settle the procedure in this matter.

Mr. AMYOT. We have the power here to settle
the procedure in this matter.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not for a moment
doubt that we have the power, but the Provincial
Legislatures regulate the procedure.

Mr. MULOCK. Neither do I deny that we
have the power, but in regard to the service of all
corporations, the simplest way would be to leave
the Provincial Legislatures to provide for it.

Resolutions reported.

INSTRUCTIONS TO CUSTOMS' COL-
LECTORS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would like to ask the
Minister of Finance when he will give us that
explanation with regard to the tariff respecting
the different classes of pork ?

Mr. FOSTER. Just as soon as the Bill is ready
I shall take it up. It is being printed now.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There is one thing more.
I have heard complaints that the collectors at the
different ports still exact duties under the original
tariff. I have a great many letters from Halifax
about it. They say that the Tariff Bill having
finally passed there appears to be no good reason
why the duties could not be collected under the
rates which are finally agreed to. For instance,
the collectors are still collecting duty on both
liquors and packages under rates entirely different
from the rates of the revised tariff. If the collec-
tors were advised to act under the tariff as finally
passed, all the difficulty would be avoided.

Mr. BOWELL. Instructions have been given
just in the line which the hon. gentleman has
suggested, that is, to accept duties upon the
amended resolutions, and niot upon the resolutions
as they were first introduced, nor upon the old
tariff. Of course, the moment the resolutions
were introduced they took effect, and instructions
were given to accept all entries under the new re-
solutions, subject to amendment. As soon as the
liquor resolutions were changed, instructions were
also given to act under these, and not under the
resolutions as first introduced.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 12.45
a.m. (Tuesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUEsDAY, 29th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Tlree o'clock.

PRAYERS.

SUPPLY-THE POWER OF DISALLOW-
ANCE.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the fouse resolve
itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr. AMYOT.

Mr. BLAKE. Pursuant to the notice which I
gave some days ago, I rise to move in amendment:

To leave out all the words after "That'" and insert the
following:--fit is expedient to provide means whereby,on solemn o«casions touching the exorcise of the Power
of disallowance, or of the appellate power as to educa-
tional legislation, important questions of law or fact iay
be referred by the Executive to a high judicial tribunal
for hearing and consideration, in such mode that the
authorities and parties interested may be represented
and that a reasoned opinion may be obtained for the in-
formation of the Executive.y

At this stage of the Session I shall endeavor to
comprise within the briefest possible limits those
observations which I have to make in support of
this proposition. I would say that recent, current,
and imminent events have combined to convince
me that it is important in the public interest that
this motion should receive attention during this
Session, else I should not have propounded it
at this time. I propound it, as its language
implies, and as, I think, you will observe before I
sit down, in no hostile spirit towards the Adminis-
tration; and its form is one which is not necessarily
hostile, but which I have adopted on this occasion,
not with any view of precluding an amendment, but
because it is the only available method by which I
can·now hope to bring the matter under your con-
sideration at all. Now, Sir, the federal constitution
of Canada specially denands our attention to the
legality of its legislative Acts. We have within
our borders seven Provincial Legislatures, one
Territorial Assembly and this Parliament, all and
each with limited powers, all and each hedged in
by limitations-with reference to the Prov incial
Legislatures and the Parliament, as between these
two, and with reference to both the Provincial
Legislatures and the Parliament, as between themn
both and the reserved powers of the Imperial Par-
liament-with limited powers, I say, any excess,
or attempted excess of which in legislation is abso-
lutely void. Our several constitutions are partly
unwritten and undefined ; they are also largely,
perhaps, I may say, mainly, written and de-
fined. And so it has happened that we have
fallen into the use of the word constitutiolial in
two very different senses : one, the only sense in

which it is used in the mothtr country, whose con-
stitution, being the growth of customs, precedents,
practices and principles, and not being a writtel
instrument, unalterable by the Parliament, Parlia-
ment being itself supreme-whose constitution, I
say, is a thing elastic, plastic, changing, of the
spirit, not of the letter ; and so, when we speak,
in the English sense, of an Act being constitutional
or unconstitutional, we refer to its spirit, we refer
to the question whether it is in accord with, or Ii
violation of, the spirit of the constitution. But we
have another sense in which we use the word in
a sense peculiar to ourselves. or at any rate, dis-
tinct from its use in the mother country; we use
it also to express an Act in excess of our legal
powers, In the first class of cases, however obno-
ious may be the Act that we condemn, it is never-
theless indisputably valid; in the second class
of cases, however useful we may consîder the
Act we are discussing, it is null and void. The
first class of cases depends on political considera-
tions entirely outside the judicial domain, whieh

is quite unfitted for their i tion; the second
class depends upon legal considerations fitted
for the judicial domain, and which olIght, as
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far as may be, to be kept within it. Yet, Sir,
no Legislature or Executive can, any more than
aniv private individual, act at all without con-
sitering, and in a sense deciding for itself, the
lcgality of its acts, and so in sone sort, entering
uponl the judicial department. But not upon
the domain of the judicial power ; because our
opinion that our acts are valid does not make
them so; their validity depends upon the decision
of the judicial authority, and upon that alone.
Now, Sir, the general notion that the executive,
the legislative and the judicial departments of
government ought to be, so far as practicable,
separate and apart, is one held by many of
the most eminent constitutionalists as a fundamen-
tal principle. There can be no doubt that the ab-
solute union of these departments is neither more
nor less than absolute despotism. Unite in one
haud, I care not whether it be the hand of an auto-
crat or the hand of a Council, the power of legisla-
tion, the power of adjudication, and the power
of administration, and you nake the most abso-
lute despot that is conceivable. The separation,
therefore, of these departments, the degree to
which, without over-weakening or over-complicat-
ing the action of the machine, you can separate
them, marks the degree to which, in this aspect of
a constitutional system, you have attained perfec-
tion. I do not say that they can be absolutely and
always separated. It is not so. Now, my object
is to apply these general views, which I have briefly
state(d, to one important class of public trans-
actions so far as may be found practicable ; and
that class of public transactions is divided, as you
will sec by my notice, into two subject-matters, in
which the Dominion Executive, itself a political
body, has a constitutional duty, the discharge of
which involves the interpretation of statutes, and
thus the solution of strictly legal questions; and
i which also this Parliament, which has the right

to advise, to condemn or to approve, has, or may
have, duties of its own. I by no means propose to
withdraw from the Executive its duty ; my object
is to aid it in the efficient execution of its duty. I
mîake no attempt at this time to discuss the pro-
priety of these constitutional provisions, or, in any
general sense, the executive, the parliamentary or
the party action which has tended more or less, to
elucidate the generally accepted or the generally
opposing views upon these subjects. My only
wish is, without discussing how far these provisions
are wise, taking them as they are, to facilitate the
better working of them. The first of the two
classes to which I allude is that in which the pro-
posal cones before the Executive, to disallow an
Act of a Provincial Legislature on the ground that
that Act is 2dtra vires. If it be so, the Act is void;
and I think I may say, that it is now generally
agteed that void Acts should not be disallowed,
but should be left to the action of the courts. It
is, nevertheless, and I think with sound reason,
cOntended, that circumstances of great general
inconvenience or prejudice from a Dominion stand-
point, and involving difficulty, delay, or the im-
Possibility of a resort to law, may justify the policy
of disallowance, even in cases in which the Act
is ulta vires, and therefore void. In that view
there would arise two questions, the question of
policy, and the question of legality ; because the
question of legality leaves untouched the question
Of policy, which is, " even if the Act be void, shall

it be disallowed or no?" The other class to which
my motion alludes, is that of the Educational
appeal, which arises under section 93 of the Con-
stitutional Act, and under the analogous provision
of the Manitoba Constitutional Act. Under these
clauses a limited power to make Educational laws
is granted to a Province, provided, amongst other
things, that nothing therein contained shall pre-
judicially affect any right, or privilege, with
respect to denominational schools which any of
the Provinces had by law, or, in the case of Mani-
toba, by practice, at the Union. There is another
class of restrictions, which I do not in terms touch
here, but towhich, incases in which anappeal is raised
upon them, my observations would equally apply.
This limitation upon the power of a Province is
made more effectual by a special provision, giving
an appeal to the Dominion Executive from any Act
or decision of the Provincial Legislature or Author-
ities affecting any right or privilege of the Pro-
testant or Roman Catholic minority in relation to
education; and whereby also, in case of the non-
execution by the Province of the decision of the
Executive, this Parliament may make renedial
laws for the purpose of effectuating that decision.
Those members who have long been here will well
remember the New Brunswick school case, which
was agitated for many years; in the course of which
agitation I have hoped that some political aspects of
that and of analogous questions were fnally settled
-settled, at all events, for the bulk of the party
with which I act, and for the humble individual
who is now addressing you. I regard it as settled,
for myself at any rate, first.of all, that, as a question
of policy, there shall be no disallowance of Educa-
tional legislation, for the mere reason that, in the
opinion of this Parliament, some other or different
policy than that which the Province has thought
fit to adopt would be a better policy. I hold it
to be settled, in the second place, that no Address
to the Crown shall be passed by this Parliament
asking for a change of the Constitutional Act as
affecting any Province, at any rate against the will
of that Province, in this particular. And I-hold
it to be settled, thirdly; indeed it follows obvi-
ously from these two propositions, that the only
questions which can practically arise within our
domain are such as may be raised, by way of
appeal, under section 93 and the analogous section
of the Manitoba Act. The events which took
place in connection with the New Brunswick
school case afford, to myself at all events, a strong
proof of the expediency of what I now propose.
Let me enforce the three propositions which I
have stated by a brief reference to the votes
upon that occasion. In part those votes were
taken when hon. gentlemen opposite were in
power, in part they were taken when the Liberal
party were in power. The first stage in the trans-
action occurred when hon. gentlemen opposite were
in power; and in May, 1872, I voted with the ma-
jority of the House against a motion to regret
that the New Brunswick school law had not been
disallowed by the Government to which I was
opposed ; although I was, and expressed myseI,
of the opinion that some of the changes which
had been made by that Provincial law were harsh
changes. At the same time, I seconded a motion,
which fortunately also prevailed :

" That this Huse deems it expedient that the opinion
of the law officers in England, and if possible of the
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Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, should be ob-
tained as to the right of the New Brunswick Legislature
to make such changes in the school law as deprived
Roman Catholies of the privileges which they enjoyed
at the Union, in respect of religions education in the
common schools, with a view of ascertaining whether
the case comes within the terms of sub-section 4 of
section 93 of the British North America Act of 1867,
which authorised the Parliament of Canada to enact
remedial laws for the due execution of the provisions
respecting education in the said Act."

At that time, I need hardly remind the House,
there was no Supreme Court in existence. The
advice of the law officers was obtained, and it was,
as it had been on prior, and as I am afraid, if
I may judge by a notice on the paper, it has
been on subsequent occasions, not perhaps very
satisfying; and there was no mode of approach
apparently to the Judicial Conmittee. In the
end we had to get up a suit in some way or
other, about sone assessment or other, in order to
obtain, by a clumsy and expensive process, a
judicial decision, not reached for some years
afterwards, of the question involved and stated in
the motion which I have just read. The second
stage of those proceedings arose in 1875, when
the present Minister of Inland Revenue (Mr.
Costigan), whom I regret not to sec here, being
then in opposition, gave notice of a motion for an
Address to the Crown praying for an alteration in
the Constitutional Act as it affected the Province
of New Brunswick in this regard. Upon that
notice being given, I put upon the Votes and Pro-
ceedings notice of an amendment, which I take
leave to read as. expressing the views I then enter-
tained, and still entertain on that aspect of the
question. This was my notice :

" That prior to the Union, New Brunswick had sole and
exclusive control over its educational system.

" That under the Union Act, as construed by the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, sncb control
was reserved to, and has ever since been retained by New
Brunswick.

" That New Brunswick has not signified any willingness
that the Union Act should be amended in this particular.

" That any encroachment made against the will of New
Brunswick, on the powers so reserved, would,by diminish-
ing the security now enjoyed by each Province for the
maintenance of its provincial rights, tend to subvert the
Constitution.

" That whatever may be the opinions of members of
this Ilouse on the educational policy of any Province, this
House deems it inexpedient to address the Crown in favor
of any amendment which would, against the will of the
Province, encroach on the powers reserved to it in re-
spect to education."
When the motion of the present Minister of Inland
Revenue ultimately came on, my hon. friend from
the East Riding of York (Mr. Mackenzie), then
First Minister, moved the following amendment: -

" That in the opinion of this Bouse, legislation by the
Parliament of the United Kingdom, encroachmg on any
powers reserved to any one of the Provinces by the Britis

orth America Act, 1867, would be an infraction of the
Provincial Constitution, and that it would be inexpedient
and fraught with danger to the autonomy of each of the
Provinces, for this House to invite such legislation."
This amendment, for which I voted, was carried,
with the addition of an amendment inviting the
friendly intervention of the Imperial authorities
with the Government of New Brunswick for some
change by their own voluntary action; the opinion
of the House continuing to be as it had been in the
previolis Parliament, that the legislation which
was the subject of agitation was in some particu-
lars harsh, and might better have been otherwise;
but that this was a question for the Province
-freely to decide. I have, I think, proved my case.

Mr. BLAxE.

Now, Sir, in the exercise of this power of disal-
lowance by the Government, political questions
will, or at any rate may, probably, always arise,
Questions of policy may present themselves, that
is questions of expediency, of convenience, of the
publie interest, of the spirit of the constitution or
of the form of legislation. All these are clearly.
exclusively for the executive and legislative, that
is for the political departments of the Governnent.
But it is equally clear, that when in order to de-
termine your course you must find whether a par-
ticular act is ultra or intra vires, Vou are discharg-
ing a legal and a judicial function. What do you
do ? You proceed to interpret the Constitutional
Act, and to declare its meaning; you proceed to
interpret the Provincial Act under consideration
and to declare its meaning; you proceed to com-
pare the two statutes so interpreted and declared;
and you proceed, finally, to conclude whether or
not the law conflicts with, or transcends the powers
which are conferred upon the Legislature which
passed it. Nothing that can be conceived par-
takes more exclusively of the character of a legal
and judicial operation than what I have just nsow
described. Again, when you act on the appellate
Educational clauses; as, for example, in the case
of Manitoba, the very case which is now in a sense
pending, as to whether recent legislation be within
the limits of the rights of the Provincial Legis-
lature, and whether any relief is due under the
appellate clause to those who claim it, you have a
legal question, or rather, in this case, a nixed
question of law and of fact ; which circumstance it
was that induced me to insert the word " fact "
in my motion, conscious as I was that it was only
on the rarest occasions that any references of that
description would be necessary. Yet it seenied to
me that, in this particular instance, I was con-
strained to provide for an emergency which nav
arise. Now, what is the process to be gone
through in order to reach a conclusion ? The first
involves that very question of fact, or rather a
mixed question of law and fact. You have to find
whether any class of the population had by law or
practice, at the time of the Union, any, and, if so.
what right or privilege with respect to denomina-
tional schools. Secondly, if so, you have to find
whether that r ht or privilege has been affected,
and how it has een affected, by the legislation
complained of ; and thirdly, if so, you have to find
what legislative action is required to redress the
wrong. The first two questions at any rate are
legal and not at all political. Now, I aver that in
the decision of all legal questions, it is important
that the political executive should not, more thain
can be avoided, arrogate to itself judicial powers ;
and. that when, in the discharge of its political
duties, it is called upon to deal with legal Ques-
tions, it ought have the power in cases of solem-
nity and irnportance, where it may be thought ex-
pedient so to do, tp call in aid the judicial depart-
ment in order to arrive at a correct solution. The
decision that an Act is ultra vires, and its consequent
disallowance by the Executive are incidents pecu-
liar in practice to ourselves. They do not exist in
the great example of the Republic to the south of
us. It is a most delicate function, and its exercise
involves most serious ulterior consequences. The
question is by the decision of the Executive finally
decided, and the Act is obliterated and annulled.
The question whether it was or was not valid is "0
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removed fron judicial cognisance for ever. And
thus hv repeated exercises of the power of disal-
lowance, in respect to repeated provincial legis-
lation, the Province may practically be deprived
of tliat which all the time may be a real right ;-a
righît claimed, which may be a right justly claimed.
Thus, one of two limited Governiments, of which
it may be said in a general sense that the sphere
of the jurisdiction of the one is limited by the
,spliere of the jurisdiction of the other ;-one of
these two limited Governments, may practically
decide the extent of the limits, of what in a sense,
is its rival Government. That is a very delicate
position. It is a little like the position which a

reat many very good and wise persons contem-
flate with grave alarm, as to the pretensions
of one church to decide what are the limits of
wer, as between Church and State,-to decide

for itself these limits and thus, if that power be
aihnitted, to arrogate such rights as it pleases to
itself. A decision under such circumstances is
alnost necessarily a suspected decision. There is
a sense in which it is the decision of a party in his
owno cause. And therefore, for that reason only, if
for no other, it should be fortified as far as
possible by neutral, dignified and judicial aid.
So, in the case of an Educational appeal, analogous
resuilts at any rate, may ensue ; because here also
the decision would bar judicial action, and produce
coercive legislation, imposing that decision on the
Province ; and would thus, according to the opinion
of the Dominion Executive and Parliament, and to
that alone, end the question. Now, do I say that in
all cases the Executive should refer? I do not say
son; my motion does not say so; my opinion is not so.
I have referred -using language for this purpose
w hich is recorded in the constitutions of some of
the most respected States of the Republic-to
solenîn occasions and to important questions ; but
moy motion is framed in this regard in what I con-
ceeive to be the spirit of the British and of our own
constitution. It is elastic ; it leaves a responsi-
bility to the Executive to decide on the action to
be taken in the particular case ; it deals with the
case as exceptional. My own opinion is, that when-
ecver, in opposition to the continued view of a Pro-
v-iI'cial Executive and Legislature, it is contem-
plated by the Dominion Executive to disallow a
Provincial Act because it is dtra vires, there ought
to be a reference ; and also that there ought to be
a reference in certain cases where the condition of
public opinion renders expedient a solution of legal
problenms, dissociated from those elements of pas-
sion and expediency which are, rightly or wrongly,
too often attributed to the action of political
bodies. And again, I for my part would recommend
such a reference in all cases of Educational appeal-
cases which necessarily evoke the feelings to which
I have alluded, and to one of which, I am frank to
say, my present motion is mainly due. Our present
powers, Sir, are wholly inadequate for the effectual
execution of the project in hand. There is no cer-
tainty-there is in ordinary cases rather an impro-
bability-of our being able to reach the Judicial
Committee ; and as to all the three possible appeals
or references, the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council, the Supreme Court, and the Imperial law
officers, the machinery is extremely defective.
There is no provision for the representation of the
different interests; there is no provision for the as-
certainment of facts ; there is no provision for the

reasoned opinion of the tribunal. Now, even where
under special provisions on our own Statute-book,
the first of these three requisites did exist-as in the
case of the Liquor License Act, where we made a
special provision for a reference to the Supreme
Court, and for the appearance of and argument by
opposing parties ; as in the case of the Manitoba
Railway crossings matter, where under a general
law the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council referred an important constitutional
question to the Supreme Court, with provision,
which the law allowed, for the argument
by opposing parties-even in these cases, which
corne nearest to that degree of perfection to which
I desire to attain, the results were lot satisfactory;
-why? Because the remaining requisite did not
exist, in such form, at any rate, that it was used.
There was no reasoned opinion; no grounds
were stated by the tribunal for the conclusion
which it shortly gave in reply to the Executive.
The hon. First Minister will recollect expressing
his own dissatisfaction with the opinion of the
Supreme Court in the liquor license case, on that
very ground, and he will remembEr that that
circumstance involved a prolongation of the struggle
and further proceedings ; until in- the end, the
question was deened settled by an argument and a
reasoned judgment of the Judicial Committee
which had earlier occurred ; and by an unreasoned
opinion of the saine tribunal on appeal from the
Supreme Court. I say, the lack of this last re-
quisite deprived those proceedings of their chief
value ; they obliged us to resort to other methods ;
they left only as their result the disposition of an
isolated case, with no general application, and of
no permanent use. It was as if some Delphic oracle
had spoken. We could not tell, beyond the limited
disposition of the case in hand, what was actually
meant, and not always even that. For my own
part, I attach little comparative impoitance to
judicial solutions, reached without argument, and
announced without reasons. This, Sir, is only com-
mon sense. The experience of mankind has
established, as the essential ingredients for
the attainment of justice between man and man,
the opposing arguments of the parties before a
tribunal, and the reasoned judgment of that tribu-
nal upon the arguments so addressed to it. The
acutest minds are but too apt to err unless so aided
in the formation of their judgment, and so checked
in the announcement of it. Which of us, I ask,
would submit, in any important case of his
own, to such a method of reaching a conclusion?
And how can we expect that the community at
large will submit to such a method in the public
cause? Let thc opposing views be stated, pre-
sented and sifted in public, and in the presence of
the parties; so the best materials for consideration
will be obtained. Let the conclusions themselves
be reasoned out; so will the judgment itself be best
tested and sifted, and its soundness ascertained.
It may be said that these views, applicable to pri-
vate causes and to the ordinary transactions of
mankind, have less application or none to constitu-
tional questions. I should deny, on reason, any
such view ; and I refer, in the contrary sense,
to a quotation fron Bryce's recent book upon the
American Constitution, which shows, what one
would have expected, that if there be a distinction,
it is in favcr of the application of these principles
to this class of cases. Speaking of the illustrioUs
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Mr. BLAKE.

exponent of the United States constitution, Chief legal questions, obviousiy beyond the grasp of the
Justice Marshall, that author says: people at large ;-when the people are on such

" Chief Justice Marshall's work of building up and questions divided by cries of creed and race; then
working out the constitution was accomplished not s o maintain that a great public good is attainabîl
much by the decisions he gave as by the judgrnents in by the submissiou of sucl legal questions to
which he expounded the principles of these decisions, tribunas, with ail the cstomary securi-
judgments which, for their Philosophical breadth, the lu-e
minous exactness of their reasoning, and the fine political ti
sense which pervades them, have never been surpassed sions-passionless and dignified, accepted by
and rarely equalled by the most famous jurists of modern each of us as binding in our own affairs, inolv-
Europe or of ancient Rome. Marshall did not forget the ing fortune, freedom, honor, life itself-are most
duty of a indge to decide nothing more than the suit before
him requires, but he was wont to set for the grounds of likely to be accepted by us ail in questions
his decision in such a way as to show how they would fail
to be applied in cases not yet arisen.Gladstone
A noble function, which I wish we could see in 1886, and which, despite its defects-and 1 arn
applied in Canada ! Now, for want of this, as I amongst those who have aiways tbought they were
have said, our occasional efforts to obtain light very serious-is, cousidering the conditions of is
have resulted less satisfactorily than I could wish preparation, one of the xnost wonderful produc-
-- sometimes in clumsy, slow, expensive, and but tions of its kind, made provision for the estab-
slightly fruitful proceedings ; sometimes in absolute lialment of this principle of reference in this class
failure*; and always with loss, for the want of the of cases. It arranged for a reference, either by
adequate provision to which I invite the attention the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland at lis option, or
of the House. 1, myself, have objected on the English Secretary of State at his, to the Judi-
former occasions to the reference of unargued, cial Committee of the Privy Council of ail ques-
abstract questions for an unreasoned opinion. tions of ultra rires arising on legisiative Bis and
I think it is objectionable. It is better than Acta of the Irish Legislature, and it provided that
nothing in some cases ; in some cases, I would the decision should be final. Tbe Legisiature of
adopt it if the only resort. I have advised it Ontario has passed two general statutes, provid-
before, and would advise it again. But, as a ing, in the one case, for the institution of declara-
rule, I still adhere to that view ; and because I tory actions-actions for judicial declarations upon
adhere to it, I propose a more excellent way. But sncb subjects; and in the other, for a reference to the
though some theoretical objections may still re- courts of such questions ; and in each case with
main to the guarded plan which I propose, the those securities which I am anxious we should pro-
main objections are most unquestionably removed vide for onracives. The hon. the Minister of Justice
by the adoption of these precautions. The balance is at tbis moment availing himself of the carlier of
of advantage is decidedly one way, and that is al those cts, for the purpose of testing before the law
that in humnan affairs we can expect to attain. courts, a vcryinportantconstitutioualquestionasto
Now, Sir, our present law provides a power to the the extent of the Executive power. Several States
Executive to make such a reference ; and such a of the Union have, in their constitutions, taken the
reference may, at this day, be made without any power of referenée, without these securities. We
of these precautions, while it cannot be made with ourselves, as - bave pointed ont, have taken the
them. My proposal, therefore, involves a check and power generally, without these securities. We
a limitation, as well as an added power. With took it specially in the Liquor License Act, with a
reference to the theoretical objections to which I portion of these securities ; we took it generally ln
have alluded, and which have been pressed very the railway cases, with a portion of these securities.
much in the United States-where, however, there Thus, it is beyond our power to urge any longer
is this cardinal difference, that they are not at ail the theoretical objection; while by the proposa
called upon to deal with this question of disallow- which I advance, we can minimise those objections,
ance or of appeal -with reference to the theoretical and at the same time advance the practîcal utility
objections there raised on the question as there of the procedure. If you grant me a definite issue,
presented, Mr. Bryce, in the work to which I have a full argument, and a reasoned judgmeut, in l'y
alluded, points out the corresponding disadvan- view the objections almost vauish, whilc the
tages, even there, of the absence of some such pro- advantages enormously increase. But, my pro-
visions. They are: posal is by no means radical or revolutionary,

" To settle at once and forever a disputed point of consti- conpulsory or general. It is but an euabling Pro-
tutional law, would often be a gain both to private citizens position ; it but empowers tbe Executive to obtain
and to the organs of the Government. Under the present -by a procedure replete with the essential requi-
system, there is no certainty when, ifever, sncb a point will sites for the production of a sonnd opinion
besettled. Nobody may care to incur the expense and
trouble of taking it before the court; and a suit which the views on legal questions of legal authorities,
raises it may be compromised or dropped. When sncb a ieaving to the Executive, se aided, the responsibiiity
question, after, perhaps, the lapse of years, comes before of final action. I have an absointe confidence that,
the Supreme Court and is determined, the determination
may be different from what the legal profession has ex- if my proposai should be dedlined, the tirst persois
pected, may alter that which has been believed to be the to regret that decision will be hon. gentlemen
law, may shake or overthrow private interests based on
viewseminenty helpful to the Executive of the country

But, Sir, besides the great positive gain of obtain- at thia time; but it la eminently helpfnl to tbem,
ing the best guidance, there are other, and in my because it is eminentiy helpfui te the good govern-
opinion, not unimportant gains besides. Ours is a meut of this country; and it la in thi spirit that

popular government; and when burning questions I move the ameudment which 1 now submit te the
arise infiaming the public mind, when agitation is judgment of the House.
rife as to the political action of the Executive or Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the firat
the Legislature-which action la te be based on place, I accept in the fullet sen , the assurance
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()f m hon. friend that his motion has not been laid tion to the courts, and give the opportunity
before the House in any spirit of hostility to the to the authority - be it legislative or execu-
Administration of the day. On the contrary, I am tive, whicb las passed the statute, to ap-
crateful to the hon. gentleman for having brought pear before such tribunals, and that ail parties
forward this subject in the very careful resolution interested, or tlat the court should tbink were
lie lias prepared, and still more, for the able iuterested, should have the opportunity of beig
speech in which he has enforced the various para- heard. 0f course my hon. friend (Mr. Blake), imi
graphs and the main object of that resolution. It bis resolution, has guarded against the supposition
is gratifying to know that we have now in the that such a decision is bindiig on the Executive.
House of Commons of Canada an hou. gentleman It is expressly stated-and that la one of the
who is able to give his time and talents to bringing instances which shows that tiis resolution lias
before the representatives of the people important been Most carefully prepared-tbat such a decision

questions of this kind. When I first read the isonly for the information of the Goverument.
hon. gentleman's resolution hastily, it occurred to The Executive is fot relieved from any respon-
me, as, I dare say, it occurred to many hon. gentle- sibility because of any answer being given by the
iien who hear me now, that it was an advance tribunal. If the Exeutive were to be reheved of
towards the American system, and proposed to any such responsibility, 1 slould cousider that a
transfer the responsibility of the Ministry of the fatal blot in the proposition of my hon. friend. 1
day to a judicial tribunal; but on scanning believe in responsible govermeut. I believe in the
the resolution in its carefully prepared terms, that responsihility of the Executive. But the answer
impression was dissipated, and I saw that the of the tribunal will be simply for the information
principal object of the resolution, as I read it, is of the Goverument. The Goverument May dissent
that the qudstions subnitted by the Executive to froîn that decision, and it may be tleir duty to do
the judicial tribunal should be enforced, sustained 50 if they differ from the conclusion to which the
and presented to Parliament, to the public and to court has come/ There is another point in regard
the Crown by the fact of this legal decision having to which the court must be guarded in the îea-
been given. As the hon. gentleman bas stated, sure which will be iatroduced not this Session
when a question is submitted by the Crown to the but 1 hope next Session-based on this resoîntion,
courts, the simple answer " yes " or " no " is most and that fa, that the answer, whatever it may
unsatisfactory. It is a prouiwciamnento of the be, should be cousidered ii the nature of
court without giving any reason for the decision a judgment so far as to allow of an appeal
on the decision which has been given. The propo- to the Judicial Comîuittee of the Privy
sition in this resolution that the courts could be Council. With these remarks, 1 will only
required by the Executive to hear counsel, to take say further, that 1 thank the hon. gentleman for
evidence in questions where facts form a portion baving brougbt thia resolution before the fouse,
of the subject to be decided, the fact that it as 1 coucur with it generally, tbougb holding the
is provided that the courts can and must give right with a free baud to frame the measure which
reasons for their answer, is sufficient, in my opinion, will have to be brought down to Parliameut in
whether there was or was not any other excellence accordance with it. I do not think tbere can be
in the resolution to warrant this House to adopt it. any doubt as to the neaniug of the motion of my
I amu strougly of the opinion that this resolution hon. friend. 1 think it is so explicit iu its terms
should meet with the favorable consideration of that no questions can arise as to what its meaning
the House. The only objection really that I see is, and, if there were any doubts as to its meauiug-
to it is the fear that, the power being so emphati- there were noue in ny owu mind-those donbts
cally given to the Crown to insist upon reasons wonld be removed by tbe lncid speech of my hou.
being given the Parliament of Canada, and es- friend. That speech is of record in lan8ard, and
pecially the House of Commons, may be will throw a clear light ou the objects ami the
coutinually pressed and urged to refer Bills, aima of my bon. friend (Mr. Blake) in introduciug
whether passed by the Dominion Parliament or the resolution.
the Provincial Legislatures, to the judicial tribunal. Ameudment of Mr. Blake agreed to.
We may have very unimportant questions which
we would be urged by certain interests to refer SUPPLY-SAWDUST IN RIVERS.
to the court. flowever, the Government of the
day must have force enough to resist any such Mr. FOSTER moved that the fouse immediately
pressure. That is an evil which is comparatively resolve itself into Committee of Supply.
uuniportant when you consider the great advan- Mr. EISEXHAUER. Mr. Speaker,
tages of the adoption of this resolution, the prin-
ciple of it being that power is to be given to the Mr. SPEAKER. If the bon. gentleman will
Executive-an enabling power, as the hon. gentle- wait until the second motion la made that I leave
muan has truly said-to submit any important the Chair.
question to the court, and specially on these Mr FOSTER moved that the Speaker do now
two poînts-the question of disallowance, and the
question which may-and I am afraid will-assume
large proportions-the educational question. When- Mr. EISENfAUER. I have a îatter to bring
ever the question of disallowance is raised on im- before the fouse, wbicb la of great importance to
Portant matters and the reasons alleged for disal- My county-I refer to the prohibition of the throw-
lowance are 'that the Act itself was ultra vires, ing of sawdust into the Lafave River. The Mil
that is, that it was beyond the competence owners on that river were s0 threatened and fined
of the Legislature whieh passed it, I coincide that they finally decided to close down, in couse-
with my hon. friend in believing that the Crown quence of which hundreds of people are deprived
hould have the power of submitting:iuch a ques- of the means of earnng a livelihood and are drift 
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ing away to the United States for want of employ- (which I did at five or six different points where the saw-
ment. There are thousands of logs laying in booms dust is found, and at two-thirds ebb tide and in the shal-
which will soon become useless unless they are eut. and water at there as frm tweve to fifteen feet,
The trade of the town of Bridgewater is being "The captain of the tug, who is continually towing
crippled for the want of the circulation of a large vessels up and down the river. still assures me (and in
amount of monev which heretofore arose from the polities he is a friend of Mr. Kaulbach's) that the harbor

ofm 18 not filling up nor does he believe it ever will. He sav
proceeds of some fifteen or twenty millions of lum- the channel is something narrower at the point referred
ber cut in the mills on the LaHave River and ex- to but not shallower. Mr. Gow, of the bank bere,who is
ported. The proprietors of these mills are fully con- one of the strong men fi nancially of the place, to whom

the Hou. Mr. Owen referred me as being a ood person tovinced that the enforcement of this Sawdust Act by accompany me in the exploration, respectfully declined
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries was for political saying that ho most unhesitatingly accepted the statement
reasons, on account of the mill owners being of the captain of the tug as being correct, and considered
Liberal in olitics. The believe the are bein y further trouble unnecessary. (I may add that Mr. (ow

P s he e was not only one of the most respected men in the Pro-
persecuted on account of their politics from the vince, but was as much interested in preserving the har-
fact that other mills in the adjoining counties are bor as any man, being himself a ship-builder, and he was
allowed to operate unmolested, being neither also a upporter of r u ae 's.)

IlJ have conversed with ail Mr. Kauibach's leading
threatened or fined. In fact all over the Domminon supporters here; and while some of them believed the
very few fines have been imposed, and nearly channel was filling up, not one man in the community bas
everywhere else the mills are allowed to run all taken the trouble to examine the river, except myself: yet

somne of the most untruthful statements are made by inte-
the seasen, especially se on the Ottawa River. If rested parties, and retailed to Mr. Veith, who is simple
the Minister persists in the course lie has adopted enough to send it to your office for fact.
for the last two years, the trade of the thriving " Mr. Veith did not attempt to examine the river

.f . for himself, as is well known, but in this case madetown of Bridgewater will be crippled, and the himself (though paid by the public) a retailer of other
effects generally in that section of the country will men's falseboods and ignorance, as I will demonstrate
be very serious indeed. Seeing that the Bill intro- later. And yet, such fustian as this was printed at
duced by the Minister, proosing to treat all mills public expense and quoted by the Minister as true, while

pd my truthful reports-reports made by a responsible
alike and giving the Government no discretion, officer of the Department, wbo not ouly knew fron long
has been dropped, I would suggest that henceforth experience what be was talking about, but who did not
all mills be treated alike under the present law, mislead the Department in any matter-were suppressed

.or misrepresented.
and that those mills on the LaHave River should " At the tiume I wrote the letter in 1879, f rom wbich the
be allowed to operate until a different law is Minister qnotes, there had been much talk upon the
enacted. I have here a report from Mr. Rogers, subject. Mr. Kaulbach and his friends were blaming nie.

e .n - And though the captain of the tug assured me then, thatwho has been inspector of fisheries in Nova Scotia the deposit of sawdust on which the Scotia touched at
for a number of years, and in whom the Govern- low water, had been there for years and in his opinion,
ment had full confidence while he was in their would increase no more: and that had not the sterns of

the vessel swung in a little too far through careless
employ. I will read some portion of that report : steering, she would not have touched atall; stillIinsisted

" Question.-Of course, sir, you have read the defence upon it thatMr. Davison should keep bis sawdust out, andIl
f Minister Tupper, published some time ago, justifying did so not because of my personalviews but to silence publie

the enforcement of the Sawdust Law on the LaHave clamor. and to quiet the feeling at Ottawa that. I was
River. Would you have any objection to giving your favoring the Davisons-a feeling created by Mr. Kaul-
views to the public? bach's falsehoods, as I will explain further on. Mr.

"Mr. Rogers.-None whatever. The public have, I Davison promised to do his best, and I gave him six
presume, a right to know all that I have learned while in months to prepare. He went to the United States and
their service, especially since my efforts in that direction, Canada to get information on the subject. On his return
while a responsible officer of the Fisheries Department, he bought a large steam boiler and with it erected a
failed to make such information available to the public. furnace to burn his sawdust; but it was not a success.

" Question.-You are a supporter of the present Govern- Meanwhile we found that the view of the captaiu of the
ment, are you not? tug as expressed from the first tallied not only with my

" Mr. Rogers.-Yes, and have been ever since 1867, and own, but was fully substantiated by subsequent ex-
while in office I was often imprudently active even while periences and facts as set out in my last report as above.
the Liberals were in power, as is well known. Why Veith's falsehoods and ignorance were published at

" Question.-What have you to say to an extract from public expense, and since Mr. Whitcher's time are quoted
a report made by you in 1879, and published by Minister by the Department, I will fully explain further on; also
Tupper, wherein you admit that the navigation of the why my report was suppressed by Minister Tupper, last
LaHave was being injured, and the Davisons also winter. And when I come to that, uatters are likely to
admitted it? grow interesting, I fancy, as eeveral public men are

" Mr. Rogers.-I have to say, among other things, just likely to get their feelings hurt, before I get through.
this, that a more dishonest and untruthful handling of so " Reporter.-' What is your idea of Mr. S. Wilmot's
important a publie matter, I have seldom ever wituessed. report, referred to by the inister, particularly in regard
Mr. Tupper had before him all the reports, which I had to that other mill driven by water power, and whose saw-
ureviously made upon the subject, the dates of which I dust was so easily disposed of?
had given lu my report on the Sawdust Question, yet he '" Mr. Rogers- Well, as to that matter I scarcely have
dishonestly and designe 1iy leaves out my last full report, the patience to explain it. The matter is se fully under-
which would have fully explained the matter to the stood by everybody in that neighborhood that one wonders
public. If you wish I will give you the substance of my that any man of even ordinary intelligence should pub-
last report dated 14th May,1881. It is here in my letter- lish such nensense. I was there with Mr. Benjamin
book. Owhen the mill was first projected, and a dozen times

" REPORT. snce, more or less, and had it not been that nature had
"BRIIGEWATER, 14th May, 188I. provided a basin into which to deposit the sawdust, the

mill would never have been built. There was no strei
To W. F. WHITCHER, Esq.of water there. The mill was located upon dry land like
I SIR,-I yesterday took two men and a boat and a steam mill, and the water brought from a distant lako

carefully examined this river at low water with a pole by a wooden Eluice much of the distance. It was then
and fouud it as free from sawdust in the channeli(and carried down over a bank some fifty feet high ln an iroin
it is nearly all channel for a mile below the bridge) tube. Thus a small wheel of some eighteen to twenty iuches
as it was a century ago, and it always will be so no matter over (perhaps two feet) under a fifty-foot head, drove the
how much sawdust is thrown into it. Below the point machinery, which took some fifty men to attend. And,
just where the ship Scotia grounded four years ago, as is well known by all practical mill men, the stream
Of which I then informed you, there is still considerable running from such a wheel would create a very 8mai
sawdust but no more than there was then. I found by brook, and the whole concern, practically, so far as dis-
testingwith apole at every ten feet or so across the channel posing of the sawdust was concerned, was in a position Of

Mr. EISENHAUER.
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a steam mill. The mrahinery for concentrating the saw-
dust and passing it by spouts into horse carts, was built
with the mill, and was estimated in the cost of the enter-
prise before starting to build. The mill was located in a
large cove on the side of the estuary, and when the tide is
out the flats become bare over several hundred acres.
Every square foot of the cove was needed for booming
the logs. Had they put their sawdust into the water it
would have cost as much as to put it where they did,
besides destroying the whole enterprise, as not one pound
of it would move, because there was no current, couvert-
ing in a few years their whole booming water into acres
of sawdust.

" To compare the sawmills built on dams and over
rivers, such as exist on the LaHave River, and to
intimate that the sawdust can be as readily disposed of
as in the other, is what one might expect from men like
S. Wilmot, Lieut. Gordon, or C. H. Tupper. To put these
matters in such hands is like putting razors in the hands
of children; aye, worse, for the children would only cut
themselves, but in this case other and more honest
people are getting cut, and the industrial interests of a
whole section of country is being paral sed. The reason
why tbis public outrage is being enf

T
orced upon the La

Have River, I wiii uake as plain as the nose on your
face.

" The Minister seems to feel the deepest sympathy for
the poor coast fishermen about the mouth of the La
Have, and is determined to compel the mill men on that
river to cease their fish-destroying business-though
hundreds of poor mill men are thereby thrown out of
employment. But his bowels of compassion cease their
function when he goes only a few miles away. Into the
Medway and Liverpool h e allows the sawdust to run
unhindered, destroyîng the fish and bringing starvation to
a much larger number of poor fishermen, about the
niouths of those rivers, which he allows to be cursed with
Conservative (hence, of course, harmless) sawdust."

I wrote to the Minister last year, but lie gave me
no reasons why this distinction was made, no
reasons why the mills in Queen's and other coun-
ties were allowed to run while the sawdust was
allowed to go into the rivers. It is evident that
the channel of the river is not seriously interfered
with, and pilots and others employed on the river
state this to be the fact. I will read a report from
the captain of a steamer plying on that river. It
is as follows:-

" BRIDGEwATER, 22nd Nov., 1888.
"C. H. DÂvrosoN, Bridgewater.

" Si,-I am in receipt of yours of the 20th instant.
You wish me to inform you by letter how the depth of
water in the channel of the LaHave compares now with
the time I first took charge of the tugboat; also if I can
or cannot now bring as large vessels to the wharves as I
could years ago ? In reply, I may say that I have been
towing on the LaIlave every season sînce 1878, and have
noticed but little variation in the depth of the channel
during that time, and I find no more difficulty in bringing
large vessels to, or taking them from the wharves now,
than 1 did wheu 1 first tokcharge et the tugboat. I took
the barque Montreal from the wharf this season, drawing
over 17ý feet, the greatest draught I have taken down the
channel since I have had charge of the tugboat.

"Yours truly
" W. H. CASHON."

I think it is the bounden duty of the Government
to ascertain whether there is any serious hindrance
to navigation. I know the river very well myself,
and, if my statement is worth anything, there is
no hindrance to navigation on that river on account
of sawdust. It is true, that sometimes sawdust may
be found where the bottom is uneven, particularly
i the summer season when the current is slack.

Some of the mill owners have a considerable num-
ber of legs in their booms on LaHfave River, but
they will not start their mills, and, in fact, they
say they will allow the loge to rot rather than be
subjected to heavy penalties, when the law is not
enforced generally. I hold that mill owners, on
the different rivers of the country, should be all
treated alike. I am aware that political friends of
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the Government have considerable weight with
them, and that it is easy to write to parties calling
upon them to make reports that certain mills are
injuring the fish, or are causing hindrances to
navigation. It is most unfair to single out one
county, as my county has been singled out, for
the enforcement of the Act respecting sawdust,
while in adjoining counties the mills have been
running ever since 1888. A gentleman who was
here the other day, and who is a nill owner in
Halifax county, said he would not stop operations,
and lie did not expect to be fined. It is most unfair
to cripple the lumbering industry in certain parts of
the country by which hundreds of people obtain
their living, and if this policy is continued, it will
lead our people to go to the Wnited States and get
employment there, and the town of Biidgewater
will be ruined if this law is carried with a high
hand. There has been a good deal of controversy
between the hon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries and the mill owners at LaHave. He
stated that they have shown a spirit of defiance.
But any member of this House, if lie considered lie
was being persecuted for his politics, would resent
it, and on that score, therefore, the mill owners
are not much to blame. It is a very serious matter
that the Department and the Government should
have enforced the law in certain sections of the
country while they have allowed other sections in
the Dominion to go free.

Mr. COLBY. I regret that the hon. gentleman
was somewhat inaudible, and I was able to catch
but very little of what lie stated. I think it would
have been well if the hon. gentleman had been good
enough tohave communicated tome, as representing
the Minister in his absence, his intention to bring
up this subject to-day, for it would have led me to
make some enquiries into the subject to which lie
bas referred. I am in a blissful state of ignorance
in regard to the details of the Department which for
the moment I represent in the absence of the Minis-
ter, unless my attention has been specially called to
a subject, and it has not been called to the circum-
stances mentioned by the lion. gentleman in such a
way that I have felt called upon to give the matter
my special examination. The law regulating the
sawdust question in navigable streams permits the
exemption of certain streams by Order in Council.
Whether in this instance the Order in Council has
been sodght for, whether the attention of the
Government has been directed to this case or not,
I am entirely unaware, and if I am unable to give
the hon. gentleman any explanation or any
defence of the position of the Governnent, I hope
lie will not consider it is from any discourtesy
to him, but simply that I was not aware of
his intention to bring the matter before the
House to-day. I can hardly suppose that whether
the stream be a navigable stream, when the action
of the Governor in Council would be required to
suspend the operation of the law, or an unnavi-
gable stream, when an exception might be given
by an order of the Minister, I cannot suppose that
in either case any decision would be arrived at
upon any other than fair and public grounds. Of
course streams differ very much. Some streams,
owing to the rapidity of the current, might wash
away sawdust so that it would not seriously impede
navigation, while in others, owing to the sluggish-
ness of the current, there might be considerable.
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accumulation of deposits which would seriously
injure navigation. I can only suppose, in the
absence of any special knowledge of the facts, that
the Minister, if be has taken any action whatever
in the case, has been guided, as is the usage of the
Department, by the reports of his responsible
officers. I do not state that to be the fact, because
I do not know, but I assume it to be the case that
if the Minister's attention has been expressly
called to the case to which the hon. gentleman has
referred, he has been guided by the reports of the
officers who are responsible to the Department for
the correctness of their opinions. I regret I am
notable to give information or explanation onth e sub-
ject, because, unfortunately, I have not any to give.

.Mr. EISENHAUÉR. I waited a considerable
time in the hope that the hon. the Minister of
Marine would return to the city, but it is now so
near the end of the Session I felt obliged to bring
the matter forward. I understand it is doubtful
whether the Minister will return before the close
of the Session.

iMr. JONES (Halifax). Hon. gentlemen who
have taken an interest in this subject will renem-
ber that on several occasions when it has been be-
fore Parliament, I have gone to a very consider-
able length in supporting the Administration for
the time being in endeavoring to provide such
regulations as would appear to be necessary for
the protection of the fishing interests of the
country in this regard. During the time the
Mackenzie Government was in power, we imposed
rather severe regulations on the country in this
respect. On one occasion, I was called upon by a
large mill owner in my own county, who remon-
strated in most indignant terms against the Act
then put in force. I listened to him for some time,
and then I said it was a serious matter no doubt.
He assured me that the Government would be
ousted in consequence of this interference with the
right of the mill owners. I told him it would be a
very unfortunate matter for the country if the
Governruent were ousted. But no doubt the people
could get another Government, probably not such
a good one, but if they allowed the fish in the
streams to be destroyed, no Government for
a very long time could devise or carry on
means to bring back the fish to our rivers. I
mention this to show that I have always, to a
certain extent, sympathised with the efforts which
have been made to preserve our fisheries along the
coast, and that I have cheerfully listened to any
representations which have been made with
reference to the injury said to be caused by the
sawdust and other mill débris fmding its way into
the stream. On several occasions, when this
matter has been discussed, I have listened to the
explanations given by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, who I regret very much is not in his
place to-day, because I am fully aware that the
acting Minister cannot be quite so familiar with
all these details, although a gentleman of his very
great capacity should be able in a short time to
manage the details of a small question like this. I
was rather surprised that the hon. the President
of the Council, having been so long in charge of
the Department this Session, did not remember
that there is a Bill on our fyle from the Depart-
ment which he represents, purporting to deal with
the question this Session. I supposed the hon.

Mr. CoLna.

gentleman would have made himself acquainted
with the nature of that Bill, and the effect
it was going to have on the question just
now before the House. The hon. gentleman
is doubtless aware that the House has been
placed in possession of a very exhaustive report
from Mr. Sandford Fleming, on this question,
with reference to the Ottava River, and the hon.
gentleman, if he has read the report, is also aware
that Mr. Fleming's recommendations went very far
to carry out the idea which Mr. Rogers, the late
fishery inspector of Nova Scotia, imparted to the
Government in a communication, which, as my hon.
friend from Lunenburg (Mr. Fisenhauer) says, was
suppressed, and was not placed among the official
representations from the officers of the Department.
These two considerations taken together would
lead one, not very familiar with the question, to
suppose that the public opinion and the public
anxiety with regard to the * obstructions of the
rivers, have not been well founded. But, Sir, the
difficulty to my mind has been, and I confess it
still exists, that the Government, in taking these
powers to themselves, have not, so far as I have
been made aware, exercised them judiciously. I
am well aware, that in my own Province of
Nova Scotia, there are mill owners who have
purposely set the Government regulations at open
defiance, and these are gentlemen who have been
friends and supporters of the Administration
who have not shut down their mills. I know
that in the Counties of Queen's, Shelburne,
Annapolis and Digby, there are men who have
relied upon the influence they and their friends
had with the Administration, to continue to
operate their mills, whereas, only quite recently,
as has been mentioned by the hon. gentleman
here, has permission been given to any proprietor
to operate his mill. I do not say it was an im-
proper regulation at all. But, on the contrary, I
hope and believe that the Government, in doing
this, have investigated the matter and were satis-
fied that in the public interest they were doing
what is right. But what I do complain of is that
while many of these mill owners throughout the
Province of Nova Scotia have been allowed to set
the Government regulations at open defiance,
another party like the large firm to which my hon.
friend (Mr. Eisenhauer)makes particular reference,
the firm of the Messrs. Davison, the largest and
most important milling establishment in Nova
Scotia, and 1 might say, without any disrespect to
the others, not only the largest but the most in
fluential and most wealthy, employing more men
than many of the other establishments put
together-I complain that this firm, fron the f act
it would appear of disagreeing with the Govern-
ment, having been opponents of the Govern-
ment for a long time, having been drawn
into a controversy with the GovernmIent,
respecting the position of their mils, and the
position of the LaHave River which they claimed
to be an exceptional one, and which fact has been
borne out, apparently, by the report of Mr. Rogers,
and by the report of the captain and by the report
of other people familiar with the river, with which
I do not pretend to be familiar, have not only
been hampered, but that they have been closed up
forsometime, forrefusing to go to theexpesewhich
the Government insistedi they should comply with,
while other mill owners in the Province have been
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allowed to go scot free. That is what I complain
of, and that is a very serious charge. I am in-
forned, on what I believe to be the most credit-
able and reliable authority, that in the counties of
Shelburne and Annapolis, friends of the Adminis-
tration have been running their mills and allowing
their sawdust and débris to run into the stream.
I an not going to argue now on the main question
as to whether it is right or wrong to allow the saw-
dust to go into the streams. That is a question
whicl I confess is a very difficult one to deal with,
and I confess that it would take a very considerable
proof to relieve my mind of the conviction which I
have long entertained, that sawdust and débris in
a strean must be dangerous to the fisheries. I
appear to be contradicted in this belief by evidence
of a professional character which I am disposed to
pay considerable deference to, such as it is. At
all events I merely rise now for the purpose of
protesting against the Governuient carrying out
this law as they have been doing, in the interests
of their own friends, and subjecting such a large,
and important, and influential firm as the Messrs.
Davison on LaHave River, to the restrictions of
which they have complained, and on which their
comnplaint is well founded. I do think that the
Government should look into this matter, and not
allow the controversy whichbastakenplacebetween
that firm and the Minister of Marine, to any longer
interfere with their giving the same privileges
to the Messrs. Davison, which they have accorded
to other people in the Province of Nova Scotia. On
that ground, I most heartily sustain the view
taken by the hon. member for Lunenburg (Mr.
Eisenhauer) reserving, as I said, my opinion as to
the expediency of the question on other grounds.
So long as that law is allowed to be placed in
operation at all, all should be treated alike and the
opponents of the Administration, whoareworkingin
the public interest, should not have their operations
interfered with by locar political jealousies or
aimosities. The law should be made applicable
to friends and enemies of the Governnent in the
sane spirit, and all should feel that they are
governed by the same law, and are alike entitled
to the protection which it affords.

Mr. KENNY. My hon. friend from Lunenburg
(Mr. Eisenhauer)a2id my hon. colleague(Mr. Jones),
in referring to this question, which is a very im-
portant one to the Province of Nova Scotia, have
carefully, and, I think, very wisely, refrained from
expressing any opinion as to the effects of sawdust
on fish life. The duty devolves on the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries to see, as far as lies in his
power, that no injury is done to our river fisheries.
It is also his duty to see that the navigation of our
rivers is not obstructed with refuse from the saw-
mills. My hon. friend from Lunenburg confined
his remarks, chiefly, I think, to the seeming injus-
tice which is done to his constituents living on the
banks of the LaHave River, the largest and most
Important river in the Province of Nova Scotia.
I do not think there is a frm in the Province
connected with the important interest of lumbering
who have shown more enterprise or more ability,
or who have been more useful in the locality in
which they have conducted their business, than
the Messrs. Davison on the LaHave River.
Whatever the polities of those gentlemen may be
-I believe on political questions they are opposed
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to my views-still it is a simple matter of justice
to them that, as their name bas been mentioned by
hon. gentlemen opposite, I should here express
my opinion as to their usefulness in the great
industry -in which they are engaged in that
locality. So far as I know-and I have some
slight knowledge of the Lallave River, from the
fact that vessels in which I am interested occa-
sionally visit that river to load lumber-I do not
believe that any very great injury bas been done
to the navigation of the river by the sawdust
which bas been thrown into it. I cannot express
any opinion as to the effect of the sawdust on the
fisheries of the river ; but to-day the fisheries of
the river are comparatively insignificant; the
people mainly depend on the lumber industry. My
hon. colleague bas referred to a Bill which is now
before the House by which it is contemplated that
the Minister of Marine shall be deprived of the
very unenviable authority which he can now exer-
cise of granting special privileges in one river and
refusing them in another. I think my hon. collea-
gue has gone a little beyond the mark when lie has
insinuated that the reason why these privileges
have not been afforded to the Messrs. Davison is
the fact that they happen to be political opponents
of the present Government. If my hon. colleague
will appeal to the representative of the County of
Lunenburg, I think that hon. gentleman will tell
him that the Messrs. Davison are to-day con-
ducting their lumbering operations in other rivers
in the Province of Nova Scotia, where, as far
as my information goes, they have not been
obstructed in the management of their business.
If I am misinformed, I should like to be
corrected. 1 understood that they were conduct-
ing operations on the Port Medway River and also
on the Nictaux River. On that point I do not
pretend to speak positively ; but the industry in
which the Messrs. Davison are engaged is a very
important and very valuable one to the locality in
which it is conducted, and I can only repeat what
I said before, that, to the best of my knowledge,
so far no great injury has resulted to the naviga-
tion of that river.

Mr. EISENHAUER. The hon. junior member
for Halifax (Mr. Kenny) has stated that the
Messrs. Davison operate mills in other counties.
That is true. They have mills in the County of
Kings, 'where they have been allowed to operate
them. If they were not, the distinction would be
too marked.

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not rise to speak on
the sawdust question, but I wish to contradict a
statenent which has been ma de with regard to the
part of the country to which I belong. We have
in that neighborhood four large mills, three of
which belong to strong supporters of the Govern-
ment, and one to an opponent of the Government ;
and yet the Government have fined all the parties
for putting sawdust into the river. I may say that
the river has been practically almost ruined by
sawdust. It was once full of fish ; but that is a
very small matter. But the fact is that the hon.
Minister bas enforced the law against all parties,
irrespective of their politics. I dare say he has
done so very reluctantly, because one of the owners
of these sawmills was my predecessor in this House
and a friend of the Minister; yet he was one of the
first men fined. So that there is no foundation for
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the insinuation that has been made that the hon. Department have been called on to report, I am
Minister puts the law in force only against his quite aware, from my conversations with the Min-
political opponents. ister himself, that, so far as the operations of

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I know that great the Messrs. Davison Bros. are concerned, the
complaints have been made in the Province of New law was applied as leniently as possible. The
Brunswick, of the manner in which these Orders Messrs. Davison are, and always have been, so far
in Council have been enforced. Last year I as I know, active opponents of the Government,
brought the matter to the attention of the Minister but they have never done anything that I know
in regard to a gentleman who had mills on a river of to induce exceptional treatment, they being
that was not used for navigation at all. The pro- men of the highest respectability both in business
hibition was rigidly enforced against him, and he relations and otherwise. With one active member
was compelled to stop his mills. He was a strong of the firm I had the pleasure of sitting for a
opponent of the Government. At the same time while in the iHouse of Assembly, and I am sure
other parties in- other counties, and in that same that no member of this Government would, on
county, were allowed to throw sawdust into the account of that gentleman's politics, or the polities
river. As to the effect of sawdust in the rivers, of his associates, make any distinction in the
I am not prepared to speak. The edgings, I treatment of him, and that given to others. The
believe, are very injurions, but as to the sawdust, Miniter of Marine and Fisheries has a mass of
there are really very great doubts. This regula- evidence in the line in which the hon. member for
tion, carried to the fullest extent, would very seri- Halifax indicated that his own opinion tended,
ously affect what is perhaps the most- important namely, in the direction of the injury done by the
industry we have in the Province, that is, the refuse sawdust being permitted to be thrown into
lumber industry, which produces the staple article the streans ; and, as regards the LaHave River,
of exportation. where Messrs. Davison Bros. do business, it has been

well established, that the fish have been nearly all
General LAURIE. I wish to call attention to a exterminated there by means of the sawdust, and

statement made by the hon. senior member for it is because that is so that it can now be said
Halifax (Mr. Joues), that the law is broken in that the lumber interest is the greater of the
Shelburne County, and that its infraction is con- two. The navigation of the river, which ought
nived at, because those who break it are suppor- to be most serviceable for all the purposes of com-
ters of the Goverrinent. I have no doubt, my hon. merce in that county, has been seriously affected
friend refers to the remark in this sawdust report, by the quantity of sawdust thrown into the stream.
so-called, in which it is stated a large amount of It is true that the operation of the penal provisions
sawdust has been dumped into the Clyde River, concerning sawdust is unequal. It has been the
which is in Shelburne County. I wish to say, policy of this Parliament that they should be
that one of the mills on that river was burnt down unequal, and that all rivers should not corne
two years ago, so that certainly no sawdust from within the penal provisions of the Act, for the
that mill at present goes into that river. The obvious reason that streams vary a great deal in
owner of the other mill on the river is a strong character. Some streams are very rapid, and the
opponent of the Governmnent, and if he is allowed sawdust is carried away by the current, so that it
to do this, it is not because it is winked at on is of very little prejudice to navigation or to the
account of his supporting the Government. fish. Others, on the contrary, are slow, and more

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is much to be likely to suffer from the accumulations of sawdust.
regretted that this discussion should take place Tbere are cases of streame in the County of Queen's
in the absence of the Minister of Marine and in whîch there je only water to operate the mille
Fisheries, because I know lie has given close at- dnring a very few monthe of the year, and in
tention to the subject, and has examined all the which ficl life is almost impossible and navigation
evidence bearing on it to be procured both in is ont of the question, so that the injury by saw-
Canada and the United States, and if he were duet je practically nil. Still it may le a very
here to present his views, not only the House, grave question wletler it would not be better, in
but the hon. member for Halifax as well, would be order to inspire public confidence, that the law
completely relieved from the suspicion that, in should be applied without exception in ail cases.
endeavoring to enforce the law as he has done in As soon as the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
Nova Scotia, and in Ontario as well, he has beer, can present the recuit of hic investigation, I ar
actuated by any party considerations whatever. In confident the Ronce will le under no suspicion
the very case referred to by the hon. member for that le las been over-zealous in enforcing this
Halifax, that of a gentleman from Halifax who provision or actuated by any desire to nake any
visited Ottawa some time ago, and gave my hon. invidions distinction.
friend to understand that he had obtained per-
mission for the exemption of his mill from the Mr. MITCHELL. I regret very much that the
law, I enquired of the Department-having heard Minister of Marine and Fisheries je not lere to
a similar statement by the member for Lunenburg deal witl this question. The course whicl le je
-and I understand that is not the case, that no incined to pursue, judging by the legisiation le
such permission was given by the Department. las introduced, je one that commends itself to 'Y
That gentleman produced, however, at the De- judgnent as being the proper one. The Minister
partment a permit from the late Sir Albert Smith, of Justice las correctly stated that there are cois-
given when he was Minister of Marine and ditions and circumetances of mils and rivers
Fisheries, and that permit had been allowed to whicl cail for different treatment; and the ques
continue. The action of the Department was ions that corne u in relation to this matter are,
simply that in view of the permission granted firet, as to how m owuers can keep out the saw-
by the late Sir Albert Smith, the fficers of the dut and carry on their lmnber business, and nent,

Mr. STdvu a nisos..



as to the effeqt of the sawdust upon the rivera. I sawdust ias never interfered in any degree with
admit that it is difficult to work these little one- the navigation of a river, and it is my opinion that
horse sawmills which exist on many of the smaller it has never interfered with the fish. All the kinds
rivers, and keep the sawdust from falling into the of fish that were in the rivers with which I am
water. But the Government, I think, should not fail acquainted, as far back as tradition can point out,
to carry out their policy in reference to the larger are there now. It is an impression which bas gone
rivers. Take, forinstance, the River Ottawa. Every- abroad, and which is very reasonable, that the fish
body knows that sawdust dumped into a river both take the sawdust into their gills in breathing, and
(lestroys the fish and impedes navigation. For that it kills the fish. I have never heard of dead
tw eity-five years we have had a law making it a fish in the rivers to which I refer or of fish being
punishable offence to put sawdust into the rivers, driven out of rivers which they previously frequent-
and I nust say for the mill owners in my county ed in consequence of sawdust. We must look at
that they have fairly tried to comply with the the great interest of lumbering and we must consi-
law and have largely met the difficulty of car- der that, even if the fish in these rivers were less in
rying it out. Where there are steam saw quantity, they are not fish for commercial purposes,
mills of course these mills can burn their own while the lumbering business is one of the greatest
sawdust, but I find the Ottawa River, industries we have in Canada. Even if the saw-
one of the great arteries of the country, on which dust did interfere with the sport of certain gentle-
are many large mills, suffers most from this evil. men, even if it interfered, as one hon. gentleman
Fortunes are being made by the mill awners on has stated, with sahnon, trout and snelts, still we
that river. In a recent case, that of a gentleman must consider the great lumbering interests. It
who occupied a position in this House as a repre- is beyond my comprehension how sawdust can
sentative of the city of Ottawa, and who died the interfere with the navigation of any river, though
other day, I find by the papers that be left behind slabs will. Some of the sawdust may gather into
him a fortune of $1,250,000 earned on this river. eddies or in deep water, but it never stops in the
Is it right that these wealthy mill owners should channel of the stream and never interferes with
be permitted to go on from year to year and block vessels going out or coming in. I can hardly
up one of the greatest rivers of this country, 700 think the Government would mnake any preference
to 800 miles long? You go down in the summer in the enforcement of this law. As to the river
season and you will find h'undreds of acres on the which fiows through the county which I repre-
flats near the Grenville Canal covered with saw- sent, the State of Maine bas given great attention
dust. An explosion took place opposite this city to the fishery question and the border river be-
last winter, which, if any people had been crossing tween New Brunswick and the State of Maine bas
the ice at the time, would, no doubt, have resulted never been interfered with either by Maine or by
li loss of life. We have had a report made by Canada in regard to sawdust, though the State of
Mir. Sandford Fleming on this subject, but, though Maine has been careful to keep bark and edgings
it is not altogether in favor of sLopping the prac- and slabs out of the river, because they will sink.
tice of putting sawdust into the Ottawa River, the This is a matter of serious consideration. It is
Minister of Marine and Fisheries bas proposed impossible to so arrange the mills on the Ottawa
this Bill. I entirely agree with the policy of the River that they will keep the sawdust out. They
Minister of Marine on this subject, and think a would have to be taken down and reconstructed.
stop should be put to this practice. I regret that In regard to steamu mills, sawdust makes a good
it is not carried out everywhere. In the river fuel, but in regard to water mills it is impossible to
w-hich runs through my county, they do not put utilise the sawdust unless the mills are recon-
sawdust into the river ; they burn it. But here, structed entirely.
at the Chaudière mills, they dump the sawdust
imto the river. When I was Minister of Marine Mr. LAURIER. It appears difficult to resist
and Fisheries, we endeavored to put a stop to that the conclusion that an invidious distinction is
practice, but it was very difficult. I do not reflect made, I will not say between friend and foe, but
upon the present Minister of Marine, but I am between river and river in the application of this
sorry that lie was not here to push through the law, and, in view of the very harsh treatment
Bil which lie placed on the files of the House, be- applied to the mill owners on the LaHave River
cause I believe it would be beneficial to the coun- and the very lenient consideration which bas been
try. It might be a little expensive to the lumber- given to the mill owners on the Ottawa River, one
men, but it would prevent the great Ottawa River is compelled to ask what is the reason for this
froms being obstructed as it is to-day. We have difference in treatment ? What is the reason that
spent millions of dollars to make our rivers nav.ga- the law is applied with the greatest severity on the
"ie, and yet we allow these wealthy mill owners one hand, and with the greatest leniency on the
to throw their sawdust into the rivers and obstruct other ? Now, strong evidence has been presented
the navigation. to show that on the LaHave River sawdust,

perhaps because the current is strong, does not
bor. GILLMOR. I am sorry to differ with my at all affect navigation. On the Ottawa River, onion. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). the contrary, we have had complaints for yearsI have had some experience in regard to sawdust, about the interference of navigation by sawdust
and I cannot understand how sawdust can interfere thrown into the river from times alinost im-
with the navigation of any river. Slabs and edgings memorial. I do not want to be more' severe thanand things of that kind may interfere with the I can help, but certainly it is imnossible to resistnavigation but not sawdust. I have read Mr. the conclusion that if there is not unjust discrimi-
Fleming's report in regard to the Ottawa River, nation made between the two cases, then the law
and I am satisfied that it is correct. I have had is harsh in itself, and should be modified in some45 years' experience in this matter, and I say that manner. The Minister of Justice stated a
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moment ago, that perhaps it would be better that
the Minister of Marine should be relieved from the
power which he now has, of granting permits to
avoid the law. Perhaps it would be better,
because I have no doubt that this must be
a constant source of trouble to hiin on account of
the numerous applications made to hirn by different
parties to be relieved from the enforcement of the
law. For my part, I do not think that it is very
difficult to carry out the law as it is to-day. In
the West, all the sawmills are supplied with fur-
naces to burn up the refuse of the mill. I have
asked lumbermen why this could not be done on
the Ottawa River, and I understand that it could
only be done by constructing the mills altogether
differently, and that would involve a very serious
expense and trouble. If the power of making the
distinction which the Minister now possesses were
removed, or if the law were to be amended so as to
provide that in future all mills should be compelled
to dispose of their refuse, then there would be uni-
form legislation, and this source of irritation would
be removed. My hon. friend from Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell) said that a one-horse sawmill
should not be obliged to dispose of its sawdust ;
but we must remember that this applies not to
small streams only, but to navigable rivers on
which you will find large mills, and it would not
be hard to compel them to dispose of their refuse
in some other way than by throwing it into the
river.

Mr. McNEILL. I am afraid that if the pro-
position of my hon. friend the leader of the Opposi-
tion were to be adopted, and if the provisions of
the law were only to be applied to mills hereafter
built on navigable rivers, in a few years we would
not have any fish to protect, because I think the
mills at present in operation would put an end to
the fish if they are allowed to be poisoned by saw-
dust. For it is well known that sawdust is a
poison to fish. I do hope that this House will
endeavor in every possible way to strengthen the
hands of the Minister of Marine in his attempt to
protect the fishing interests of this country. The
fishing industry is a very great industry, and there
is no doubt whatever th.at it has suffered very much
already from the cause we are now discussing. My
hon. friend who spoke a moment ago seens to sup-
posethatsawdust does not interfere with navigation,
and I must say I am rather surprised at his state-
ment. When sawdust has fallen into the water,
no doubt a large part of it will float at first, but in
a very short time it becomes waterlogged, and
then it becomes as effectual in interfering with
navigation as sand itself. No doubt where the
stream runs strongly it will keep a channel
for itself to a certain extent, and so it would do
in the very centre of the stream in the case of sand.
But you will find that an accumulation of sawdust
takes place on the banks of the stream, and that
by increase that accumulation draws closer and
closer to the centre of the stream, until at last the
navigation of the river is closed altogether. Saw-
dust which has been thrown into the rivers in my
own constituency, I know has caused a great deal
of damage ; it has been a source of the greatest
injury to the fishing industry there. It is not only
confined to rivers, but it extends as far as the lakes,
because a certain quantity of it is carried down the
rivers into the lakes and interferes with the fishing

Mr. LAuRIER.

industry there. My hon. friend who spoke a
moment ago says that there are as many fish in his
part of the country as ever; if that be the case he
is very much to be congratulated, but I am sorry
to say that is not the fact throughout the Dominion.

Mr. IVES. I think there should be some dis-
tinction made between navigable and non-navigable
streams, and possibly when you come to deal with
non-navigable streams, a distinction should be made
between those that are largely used by
lumbermen and those which are not to any
great extent used by lumbermen. The com-
parative importance of the lumber interest
and the fishing industry should be considered by the
Government in any action they may take in refer-
ence to any particular stream or river. If, for in-
stance, the river is unimportant as a breeding ground
for fish, if the total value of fish taken in a particu-
lar stream. amounts to little or nothing ; and if, on
the other h'and, very large lumbering interests have
centied upon that river, it would be madness, it
would be suicidal to the interests of the country,
for the Government to apply a cast-iron rule to sucli
streams as that. Take, for example, the St. Francis
River and its tributaries, in the Eastern Townships.
That river is of little or no value as a ground for
breeding fish. I do not suppose, that if the mar-
ket value of all the fish taken in the St. Francis
River and its tributaries were added up, it
would amount to $500 a year. On the other
hand, from Brompton Falls, near Sherbrooke,
I am not aware what the extent of the lumber
interest may be below that point, but I know at
Pierreville there is a large manufacturing establish-
ment on the river ; but from Brompton Falls up-
wards on the St. Francis River and its tributaries,
I am perfectly safe in saying there are a hundred
millions of lumber manufactured every year. Now,
that hundred millions of lumber involves an ave-
rage of, we will say, $6 a thousand in wages to the
men who eut the logs in the winter, to the men
who drive them to the mill in the spring, and to
the men who manufacture the sawn lumber in the
summer. That means a large amount of money
paid out as wages in the course of every year.
When you compare the importance of that indus-
try with the insignificant value of all the fish that
are taken, or could be taken, out of that river, it
becomes perfectly manifest that it would be absurd
for the Government to enforce a law prohibiting
the putting of sawdust into that stream or its
tributaries. I am quite prepared to admit that in
the case of navigable waters other interests comne
in, which mustbe considered in their relative impor-
tance compared with the jumbering interests. I
think the matter should be regulated in respect to
the importance of the interests affected, and no
cast-iron rule can be applied to any strean whether
navigable or non- navigable.

Mr. BLAKE. I agree with a good deal of what
has been said by the hon. member who has just
taken his seat (Mr. Ives). I think some confusion
exists as to the matter, because it has been appar-
ently considered that a proceeding which is based
on the one statute is to be dependent in part on
the provisions of another statute. The truth is,
the proposed legislation which has been discussed,
and which would relieve the hon. the Minister
from the invidious distinction with which he is

at present invested by making the rule cast iron,
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is legislation which, as I understand it, would
apply only to one set of difficulties, namely, to the
difficultiesarisingfrom navigation. But the Fishery
Act is another statute, with another set of prohi-
bitions, and it also reserves its own exemption power
to the Minister ; and, therefore, the proceedings
in, this case, as I understood them, having been
taken only under the Act with respect to navigable
rivers, it is beside the question to attempt to
discuss whether these proceedings are justifiable
uder the Fishery Act, or upon the ground, for

instance, of injury to the fisheries. I call the atten-
tion of the Minister to the fact that so long as it is
atteipted to justify the enforcement of these pro-
hibitions by reference to the fishing interests the
proposed legislation as to navigation will be of no
consequence, because the Act, which it is proposed
to ainend, does not authorise any prohibition what-
ever in consequence of the fishing interests. It
deals solely with the interests of navigation ; it is
the other statute that deals with the prohibition as
to the fishing interests, and that statute nust be
(lealt with in order to alter, if it is thought desirable
to alter, its provisions as to exemption. There was
a great deal of good sense in what the hon. mem-
lber who has just taken his seat (Mr. Ives) said in
respect to the relati-ve importance of the con-
flicting interests. I happen to know Mr. Davison,
who is an old friend of mine, and early in this
Session I was put in possession of the papers in
this case, and I expected I would have had an
opportunity of dealing with it when the Bill of
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries was brought
up. Since that time my recollection of the facts
lias somewhat faded away, and I am not able to
speak asclearly asIhad hopedto speak, on thisunex-
pected occasion. So far as I can remember, whether
the diminution in the quantity of fish was due to
the sawdust or no, it seems to me to be ridiculous
to compare for an instant the existing condition of
the fishing interests on the LaHave and the existing
condition of the lumbering interests on that river ;
for the lumbering interests as regards the mil
owners, the employes, and the public are of such
importance that the action of the law on the ground
of the relatively insignificant fishing interests
should not prevail. I agree with the hon. member
(Mr. Ives) that, as regards navigable rivers, the
interests of navigation are of much higher import-
ance and require much more careful consideration.
I read the evidence on this subject also. There was
no doubt some evidence that sawdust bad accumu-
lated in some parts of the river. There was no
doubt evidence that the channel had been to some
extent narrowed, I should judge; but I did not
find, taking the whole evidence, that the naviga-
tion of the River LaHave such as it is, and such
as I should judge it is likely to be, is being at this
time substantially impeded, for the uses to which
it is put, by the condition of affairs which had
been produced by the sawdust ; nor did I find from
the evidence that there had been, of late years at all
events, any great impairment of the condition. It is
perfectly obvious that the effect of sawdust will
depend very much on the character of the stream.
As the hon. Minister of Justice has said, if we deal
with rapidly running rivers, having a great descent
and without sinuosities, no doubt the sawdust will
get away. If, however, the river is somewhat
sluggish, and particularly when it is a tidal river
with deep bays and eddies, there are abundant

points on which the sawdust will be deposited,
for I cannot agree with the hon. menbr for
Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), that the sawdust keeps
floating all the time ; but there may be consider-
able deposits of sawdust in these bays and deep
spots, and yet the average depth of the river may
be maintained. There is, of course, no object, for
purposes of navigation, in having deep holes in a
river. The depth of the channel of a river is its
depth at its shallowest point. So if the sawdust
simply fills up the holes and leave the navigable
channel free, of course no damage is done to navi-
gation. The general impression I drew fron the
evidence was this, and I state it after the speeches
delivered by the two Ministers, that there was no
great public interest imperilled by the continuance
at the present time of the state of things which has
been continuing for some time, while it would
appear that very serious inconvenience would
result, even if the destruction of the entire lumber-
ing business would not result, from a severe course
being taken in this regard. All I ask now is, that
as we have not had an opportunity of fully dis-
cussing this question, which we had reason to
expect would be given to us by the Government
Bill on the paper standing in the nane of the Min-
ister of Marine, which, we understand, will not
now be proceeded with, there shall be given a very
careful reconsideration of the condition of affairs
with respect to these rivers on which the hon. the
Minister is at present enforcing the prohibition ;
and that unless it be made upon that reconsidera-
tion absolutely plain that such an important inter-
est as the navigation interest is about to be seriously
interfered with by the continuation of the systemn,
a stay of these vigorous proceedings should take
place in the instance which has given rise to this
discussion.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. While the hon. gen-
tleman is quite correct as to the effect of the
operation of the Bill to which he refers, that is
Bill (No. 47) respecting the protection of navigable
waters, the next Bill (No. 85) to amend the Fish-
eries Act, chapter 95 of the Revised Statutes, takes
away the discretion.

Mr. KIRK. This is a question which affects a
great many rivers in the Province of Nova Scotia,
and it is not confined to the River LaHave in the
County of Lunenburg. The regulations of the
Government cause very much annoyance to dif-
ferent interests in the country. The arguments
advanced in favor of keeping sawdust ont of the
rivers are not altogether convincing. I do not
believe there is much force in the argument that
sawdust kills fish. I have lived alongside of a
stream ever since I was a boy, and on that stream
sawmills had been running long before I was
born, and yet I have never seen fish floating dead
on the surface of the water killed by sawdust
getting into their gills. We have a report by
Rogers, late fishery inspector for Nova Scotia,
who held the position of inspector for twenty
years, and who devoted much attention to this
subject. He does not hold to the opinion
that sawdust kills fish, and in a special
report which he called a sawdust report, which
report the Minister of Marine and Fisheries re-
fused to publish I am told, because Mr. Rogers'
view did not agree with the Minister's view of the
question, but which report Mr. Rogers found
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means of publishing and placing in the hands of
the people-in -that report he claims that sawdust
does not kill fish, and lie supports his opinion by
the opinion of authorities in other countries. The
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) lias stated
with respect to the killing of fish in LaHave River,
that the lumber interest was of greater importance
than the fishing interest. I believe lie is correct in
that regard, but the hon. Minister of Justice, in
answer to him, said that it was the lumbering in-
dustry which destroyed the fishing industry, and
that the former industry is of greater importance
to the people now than the fisheries. It must be
remenbered that the LaHave is not the only river
in which the fish lias fallen off; for if you examine
the report of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
you will find that the quantity of fish lias fallen
off in every river in the Province of Nova Scotia.
I wish I could agree with the lion. member for
Charlotte (Mr. Gillinor) that fish are as plentiful in
Nova Scotia to-day as they were twentyyears ago.
I know to the contrary, I know that in not a
single stream in the Province of Nova Scotia are
fish as plentiful as they were years ago, and that
applies to streams in which there never was any
sawdust at all. We must look for soine other
reason for the decline of fishing, therefore, than to
attribute the cause to the sawdust. There lias
been a falling off in rivers in which there never was
any sawdust, as well as in rivers along which saw-
mills are in operation. In reference to the injury
done to navigation, I may say, that I believe there
are certain narrow rivers and harbors in which
the sawdust may interfere with navigation, and
for that reason, it would perhaps be the duty of
the Government to interfere. I cannot believe
that sawdust is killing fish. We know that it
does not lie where the current is running]
rapidly, and so fâr as the eastern section of the
Province of Nova Scotia is concerned our streams
are all rapid, and the sawdust does not lie in them,
unless it is carried down, as the lion. member for
West Durham has said, and thrown into pools and
flats. But fish do not spawn in pools or in still
water. They spawn in streams where the current
is rapid and on the shoals, and, therefore, the saw-
dust cannot injure the fish in the spawning grounds.
So far as Nova Scotia is concerned, I cannot see
that the sawdust injures the fish, but I do believe,
that to enforce the regulation of the Government
and to require that the mill owners should keep
the dust out of the rivers will be a greater injury
to the people of Nova Scotia, because of its
hampering and crippling the lumber industry, than
will be any injury that can be done to the fishing
industry by the sawdust.

Mr. BURNS. The hon. gentleman has a very
mistaken idea as to the particular places in rivers
in which fish spawn. A% a rule, and I speak from
observation,, the fish spawn in places where the
water is not very rapid, and where sawdust is apt
to be deposited. From observation of the rivers in
my own county, which is, perhaps, one of the most
important fishing counties in Canada, I have noticed
that where sawdust lias been deposited it has been
so deposited with serious injury to the fishing in
these rivers. Of late years the mill owners have
taken precaution to prevent the sawdust falling
into the rivers, but in former years, when the same
consideration was not given to the matter, or the

Mr. KIRK,

fisheries regarded in the same important light as
now, and especially in the days of the old-fashioned
mills, sawdust and slabs and edgings were all put
into the river, with the resuit as I have stated,
that these rivers were alinost entirely depleted of
fish. Of late years, the steam saw mills burn all
the sawdust, and the owners of water mills cart
the sawdust out into piles and there let it re-
main, or they mix it up with the edgings and
slabs and burn it during the winter season.
It must be patent to those who give the sub-
ject consideration, that very great detriment
indeed accrues to the fisheries by the deposits of
sawdust in the rivers, and I think the Depart-
ment should be encouraged in every way to prevent
such a practice continuing. There are no doubt
cases in which the enforcement of the law on this
mnatter would be an extreme hardship and would
cause very serious loss to the mill owners, and
these are cases which deserve the serious considera-
tion of the Government. But, as a general prin-
éiple, the Government and the Department should
be encouraged and sustained as fully as possible in
their desire to prevent the destruction of our
fisheries, and the obstacles which arise to naviga-
tion by the deposit of sawdust. I rose for the
purpose of taking exception to the statement of my
lion. friend from Guysborough (Mr. Kirk). I have
observed very particularly, indeed, for some years,
the localities in which fish spawn, and I assert
that fish do not spawn where the water is rapid
enougli to take away the sawdust. It is true that
they do not spawn in entirely still water, but they
do spawn in water which is not rapid enough to
prevent the sawdust from dropping to the bottom
and remaining there.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). There seemns to be a
great deal of difference of opinion amongst these
gentlemen who understand something about the
propagation of fish as to whether the deposit of
sawdust in streams prejudicially affects the fish or
whether it does not. There is also a great deal of
difference of opinion in regard to the Ottawa
River, as to whether the deposit of sawdust lu
that river interferes with the navigation or not,
as is evidenced by the conflicting reports we have
on that question. Now, as I understand the law, it
does not affect only these mills which are situated
upon these navigable streams, for it provides " that
no sawdust shall be allowed to be placed in the water
of any stream, any portion of which is navigable, or
into any stream that falls into a navigable river,"
so that, practically, all saw mills that are situated
upon streams in any part of this country whicli fail
into navigable rivers, or if any portion of the
rivers upon which they are situated are navigable,
they are prohibited from putting sawdust into the
stream. I take it that this prohibits all mill
owners, except those exempted by an Order iu
Council, from allowing sawdust to run into the
waters of the rivers that may be adjoining their
mills, or of any stream, no matter what its
character nay be, unless it is an inland lake
which has no outlet. I do not agree with these gen-
tlemen who contend that the Government ought
to be at liberty to exempt any particular locality
from the provisions of this law. If the law
for the prevention of putting mill rubbish and
sawdust into the streams is one that ought to be on
the Statute-book, then I say that it ought to apply
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in, ail cases, and that the Government should not was passed in 1888, referring the purchase of books
have it in their power to exempt any particular to the Library Committee, and that Comrittee
locality from the operations of the law. But, at determined what exchanges we should purchase,
the saine time, Sir, I think that the Government, it was agreed these Parliamentary Reports shouid
before amending the law in regard to a great not be purchased; and it was stated by Mr.
industry like the lumber industry, ought to obtain DeCelles that the parliamentary reports of the Pro-
the fullest possible information respecting the vince of Quebec had been discontinued, that there
interests that are affected by the throwing of saw- were none pubiished for the year 1889, and that,
dust or rubbish into the streams. I think that under any circumstances, they wouid fot be pur-
between now and the next Session the Government chased. I have two objections to this item. 
onht tG use every means in their power to cleter- the first place, I do not believe that forty copies of

ine, botii as regards fishing and navigation. But I the Parliamentary Reports of the Province of Que-
ann strongly of opinion that the Government ouglt bec in French, are required for this library at aIl.
lot to reserve to themselves the rîgDt to say what They are not a proper work to be bought for

particular locaiity shall be exempted from the law. exchanges. And, in the second place, $8 is largeiy
Mr. MITCHELL. There is just one thing 1 in excess of the price. We oniy pay $6 for our

vishi wo say. The hon. member for Guysborough Hah raard for the year.
niakes one statenent with rega d to the propa- Mr. DESJARINS. What does it cost to the
gaLtidui of fish, and my hon. friend from Gloucester country '

taktes another. Mr. DAVIS (P.E.I.) I cannot tel what it
Mr. SPEAKER. ,The lion. gentleman bas costs. I know wvhat is charged per volume. We

aireay spoken, an if he is going to discrininate are charged $6 for the whole Ha ard for the Ses-
lietween two opinions, another discussion will sion, whether one, two or three volumes ;and we
probably arise, and I see that the House is are asked to pay $8 a volume for the Parliamentary
aoxos to go into Co mittee of Supply. Reports of Quebec a price, I am told, in excess of

Mr. MITCHELL. I think your Honor is what they can be purchased for; and the number
exceedingey strict in this case. I d not want to D atogethSr disproportionate to what we require.
restort to any side means of getting ny ideas Why a the Order in Council been disregarded?
before the flouse, so I wil yield. Mr. HAPLEAU. The gentleman who has

Mr. CHARLT N. I think we oght to make published tie fébae lParementairef de Québec
sonie allowance for a great party in this flouse, has been very enterprising and bas done praise-
ad pertit at least more than one speech from that worthy work. In the years 1885, 1886 and 1887
party. With regard to a re ark of the on. this louse voted to purchase forty volumes each
sseînber for Gloucester (Mr. Burns), that fish do year, without any objection being made. Last
no spawn in waters w ich ow wit suficient year by inadvertence a vote was not taken, I being
rapidity to carry away sawdust, I think the hon. absent, but the books were se t as usual. The
gectleian is not weil acquainted with the habits price of the book is exactey what it can be pubiished
cf tie trout ans the salmon, which always spawC for H The bon gentleman says, forty copies of this
il, rapidIy-flowing waters. book pubiished in Frenchi are not of use to this

Mr. CAWSON. I have had a good deal of Parliament, but twenty-five copies are given to the
e allperience with regard to both fising nd Hum- library aud are used as exchanges. They are sent
bermng, and there can be no doubt that sawdust to other legisnative bodies as usua, with the
dos kil fishing, whether it kil s the fish or not. officiai publications. Thse other volumes are istri-
Tere are many streams running into Lake Huron buted among the dfferent Iepartinents. If the
ino tbich trout were once very abundant, and Minister in any Departre ent does not care to have

iere you could catch tem with a fly as rapidiy then, e ca leave the volume in the ibrary to be
as you chose; but the moment a sawmill makes its given to soe of the officers in the House
appearance on a river, the trout disappear. The who migl.t nentemn an teie th is
sadust frightens them âway, disgusts tbem, they gentleman this is no speculation. My bon.
e nor like it. There is no necessity for throwing friend says the Order n Councl shoud
the sawdust into the water at ail; it is very easy app y to that. It sbould not apply. The
td provide means for destroying it by burlt ing or Order in Council was not passed in 1888, but in
ctherwise. I fancy there are some fish like the 1889, and was dot intended to appy to hc books,
pike, which burrow in mud a great deal, which do and the Library Copmittee and the Librarian have

rt md sawdust very much ; but the finer kinds not said these reports should be discontinued.
cf fysb, hke the trout and the sa wmon, are certainly They must be in the oibrary, but if the House
dren away by it. thinks proper we might next year limit the nu .ber

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. to tweinty-five. I will not object to that, but forty
copies is the usual number. Lt is not a great gen-

i.Ter i ecessiy erosity on the part of the Covernmect*if forty
te itohe w e acopies are taken. I am only sorry that tie other

flouse manresolved estin ibyuiting Legislatures d nt publish reports of their debates.
Sul whi rea which do Thechairman of the Hansard Committee asks how
noty m;much our own publication costs. I could not exactly

(In the Committee.) state the figure, but it does not compare favoraby
To pay Alphonse Desjardins for forty with the price we pay for the publication of the

copies "Débats Parlementaires de reports of the Quebec debates. It would be desir-
Quéec," for 1888 and 1889, at $8...$640 able to have from every Legisiature, for the future

dr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) We ought to have some* history of this country, an oficial report of their
explanation of this. When the Order in C mounci debates, and I do not think $320 is a ale sum of
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money for this Parliament to vote every year to
secure that publication.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.L) The reason the objec-
tion is taken this year is that, under the Order in
Council passed.by the Government and forwarded
to the Library Committee, we took the matter into
consideration and left it to a sub-committee. That
sub-committee did not deem it necessary to pur-
chase forty copies of this work. They reported
against it, and I am told the Legislature of Quebec
have abolished the official report altogether. Why
should we pay for the official reports of the Quebec
debates, and not pay for the sane reports of the
Provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island and the other Provinces.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. They have none.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) They have all official

reports. We should not be asked to pass this vote
when the library reported against taking the work,
and when that official report has been abolished by
the Quebec Legislature.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Some copies of it have been
bought by the Quebec Legislature at the sane
price we pay, but the Quebec Legislature has not
given a fixed amount, as they used to do under the
previous Government, for the publication of those
debates.

Mr. ELLIS. The hon. the Secretary of State
must admit, that it is utterly ridiculous to buy
forty copies of these debates for the use of our
library. Five copies would answer every purpose.
If you want the reports of the Province of New
Brunswick, you cannot even get one copy. You
cannot imagine five members of Parliament
wanting at the same tine to look over those
debates. You cannot imagine five members of
Parliament seeking at the same time to look
through those books.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We do not want five copies
here, but we want those copies to exchange with
other Legislatures.

Mr. ELLIS. It is not for us here to make that
exchange. This is not our publication, but a publi-
cation of the Quebec Legislature.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. I.) If it is true that the
Legislature of Quebec has decided to discontinue
the publication of these reports, I do not see why
we should pass this vote for next year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. They have not decided to
discontinue the report, but they will only buy a
few copies, as we do.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). As far as the
Quebec Government are concerned, these reports
are abolished. Of course the publisher may go on
printing these reports, but it is certain he will not
unless he receives what lie was getting from the
Legislature. Last year lie received either $4,000 or
$6,000. If the Quebec Government only take a
dozen copies from him, he cannot go on, and I
think the hon. gentleman, if lie refers to the dis-
cussions in the Quebec Legislature this year, will
see that it has been agreed to be perfectly impos-
sible for the publisher to go on with that work
unless the ordinary amount was voted. That has
not been voted. It is quite possible that a few
copies will be bought if the work is published, but
that will be in the same way as any private publi-
cations are bought and is not intended to secure the

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

publication of the report, as the previous vote was
intended.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is last year's report that
we are paying for and not this year's report.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If the Government in-
tend to carry out their own Order in Council, they
should leave it to the Library Committee to pur-
chase what is necessary for the purpose of exchange.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I agree with my hon. friend
that in the future we should not be put to the
trouble of purchasing these books but that it
should be left to the Library Committee.

Towards aiding in publication of seventh
volume of Le Dictionnaire Généa-
logique des familles Canadiennes ". $1,000

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) In the main Estimates
of this year, page 73, I find a vote of $1,000 for
aiding in the publication of this work, and I find
the same vote of $1,000 in the three years 1888-89,
1889-90, and now there is this other one for 1890-91.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are two
volumes in one year, and this is the last.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Then we have voted
$3,000 altogether for this work, and I should like
to know why we should vote it. It is not a book
of such great importance that we should be called
upon to vote such a large sum of money for it.

Mr. AMYOT. This is not an annual publi-
cation.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It is an annual vote.

Mr. AMYOT. This is the last volume of a
most important series of works in reference to the
history of all the French ianadian families, and it
has an intimate connection with the early history
of the country. I am surprised that my hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies)
should try to deprive us of almost the only chance
we have of tracing the history of French Canadian
families. If this referred to the history of the
families in Prince Edward Island, the hon. gentle-
man would not discourage the publication.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the approaching exter-
mination of the French race by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) and the lion.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), I
think it is only right that we should have this
record of the history of the French families.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It will serve instead
of a large series of tombstones.

Mr. LANDERKIN. There is another book
containing some French Canadian history for
which we have voted a considerable sum of money.

Some hon. MEMBERS. What is it?

Mr. LANDERKIN. This is a book on MilitarY
Affairs for which we have paid $500, and I think
it gives some very valuable history. I understai
that we have pail the $500, not for what the book
contains, but for the preface. This book contails
the life history of a very eminent French gentle-
man who sits in thisHouse. I believe the preface
was put in after the book -was issued. When the
book was issued it was fbund that it did not sell,
and this preface was put in afterwards, and we
paid $500 for it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. What is the title ?
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Mr. LANDERKIN. It is " Military Law."
The following is the preface :-

"To the Honorable Sir Adolphe P. Caron."
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I should like to ask, which

is the book and which is the item.
Mr. LANDERKIN. This is in connection with

the genealogy of the French families. I do not
know what your genealogy is. I do not know why
the Secretary of State should object to this.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I only wished the hon. gen-
tleman to state what connection this book has
with the item in the Estimates.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This book is dedicated-

" To the Honorable Sir Adolphe P. Caron, K.C.M.G.,
Minister of Militia and Defence, this volume is (by special
permission) respectfully dedicated as a small token of ap-
preciation for the energy, zeal and ability displayed in
the performance of the responsible duties of his high
position during the most critical and eventful period that
has ever occurred in the history of the Dominion of Can-
ada, by bis very obedient servant, The Author."

An hon. MEMBER. Who is the author?

Mr. LANDERKIN. His name is Macpherson.

An hon. MEMBER. Then lie is not a French-
man ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. I was about to show how
important this book is, for which we paid $500. I
find that one of the questions in the book is:

" How is a private soldier in astateof drunkenness tobe
confined?
The answer is

".He is to be confined alone, and in the prisoners' room
or in a guardroom cell untilsober, and not in the guard-
room itself, where he may Nften be provoked to an act of
violence and insubordination. He is to be deprived of his
boots, except when the weather is too cold, and is to be
visited at least every two hours by a non-commissioned
officer of the guard and an escort in order that his condi-
tion nay be ascertained.

" Q. What time should elapse beforeheis brought beforean officer for investigation ?--A. Twenty-four hours
shiould usually elapse before the investigation, so as to
ensure his being perfectly sober "

Now, I think when we have paid $500 for this
book and this preface, I hope the hon. member for
Quîeen's will withdraw his opposition to having the
history of the French families brought down in
this genealogy. It would be very unfortunate if
we could not afford to pay $1,000 for a history of
all the French families, when we have paid $500)
for a brief history of an era in the life of the Min-
ister of Militia.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. My hon. friend, 1
believe, has received that book without having to
pay anything for it. I am súrprised that the only
feature about that book which struck hin, is the
identical one which he has been reading to the House
-that is, to provide for those who have to be
put into the cell, and to divest of their boots
those who are unable to do so themselves. Now,
Mr. Chairman, if the hon. gentleman, who does
take some interest in militia matters, knew more
about them, he might know that these are the
Queen's Regulations which have been transferred
imto a book which is recognised as being a very
valuable contribution to our literature on militia
matters in this country. I repeat again that the
hon. gentleman has just selected, possibly, that
Passage in the book that might apply to him per-
sonally if lie were in the service.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I do not know that it
would apply to the Minister of Militia at all ; and
if it is in the Queen's Regulations I do not know
why we should pay $500 to have it in this book also.

Additional for plant for Government
Printing Bureau ................... $8,000

Mr. CHARLTON. What additional plant is re-
quired for this Printing Bureau?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I suppose those who are
acquainted with the business of printing will un-
derstand that a large printing establishment cost-
ing about $250,000 will require, during the year,
some additional plant. I could not say exactly
what will be required in detail, but I know that
type and other plant will be needed.

Classification of old records........$1,000

Mr. CHARLTON. What is this for?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The present
clerk of the Privy Council, Mr. McGee, lias been
employed for some time in classifying the records
of the old Province of Canada. The records are
exceedingly valuable and interesting, as the hon.
gentleman will see if lie will look into the Privy
Council Office. They have been stored away for
years and have almost become mouldy. Mr. Mc-
Gee, who is au enthusiast in that kind of thing,
has devoted himself to it, and in fact had to have
some assistance for the purpose of classifying them
as a series of historical records.

To pay cost of appeal to Privy Council in
cape of Attorney General of British
Columbia ro. Attorney General of
Canada, in the matter of the title to
precions metals in the railway belt. $5,400

Mr. CHARLTON. What are the parriculars
with regard to this appeal?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The hon. gentleman will
recollect that, although the lands in the railway
belt in British Columbia were transferred to
Canada, the Provincial Government contended
that they should administer the mines in that
belt. A case was then submitted to the Supreme
Court, I think, and a decision was given in favor
of British Columbia. It was subsequently ap-
pealed to the Privy Council in England, and, as
the hon. gentleman may recollect, the precionE
metals were given to the Province. This is to pay
the expense of that suit.

Amount required to pay Customs
share (one-half) of cost of repairs
and maintenance of Government
steam yacht Cruiser during the
season of 1889.................... $2,631 45

Mr. O'BRIEN. I would like to ask the Minis-
ter of Custoins whether it is the intention of the
Government to continue the service of the Cruiser.
I quite agree with the policy of the Government
in placing a vessel there, and I think it was,
perhaps, a favorable opportunity of obtaining a
vessel which was taken advantage of when the
Cruiser was purchased, but I think experience has
shown that she is not qualified at all for the
service she ought to render. I think it would
be advisable for the Government to find some
waters in which she can be more serviceable
than she ever can be in the Georgian Bay. But
apart from that altogether, I would like to take
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this opportunity of impressing upon the Govern
ment the great advantage it would be to the
public service to have on Lake Huron, and
especially in the waters of the Georgian Bay, a
vessel of capacity, size and powe· such as is
really required for the service that might be
rendered there in the interest of the public. Now,
the Cruier cannot follow a fishing boat in rough
water ; she cannot aid the Customs work except
under favorable conditions ; she cannot go out
into the open water in anything like a gale of
wind. What the Government ought to have in
these waters is a vessel of sufficient size and
power to go out in any weather, under any
conditions, and she would be of great service
to the marine in rendering assistance to vessels in
distress. There is no vessel there now capable of
rendering such service. She could be employed
also in laying down the buoys and beacons wbich
will be necessary after the new survey is com-
pleted, because the present system is altogether
inadequate. Buoys, such as could be employed on
that coast, cannot be laid down unless by a vessel
peculiarly fitted for the purpose. Larger buoys
and those that are proper for the purpose cannot
be laid down unless by a vessel of power enough
and capacity enough to carry machinery proper for
doing it. I would like the Minister of Marine to
take this subject into consideration, and see
whether be cannot find means of putting upon
these lakes, at the earliest possible period a vessel
such as would answer the varions services that
would bu required. I will not take up the time of
the House now in discussing the varions services
which such a vessel might render; they will easily
suggest themselves to any one who is conversant
with those waters. I hope the matter will be taken
into account, and it can be done now 1nder favor-
able circumstances, because in Owen Sound there
are men and material and all the plant requisite
for building a vessel such as is required.

To pay John Dyke, Government Agent at
Liverpool, England, for services rendered
and expenses in procuring information for
use of the Customs Department ........ $500

To pay Mr. Wm. Doyle, late Preventive Offi
cer in H. M.'s service at Dalhousie, N.B.,
a gratuity on his retirement from the ser-
vice, as per Order in Council of 9th Sep-
tem ber, 1889. ...... ..................... $100

To pay Mr. R. Robichau, Sub-Collector in H.
M.'s Customs, at Meteghan, N.S., a gratu-
ity equal to 18 months' salary on his retire-
ment from the service.....................$150

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is not Mr. Dyke
in the employment of the Government as immigra-
tion agent at Liverpool?

Mr. BOWELL. He is immigration agent
stationed at Liverpool. This item of $500 is for
services rendered the Customs Department during
the last four or five years. Very often when intri-
cate questions as to values arise and it is necessary
to obtain information, we employ Mr. Dyke to do
the work.. We send him to distant parts of Eng-
land and sometimes to Scotland, and after his in-
vestigation lie reports to the Customs Department.
This is a very small remuneration for the services
be has rendered during the last four or five years,
as those services have been of very great value to
the Department and have added largely to the re-
venue. They have been the means of preventing
undervaluations and other attempts to enter

Mr. O'BRnEN.

- articles below the actual market value. I obtained
the permission of the late Minister of Agriculture
(Mr. Pope) before I employed Mr. Dyke, and at
that time the Minister said he was the best man I
could secure for the service. I can assure the
Committee that Mr. Dyke has done his work well,
and that this is the very small remuneration for
the services lie has rendered.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). We notice Mr. Dyke's
name frequently in the Auditor General's Report.
He is paid a liberal salary and receives $4 a day for
living allowance, and draws altogether over $4,000
a year. Yet when sone work is perforned by
him for the Minister of Customs, it is proposed to
pay him a gratuity of $500. It is a vicious
principle. Mr. Dyke has been well paid for all
the services lie has performed, and it is not just
that this vote sbould be asked from the Coin-
mittee.

Mr. CHARLTON. Is this case of Doyle in ac-
cordance with the regular custom of the Depart-
ment ?

Mr. BOWELL. This is an old servant of the
Customs Departmnent, who has been employed since
Confederation, ut a salary of $100 a year. His
office has been abolished, but lie is not entitled to
superanmuation. We, therefore, propose to give him
a gratuity of $100. Mr. Robichau has been sub-col-
lector for twenty-seven years at Meteghan, in Digby
County, and his age is eighty-four years. He could
not be superannuated. The port is increasing in
importance and greater revenue is being received
every year, and under the circumstances we pro-
pose to give him this gratuity. I may say here in
regard to the remarks of the lion. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), with respect to the
Cruiser that his remarks are too well founded,
and the question is now under the consideration of
the Department of Marine and Fisheries, whether
she will be put in service this year.

Mr. WALDIE. I consider the vessel is entirely
useless. My business frequently leads me to
Georgian Bay, and I entirely endorse the remarks
of the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), as
to the uselessness of this vessel, and the sooner she
is withdrawn the better it will be for the public.

To pay Patrick Cullen, messenger and
caretaker, Montreal Inland Revenue
Office, an additional sum of $200 for
services during current year......... $200

Mr. CHARLTON. Why is this increase pro-
posed ?

Mr. BOWELL. He is messenger at the Inland
Revenue building in Montreal, and the Minister
proposes to give him $200 for taking care of the
building.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Why is his salary
increased?

Mr. BOWELL. The explanation given to.me
is that this amount is given for extra services
rendered by this messenger for taking care of the
building, thus avoiding the necessity of employing
another man.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The Minister has not
given full explanation with respect to the extra
services. We should have a detailed statement as
to what this man is doing, and for what reison lie
is to receive an extra salary.-
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Me. BOWELL. I have already stated several
tiimes that it is on account of extra services per-
fornied as caretaker.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). We should have reasons
given why the increase is asked for extra services.
We are not told what his salary was before. We
are voting away a certain amount here without
any information. We are entitled to that inform-
ation, and the Minister should give it to us before
we pass this vote.

Culling Timber-Further amount re-
quired ... . .................... $11,O00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It seems to
me this is a very unreasonable demand, and it
ought to be fully explained.

Mr. FOSTER. This has been already explained
in the House. Last year there was a very large re-
duction made in the item for culling timber, conse-
quent upon certain proposed changes that the
Minister had intended to carry out. When the
Estimnates were brought down there were $10,000
less than there should have been, on account of a
clerical error. But as it was late in the Session
that the error was discovered, it was not thought
best to go into Committee of the Whole again, and
bring down the extra sum. There is a very large
saving, as the hon. gentleman knows, in the whole
expenditure of that Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not so
sure about that.

Mr. CHARLTON. Can the Minister inforn us
what the receipts for culling timber are, and what
is the annual deficiency in this branch of the
service?

Mr. FOSTER. The expenditure the year before
last, was $48,000, and the receipts $28,861. The
expenditure now is about $30,000.

Mr. CHARLTON. Are the fees as great as
before ?

Mr. FOSTER. The fees, I think, will be fully
as great and the deficiency will be reduced about
$18,000.

To pay holders of Dominion licenses
(Liquor License Act, 1883), the
cost of prosecution and fines in-
curred for violation of the Provin-
cial Act.... ............. $3,547 16

Mr. WELDON (St. John). What is the total
cost of this legislation to us ? I think we ought to
have some information as to how this money came
to be paid and to whom it was paid.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is strange that
the Minister of Finance should ask us to vote some
thousands of dollars for fines inflicted on parties
for a violation of the law.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon.
gentleman has not the detailed information, the
item should stand.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin.) Perhaps you might send
for the leader of the Equal Rights party, and he
will probably be able to give the Government some
information about this.

Mr. FOSTER. We will allow the item to stand.
Amount required to ps.y law couts,

commission and sale of Ord-
nance lands............. $3,297 40

Mr. DEWDNEY. A large portion of this is
required to defray the expenses of the suit which.

is entered by Mr. Charles Magee of Ottawa, as
representative of the Sparks estate, claining a.
parcel of land on either side of the canal. The
claimi is a very old one.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) How old is it ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. # About thirty or forty years,

I think. The nature of the claim, as far as Irecol-
lect, is that when the land was transferred by the
Sparks estate, for the purposes of the canal, it is
contended by the Sparks estate, I believe, that
the portion within 200 feet that was not required
for canal purposes would revert to the estate.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Has the Crown been
in possession of the ground for forty years?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) This vote includes law

costs, commission and sale of land ; I would like to
know what portion of it is devoted for each
purpose.

Mr. BLAKE. I think I know something about
the claim. The claim arose out of the stipulation
of the original cession, which was partly statutory,.
of this land along the canal by which it was
alleged to be on the condition that there should be
no buildings erected on it, and that it should be for
the use of the canal only, and there is an allegation
that there has been a forfeiture of the allegation by
the erection of buildings. I think those buildinga
were erected by squatters. It would be important
to know how much of this is for law costs, and
how much for commission on sale of lands, and
who is the seller of the lands and what is the rate
of commission ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It is estimated by the Depart-
ment of Justice that $1,500 will be required to
pay the costs of this suit, which is still in progress.
The remainder will be required to pay expenses in
connection with the sale of the Ordnance land. A
sale of the Logan farm was made in Montreal last
year, and $1,000 was required to payforthe survey.
Then, there is required $700 to pay the commission
of the auctioneer, and for advertising and printing.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there not a question as to the
deposit on the Logan farm, which the auctioneer
retained.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes, there is $7,000 or
$8,000 which we were unable to recover from the
auctioneer after the sale. As soon as I found that
there was any difficulty, I placed the matter in the
hands of the Department of Justice, who pressed
it, and we now hold security which I think is
satisfactory.

Mr. BLAKE. What are we giving commission
for if the auctioneer retains the $7,000 or $8,000 ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He is obliged to re-
turn the proceeds, and we pay the commission out
of the proceeds. The hon. gentleman is correct in
saying that it is a portion of the Sparks estate
that is in dispute, but he is not correct in stating
that it was because of the squatters' hut that the
condition was supposed to have been broken.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the claim, however, ex-
tends to a portion that surrounds the bywash as
well as to the other portion.

Mr. CHARLTON. What was the acreage of
the Logan farm which was sold, and the price
received !
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Mr. DEWDNEY. There were 80 or 90 lots ;
I do not know the acreage. The portion that was
sold realised $55,240. There still remain unsold
25 or 30 lots. There was some difficulty about a
squatter, who has now removed.

Mr. CHARLTON. It seems to me that $1,000
for surveying 55 lots or so is a very excessive
charge.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I said there were about 80
or 90 lots. I do not think the charge is excessive.
I went over the ground and examined ij before the
survey was made when the blocks were laid out
and staked. I thought it necessary that the lots
should also be surveyed and staked before the sale
took place, and I ordered that to be donc.

Prince Edward Island Railway-Fur-
ther amount required............ $40,000

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Whiat is that for?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The appropria-

tion of last year for the repairs of the road was
$205,000. A vote of $250,000 was recommended
by the Department, but it was cut down by the
economical Minister of Finance and it has been
found that in order to complete the repairs and to
provide for the working expenses for this year up
to the 30th of June, $40,000 will be required.

Mr. MITCHELL. You call the Minister of
Finance of last year economical ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Looking at the amount of

the Estimates I would not call him economical.
Mr. CHARLTON. Will the lion. Minister in-

form us how much the Prince Edward Island Rail-
way lacks of paying expenses?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I had the infor-
mation here the other day. I cannot now give it
froni memory.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) All I can say is that it
costs very much less per mile than the Intercolonial.
That is not giving it a very good certificate, per-
haps, but I remember making up the estimate last
year, and showing that its running expenses were
very much less per mile than those of any other
Government railway.

Mr. MITCHELL. If it is not run more econo-
mically than the Intercolonial Railway, perhaps
it is run more with a view to politics. Of course
there is no politics on the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. CHARLTON. Does any portion of the
Government railway system pay expenses ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. CHARLTON. Could not the Government

succeed in getting rid of these assets, and so avoid
this drain every year?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; if the hon.
gentleman will be a purchaser.

Mr. CHARLTON. I think a purchaser could
be found.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mylhon. friend the Secretary
of State tried to get a purchaser some years ago ;
but the arrangement was not carried out, and I am
afraid if it had been, it would not have reduced
rates.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend from North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) must remember that the p.licy
of the Government according to a statement made

Mr. CRnAToN.

by a very important member of the Governmeit
before the last election, so far froin parting with
these Government railways in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, was to increase them by the purchase of
the properties of private corporations, in order as
Sir Charles Tupper said in a telegram which I read
to the House, that they might both be run with
greater economy and with greater advantage to the
public service. It is true, that policy has not yet
been effected ; but we have no doubt whatever that
although Sir Charles is no longer there, his spirit
still prevails, and that within a reasonable time,
before the next election, the telegram will again
materialise.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). The hon. member
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) has made a reference
to a telegram which Sir Charles Tupper sent to
me during the last election campaign. I regret
that an opportunity has not been afforded me
earlier in the Session, although I have watched
with great assiduity for several weeks for it, of
calling the attention of the House and the country
to the matter to which the hon. member for West
Durham has referred. Now, although this may be
not the proper time, I am strongly tempted to
refer to it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do not spare him.
Mr. WELDON (Albert). I had hoped and

waited for several weeks, when the Intercolonial
estimates were before the House, to have the
opportunity of making the statement which I
desire to make with reference to this matter before
the end of the Session. The last time the Esti-
mates for the Intercolonial Railway were tuder
consideration, they were run through in a few
minutes, while, by a mere accident, I was in the
Library, and now, I would like very much to be
allowed fifteen or twenty minutes in which to put
before the House my views.

Mr. MITCHELL. Take an hour.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). To come to the sub-
ject, I regret to say that I have not the facts and
figures on hand which I had prepared for the op-
portunity when it came, but the outlines of my
scheme are in my mind, and I will take this op-
portunity of calling the attention of the Govern-
ment and the House and, through the Hansard,
of the country,to the importance of the scheme to
which the lion. member for West Durham just n1ow
referred. In the Session of 1887 the lion. member
for West Durham read in this House a telegram
from Sir Charles Tupper, in which he sent word
to me that lie proposed to put before his colleagues
a scheme for the consolidation of the branch rail-
ways of the Intercolonial with the trunk line. I
desire to say that in my canvass in Albert County,
I pressed the scheme with all the vigor I could. I
put it before the electors as a scheme which I
would do all in my power to further, if elected,
and as a scheme which I believed to be in the in-
terest of Albert County, of New. Brunswick, of
the Maritime Provinces, and of the Dominion of
Canada. I will take occasion here and now to
briefiy outline my reasons for putting that scheie
before my own people, and for commending it to
this Parliament. There are in this country sole
13,000 miles of railway. There are, speaking in the
rough but with approximate acuracy, rather more
than 5,000 miles ofrailway operated by one great
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corporation, the Canadian Pacifie Railway; there
are almost 4,000 miles of railway operated by
another corporation, known as the Grand Trunk.
Thsere are some 2,000 miles of railway in that
section of the Lower Provinces for which the Inter-
colonial is the great common carrier, a part of
wich is owned and operated by the Government,
and a part by a large number of petty companies,
tie latter part being local branches of the Inter-
colonial. The point I would like to put before
tihis House and the country-and I regret I have
iot the material at hand, the authorities and the
exact facts, to make my statement more complete-
is this: That if the Intercolonial undertakes the
duty of being the coinnon carrier for the Lower
Irovices, it should discharge that duty fully and
entirely, in the same way in which the Canadian
Pacifie Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway
have undertaken to discharge the same duty for
the Upper Provinces. The most notable fact
wbich has cone before any member of the Railway
Conunittee in those four years, during which I
have had the privilege of a seat iii the Committee,
is this : That all through these western Provinces
these two great railway corporations, by the
leasing of these branch roads, by getting these
branclh roads, which were crippled with debts
andi paying high rates of interest, under their
control and assuming their obligations, were
enabled to refund their debts, were enabled
to borrow money and to convert their bonds
into bonds bearing a lower rate of interest,
ani thus have been enabled to give stability
and efficiency to the service, and have aided
the establishment and development of nills
ani other industries in those sections to an
extent beyond what could have been expected I
under the former system. I ask, not as a matter of
favor, not as an electioneering dodge to please the
people of Albert County, not to corrupt the Lower
Provinces, but I ask on the ground of policy,
which the Grand Trunk Railway and the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway have found to be good policy,
that the Intercolonial Railway should rise to a
sense of its duty and give our people the same
stability and certainty of service, give to those
men who open quarries and establish and develop
mdustries in the outlying districts those facilities

and rates on the branch roads which the correspond-
ing class of people have iii the west. Hon. gentle-
men may say that these branch roads are at present
barely paying running expenses, and that I am
asking the Governnent to buy then in at high
figures. I do not ask anything of the kind ; I am
asking for no scheme which would oblige the
Government to purchase these roads at figures
beyond their value. The Government are in a po-
sition to determine the commercial value of these
roads. The Government are in a position to ascer-
tain their working powers, their running expenses.
and whether there is not any margin for profit; and
all I ask is that, in cases where the branch roads
are willing to sell, the Government should buy
those roads at their commercial value and make
them a part of the Intercolonial system. Look at
the position of the branches of the Intercolonial,
and see what an incomplete policy the Government
have pursued in this matter. Commencing at the
boundary river between Quebec and New Bruns-
wick, the Rest'gouche, and going down to the
terminus of the hîtercolonial, you will find sixteen

or seventeen branch railways which are feeders of
the Intercolonial, but are owned and operated by
private companies. Some of them are very short
and small, earning not more than working expen-
ses; two or three of them are not earning working
expenses, and two or three others are naking a
reasonable profit and paying reasonable dividends.
You cannot expect that these railway lines, which
are under fifteen or sixteen boards of management,
should be run on as good a system, should be as
efficient and yield as good returns as if they were
all under one management. The Government have
already, in dealing with this Intercolonial system,
taken a step in this direction iii purchasing the
Rivière du Loup section of the Grand Trunk
Railway, thus extending the Intercolonial to
Lévis opposite Quebec, and besides the Gov-
ernment has built, in the way of extensions
or branches, an additional 700 miles of rail-
way, so that in round numbers the Inter-
colonial system, when the Island Railway and the
Cape Breton Railway are run in connection with it,
will embrace some 1,400 miles, the Government of
Canada will be operating 1,400 miles of railway. It
is just as proper and right that these branches I refer
to should be taken in at a reasonable figure as that
the 700 miles of branches already purchased
should have been taken in. I (o not complain
of the fact that the Government should own a
branch in one county and not in another, but I
claim that where the Government can, without
being plundered, without playing into the hands
of any company, without paying heavy prices,
buy a road, and where the people are willing
to sell, they should purchase such a road and
operate it, and thus combine the fifteen or six-
teen managements which now exist into one.
The advantages of this would be obvions. On
many of these branches the Government would be
possessed of engines of a lighter character for
which they are substituting every year heavier
engines, but the ligh ter engines could be used on
these branches. They have cars which are not
exactly fitted for the spick-and-span style of the
main line, but which are used on the branch Unes.
They can use these and lower the rate on these
branch lines and develop a travel which they do
not get now. If they were to buy these branches
and cut down the rates on then, they could re-
coup themselves by the amount of the limestone
or the freestone or the plaster which they would
carry down on the main line to the sea-board.
They might lose something in the local freight
rater, but they would gradually develop the
carriage of these heavy articles and so would
recoup themselves on the paying part of the
trunk line of the Intercolonial Railway. I msake
these statements in brief as the grounds on which
we ask for this action in connection with the
Intercolonial Railway. We ask that the Inter-
colonial Railway should do what the Grand Trunk
Railway and the Canadian Pacifie Railway have
done for the sections of country through which
they move. If the Intercolonial Railway cannot
see its way to do that, we ask the Government to
step down and out and to give place to a com-
mercial company which can do this justice to a
people who are not satisfied with the present
state of things. If the Government would give
their attention to these branch roads and
would pay leu attention to the through
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trade and to the development of the flour trade whether by these or similar devices it is not material
from the west, and the coal trade from the east, I now to consider-but lie came to this Parliament
believe they could very soon wipe off the deficit. I backed by my hon. friends opposite, many of whor,
was never more in earnest than when I pressed for no doubt, received telegrams, the hon. 'member for
this. In the County of Albert, this question is to- Albert (Mr. Weldon) amongst them. I cannot
day of much greater consequence than it was at the doubt that Sir Charles Tupper submitted that
time of ny election. At that time the two roads in proposal to the Government. I cannot doubt that
that county were encumbered with bonds, but now the member for Albert pressed upon him to press
they have been relieved from that encumbrance. uîpon them that the proposal should be carried out.
This Administration will have to undertake this I cannot doubt that Sir Charles Tupper did all he
duty in the future if they do not now, and any could-and who could do more ?-to bring about
Administration which undertakes to operate and the redemption of the promise which Itad so suc-
control the Intercolonial Railway systems, will cessfully redeemed the County of Albert.
have to follow the example which has been given Mr. WELDON (Albert). He had not time
by the railways west of the St. John River, which enough.
have been consolidated, and we ask that the same
system should be pursued with regard to the rail- Mr. BLAKE. lHe cad not time enoug. me
ways east of the St. John River, that those left bis office and the country, and the hon. mm-
railways-except, perhaps, Mr. Gibson's road, i ber fhor Albert (Mr. Weldon) tels us that for four
from Fredericton to the Miramichi -shall be years le las been laboring in that field which Sir
bound together in the sane way, that one manage- Charles Tupper deserted.
ment shall be substituted for many, that one Mr. WELDON (Albert). Three years.
company or one Government shall be substituted Mr. BLAKE. Well, for three years. I recom-for many companies, and we are convinced that Mrn th e. mebe for thrert, I recofor
the results will be that the net earnings of the end the bion. member for Albert, wlia now for
whole will be more favorable than they have the first time brings this matter before Parliament,
hitherto been. to continue laboring, with the assurance that it

Mr. BLAKE. Proposals of this kind have
accomplished certain ends on former occasions.
There was a former occasion when this subject
was brought forward, not on the suggestion of a
simple candidate for a county, no matter how im-
portant lie might be, but on the formal representa-
tion of the most important man in the Ministry
next ta the Prime Minister. It was on the llth
of February, 1887, that Sir Charles Tupper tele-
graphed to the present hon. member, then the can-
didate actively canvassing for Albert (Mr. Weldon),
as follows :¯

"I inteud ta sulimit ta my colleagues a proposai ta con-
solidate the brande railways with main ane by which
greater economy in administration will be efected, and
much greater utility to the country secured."
Think of it ! The Minister who had been in charge
of the Department of Railways for a long time,
and who was then, I think, Minister of Finance,
and who therefore had a long experience in the
two Departments which most specially fitted him
to deal with a matter of this kind-his experience
in the Department of Railways having given him a
knowledge of the requirements of the railways of
the country, and his knowledge of the Finance
Department having instructed him in regard to
the attention to be paid to the finances of the
country-that Minister, with all that experience,
and with all that influence, had come-it is true at
a late period, it is true at a critical period, it is
true at a period which perhaps did not fit him for
calm consideration of all the fiscal and economical
questions which were involved, at a period when
his judgment might perhaps, to a certain extent, be
obscured by other and political considerations had
come-to this conclusion, that the consolidation of
the branch railways with the main line of the In-
tercolonial would at once effect greater economy in
the administration of the whole and much greater
utility to the country ; and lie had also come to the
conclusion that it was his duty to submit to his col-
leagues a proposition to accomplish that result. He
obtained fron the people that measure of power
which lie desired the Administration to secure-

Mr. WELDoN (Albert).

will not be until the time, or about the time shortly
preceding the general election, that lie may expect
to reap a harvest as the result of his labors. I do
not suppose that lie will be now contented; I
hardly expect that the electors of Albert will next
time be contented with another telegram, but this
time lie may possibly hope to get an Order in
Council providing for a future consolidation of these
railways to be effected if the next elections go right.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). The hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) is an older politician
than I am, and has much more experience, and he
speaks withthatsarcasm-Iwill not saylhe speaks so
sneeringly, but lie speaks in that manner which ap-
pears to lack the candor and to lack the sweet reason-
ablenesswhich Ithink is more becoming a publicman,
in regard to my statements. I believe frankly in the
wisdom of the policy I have advocated. I believe
that this Government, if it continues to operate the
Intercolonial Railway, must adopt that policy,
and that it must do so soon. I shall take occasion
early in the next Session, if I have an opportunity
of getting the ear of the House, to make a much
more careful and reasoned statement than I have
been able to make to-night, because, though I had
made certain notes on this subject, they were put
away in my desk some two weeks ago. But I will
make this statement, that I never was more in
earnest in my life than I am to-night in pressing
this matter upon the Government. I believe it i
a measure of justice to the Lower Provinces, and I
am speaking particularly of those counties which
lie away from the line of the Intercolonial Railway.
We see all along the Intercolonial Railway towns
and cities rapidly springing up, but we do not see
a corresponding growth in the counties that lie a
little away. Tle reason is that the branch
railways are not discharging their duty as
we hoped. In our own county the question has
been for many years one of acute interest, and if
the Intercolonial Railway will not do its duty In
the matter, then we will do ouc best to bring
pressure to bear upon the Government to abandon
their control, and give or sell the Intercolonial
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Railway to a company who will run it on business
principles. In the judgment of some of us who
iave given a good deal of study and attention to
Intercolonial Railway statistics, there is no need
of a deficit, and we believe that all the while a
deficit is due to ignoring the local trade, to an
over-straining for what may be called, in the
large sense of the word, the political aims of the
road-not in a bad sense of the word, but in the
large sense of the word, that is, to bind the Eastern
Provinces to the far West, and develop the country
between the two sections. We sympathise with
those aims, but we do not want the whole pressure
of that service to fall upon our own section of the
country. We know very well that when the
Intercolonial Railway was built it was partly .in
order to get the help of an Imperial subsidy in guar-
anteeing the nioney for the road, and partly to com-
ply with Imperial interests, and partly, no doubt,
to please the people in Quebec and northern New
Brunswick, that the natural and commercial route
was not taken, a route which, after getting away
from Halifax, would cut through the Isthmus of
Chignecto and make a bee line to the upper waters
of the St. John. We did not take that route
and in consequence we have operated the road at a
great loss. That road was built, and that route
was taken, mainly from considerations of defence,
and you must bear your own share of its main-
tenance, gentlemen of the Middle Provinces and of
the West. It was not our asking, it was not our
doing, it was largely Imperial interests which
drew that railway away round the Bay of Chaleurs.
The Intercolonial Railway is a losing enterprise at
present, as I am pointing out, and, having given
this matter a great deal of attention, and taken
the best opportunities to talk with railway men, I
think it my duty to point out that the real remedy
seeims to me to lie in the development of this
branih traffic. I know that, in the county which
I represent, the people are unwilling to open
quarries from the danger of these railways being
closed in the winter and spring, iii which case the
lumbermen and quarrymen could not fill their
contracts. That disaster could not happen if the
Government were operating the roads. Therefore,
capitalists are unwilling to invest their money in
the development of the resources of Albert county,
of which I speak by way of example.

Mr. WELDON (St. John.) My hon. friend
froin Albert speaks of the railway being relieved of
its bonds. On the first railway there was a pretty
heavy mortgage, I think, some $600,000 of bonds,
that were sold in England. If I could lay my hand
upon the prospectus that was used we would find
that some remarkable statements were made at
that time. The bonds were sold in England and
five years' interest paid, and afterwards no interest
was paid. I think after the hon. member became
a member of Parliament a grant of $15,000 was
given to that railway as a loan, and a mortgage was
taken upon it and remains on the records of Albert
county to-day as a specimen of Goverument assist-
ance to railways. My hon. friend says that the
railway is relieved of its bonds. It is relieved of
its bonds in this way, that the unfortunate English
bondholders were obliged to buy the road in. I
find in the Publie Accounts that we are credited
with having rendered assistance to that road to
the extent of somethinglike $14,800. With regard
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to the other road it is just in the same position,
that is, it is in the hands of a receiver. I am sorry
to say that the mode in which these bonds have
been sold does not do credit to our railw.ay com-
panies on the other side of the water. I may say
that the parish of Elgin, in the county of my hour
friend, voted very unanimously towards assisting
that railway, and after they voted the money they
did not want to pay the interest, and it required
the persuasion of the Supreme Court to compel
them to do so. It has been rumored that my hon.
friend has held out hopes to then that they will
get rid of that $15,000. That may be so, and that
may be one of the objects which has inspired my
hon. friend to open up this great scheme, which he
put forward for the purpose of embracing all these
railroads which, I am sorry to say, judging f rom
the returns we had the other day of the Caraquet
Railway, leave us on the wrong side of the balance
sheet.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I wish to correct my
hon. friend. The loan of $15,000 to the Albert
Railway was given some time before I became a
member of this House. The money was almost
all spent before I was elected. I made no
promise and I held out no hope of getting a similar
loan of $15,000, or of any amount to relieve the
Elgin ratepayers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have strayed
away a good deal from the q uestion before the
Chair. I certainly do not at ail object to my hon.
friend behind me taking this opportunity to bring
up the scheme which he has mentioned, and which,
as I understand, involves' the acquisition 'by the
Government and attaching to the Intercolonial
Railway various branches of railway which are
now connected with it, but are not a portion of it.
I am not able, of course, to judge at once of the
feasibility of the scheme. Of course, if all these
branches were worked together with the main line
as one hne, there would be considerable economy
as a matter of course. Whether it would increase
the revenues and diminish the expense materially,
so as to show a better balance sheet on the right
side, I am not able to say. I must say that I have
a great deal of doubt about it. However, this is a
matter that ought to be fully considered, and the
proposition made by my hon. friend is worthy of
all consideration. He says, he thinks, that if the
Intercolonial Railway, with its extensions and
branches, were transferred to a railway company,
it could be run on commercial principles, that it
would be of great benefit to the country through
which it passes, and it would also relieve the Gov-
ernment of the incubus of managing a great rail-
way.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What would the Gov-
ernment have to pay in order to induce a company
to take it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That I am un-
able to say ; but I think that if Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick should, in some way that we could
consider as expressing the voice of the two Pro-
vinces, declare they would be willing that such an
arrangement should be made, I do not think the
Dominion Parliament would object. I consider
the building of the Intercolonial Railway was one
of the conditions of the Union, it was the bond,
the link uniting the three Provinces together, Old
Canada, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick ; and I
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have stated before in my place that, in my own
individual opinion, it would be contrary to the
spirit of the Union if this link between the Pro-
vinces were handed over to a commercial company,
a railway company, liable to all the exigencies of
a private enterprise, and one which might utterly
fail to perform its duty in naintaining the link
between the three Provinces. But if Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick by the votes of their Legisla-
tures, or in any other way which the Parliament of
Canada could accept as a genuine expression of the
opinion of the two Provinces, said it would be will-
ing that the change should be made, I am quite
sure the Parliament of Canada would accept it.
But I am afraid it would be very much like the
case of the Prince Edward Island Railway. When,
also for the purpose of securing a union of that
Province to the Dominion, the Government under-
took to compete the Island Railway and place it
in good running order, and it was proposed to
make a present of the road to the Island, the offer
was gracefully declined. I am afraid Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick would take the saine position
in regard to the Intercolonial. Let me go back to
the question before the Chair, and express the
hope that without much further discussion this
grant of $40,000 additional to finish repairs up to
30th June, will be granted.

Mr. MITCHELL. There has been a good deal
said about the Intercolonial Railway and what
should be done with it, and a good many of those
who claim to speak on behalf of the interests of
the country have endeavored to put forward this
scheme, which they think would perhaps serve the
interests of the road. I have listened to what the
First Minister has said, and correctly said, as to the
object for which the Intercolonial was built. It was
not built as a commercial undertaking ; it was
built as a means of communication between the
Maritime Provinces and the old Province of Canada.
I can well remember when the constitution was
framed for submission to the British Parliament
that the present First Minister desired not to put
this railway into the contract, and he urged that
the construction of a railway should not form part
of the constitution. But gentlemen who represented
the Maritime Provinces on that occasion insisted
that a clause should be inserted in the British
North America Act, providing that the railway
should be built and maintained by the Dominion
of Canada as a means of communication, for all
time, between the two extremes of the Dominion as
it existed at that day. Without that road we would
not have come into Confederation. Without that
railway our constitution would have been a paper
constitution, for there would have been no commu-
nication without going through a foreign country.
We insisted on our point, and we gained it. The pro-
posal submitted by the hon. member for Albert (Mr.
Weldon) of taking in all the bankrupt roads in
the Maritime Provinces and adding them as an in-
cubus to the Intercolonial could not, if carried out,
fail to make the condition of that road ten times
worse than itisto-day. Thebon. member for St. John
(Mr. Weldon) ean give us an account of some of
those roads. I will not refer to some others, be-
cause my reference might be considered of a per-
sonal nature in view of our discussion the other
night, but I may refer to them when the matter
comes up on a motion to be submitted by the hon.

Sir JoHN A. MAcDONALD.

member for North York (Mr. Mulock). A great
many of those roads are of the same complexion.
I desire to say in regard to the Intercolonial that
that road should run and sustaia itself, and it
would sustain itself if properly managed. If the
political barnacles which are attached to it, and
which have used the road to carry constituencies,
were wiped off, if the road was economically man-
aged, if unnecessary employés were struck off the
pay-roll, and if the railway was managed on
business principles, I am satisfied it could be made
to pay, and I trust the First Minister, who is now
Minister of Railways, will give a little more atten-
tion to it, with a view to endeavoring to make it pay.
The First Minister spoke of what this Parliament
might possibly do if the Legislatures of Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick would agree to have the
Intercolonial Railway sold, and run by a private
corporation for personal and private interests.
I trust the time will never arrive when the
Legislatures of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
will consent to any such arrangement. It
would be a violation of the engagement under
which we came into Confederation, and I am
satisfied they will never consent to any such
arrangement. The hon. Secretary of State will
recollect that two or three years ago one of his
friends made a proposition of this kind, and the
moment the matter was brought before this flouse
and exposed the bubble burst, and the lion. gen-
tleman himself on that occasion stated that the ob-
ject for which the railway was constructed was for
the purpose of enabling the Maritime Provinces to
unite with Canada and secure not only a paper
union but a commercial and practical union by
giving us means of communication from Halifax to
the centres of trade and commerce in old Canada.
I would deprecate the idea of placing that road in
private hands. It would be a breach of the agree-
ment made in 1866-67, and it would create a feel-
ing of want of confidence in the stability of the
Union if we departed from the arrangement by
which this road forms a part of the constitution
of this country, and by which it must be main-
tained by the Dominion for all time. Let me say
a word or two about branch roads. I am
willing to do anything reasonable to promote
the prosperity of the Maritime Provinces, as
well as of the Dominion of Canada at large.
But it will not be in the interest of either
Canada or of the Provinces that this Government
should deliberately undertake to buy up these
branch roads which are earning almost nothing,
such a road as was spoken of the other day, a road
which earned $14,000, while the cost of running
was $27,000. We do not want such roads tacked
on the Intercolonial. Was that the reason why
Sir Charles Tupper telegraphed not to close any-
thing until a certain gentleman came out here,
and was it the inducement that made those gentle-
men who hold bonds in the roads offer to transfer
them to the Government for the issuing rate of
the bonds? I am afraid there is-a scheme abroad
for the next general election in regard to this
matter. I think I can se looming up something
of the same kind as produced the letter or telegram
sent to the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon)
by Sir Charles Tu per. I think I cau see a
magnificent scheme by which al the bankrupt
roads in the Maritime Provinces and in other Pro-
vinces may be induced, if they succeeded in return-
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ing the Administration of the day, to unite into a
grand consolidated scheme such as has been sub-
nitted to this House, the object being to buy up

the constituencies. I deprecate anything of this
kind, and I will stand up in my place and oppose
it in every possible way. For the last two Ses-
sions I have brought under the notice of the Minis-
ter of Railways, not the Premier but his prede-
cessors, the fact that in my county the Govern-
ment have a branch road, fifteen or sixteen miles
in length, called the Derby branch. There is a
road which runs down from Fredericton to Black-
ville, and then on to Chatham. There was a
hiatus of about nine miles, for which road the
Government gave a subsidy of $3,200 a mile. They
gave the contract to a very good friend of mine,
Mr. Snow ball, a gentleman from whom I received
a good deal of support at the last general election.
He took the contract for the construction of that
road and he built, along with Mr. Gibson, the road
from Fredericton to Newcastle, and this hiatus
between the Derby branch and Blackville. He
took the contract, received a subsidy, built the
road, and got his money, and now going on three
years that road bas been unused, and not a locomo-
tive has been run over it or the least traffic done.
It is a disgrace that the Government of the country
should have placed themselves in a position to allow
that state of things to exist. It is a scandal in the
county from which I come that the public money
should be appropriated for the construction of a rail-
road to connect two important links and that after
the road is constructed, theGovernment have so con-
ducted the matter, that there has not been a
locomotive run over it for three years. I called the
attention of the right hon. gentleman to this
iatter last year and the year before. I now call

his attention to it again, and I say that it is the
duty of the Government to take some steps, either
by purchasing or leasing this nine miles of road,
or by compelling those people who have received
Government money to run the road, to see that
this road is operated, and that the $28,000 of
public money which has been spent on these nine
miles should not be spent in vain. I hope the
right hon. gentleman will see to that matter at
once.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I wish to say a word in
connection with the remarks of my bon. friend
who has just sat down (Mr. Mitchell) and I shall
recall to his memory something that happened two
years ago. This is the second or third time in
this Parlianlnt that my hon. friend has connected
my name with a scheme to purchase the Inter-
colonial Railway. When he did this two years
ago, it is true that it was in the small hours of
the morning, when perhaps less importance might
he attached to some statements made in this House,
than if they were uttered in the early part of the
Sitting. I then told the hon. gentleman that his
statement was not correct. He had then stated
that at a conference or at a meeting held at the
office of the High Commissioner at London, a
scheme had been propounded and discussed for the
sale of the Intercolonial Railway. I told him that
his statement was wrong, and that he had even
imistaken his own recollection of a private and
confidential conversation that he had at the
Windsor Hotel in Montreal, with regard to the
railway, and the discussion which he imagined had
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taken place at the office of the High Commissioner
in London. I told him that there was nothing
correct in his statement, so far as I was concerned,
or so far as the High Commissioner was con-
cerned, or so far as the Minister of Customs was
concerned, whose name, I think, he mixed up with
my name, and the name of the High Commissioner.
I told him that there had not been the slightest
mention made about the Intercolonial Railway at
the meeting which had taken place at the office of
the High Commissioner in London, and that the
discussion was about some matters connected with
duties to be imposed on steel rails, and the estab-
lishment in Canada of a large iron manufacture by
French engineers and capitalists. I take this
opportunity also to tell the hon. gentleman that,
perhaps, he is mistaken when he states, on his
authority as one of those who were a party
to the negotiations for the Confederation of
the Dominion, that the absolute condition was
then, and should always remain, that the Inter-
colonial Railway should be worked by the Govern-
ment whether at a loss or not, for all time to
come. I do not think any one will support the
hon. gentleman i that pretension. It was a condi-
tion of the Union that there should be a railway
connecting the Maritime Provinces with the old
Province of Canada to afford facilities for com-
mercial communication, and that this railway
should be built by the Dominion Government.
I do not think there has been, and I do not
think there should be a condition involving the
necessity when that communication has been
established, and when it is an accomplished fact,
for the Government to maintain, no matter at
what cost, that line of railway. We have now the
Short Line, built at a heavy cost, connecting these
Provinces with the Lower Provinces. We might
be called upon to subsidise another railway, be-
sides the Intercolonial and the Short Line, to con-
nect the Maritime Provinces with Old Canada, but
I do not think my hon. friend is right in saying
that it is an absolute condition for the main-
tenance of Confederation, that the Intercolonial
Railway should be maintained as a Government
railway when commercial communication between
the Maritime Provinces and Western Canada is
established in a manner that cannot for the
future be di4urbed. I say that one of the con-
ditions of Confederation was, that there should
be a communication between the Maritime Pro-
vinces and Canada, but now this communication
having been established, I do not think it is an
absolute necessity that the Government should
work the Intercolonial Railway as a Government
property. I do not express that opinion in so far
as I am a member of the Government. I have no
right to do it and I do not want to do it, but I do
not want it to be said in this Parliament, that it is
an absolute necessity for the Government to main-
tain the Intercolonial Railway at a cost which
might be, in the future, ruinous to the country.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Secretary of State
has made one of the most mixed up statements I
have ever heard in my Ife. You cannot make
head or tail of it. He mixed up something I said
about the Minister of Customs, and some steel
rails, and an interview with the High Commis-
sioner in London. There is some truth in that, I
have no doubt. I made the statement in this
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House, and he said the discussion was only about
steel rails. My information was that the discus-
sion between the Secretary of State and the gentle-
men who were promoting this scheme for the pur-
chase of the Intercolonial Railway, was of some-
thing much more extensive in its character. My
hon. friend has had a good deal to do with the
transfer of railways. When he was Minister at
Quebec, we know that the transfer of a very im-
portant railway called the " North Shore Rail-
way " was made, and it was a transfer which in-
ured to the benefit of certain individuals and not to
the benefit of the Province at large. Two years ago,
when I brought up this question, I had the proof of
what I stated in the book before me. I had the
circular and prospectus whiclh was issued by the
friends of the Secretary of State, one of whom is
out of the country, and the other, unfortunately,
is dead. I have not the book at hand now, and I
do not know that I can produce it, as I did on
that occasion ; but I then read the statement in
which the scheine for the purchase of the Inter-
colonial Railway was made, and my hon. friend
knows that for months they had gentlemen
stationed at different points along the line of the
Intercolonial Railway, to ascertain the earnings
of the Government road, the traffic on the road,
and the probability of a financial return coming
from it. He knows that they had made a pro-
position to the Government, and if it had not been
for my discovery of it, the matter would not have
been ventilated in this House. I told my hon.
friend that he was encouraging and favoring that
scheme.

Mr. WALDIE. It might be a good thing.
Mr. MITCHELL. It might be a good thing if

the running of the road brings the country into
debt; and, perhaps, it might be a good thing for
individuals.

Mr. WALDIE. It might be well to sell the
road.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes ; if you had a share in it
you would like to sell it. When my hon. friend
the Secretary of State states that there is no
obligation on the part of the Government of Canada
to maintain that road, I say there is an obligation.
The Maritime Provinces were induced to come into
the Confederation by the underabnding that a
railway was to be built and maintained between
the Provinces. Do you mean to say that the mere
construction of the road is a compliance in spirit
as well as in letter with such an arrangement,
which had the force of a treaty, between these
Provinces? No, Sir; the Government of Canada
bound themselves to build the road and practically
to maintain it. My hon. friend asks: Have the
Government to maintain that road by sacrifices
through all time ? Let them economise in the
management and working of that road, and they
will not require to make sacrifices. The road could
be run without costing this country much money, if
any. But I do not care what it costs, the Govern-
ment are bound by their agreement under the
British North America Act to maintain that road,
and any attempt to pass it out of the hands of the
Government, so that it may be run for commercial
advantages, irrespective of the facilities which it
might afford to the Maritime Provinces, is some-
thing that: cannot be thoüght of for a moment.
The hon. gentleman says that since that road has

Mr. MITCHELL.

been built another means of Communication has
been opened up between the centres of trade and
commerce in old Canada and the Maritime Pro-
vinces. How has that been done ? By ruining
the line through a foreign country, depending on
the bonding system of that country, which may be
repealed at any time. Does the hon. gentleman
contend that that is a compliance with the terns
of the treaty under which the British North
America Act was passed?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend did not
oppose the building of the Short Line.

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not oppose it, and I do
not oppose it now. They can have the Short Line if
they like, but if my hon. friend supposes that I
shall accept the Short Line as a compensation for
the Intercolonial, he is very much mistaken.
While I am willing to give the people of St. John
and Halifax the facilities of a shorter route-there
is no dog-in-the-inanger about me-we have the
Intercolonial, and this Parliament cannot take it
away; I defy this Parliament to take it from us.
When that railway was built, it was not as a coin-
mercial transaction. It was built in compliance
with the treaty, and it was built as a military road
to carry, for all time, with safety and facility,
British troops and British materials, in case any
difficulty arose with our friends on the other side
of the border. There is no other way by which
British troops or military stores eau be trans-
ported across this continent ; and my hon. friend
is mistaken if he imagines that a road running
through a foreign country, will give the facilities
and protection which the British Government
demanded when they gave the securities they did.
I do not wish to discuss this question, which is not
a live issue; but I wish to inform my hon. friends
that when they want to make it a live issue, when
they want to allow this road to be stolen, for that
is what it will amount to, they will be very much
mistaken, if they expect to do it quietly.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I congratulate the hon.
member for Albert (Mr. Weldon) on adopting the
views that we on this side of the House have
always advocated since he has had a seat in this
House. On more than one occasion, I have called
the attention of the House to the extravagant
expenditure and mismanagement of the Inter-
colonial Railway. I have no doubt my hon. friend
had then as much knowledge of those things as lie
possesses to-night; but I do not remember him
ever supporting me in the position I took. But
the hon. gentleman has stated, and' stated truly
enough, that if the road were properly managed
and were separated from political and other in-
fluences, which tend to increase its expenses and
not its receipts, it would be a paying road. But
the hon. gentleman has no doubt taken that line
to-nig ht in order to impress on the fouse the
desirability of the country acquiring a piece of
road, in which I do not say he is personallY
interested, but in which he was politically inter-
ested at an early and very important time in his
political history. The louse has been informed
to-night, as it has been on previous occasions, that
but for the telegram which the hon. gentleman
received from the hon. Minister of Railways
during the time he was runnin for Alberi County,
we should not probably have h presence in the
House to-night. The House is perhaps aware
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that the influence the hon. gentleman exercised in and Montreal in about twenty-nine hours instead
lis locality and through the various parts of the of forty hours, which has heen the time made

Province of New Brunswick increased the useful- ever since the road has been under the manage-
iess of the telegram which he received from such ment of the present Administration, the country
a prominent member of the Adininistration as Sir would not bave been so wiiin to incur such a
Charles Tupper. That telegram, indicating the po- heavy expense as was incurrelin building the
liev of the Government as tending to absorb those Short Line. When that Short Line was undertaken,

un'profitable branches, and to relieve the differ- we were told that it was going to affect a inuch
ent counties of the assessments placed upon them greater saving so far as Halifax is concerned, and
and the stockholders from the unfortunate position as I stated before, that saving amounted to about
they occupied, had a most salutary effect in secur- 90 miles. Uder these circuinstances 1 an sorry
ing their support ; and the hon. gentleman, after to have to apprehend that the probable future of
having sat here for some years, has at last spoken the Intercolonial Railway is not very prorising.
out. I do not blame him if he was misled, but I We cannot imagine that with the competition now
think he was a willing victim, and does not per- going on from the Short Line, both for freight
haps (leserve very much sympathy from those of from St. John and passenger traffic ail through
us who have understood the question from its very during the season, the receipts of the Intercolonial
inception. But, Sir, the hon. Minister of Railways, will amount to as much as they have amounted to
and others who have referred to the intercolonial lu the past ; and if it should unfortunately happen
Railmay, point ont that it bas involved a very heavy that snc shonld be the case, and that this country
expenditure on the country. That, unfortunately, shou r hburdened with a heavier deficit on the
is tuite truc, and 1 have no donbt that it eas working of the Intercolonial than has hitherto
largely occurred, as the hion. niember for Albert been the case, we must put it own to the policy
swated to-night, through the incompetency of which the Government have pursued with refer-
the people who have been piaced lu charge of it, ence to the Short Lne, which is a poiicy rather in
ami tcrough the general mismanagenient of the the interest of soine peple, very nearly connected
road. The question of the assumption of the with the ttoverhment, tha in the generai interests
lurercolonial Railway hy the Provginces need not, ofthecouantry; asd tHeGoverninentmay well under-

a think, go mucb further than this discussion to- stand from the commencement, that the people of
night. The people of the Maritime Provinces the Maritime Provinces neyer ha , or neyer a ill
have no more idea of assuming. the responsibiiity have, the idea of assuming the responsibility of
connected with the running of the Intercolonial wvorking the Intercolonial Raiway. That elongs
iiailmay than the peWple of Ontario have of as- to the country, and be the teficiency large or
sîning the responsibiity and debtgconnected with small, it wi l have to be worked and controlled ey
the canal system of the country. We know that the Government. I hope, that after the warning
abouit $50,000,000 have been expnded on the and the rebuke they have at oast received from
canais of the West, the samne amount bas heen their own side, they will now take soe heed, atd
e\pended on the Intercolonial Railway ; and the will look into the practical working of the Inter-
lion. First Minister, ln an interview, lately mndi- i colonial. The expenses can l)e very largely re-
cated the intention of the aoveroment to expend duced. They w l require to be red hised, looking
e4,e,0000 or 15,000,000 more to increase the at the competition whch aready exists with the
iepth of the western canals. I do not intend to Short Line. I again state, most emphatically, that
express un opinion on t .at subject more than the Government might as well disabuse their minds

is, that when on. gentlemen from the West of the idea, if they entertain it-and the hon. the
arcontinually pointing to the Intercolonial Rail- Secretary of State bas given us to tnderstand to-

Nvay as a burden on the taxpayers of this coun- night that it is his opinion-that the Maritime
try, they will do well to look to the canal Provinces are going to take upon themselves that
sosted, in which the working expenses exceed burden, and at once recognise the fact, whether
ha receipts by 500,000 a year. With regard the amount be large or small, it will have to be

to the Intercooniab Railway, I may say this, borne by the Dominion.
that the chances of their ever becoming a very Mr. CHAPLEAU. I wish to say a few words
profitable inves tinent bas been very much xe l reply to the hon. member for Northumberland.
terfered with by the policy whch the Goveru- He said I was wrong lu stnting that the articles of
n'lent have pursued lu building the Short LUne. Confederation did not imply the absolute necessitye poented out on another occasion that the Goveru- for the Government of naintaining, at ail times, as
nent could have adopted no course better calcula- a Governent propcrty, the railway connecting
ted to destroy the earnings of t e Intercolonial
Railway than by giving the large subsidies which e
they have grantcd to the so-called Short ine Hon. for my hon. friend, although e knows it, being
gentlemen are awar that the subjecto the Short one of the fathers of Confederation, Article 45 of
Lie amounted sonwhere in the Act of Confederation, which says
wayIt sha be the duty of the overument to give effettry rt wilhorwell the lmeo to Halifa that agreement and to ronde for the commencement,sysilte. tt only temten i Rail a x by wlthin six months after the union, of the railwy con-
othe had been necting the River St. Lawrence with the city of alifax

Proper y managed fro the commencement, and if nd Noear Sotia, and for the construction thereofewityout
the speed had been obtained whieh could e oh- intermission.
tained on a road d as that is, and if the My on. friend bas thought proper to say that I

-ernment had= d the warniugs raised on had made a very nixed statement as to what ad
this side on more than one occasion that the public taken place in the office of the Hig Commioeioner
tere not atiafied with the rate of speed over that n London. I must apologise for iny shortcomings
gead, and had made the time between Hafax in this respect. I stated that, when the on. gen-
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tleman said I was connected with any project
concocted in the office of the 1igh Commissioner in
London concerning the sale of the railway, lie had
made an incorrect statement; he pretended to
divulge a scheme which he had taken from a con-
fidential communication of a friend of his-he
may have been a friend of mine-but he misunder-
stood the facts or mis-stated thiem to the House.
In the second place, the hon. gentleman has taken
the opportunity of saying that the sale of the
North Shore Railway by the Government of
Quebec, which was made when I was the First
Minister there, was a transaction for the benefit
and profit of certain individuals. I need not tell
my lion. friend that I repudiate and deny the
charge, and challengê him to prove what he says.
If the hon. gentleman would read a report
which has been published under the authority
of the present Premier of Quebec, the Hon. Mr.
Mercier, he would find in the evidence taken
by the commission, which was appointed to
investigate the sale of the North Shore Rail-
way, the statement made by Mr. Duncan
McIntyre that the sale of that road was the best
financial transaction which could have been made
at the time for the Province, and one of which the
Goverument and people of Quebec had not cause
to repent.

Mr. MITCHELL. The bon. the Secretary of
State says that my allegation is not correct that
the Government were bound to build the Inter-
colonial and to maintain it, and he read the section
of the British North America Act to prove his
assertions. Why, the very section he read shows
that, in order to give effect and permanence to the
arrangement or treaty which was made at that
time, the Government were bound, within six
months, to begii the construction of the road.
They did not do so, and in that violated the treaty.
But, in order to give effect to the arrangement,
what was necessary ? Did the arrangement mean
that the G overnment were to begin the road and
then drop it ? No ; they were to build the rail-
way, and, to give effect to the treaty, they were
also bound to run it. The fair inference, the fair
logical construction of the agreement, is that the
Government are bound to run the road, and it
would be a breach of contract if they did not.
My hon. friend states another thing. He says I
have used confidential communications which I
obtained from a friend of his, and perhaps a friend
of mine, in the Windsor. Hotel, as to what took
place in London. There was nothing confidential
about it. The gentleman in question f urnished nie
with a confidential published book which they
intended to put forward to the world as their
prospectus, and I had his permission to use
the statement in this House, and I did use
it. The third statement lie makes is that I was
wrong in mentioning his name in connection
with the sale of the North Shore Railway when lie
was Premier of the Province of Quebec. He says
that Mr. Duncan McIntyre made a report in his
favor under a commission from Mr. Mercier, the
present Premier of the Province of Quebec. What
does lie mean by that ? Mr. McIntyre thought it
was a good transaction. What has that to do with
it? Does noteverybodyknow that $1,000,000 was
cleared by Mr. Senecal and his associates, and
it is generally believed in the Province of Quebec

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

that some other people were interested in that.
The less my hon. friend says about it the better.
The people of the Province of Quebec believe that
they have lost $1,000,000 by the transaction which
was countenanced by the lion. gentleman when he
was Premier, through his friend, Mr. Senecal, and
his associates, and I believe it. I dare say, if the
hon. gentleman wants the proof, that we can get
it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I desire to say that what
my hon. friend has just stated is utterly and essen-
tially unfounded and untrue. I desire to be par-
liamentary in what I say. It is untrue in this
manner: The transaction has been declared by
men who are not my friends politically, to have
been a good financial arrangement for the Province
of Quebec, and, when my friend says that the sale
of the North Shore Railway, which was a transac-
tion between the North Shore Company and the
Canadian Pacific Railway--that is, between two
private companies-was made to the detriment of
this country, to the extent of $1,000,000, he should
know, as he does know, that I was not at ail
favorable to such a bargain. My ion. friend
should know, and lie does know, though lie does
not say so, that I had personally been in favor of
a transaction which would make the North Shore
Railway the joint property of the Grand Trunk
Railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway, a
transaction which would have secured to Quebec
the free access of the trains and traffic of the
Canadian Pacific Railway and would not have
entailed the disbursement of a dollar from this
Dominion or fron anybody else. The lion. gentle-
man knows that, and le should not repeat what
may have been written in his paper, but which is
essentially contrary to the truth.

Mr. MITCHELL. My hon. friend is attempting
to put words in my mouth which I never uttered.
He states that I spoke of a sale of the North Shore
Railway to the Canadian Pacific Railway. I never
mentioned the Canadian Pacific Railway in this
transaction. I say, that the sale of the North
Shore Railway to Mr. Senecal and his associates
by the Government of which my lion. friend was
the head, was made for $1,000,000 less than Mr.
Senecal sold it for a very short time afterwards,
and I say that the interests of the Province of
Quebec were sacrificed to that extent. The trans-
action in regard to the Canadian Pacific Railway
is another thing, and I do not charge my bon.
friend with that ; but I repeat that the general
impression is, that the transaction between the
Government of Quebec, when lie was the leader
of it, resulted in Mr. Senecal and his associates
receiving $1,000,000 more than they paid for it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend does not
know what he is talking about.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I do.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. To whom did the North
Shore Railway Company seil, if not to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company?

Mr. MITCHELL The Government of which
my hon. friend was a member did not sell to the
Canadian Pacific Railway. They sold to Mr. Se-
necal and his associates, and the latter sold to the
Grand Trunk, and it was taken over under arrange-
ment by Government for the Candian Pacific
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Railway Company. That is where the $1,000,000 more cheaply and with better advantage to them.
caine in, and I should like my hon. friend to tell selves, and to the sections of country which are
us how the profit was divided. served by these branch lines, than they can be

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not intend to satisfy operated by separate companies under entirely
the curiosity of the hon. gentleman on that point. different managements. That was the principle

which the hon. gentleman laid down, and he illus-
Mr. MITCHELL. It is just as well you do not. trated it by cases of great railway corporations in
Mr. CHAPLEAU. The sale of the North Shore the West, and showed that they, on commercial

Railway has been characterised as the best finan- principles, were acquiring branch lines that were
cial and political operation connected with them ; and he only asks that this

same principle should be adopted in the manage-
Mr. MITCHELL. For some individuals, no ment of the Intercolonial Railway. Now, as I say,

(lubt. no attempt has been made to answer that argu-
Mr. CHAPLEAU,-as the best financial and ment. Hon. gentlemen on the other side, on the con-

political operation for the interests of the Province trary, have attempted to insinuate that the present
of Quebec ; and, when my hon. friend says he did Government and the members from the Maritime
not know that the North Shore Railway was sold Provinces, in their railway policy, had been in-
to the Canadian Pacific Railway, he must be again fluenced solely by political considerations. That I
mistaken, as he has ,een in all his statements. most emphatically deny, and I charge hon. gentle-

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) My hon. friend from men opposite to prove those assertions. I think,
Halifax (Mr. Joues) has expressed my views so that especially from the hon. member for North-
well in regard to the Intercolonial Railway that umberland (Mr. Mitchell), who, I am sorry to
I shall not prolong the debate by repeating them. see, has left the House, that charge came with
I rise simply to repeat a question which has been very bad grace. We all know that one of the
put before during this Session, but which is of branches of the Iatercolonial Railway was built in
growing importance in view of the early return to the county which he represents, and at his urgent
their homes of members from north eastern Nova request, and we also know that he was then in
Scotia and Prince Edward Island, whether the Opposition. That hon. gentleman surely ought
Minister of Railways has made any arrangement to be willing that the policy pursued in his
for a connection at Truro with the Pictou branch. county should be extended to other counties in
The Intercolonial express arrives at Truro at noon, the Maritime Provinces as well. The remarks
and the Halifax express leaves for Pictou at ten which the leader of the Government made when
o'clock in the morning. The result is that we have speaking upon the question, were to the effect
to remain at Truro twenty-two hours. I want to, that doubts existed in his mind, as to whether
know if the hon. gentleman can remedy that. the acquisition of those branchli nes would

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it can improve the position of the Intercolonial Rail-
be remedied. way. , I understood that position to be assented

to by the hon. member for West Durham.
Mr. WOOD(Westmoreland). Mr. Chairman-- Whether they are correct in those assumuptions, I
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. member am not prepared to say. I am willing to admit,

for Albert (Mr. Weldon) asked permission of the that a Government road cannot be managed as
House, and received that permission to go beyond cheaply, or as economically, or on as sound busi-
the item which was under discussion. I think, ness principles, as a road managed by a private
however, the discussion has now gone far enough, corporation. But, if we do admit that the
and I will ask members of the Committee now to Intercolonial Railway is prevented from ac-
confine theinselves to the item. quiring branch Unes in the Maritime Provinces,

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I suppose we are and thus conferring a general benefit upon the
obliged to bow to the decision of the Chair. people and upon the trade of those Provinces,

Some hen. MEMBERS. Go onbecause it is a Government railway, it does
become a very serions question for the people

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. It appears to be to consider - whether the management and
the wish of the Committee that the hon. gentleman control of that road should not be transferred to a
should proceed. private company. The argument wl: ich the hon.

Mr. WOOD (Wesitmoreland). I do not wish to gentleman from Northumberland used in op-
trespass upon the time of the House to any extent, position to this view of the case, that we were
but I would like to make a remark or two. I bound by the Act of Confederation to maintain
would not speak at all, were it not that I feel that this as a Government road, has already been
some of the observations which were made by hon. answered by the Secretary of State. I think this
gentlemen on the other side of the House, in the point, too, should be borne in mind in considering
course of this debate, were calculated to leave a that branch of the subject. Every one knows
wrong impression upon the minds of the members that at the time of Confederation the Intercolonial
of the House, and I think they should not be Railway, connecting the Upper and Lower Pro-
passed unnoticed. In the first place, I would say vinces, could not be a paying investment, that no
that I think the hon. member for Albert (Mr. private corporation would undertake to build and
Weldon) presented a fair argument to this House, operate that road, or would undertake to operate
and one which has not been answered, and which it after it was built; that it was operated during
no attempt has been made to answer. The hon. the firet few years after its construction at a. great
gentleman laid down a principle which every loss; the loss, if I remember correctly, without

of this House will recognise as a correct looking at the figures, was in the neighborbood of
commercial principle, namely, that trunk lines half or three-quarters of a million dollars. But
can operate branch lines connected with them since then things have entirely changed, and I
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believe that that road in the hands of a private
corporation could be profitably operated to-day,
and that the principle which the hon. member for
Albert has advocated would make it a still more
profitable investment for a private company than
it would be under present circumstances. That
hon. gentleman also referred to the necessity of
maintaining it as a military road. I quite admit
that in the case of the transfer of this road
to a company, it would be necessary for the
Government to take such measures as would
secure the maintenance and the continued opera-
tion of that road, and would also provide for its
use in case of necessity as a military road. The
other remarks which I thought were calculated to
leave a very erroneous impression upon the minds
of the House, were remarks which fell from the
lion. meniber from St. John (Mr. Weldon). He
endorsed the statement of the hon. mnember for
Northumberland, that these branch lines in the
Maritime Provinces were losing concerns - I
think that was the term used. Now, it is a fact,
I believe, that in the past the operation of very
many of these roads bas been unprofitable, but
that has resulted from the fact that they were
badly managed. It has been, unfortunately, the
case with very many of the railroads in the Maritime
Provinces, that they have fallen into the hands
and under the control of mere speculators, that
they have not been managed on business principles.
I am not prepared to say that when these roads
were originally constructed they could have been
profitably managed, but I believe the condition of
things has changed to-day, and from iny knowledge
of the cost of management and of the traffic on the
branch lines in the PrQvince of New Bruns-
wick, with perliaps one or two unimportant
exceptions, the great majority of them would
not only pay expenses but leave a fair margin
of profit, if managed on fair business prin-
ciples. I think, therefore, that the proposition
which the lion. member for Albert has presented
to the House is one which is well worthy of con-
sideration.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I can quite understand
that my hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr.
Wood) would naturally support the view adopted
by the lion. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon), be-
cause the hon. member for Westmoreland, as the
House is well aware, occupies the position of being
a large owner in one of these branch lines, and
doubtless the policy which he is advocating to-
niglit may place him in the position of approaching
the Government with a view of absorbing that
branch also. The hon. gentleman shakes his head,
but it is well known that this House has been
called upon last year for $60,000 and this year for
$110,000, to build a railway to Cape Tormentine
in the interest of the hon. gentleman's road, for
which no public advantage to the Maritime
Provinces will accrue. It was stated by the lion.
members from Prince Edward Island, and it is well
known to every hon. member from that part of the
country, that, except the interest of his own road,
it will serve no public interest at all. The trade
and traffic from Prince Edward Island, as far as
Halifax is concerned, will naturally come to
Pictou ; and the trade and traffic, so far as New
Brunswick and the West is concerned, will
naturally go to Shediac; but the hon. gentleman,

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland).

with the influence which he possessed with the
Government last year, as I say, induced them to
appropriate $60,000 and $110,000 this year to add
to the value of this road and to the expenditure of
money not in the public interest, but in the in-
terest of the small branch in which the hon.
gentleman is a large owner. Therefore, I say it is
natural the hon. gentleman should sympathise
with the views of the lion. gentleman for West-
moreland (Mr. Wood).

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). The hon. gen-
tleman has pursued a course that is character-
istic of the senior member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones). Instead of addressing himself to the ques-
tion before the Committee, or attempting to address
himself to the argumentswhich have been addressed
to the Committee on the subject under considera-
tion, lie has attempted to insinuate political
motives.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Are they true ?

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). No; they are not
true; I will answer that before I sit down. The
lion. gentleman has taken occasion to refer to the
road with which I am connected. I challenge him
or any other lion. member to show it has not been
managed on strictly business principles from the
start. I challenge him to show that the road has
not been of advantage to the section of country
through which it passes, and I can state too,
from the knowledge I have of the operating
of that road, that it not only pays its expenses
and its maintenance in good order, but it
also gives a fair return for the money in-
vested in it. With respect to the application
for the construction of a wharf at Cape Tormentine,
I can assure the hon. gentleman that he is entirely
mistaken in supposing that the expenditure was
due to any political influence I may have had with
the Government of the day. I will remind the hon.
gentleman that in 1883 the question of communi-
cation with Prince Edward Island was brought up
in this House, not by me, but by hon. members
representing the Island ; that, in compliance with
the request of those hon. gentlemen, a Committee
of this House was appointed to enquire into the
whole question of communication with Prince
Edward Island, and the hon. gentleman, if he will
turn to the reports for 1883, will find the report of
that Committee in relation to that subject; and it
was in pursuance of the recommendations in the
report of that Committee that the Governmuent
of that day made this appropriation for the
construction of a wharf at Cape Tormentine, and
that they expended a considerable sum in the
extension and repair of the wharf on the opposite
side of the straits, at Cape Traverse, and also grant-
ed a subsidy towards the construction of the road
from Sackville to Cape Tormentine.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the lion.
gentleman inform us whether lie is a large Pl o-
prietor in the road which derives benefit from this
expenditure, because my recollection is that the
hon. gentleman who has just addressed the Com-
mittee, and who has so much resented the remarks
of the hon. gentleman for Halifax (Mr. Jones), is
a man largely personally concerned in the road
which derives benefit from that expenditure ? He
is here in his place in Parliament, and using his
influence as a member of Parliament to aid and
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assist in obtaining a subsidy for a road of which lie saying every bond) was taken by the peopleof West-
is a large proprietor. moreland. The question of the acquisition of rail-

Mr WOOD (Westmoreland). I have no hesi- ways bytheIntercolonial, that is tosay, the railways
tation in informing the hon. member for Sonth that are in connection with it, has been under discus-
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) that I have a sion in this debate. I will take advantage of this
large share in the road to which lie refers. That opportunity to say to the hon. Minister of Railways
roadl only received the sane subsidy from this that when the question of railway acquisition comes
Parlianent which other branch lines received in forcibly under his consideration I hope lie will
New Brunswick and all other Provinces of the remember that in the Province of Nova Scotia
1)oninion. I have never used any undue influence we have a system of railways extending from
with the Governnent in any way to obtain that Halifax to Yarmouth, known as the Windsor and
subsidy, and I do not know what the hon. gentle- Annapolis and Western Counties, and which it
ian intends to insinuate by the remarks he has would be in the interests of the Province that
nade. they should be acquired by the Dominion. It is

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I insinuate very fashionable in this House to charge the
administration of the Intercoloial with greatnothing. extravagance ; and I heard some such remark

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I do not know dropped by the senior member for Halifax (Mr.
whbat is the object of the lion. gentleman's remarks. Joues), when lie referred to the associations of the

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will tell lion. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon) early in
von in a moment. his political history with railway matters. Has

Mr. WOOI) (Westmoreland). I shall be glad to the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) for-
know, gotten that in 1878, when lie appealed to his con-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My opinion stituents, one of his great claims was that lie had

is that an hon. gentleman who is largely interested succeeded lu securing an expenditure of $720,M0)
ini a road, for which road the Government, of in Halifax for Intercolonial Railway purposes? I

which lie is a supporter, has given a large subsidy, find no fault with that expenditure ; I think it was

is, of all men in the world, least qualified to raise proper and legitimate; but I do say that it is exceed-

any objection to such a statement as was made by ingly unbecomimg iu that hon. gentleman to stand

my' lion. friend behind me (Mr. Jones) ; and le is here and attribute motives to, and make insinua-

in my opinion, unfit to exercise an independen tions against, hon. gentlemen who take mterest m

vote on any such question or to offer independent railway expenditures lu their own counties. One
advice on any such question, or to give independent trouble with the Intercolonial and one cause of its

votes or advice on any questions coming before this deficit is the fact that the Intercolonial has no close

Parliament. connection with the traffic west of Chaudière. If
the Intercoloniai had closer, more intimate and

Mr. KENNY. It is exceedingly to be regretted better connections with the great trunk lines of
that the lion. memuber for South Oxford (Sir Canada which are located at points where the
Richard Cartwright) did not apply the doctrine trade originates, I believe, it would advance
whichli he has just laid down when lie noticed the interest of the Intercolonial to have such
that the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) connection. There is a project, it is a matter of
ias not hesitated to urge the grantiug of a public notoriety, and I may be permitted to refer
Subsidy to a line of steamers of which lie is the to it here, for the extension of the Temiscouata
agent at the port of Halifax. The senior member Railway from Edmundston to Moncton, and for the
for Halifax, ever since I have had the honor of extension of the Grand Trunk system to the Mari-
haVig a seat in this House, has not lesitated to time Provinces, which would be secured in this
demnand from the Government a subsidy for the manner, and it would, I believe, divert to the
line of steamers of which lie is agent in the city of Intercolonial and to the Maritime Provinces a large
Halifax. amount of freight which now passes over the

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Untrue. American connections of the Grand Trunk and
Mr. KENNY. I appeal to the House if the lion. finds its outlet either in Portland or Boston. I

gentleman this session-and the record on Hansard believe, therefore, that it would be in the public
will show it distinctly -ias not advocated that a interest, in the interests of our interprovincial
subsidy should be given to the Dominion Line of trade, and in the interests of our export and import
Steamers. The ion. gentleman is agent in Halifax trade, if the Grand Trunk Railway systeni could
fo' the Dominion Line of steamers. As regards the be extended to the Maritime Provinces. And
I'ailway through Westmoreland, to which the senior from what I have heard, I believe that can best be
umember for Halifax has referred in a manner accomplished by the extension of the road from
whbich has shocked the propriety and sense of Edmundston to Moncton.
decoruim of this House, I have some knowledge of
thiat road. Mr. JONES (Halifax). My hon. coleague (Mr.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Are you a shareholder? Kenny) is certainly v-ery ungrateful. The House
will remember that on a qmite recent occasion, that

Mr. KENNY. 1 think that railway will be an hon. gentleman brought to th@ notice of this House
exceedhigly useful one, and great merit is due to the the very unsatisfactory manner in which the
hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) for the English mail service was carried out. He read a
muterest le has taken in securing so important a most pathetic account of the sufferings of the peo-
public work for the county which he so well repre- ple who were on board f several of the steamers,
sents. To show the confidence which the people of and of the long passages which the steamers were
Westoreland have in that road, I may say that making, and when I came to the rescue of my hon.
every bond of the company (I think I am correct in friend, and complained that the Government had
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not completed arrangements for giving as a faster
and better mail service across the Atlantic, the
hon. gentleman now tells me that I did this because
my firm was agent for the Dominion Line.

Mr. KENNY. I beg the hon. gentleman's
pardon. I said the member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) ought to have reproved the
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) for having
referred to it.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman
cannot escape on any such line as that. The insi-
nuation was, that I was using my public position
here, as lie has used his on many occasions-that I
was using my public position in the interest of a
company in which I was interested. He was
endeavoring to place me in the sam e position that
the hon. inember for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) has
been placed in to-night, of having used his position
here to obtain large monetary considerations for the
benefit of a railroad in which lie has been compelled
to admit lie was largely concerned. I may say to
my hon. colleague - and no one knows better than
lie does-that, so far as my interest in the Domin-
ion Line is concerned, I have not one farthing
directly or indirectly connected with it, and not
only that, but the Dominion Line have no contract
and never had a contract with the Government.
The contract for carrying the mails is with the
Allan Line; and the Dominion Line are working
under the Allan Line, and by an arrangement with
then. The lion. gentleman knows very well that
that is the arrangement, and lie knows that there
never has been any contract between the Dominion
Line and the Government. It will be seen there-
fore how far my hon. colleague had to travel to
bring any charge of indiscretion against me. He
says I shocked the moral sensibilities of that side
of the House. God preserve us ! I have not heard
language on this side of the House that would
shock the moral sensibilities of many hon. gtntle-
men on that side of the House, my lion. colleague
included. After all the exhibitions we have had of
corruption and undue influence by hon. memibers
on that side of the House, which have been made
the subject of parliamentary enquiry, during this
last couple of weeks-why, Sir, if the hon. gentle-
man's political digestion can stand that, he can
stand anything that will come from this side of the
House. But, Sir, I only mean to say that, when
the hon. gentleman seeks to put me in the position
which the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
Wood) occupies, I think the House will readily
recognise the fact that there is no comparison at
all. I am not interested, as my lion. friend in
front of me (Sir Richard Cartwright) has repeatedly
shown the hon. gentleman is interested, coming
here year after year, and obtaining a large subsidy
to benefit his own property, to add value to his
property, and not in any way to improve or to
extend the communication between Prince Edward
Island and the rest of Canada. The hon. gentle-
man hardly occupies the position which is so fre-
quently used by coirtesy, at least, of an indepen-
dent member of this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with
the lion. the senior member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones), that there is no comparison between him-
self and the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
Wood), and I congratulate the hon. member for
Westmoreland on that fact. I seldom have heard

Mr. JONES (Halifax).

during my parliamentary experience a more un-
warrantable, a more unjustifiable and uncalled for
attack, than has been made on my hon. friend
from Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) by the hon. memu-
ber who has just sat down (Mr. Jones), and the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright). The hon. member for Albert (Mr. Wel-
don), in a very calm and parliamentary mood, ex.
pressed his views as to the best mode of managing
the Intercolonial Railway. Nobody could object
to that. Everybody listened to the lion. gentle-
man, as lie is always listened to, with pleasure and
instruction. He gave his views calmly, and al-
though I did not agree with him altogether, I
listened with that respect which every hon. mem-
ber has a right to receive when lie talks common
sense, and addresses himself to this House or to a
Committee of the House, in parliamentary lan-
guage. Then my hon. friend from Westmoreland
(Mr. Wood) arose, and in calm, deliberate, par-
liamentary tones, lie sustained the views that
had been taken by the hon. member for Albert
(Mr. Weldon). Nobody could object to that.
The lion. member for Westmoreland argued
his point, and whether his arguments were right
or wrong lie expressed himself in parliamen-
tary language. His statements have got to be
taken for what they are worth, and his statements
in this House are always considered to be well
worth listening to. He is a man of high standing
and of high character, respected, I believe, in the
Province from which lie comes, and respected by
all who know him. But instead of answering these
arguments, instead of discussing the statements he
made, instead of pointing out wherein lie was
wrong-if the lion. gentleman thonght lie was
wrong-the lion. member, the senior member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones), rises in his place and says : Youi
have no right to talk here ; you own a railroad, and
by your influence you have got grants made, to your
own advantage. That is the statement which the
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) niade, utterly
ignoring the arguments of my lion. friend fron
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) and not even discussiug
them in any way, but lie makes a violent personal
attack on the lion. member for Westmoreland.
That conduct is unparliamentary ; it is more than
unparliamentary, and it deserves stronger language
than I can use within the walls of Parliament.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Go on.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I will not
commit the fault the hon. gentleman lias commit-
ted in this instance. Now, Mr. Chairman, what is
the fact ? As has been pointed out, this comm-flh
nication between Prince Edward Island and the
mainland vid Cape Traverse and Cape Tormentine,
was pressed upon this House a long time ago by a
Committee of the House. It was pointed out to
be the safest, the shortest and the best means of
carrying on winter communication between the
Island and the mainland. It was urged upon this
House by the Committee. It was urged upon this
House by the members from Prince Edward Island
that, in justice to that Province, there should be a
railway running to Cape Traverse from the main
Prince Edward Island line, and that there should be
a steamer plying acros that short distance to CaPe
Tormentine. The fact that my hon. friend from
Westmoreland (Mr.Wood) was enterprising enough
to put money into railways-and God knows they
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are not profitable enterprises in thie country-is
made a matter of reproach to him. The hon.
gentleman says that he, by his influence, got
certain grantemade. It was got by the influence
of its being the right route, the most convenient
and the safest mode of communication.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). No.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ask the mem-

bers for Prince Edward Island ; ask those mem-
bers who pressed it on this House who were here
at the time, and they will tell you that this pro-
ject was carried out without reference to politics,
that they were all pressing on the Government
and on Parliament, as a matter of justice to Prince
Edward Island, that it should have that commu-
nication ; and now my bon. friend behind me is
insulted by being told that because the Parliament
iad listened to a report of a committee, and to
the expression of opinion to the members from
Prince Edward Island, he, forsooth, had corruptly
and improperly exercised influence in carrying out
this project. Leave it to the electors of Prince
Edward Island, whether they think that is an
improper expenditure of money, whether they
think that is not a mere matter of justice to Prince
Edward Island ; leave it to them, and you will
find how completely and utterly they will condemn
the censure, the language and the reproaches of
the hon. gentleman. The bon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) followed in the
same strain. I regret that he did so. I do not
regard what the hon. senior member for Halifax
(Mr. Joues) says, because his uniform system of
detraction and abuse of every man to whom he is
opposed renders his censure just as harmless as his
praise would be contemptible. But the hon. memt-
ber for South Oxford stands on a higher plane,
from his ability if from nothing else, and I regret
extremely that be should follow in the degraded
track and style of the bon. senior member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones).

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is often
very difficult to know whether we are to take the
bon. gentleman seriously or not. Generally speak-
ing, I have found that when he assumes this atti-
tude of indignant virtue, which does not sit so well
upon him as some of the other roles he is fond of
playing, it is because the bon. gentleman is con-
scious that the facts laid before the House at any
particular time are not easy to explain, and there-
upon he at once devotes himself to an attack on
any one who brings these ugly facts to light. I take
issue with the hon. gentleman as to whether the
language used by myself or my bon. friend was
unwarranted or not. I tell the bon. gentleman that
in all his long experience he bas done nothing, in
my opinion, so calculated to demoralise this House,
and individual members of this House, so calculated
to undermine the right regard which members of
Parliament ought to hold for the place they occupy,
as by the introduction of this most pernicious
system of granting railway subsidies indiscrimi-
nately to railroads in which large numbers of
menbers of Parliament are personally interested.
From the first that systen was a corrupt,
mischievous and pernicious one, calculated in
the highest possible degree to undermine the
imdependence of members of Parliament ; and
when I put the question to the hon. member for
Westmoreland, as to whether he was or was not

largely interested in a road to which the Govern-
ment of which he is a supporter and of which the
hon. gentleman is the chief, had granted large
subsidies, I did that, not with a special design to
annoy the hon. member for Westmoreland, but
because on this and on all other occasions I mean
to call the attention of the House and the country
to the position in which members of Parliament are
placed when large sums of money from the publie
chest are given to roads of which they are large
proprietors; and I repeat to the right hon. First
Minister that no system can be devised more con-
trary to all principles of sound government than
to allow members of Parliament, under cover of
the law, to become in this way pensioners of the
Government. We have had many notable instances
of this in this House. I do not design to protract
this discussion, and I will not enumerate those
instances, but if the hon, gentlemen wants them,
I can give him plenty of examples which have
been highly scan alous to the honor and credit of
members of Parliament, and to the Parliament of
Canada, which has permitted these things to exist.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I have this to say to
the bon. First Minister, who bas shown consider-
able warmth in this discussion, and it is generally
well understood that when the hon. gentleman
exhibits that warmth he feels that he and bis
Government have been struck pretty hard, and
have been exposed in transactions which they
cannot defend on public grounds. The right bon.
gentleman is the last man in this country from
whon any one should receive instruction. The bon.
gentleman's age should entitle hia to different
treatment, I admit ; but when he looks back on his
political life and to what he bas been connected
with-the bon. gentleman may smile--no doubt
he would like to forget those transactions-and
then ventures to lecture an bon. member of this
House, it is, to use the old saying, a case of Satan
rebuking sin. The hon. gentleman knew nothing
of what he was talking about, and he showed it in
his explanations. He said this was a winter route,
which is just one of the things it is not. It cannot
be used in the winter time at all. It was only
intended to accommodate the people of Prince
Edward Island during the summer months. When
the bon. gentleman undertakes to speak on a sub-
ject, he should be better qualified, from experience
and from information, than he bas shown himself
to be to-night. As to anything the hon. gentleman
says about myself, I treat it with the contempt it
deserves.

To pay widow of late W. B. Forbes, su-
perintendent, arrears of travelling
expenses from lst July, 1873, to lt
October, 1879...................SI $,250

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is an
item which requires some explanation. In the
first place, the amount is considerable, and in the
next place the practice of paying arrears running
over a period of six years is in itself a very quest-
ionable proceeding, unless there is soine strong
ground for it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It stands thus,
and I think the bon. gentleman will see that the
widow bas a fair claim to this money. On the Sth
of February, 1870, an Order in Council was pawsed
allowing the late superintendent $200 per annum
for travelling expenses, in addition to his regular
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salary. This allowance was paid to the end of
1873, when the payment was dropped. ln that
year his salary was raised, but the Order in Coun-
cil sanctioning the increase in his salary did not
refer to travelling expenses, and was not intended
to affect the allowance, the non-payment of which
rendered the increase altogether nugatory. Nearly
all the canal superintendents received this allow-
ance. In 1879 it was resumed, and this vote is to
cover the time during which the allowance was not
paid.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are we to
understand that no claim was preferred during
the long period from 1879 to' 1890? Here is a
claim which has elapsed for eleven years. It is
very clear that this gentleman was singularly
negligent in pressing this claim, or the Govern-
ment have been negligent in granting it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The allowance
was the sane in 1879, and it was paid from 1879
to Mr. Forbes until lie died.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did he make
any claim before?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That I cannot
say. It was stopped in 1873, for what reason I do
not know. There would be no claim, I take it,
until January of that year. Why it was not made
1 cannot tell; but this claim was presented by the
family of Mr. Forbes, and it is quite clear that by
some error or by some refusal of the claim it was
not paid; but in my opinion it was an honest
claim.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We should
have some explanation as to why the claim was
-not preferred before.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The man died a
year ago, and we do not know.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In ordinary
business, if such a claim were not preferred during
ten years, the presumption would be that there
was good reason for not preferring it ; and if it
was preferred and refused by the hon. gentleman's
predecessor, we ought to know the reason.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was stopped
in 1873-why, I do not know. The hon. gentleman
may remember, as lie was in the Government at
the time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In 1879 the

claim was pressed by Mr. Forbes, who was, for all
I know a political opponent of the Government of
which the hon. gentleman was a member. I do
not know anything about it, but at any rate we
did not get it and did not press it. At all events,
in 1879, lie claimed and got his allowance.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If lie thouglit
lie had a right, then lie must have applied before.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He may have
done so, but I do not know. I will make en-
quiries.

Mr. MULOCK. It seems to me that when Mr.
Forbes made his claim in 1879, if lie thought he
was entitled to be paid the same amount for the
six years preceding, he would have asked for those
arrears ; and not having asked for them, it must
be taken for granted that he did not consider he
was entitled to them. What was the increase of

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

salary given this man at the time the payment of
the extras was discontinued ? I understood the
right hon. gentleman to say that up to 1873 Forbes
received a certain salary with an allowance for
travelling expenses, and that in 1873 his salary was
increased and the travelling expenses discontinued,
the increase being intended to take the place of
the extras which had been previously allowed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; the increase
was made to put him on a par with other officers
holding similar positions, without reference to any
allowance for travelling expenses.

Mr. MULOCK. The circumstances under which
that increase was made should be made known to
the Committee, and all the papers in connection
with it should be brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will make
enquiries about them.

To additional pay to persons perma-
nently employed in the public ser-
vice, and remuneration to any
other persons for services rendered
for, or in connection with passing
vessels through the canals between
Lake Erie and Montreal, from
midnight on Saturdays to 6 a.m.
Sundays, and from 9 p.m. Sundays
to midnight........................ $10,000

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The men are
employed on the canals for six days in the week.
In order to prevent stagnation of trade and the
diversion of trade on the Welland Canal to the
Erie Canal, it was provided that the canal should
be opened froin midnight on Saturday till six in
the morning, so as to allow the crew and any
passengers on a vessel to go on shore to church if
they liked, and the canal was closed from six o'clock
on Sunday morning until nine o'clock on Sunday
night. This was a new engagement and we had
to get other men to do the work.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that the
first time that arrangement was put in force?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was paid out
of the general vote for contingencies, and it was
thouglt better to have it passed by Parliament im
this shape.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I believe representa-
tions have been made to the Government urging
them not to allow Sunday traffic on that canal,
and it is a question whether we should appropriate
this large sum of $10,000 for the purpose of enabl-
ing men to work on the Sabbath day. The labor-
ing men there should have an opportunity to devote
the Sabbath to their religious duties instead of our
encouraging a larger amount of traffic on that day.
I believe the Government did endeavor, after re-
ceiving representations, to prevent vessels from
doing business through the canal on Sundays except
in case of urgency, but now they propose to vote
$10,000 to encourage that Sunday business. Is it
not in the interests of morality, of keeping the
Sabbath day holy, and of decorum, to allow the
men to refrain from doing unnecessary work on the
Sunday?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think my hon.
friend will see that the question whether the canals
should be closed altogether on the Sunday is one
thing, andthepayment of anymenwho are employed
when the canaIs are open is another thing. If the
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hon. gentleman thinks that the canals should be
closed on Sunday and the whole traffic paralysed
along the line of our lakes and rivers, that should
he brought up and discussed as a separate question.
At present, the instructions of the Government are
that the canals shall be closed from 6 o'clock in the
morning till9 o'clock at night. The whole of the Sun-
day which includes the hours for divine service is
kept for the crews of those vessels. This matter was
discussed in the House very thoroughly on more
than one occasion, but I am quite satisfied that, if
you (1o not desire to render our whole canal system
infinitely less able than it is now, and less able to
compete with the railway and canal system of the
United States, you must not interrupt the flow of
the waters through the canals or the lakes. The
crews are on board the vessels on Sunday when
they are crossing Lake Superior, Lake Erie and
Lake Ontario, and yet, because there is a little cut
through the land at the Welland Canal, they are to
he stopped. I think, if we discussed this matter
on its merits, I should have the support of my hon.
friend (Mr. Wilson), but at present I would sug-
gest that he should let the item pass.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think there was some
remonstrance sent from St. Catharines against the
opening of the canal on Sunday. Are those people
satisfied now?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have not
heard anything on the subject for nine months.

Mr. LAN)ERKIN. I do not like the argu-
ment of the First Minister that because the Ameri-
cans break the Sabbath we should do so also in
01(er to compete with them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Suppose we
had Jews for workingmen we might avoid the
dilficilty.

Post Office Department............ $26,461 20
*Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is here

a sni of $200 to enable the Postmaster General
to increase Mr. Sydenham Howe's salary to $600
a year. What is the position occupied by this
gentleman? I think he was auditor or something
of that kind in the post office at Halifax at a
pretty good salary,'and he cannot be supposed to
occupy the position of a junior clerk.

Mr. HAGGART. He was formerly a civil ser-
vice clerk at $600. He was superannuated, I
think, at $200, and this is to enable us to employ
him at the rate he was previously receiving.

. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My impres-
sion was that he occupied a much more responsible
position. I thought he occupied the position of
deputy receiver general or something of that kind
at Halifax, and got a considerable pension when
his office was closed. He is a son of the late
Joseph Howe, is he not ?

Mr. RAGGART. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Referring to

the Auditor General's Report, I see that his super-
annuation allowance was $1,215, so that he must
have been occupying, as I thought, an important
Position. He could not sibly have that super-
annuation allowance ues he had occupied a
post with a salary of about $2,400. I daresay
Mr. Howe is a good officer, but I can hardly
understand how he can be placed in the position

of a clerk at $400 or $600 a year in the Post Office
Inspector's office.

Mr. HAGGART. I think this is to make up.
the amount to the salary he was receiving before
he was superannuated.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. SoI presume,
but what office- does he fill, because he can hardly
receive this amount for a simple clerkship?

Mr. HAGGART. It is the first time I have
heard the gentleman's name, and I have not the
list here.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is of
some importance in reference to the employment
of superannuated officers, and I should be glad to
have the information.

Mr. HAGGART. I will bring it down to-
norrow.

Amount req uired to pay Canadian
Pacific Railway ompany for
mail service be tween Vancouver
and Victoria...... .......

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
that mean?

$4,000

What does

Mr. HAGGART. There are two amounts that
had lapsed. The contractors had not sent in their
account for the last year, but tbey have done the
work.

Amount required to pay Canadian
Pacific Railway Company for
mail service on main lineo... . $20,261 20

Mr. WATSON. I would like to call the atten-
tion of the Postmaster General to a matter which
interests a large portion of the constituency which
I represent. I mentioned the matter to him the
other day, and I suppose he has looked into it-I
refer to carrying the mails on the Manitoba and
North-Western Railway. The people along the
Manitoba and North-Western Railway from Portage
la Prairie for some 225 miles, are actually delayed
two days in getting their mail under the present
arrangement. The mail service is contracted for
over the Manitoba and North-Western from Port-
age la Prairie to different points along that line.
At present, under the existing arrangement, the
Manitoba and North-Western are running tri-
weekly trains to Winnipeg, a train leaving Winni-
peg at 11.15, and the Canadian Pacific Railway,
which carries the mail to Portage la Prairie to be
distributed at that point, leaves Winnipeg at 1.20 ;
the result is that the Manitoba and North-Western
only running three trains a week, the people along
that line of railway have to wait two or three days.
For instance, Saturday's mail is not dispatched
until the following Tuesday. I hope the Minister
will make some arrangements with the railway for
carrying the mails from Winnipeg for the Manitoba
and North-Western people instead of from Portage
la Prairie. At present the people as far west as
Calgary receive the mail as early as they do on
the Manitoba and North-Western, a few miles from
Portage la Prairie. These circumstances have
only to be mentioned to the House to convince
hon. members that an injustice is being done to
these people. I know the change in running
arrangement was made recently, but I do not think
this House would refuse spending a sum of money
which is sufficient to compensate the Manitoba and
North-Western people for carrying their mails
from Winnipeg to Portage la Prairie.
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Mr. HAGGART. In reference to the subject
which the hon. gentleman has mentioned, I have
been in communication with the railroad company.
As he states, the Manitoba and North-Western run
a train at present into Winnipeg which starts an
hour before the Canadian Pacific Railway train
leaves for Portage la Prairie, and as a consequence
if the mails went by the Canadian Pacific Railway
and thence by the Manitoba andNorth-Westernthey
would be delayed 23 hours. But you must remember
that the cost of paying an extra train from Winni-
peg to Portage la Prairie amounts to $1,800 a
year, or a great deal more than we derive altoge-
ther in postage all along the line of the Manitoba and
North-Western Railway. However, the Post Office
Department are making arrangements by which the
postal matter will be carried on the train men-
tioned.

Further amount required for surveys,
examination of survey returns,
printing of plans, &c.............. $30,000

Mr. DEWDNEY. When the item was up in
the main Estimates for this work it was late at
night and the item passed without any comment.
The amount asked for in the main Estimates is
$95,000. At that time I found upon enquiry that
we should really require $125,000 to meet our
engagements and carry out the surveys proposed
until the end of the next financial year. The
operations of the surveyors depend a great deal
upon the seasons and the time at which they are
able to set out in the spring and the time at which
they are obliged to cease in the autumn. Last
year our surveyors were out very late, which added
considerably to the expense. I have asked for this
inoney in order that we might have an amount over
the estimates voted last year to meet our expendi-
ture to the 30thJune. Next yearwe propose to carry
out and continue our system of making surveys
and sub-division surveys in the railway belt in
British Columbia, which we estimate will cost
$16,000. In Manitoba and the North-West town-
ship outlines will take $35,000, and sub-division
.contracts and examination and correction of sur-
veys will take $10,200. Then I propose to send
up to the James' Bay region, and to run a line from
the Lake Temiscamingue to James' Bay. It is
uncertain where that will strike. It is found
necessary on account of the negotiations now going
on with reference to the boundaries between On-
tario and Quebec, and at the same time it is
necessary to get some information in regard to
James' Bay, the head office estimates that about
$21,000 will be required ; printers, $3,900; miscel-
laneous expenses, $5,400.

Mr. WATSON. In what part of Manitoba are
these surveys carried on?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I propose to send two par-
ties into the Lake Dauphin district, where setle-
ment is going on. I think we have only two or
three townships which have been sub-divided, and
I want to send two parties there immediately in
order to aXoid conflicts.

Mr. WATSON. I am glad to hear the Minister
state that he is going to send surveyors to the
Lake Dauphin district, because there is a great de-
mand for land at the present time, and people are
coming in there every day. Unless the surveyors
go there very soon people will squat on lands and
there will be trouble.

Mr. WATsoN.

Amount required to cover unpro-
vided items for 1888-89, as per
Auditor General's Report, page
D-64.......................... $555,609 86

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In what
special sub-divisions of the service did the hon.
gentleman's estimates fall short ? I observe that
the total estimate has not been exceeded, but it is
evident that $104,000 have been over-expended in
certain particular branches.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I have a statement prepared,
which I forgot to bring with me. I think it is in
reference to an over-expenditure on the Indian
consolidated fund, which has been going on during
the last ten or twelve years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are we to
understand that the $104,000 unprovided did not
occur during last year, but is the accumulation of
a number of years ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The accumulation for a
number of years.

Mr. MULOCK. If this is the case, it represents
an improper state of affairs, for it means that
large sums have been spent without parliamentary
authority.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I thought the statement I
made at the time was correct, but I find I was mis-
taken.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the
Minister bring down the details ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.

The estate of the late Major R. S.
King, Welland Field Battery:-
Rent of building to store guns,
&c., of the Battery, from 1862 to
1883,22 years, at $100 per annum. 2,200 00

Transport of ammunition, stores and
arms of the Battery (0. C., 6th
January, 1890.).................. 102 53

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Under what
circtimstances is this vote asked ? How does the
Militia Department come to have allowed rent to
accumulate for 22 years and then bring dowu a
vote for the amount in a lump at this time ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The memorandum
which I have to communicate to the House is as
follows :-From 1862 to 1883 Major King provided
a suitable building for a battery at Port Robinson.
The Government and the county council voted
some moneys in 1872 for the erection of the neces-
sary shed and store room, but nothing further was
done. Major King, besides this, paid rent to a
farmer of Thorold for storage of powder, fuses,
&c., as he had no magazine at his disposal.
The claim is $100 per annum from 1862 to
1883, inclusive, making about $2,200. The
Deputy Adjutant General says the claim is a
just one. The memorandum goes on further to
give an examination of items 8, 9 and Il of the
account rendered. In 1864, Major King received
from the Government two cases of arms, and the
freight was unpaid, amount, $2.36. In 1886, he
received four nine-pounder guns, complete ; the
teaming from Thorold station to Port Robinson
cost $60. The same year he received a carload of
ammunition; the freight and teaming, which was
unpaid, amounted to $53 and $4; total $71.36.
The Deputy Adjutant General considers these
items as being correct. Items 10, I2 and 15 ; In
1886, he received four cases of arme, freight un-

4155 4156



4157 [APRiL 29, 1890.] 4158

paid, $1.70. Same year he received three barrels
of ammunition, freight unpaid, $2.25. In 1872, lie
spent $6. 10 repairing harness for the battery of
whiich lie was in commaid. In 1876, he received
four gun carriages, the teaming of which cost $6,
aud the same year he had to pay the teaming for
four nine-poutnder guns, with carriages and a
large quantity of ammunition from Port Robinson
to Thorold, which cost $15. The Deputy Adjutant
General says: I have seen the shipping bill and
receipts which are evidently bond fide. Then,
there were 37 days' pension, at $400 per annum,
from the lst July, 1885, to the 7th August, 1885,
the day of the death of Major King. He lost his
leg during the Fenian troubles, and lie was receiv-
ing a pension from the Government, and this
amount was due when he died.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like
to know under what possible circumstances a rent
aimounting to $100 could have been allowed to
accumîulate for 22 years ; Did Major King never
make any application from 1862 to 1883 for the
rent of these buildings ? Was no agreement entered
into with him?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There was no agree-
ment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a most
unusual thing that rent should be allowed to ac-
cumulate for nearly a quarter of a century, and for
seven years after the building seems to have been
used. It is a very dubious sort of claim.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E..) It is ridiculous.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is not so absurd or

ridiculous as the hon. gentleman seems to say it is.
The case arose in this way : 'The Government and
the city council provided for the building of a shed.
Major King was in command of the Welland
Battery, and pending the time that this shed was
being built the guns were stored away in a shed
which the Major provided.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did he make
any claim?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. He made no claim
because at that period it was supposed that the
Government was going to provide for the storage
of the Government guns. Major King met with
somfe losses, the circumstances of which I cannot
be quite sure of, and when he died the amount for
the rent of the shed during that period of years
w-as sent to the Department.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Did he put in a claim
during his lifetime ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The claim, I believe,
was sent in the Department before he died. I was
Wrong in stating the other day that I thought the
claim had been put in before I took charge of the
Department. I find from the statement placed in
my hands it was in 1882 that the claim was made.

Mr. MITCHELL. What claim?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. He put in a claim
for $100 per annumu for the period of time the shed
had been used.

M-r. MITCHELL. as it taken you 18 years
to find out the facts of this case, Mr. Minister ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It did not take me
18 years, for I was not there.

Mr. MITCHELL. I thought you said the claim
was put in 1872 ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I read the statement
to the hon. gentleman which was placed in my
hands.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is that all you know about
it?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think that is quite
sufficient.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think it is sufficient,
and we ought to have more information.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I do not think the
hon. gentleman could ask for any more information.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think lie can.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have stated that

from 1862 to 1883, Major King provided suitable
buildings for the battery at Port Robinson.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know anything about
it except what you read from that paper?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No. How could I
know anything more about it than from the reports
of my officers? I have not been there to examine
whether the shed is up or not, or whether the guns
were stored there, and I have to accept the reports
of the Adjutant General and the officers of my
Department.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think those reports ought
to be laid on the Table.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am prepared to do so.

Mr. MITCHELL. Wait a moment, I am doing
the talking now, if you please. I think the re-
ports ouglit to be laid on the Table to enable us to
get some information. A claim that has n'ot been
settled for 22 years we ought to enquire about it.
ls this the Major King who ran against W. J.
Thompson, in 1872?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I do not know any-
thing about it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps your neighbor beside
you knows ; he is an Ontario man. Is lie the man
who lost his leg ?

An hon. MEMBER. Yes. It is the sanme
man in whose favor you made a speech up there.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I made a remark that
this claim was absurd, and it seems to have ap-
peared to the Minister of Militia as being a very
ridiculous statement. I have listened to what the
Minister of Militia has read and I cannot come to
any other conclusion. If Major King, 22 years
ago, paid money for the old Provinces of Canada,
or the old Province of Ontario, and did not send in
bis bill to the old Province, or to the old Parliament
of Canada, I fail to see on what possible ground
the present Dominion of Canada can be asked to
liquidate that bill. 1, for one, most strenuously
object to pay these old claims which have
been lost sight of for twenty or thirty years.
It is ridiculous and absurd that this Parliament
should be asked to pay some old claims which were
in abeyance, which were net pressed, and which
do not appear to have been rendered to the Pro-
vinces of Canada before they came into Confedera-
tion. On what ground, legal or moral, should we
pay this claim ? We are not responsible for it,
and we must have strong grounds, at this day, be-
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fore we should consent to paying a claim which
has been standing for twenty-two years without
being pressed. If I understand the hon. gentle-
man, some claim was rendered in 1872, but it was
not recognised by the Department, and if he wants
to override the decision of the Department at that
time, I think he bas to give stronger reasons than
the mere opinion of the Deputy Adjutant General
that the claim seems to be good. I want to know
the grounds on which he arrives at that conclusion.
1, for one, most strenuously and determinedly object
to pay a claim which existed before this Confed-
eration came into existence, and which was ignored
and rejected by the Department until it comes up
again in the year 1890, without any reasons being
given why it should be paid. I say Parliament bas
no right to grant such a claim, and there is not a
constituency in the Dominion but will laugh at us
if we grant it without some legal or moral grounds
being given why we should do so.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman
will remember that this matter came up on Friday
night late, when I was asked to produce the reports,
and I said I would. It was impossible for me to
have the reports prepared for to-night, but I had
a synopsis prepared. The hon. gentlenan's argu-
ment is perfectly correct, that a claim which origi-
nated previous to Confederation inight possibly
require a great deal of explanation before Parlia-
ment should be asked to entertain it ; but the hon.
gentleman must remember that the fact of its
having originated previous to Confederation does
not change the question in so far as the liability of
Canada is concerned.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Yes; it does.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If the hon. gentleman

permits me to continue my argument, he may get
up afterwards, and if he succeeds in convincing
me, I shall be quite ready to admit it. What I
was going to say was that after Confederation the
whole militia force, the different buildings belong-
ing to the different Provinces, and everything con-
nected with the militia force, were handed over to
the Government of Canada. No doubt the use of
this shed avoided the necessity for the Govern-
ment to expend money for the erection of a
building for the purpose of securing and pro-
tecting the property of the Government in
the shape of guns and ammunition. The hon.
gentleman knows that when we have to store
our powder, and other stores which are required
in artillery practice, they must be stored in a place
where they will be perfectly secure. The hon.
gentleman sees from the receipts, which the Deputy
Adjutant General says are correct, that this
amount of money bas been paid to this farmer.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) How much ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. J tell the hon. gentle-
man that I will produce all the statements which
I have in the Department; I have nothing to bide.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did he pay after he was
dead?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The bon. gentleman
is so clever that he should be able to answer that
question himself ; no one but himself could answer
such a question, and I leave him to answer it. I
have given all the information I have. I have
stated that I am prepared to lay on the Table the

Mr. DAviys (P.E.L )

reports made to this Department, and the item was
put in the Estimates because it was one that ouglit
to be paid.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have asked the hon. Minis-
ter a very civil question, and he has answered mie
in a manner which outside of the House I wouid
call impertinent. In the House I cannot say that;
but I have to say that when a Minister brings in a
claim so extraordinary as one for 22 years'rent for
a building, the owner of which has been dead for
years, I think he should have a more civil manner
of answering the question I asked. I have been
told that this man has been dead since 1883, and
yet the hon. Minister asks us to pay rent which this
man is said to have paid some farmer seven years
after he was dead. The whole matter is so fishy,
and the hon. gentleman is so unable to give a satis-
factory explanation of it, that I think he ought at
least, if he cannot give information, to keep a civil
tongue in his head when proper questions are asked.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) The hon. gentleman
has not stated the amount paid by Mr. King to
the farmer. The hon. gentleman must see that lie
is opening a door through which an enormous
number of claims will come in. The Dominion of
Canada, if it is going to assume the liabilities of
the old Provinces of Canada, will have to assume
debarred claims of the Provinces of Prince Edward
Island, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. There
is no lirit to these claims; if you go back twenty-
two years, you may go back fifty years. I, for one,
will never consent to vote this money unless I have
some further information and some more convinc-
ing reasons for doing so ; I think it would be an
injustice. Why, you will have them pouring in
upon you from all sides. We must not be asked
to vote noney without having the evidence before
us, as well as the conclusion of the Adjutant Gen-
eral. If the claim is a just one, I would not stand
in the way, except as regards the part before
Confederation, and as regards that, whether the
claim be good or not, we ought not to pay it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the objection taken
by the member for Queen's is perfectly correct. In1
1866, when in London the conference was
fixing the terms of Confederation, each of the
Maritime Provinces produced a statement of its
assets and its liabilities, and the old Province of
Canada in general terms produced the gross amount.
We gave details, but the Province of old Can-
nada, from that day to this, has never shown her
assets in detail, or given the details to show how
the balance given was arrived at. Here is a case
in which the very question arises whether these
old debts of old Canada are to be paid by the
Maritime Provinces. I object to the principle of
paying these bills in this way, and I object to this
claim on another principle. I do not think we
should accept it on the simple statement of one of
the officers of the Militia Department, which we
know is not a very economically managed Depart-
ment. The Adjutant General makes a report,
and that is all the information the Minister can
give us, and when asked for details is rather
inclined to give a sharp reply but no information.
We have suffered enough by old Canada ; we were
misled and deceived in relation to its assets and
liabilities. We gave the particulars of our assets
and liabilities, but never got theirs. I am speaking
in the presence of at least one gentleman who was
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at the conference, and who knows what I state to
be true.

-Ir. LANDERKIN. Who are the representa-
tives of this estate?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The papers I am
going to bring down will show that. The claim
,ras sent in in the name of the estate, and I cannot
tell now who are the representatives.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Who made the applica-
tion for the claim?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It was made by the
estate.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Who made it, the dead
man?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The dead mani, speak-
ing through a living man, but through whom I do
not know.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It appears to me that you
do not know anything about it.

Mr. FOSTER. We will let this item stand.
Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to call the attention

of the Minister to another claim that was sub-
mitted to him some time ago. I refer to the claim
of the captain of the 24th Battalion of Kent. He
rented a building to store the arms and equipment
of his company, for which he agreed to pay the
sumin of 840 a year. Ie made a claim on the
)epartment which I think ought to be admitted.
I think the Minister ought to pay some attention
to this claim, more especially when he is consider-
insg clains twenty-four years old. Has the hon.
gentleman come to any decision about this claim,
for storing these arms and clothing during the
past two years?'

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The matter was
brought up last Session, and I explained to the
hon. gentleman that the captain received the grant
of mnoney which is allowed by Parliament for
the storing of these arms and clothing, and
w-e could not very well pay him the second time.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Parliament is supposed to
provide a place to keep these arms and clothing,
and the allowance to the captain is simply for
taking care of them and not for furnishing a
place to keep them in. The Militia Department
is certainly expected to provide some suitable
place in which to store these arms. It would be
impossible to suppose that a captain could provide
a place to keep them on the small allowance of $40.
Other officers receive $40 in places where they have
a good drill shed and armory, and where there is
noue the Government should provide one.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This case gives me a great
deal of hope. I brought up some years ago the
claims of volunteers, some of whom lived in Han-
over and some in Durham, who contracted a fever
while they were at drill. Up to this time, the
Minister of Militia has not paid the expenses they
imcurred during their illness, but now I have great
hopes that he will take up their case, though it is
about 8 or 10 years old, and will see that they are
paid. There is no doubt about the justice of their
claims, and I think the only reason why payment
has been refused is that I have not supported the
Minister of Militia. I think I have given him a
generous support to-night. I have looked into his
pedigree, and I will look into it a little more if he
does not do justice to these volunteers.
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Mr. MULOCK. If we are asked to pay this
claim because it is a bona fide debt, I think the
Minister should lay on the Table the correspond-
ence on which the report is based as well as the
report. The hon. gentleman might also inforrm
the House what number of batteries were sheltered
during these 22 years, so that we may have sorne
idea whether $100 a year is adequate or inade.
quate for this service. In the country $100 a
year will obtain considerable shed accommodation.
I have a little suspicion that this claim is pressed
on account of the public services rendered by the
late Major King, and I would sympathise to some
extent with that, knowing the value of the services
vhich lie rendered. In regard to the attitude of

some hon. gentlemen, that, because part of this
claim originated before Confederation, it should
not be recognised now, there may be a great deal
of force in that argument, but we would be in a
very peculiar position if we were to repudiate a
just claim against a Province which ceased to pre-
serve its identity at Confederation when it becane
part of the Dominion. No particular Province
would pay ain amount of this kind, and it must be
either repudiated altogether or paid by the Dom-
inion.

Mr. MITCHELL. It will be recollected by
some hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches
that there was an official notice given to the
Dominion Governnient by the Governmient of
Ontario-I am speaking under correction-that
they would not pay any of these old claims unless
they were fßrst submitted to and approved by the
Ontario Government.

To pay the depositors in the Savings
Bank the amount appropriated by
the assistant postmaster at King-
ston ............. ...... ,.......... $3,253 47

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not
going to object to the Government making good
the defalcations of this officer, but I would call
attention to the extraordinary state of thing which
has prevailed for nany years in this post office at
Kingston. I called the attention of the late Post-
master General to the very extraordinary circum-
stances connected with the robberies comnrnitted by
the assistant postmaster at Kingston, Mr. William
Shannon, and to the fact that, though this man
was caught red-handed by the Governmnent inspec-
tor, he was given twenty-four hours in order to
allow him to depart fromi Kingston. No punish-
nient was inflicted upon him, though it was proved
that he had committed several robberies, and I
believe forgeries. At any rate, it was proved that
he had opened letters and had taken money from
them, and innocent junior officers had been sus-
pected of having committed those offences. That
should have called the attention of the Govern-
ment to the state of affairs in Kingston, and yet
the very next year the man who was selected
to replace Shannon is found to have committed
a great number of frauds reaching back for a
series of years, involving robberies and forgeries,
and, when he is brought up for trial, he receives a
sentence of only two years in the penitentiary.
He fared a little worse than his predecessor in
office, who got off scot free with the knowledge
and connivance of the Government officials. It
seems to me that the conduct of the Government
in dealing with Mr. William Shannon and in al-
lowing such a small punishment to be inflicted
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upon Mr. Burns who succeeded him, and for whose
malfeasance, I presurne, this vote is asked, requires
some explanation. If I am rightly informed,
several officers of the Postmaster General's Depart-
ment, many of them young men under 21 years of
age, have been convicted and sentenced to 5 years
or 7 years, or perhaps 14 years in the penitentiary,
I will not be certain about the time ; but, at all
events, they have been sentenced to long terms for
offences which appear to me to have been infinitely
less serious offences than those committed by Mr.
Burns. The case of Mr. Shannon has already been
discussed in this House, and in that case no pun-
ishment whatever was inflicted on the offender. I
considered that that reflected gravely on the whole
administration of justice and on the administration
of the Postnaster General of the day. In the
case of Mr. Burns, I am not prepared to
say that the Postmaster General or the Post
Office authorities neglected their duties. I
do say that the attention of the House ought to
be called to the fact, that so very trifling a sen-
tence as two years was inflicted on a high official
proved guilty of having committed such offences as
I have described, w-hile junior officers found guilty
of opening indivi(lual letters, were sentenced to
terms of punishment three and four tines as great.
I can conceive of nothing which is more calculated
to debauch the service than to see such a differ-
ence in the punishments awarded for offences of an
inferior degree of criminality to those which are
awarded for offences of the very highest kind. I
think the attention of the House ought to be
called to the circumstances connected with the de-
falcation for which we are asked to provide. I do
not know whether the Postmaster General knows
the facts of his ow-il knowledge.

Mr. HAGGART. I know the whole facts as re-
ported to me. With reference to the punishments
inflicted on the parties who have been found
guilty of any crime, as this man Burns was, of
robbing the post office, the Government of the
Dominion have nothing whatever to do. All we
did was to lay a charge, and he was prosecuted by
the County Attorney in Kingston, an official of
the Ontario Government, who sees that the law is
admiiiistered in the Province, and he was tried be-
fore the Police Magistrate appointed by the On-
tario Government, who awarded the punishment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it
was the County Judge.

Mr. HAGGART. The Dominion Government
are in no way responsible for the punishment. All
the Post Office Departinent did, when the facts
came to their knowledge, was to communicate them
at once to the officers of the Ontario Government
and see that the offenders were arrested and tried
for their crime. As to the distinction between the
punishment, one case was before the Police Magis-
trate in Ottawa, I think, where two young men
convicted of robbing the mails were sentenced to
five years, whereas in Kingston the Police Magis-
trate sentenced the offender to two years. There
was no effort made by the Postmaster General to
have the sentences lessened br increased.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did not
allege the Postmaster General in this case was re-
sponsible; the hon. gentleman's predecessor was,
in my opinion, gravely derelict in duty in allowing
the man Shannon to escape, or in not puriishing the

Sir RicHARD CARTwRiGHT.

officers who permitted him to escape. Rut this
case stands on a different footing. I believe the
Postmaster General is in error in thinking that it
was the Police Magistrate who sentenced him ; myrecollection is that it was the County Judge. If I
am correctly informed this man committed a
great number of offences ; I fancy he inst
have committed forgeries by the score. What
I am informed he did was deliberately to
falsify the accounts of illiterate depositors
having deposits in the Post Office Savings Bank,
that he did this for a series of years, that he picked
out the illiterate depositors and availed himself of
his position to inake false entries in the books and
false reports-the Postmaster General can correct
me if I am overstating the case-in other words,
he committed a whole seriesof offences of the gravest
possible character. Now, it is quite possible that
he was tried for only one.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He was tried and con-
victed on several indictments. There are several
convictions yet against him, but he was sentenced
on only one conviction, and he is liable still to be
sentenced on the others.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not want
to add to the man's punishment, but it does appear
to me there is something seriously amiss-whether
it comes under the purview of the Minister of Jus-
tice or not, except in the way of exercising the par-
doning power-it appears to me there is something
seriotusly amiss when we find a inan of mature
years-this was a man of 40-occupying a high
position in the Kingston post office, and who was
proved to have carried on the worst possible crimes
in appropriating the money of these poor people for
many years; and that this man should havebeen sen-
tenced to but two years,while very young men w-ho
had given way to temptation, and were pilfering,
moneyfromletters, were sentenced forperiodsnearly
threetimesasgreat. Itappears tome that iscontrary
to all justice and morality, and is calculated to do
great damage to the public at large. Whether the
fault lies with the Police Magistrate here, or the
Police Magistrate iu Kingston, or with the Ontario
Government, or in any other quarter, I an not
prepared to say ; but I am prepared to say that it
is a scandal, in my judgment, that the greater
criminal should escape with so very much lighter
sentence than the younger and lesser criminals.
I think it is a thing that the Minister of Justice
might well take cognisance of.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Of course we are not in a
position to say anything with respect to a judgment
passed by the Police Magistrate or the Superior
Court judge on a conviction rendered before them.
But I would like to know why it was that the other
convictions were obtained and no sentence pro-
nounced?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have no charge
of the case at all. If in these cases there is a
crime committed, and a case goes to trial, we
generally ask some counsel to attend on behalf of
the Department and assist the County Crown Attor-
ney, unless the accused pleads guilty. I think my-
self it would be better that the severer sentence
should be pronounced at once, instead of waiting
for judgment on the other convictions.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although I
am as well disposed as any man to respect the
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decisions of judges, we must remember that we in
the House of Commons are entitled to review even
the proceedings of judges in certain respects; and
w ith all respect to the legal profession, I must
naintain my right. My attention has been called
at arious times to the extraordinary difference
iii sentences inflicted by different judges. I find
that one judge will sentence for three years where
aiothier will sentence for 14 years, and the punish-
ment depends on the temper and views of the part-
icular judge very often nuch more than on the
guiit of the prisoner. Of course,I amnot prepared to
speak of all cases, but I think the Minister will find
iii tiis case I am quite correct, and that the criminals
who night well have been let off with lesser sent-
enees have received far heavier sentences than were
inflicted in this particular case. I am not going to
interfere with the prerogative of the Crown ; I am
not going to say that it is necessary to reduce the
sentences that have been inflicted on these people,
but I think there is a very great anomaly and
injury inflicted when cases like these cone
up. These three persons are now serving terms in
Kingston Penitentiary together, and I must say it
appears to me that the case of the man Burns is

astly more aggravated than the cases of those
y oung men to whom the Postmaster General alluded,
and who, I believe, only committed one or two of-
fences running over a very short period, whereas
this offence runs over many years. They got five
years, and Burns got two years.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think the
hon. member distinctly heard my remarks. I was
not at all finding fault with what the hon. gentle-
man said by way of criticism of the sentences in
these cases. On the contrary, I said it would have
been better in the grosser cases of that kind that a
severer sentence should have been pronounced on
the first conviction, or else that several consecutive
sentences should have been pronounced, and if
there were any mitigating circumstances they
should have been left to the executive, because of
the public impression produced when a severe sen-
tence is pronounced in a very aggravated case like
this. The cases of the young men are those of
postal clerks detected in robbery. They were only
convicted on one offence; but, generally speaking,
it is found that they have been carrying on the
practice for a long time and only have been de-
tected m a comparatively trifling case. The law
fixes in such case a minimum of 5 years imprison-
ment, and that is why the sentence was 5 years in
their case; and I have been unable of late years
to recommend a mitigation in any case where postal
elerks have been guilty of robbery, because the
offence has become very prevalent, notwithstand-
ing the severity of sentences. In regard to the
disparity of sentences in general : that strikes the
public mind everywhere, but in this country no more
than in others. We have a very great number of
these cases to review in my Department. I think
on an average about 1,500 applications per year are
made for executive clemency, and in such applica-
tions any disparity of the sentences has always
been observed, and- in many cases when long sen-
tences appear to have been inflicted for trifling
offences an impression has been made on the public
mind that somse sentences are too severe. It bas
generally been found that these are by no means
the first offences against the law.
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Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I wish to guard myself
against a misapprehension that I am opposed to
the view that a member of Parliament bas a right
to discuss in this House any sentence passed by any
judge in the land. I must distinctly disavow any
such intention. I believe that every member has
a right to call for the evidence and to discuss
before Parliament any sentence which iay have
been pronounced, but I was only guarding myself
against expressing an opinion on a collateral matter
when I had not the evidence before nie.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to bring before
the Postmaster General an occurrence of two years
ago. A letter was sent by the Bank of Commerce
to a lady, containing a large sum of money, and
the money was extracted from the letter. After a
delay of six or eight months, restitution was made
by the Postmaster at Pahniîerston, but a balance of
from $20 to $30 was kept back. I should like to
hear an explanation from the Postnaster General.

Mr. HAGGART. I do not know any of the
circumstances of the case. The Government in no
case refunds money lost in the mails, but if it is
through the fault of an officer, such officer is made
to recoup the amount, but if the money lias been
feloniously abstracted, the party will be arrested.
I do not nnderstand why any portion of the money
should have been kept back.

Msr. MULOCK. What is the rule in regard to
taking security from postmasters who receive
public moneys ?

Mr. HAGGART. A very small amount is taken
as security ; in Burns' case it was only $400.

Mr. MULOCK. No doubt the Postmaster
General is simply following the example of bis
predecessors, but he will be open to criticism if he
does not obtain greater security.

Harbors and Rivers-General repairs
and improvements. ............... $7,000

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will any of this amount be
expended in removing the bar at the river Thames ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to finish
the work of the year.

Mr. CAMPBELL. This is a very important
matter and it is important inasmuch as the con-'
tract was commenced last year and only half com-
pleted. It only requires about $4,000 more to
complete the work. Vessels are now moving in
that river and it is impossible to get them in or
out without shifting the cargo. Might I ask if it
is the intention of the Minister to go on with the
work, as he stated he intended, to a deputation a
short time ago ? I suppose we may expect a sum
in the supplementary Estimates providing for that
work ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say yes
or no. The Estimates will be down in a very short
time.

Mr. CAMPBELL. You promised the deputation
that you would go on with the work.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I stated to the
deputation that I would examine the matter and
then lay the whole thing before my colleagues. If
my colleagues are not willing to go on with the
work, then, I cannot help it.

Compensation to M. M. Peloquin and
Phaneuf for the loss of their barge
at Nicolet, &c ..................... $400
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Mr. JONES (Halifax). It appears to me that if
the Government give the idea that they are re-
sponsible for the loss of property where navigation
is obstructed, they are establishing a dangerous
precedent. It is difficult to say what claims may
arise from it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The work was
under construction and there was a buoy put to in-
dicate the obstruction, but it appears the water
rose above the buoy, and, as it was a dark night
when this barge came along, she was wrecked.
This was the only nmeans of living for these poor
men. Their claim was for $1,20 and the matter
was referred to the Minister of Justice, who said
that in a strictly legal sense they could not recover,
but as it was a question of equity, the House might
grant a sum if it were laid before Parliament.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Who drove in the piles
there that caused the obstruction ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was the con-
tractor, but he had taken the necessary precaution.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I do not object to the
amount, but it appears to me you are establishing
a very dangerous principle.

Mr. MULOCK. Do you not require a con-
tractor to give security that he will not construct
his work in such a way as would endanger pro-
perty or life?

Sir HETOR LANGEVIN. That has never
been done. It is the first time an accident of this
kind has occurred.

Mr. MULOCK. You have been fortunate so
far, but this suggests the propriety for doing
something to make the contractor cautious. To-
day, you have got your experience at a very small
cost, but to-morrow it may be soime large ,essel
which would be lost, and the owner may urge his
claim here and may argue that the Government
accepted the responsibility.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will take a note
of that.

Arnount required f0 supplement that
voted by the British Association
for the advancement of science for
the purpose of making an investi-
gation into the physical character,
languages. and industrial and so-
cial condition of the North-West
tribes of the Dominion of Canada,
and especially the tribes andbands
of British Columbia............ $500

Mr. FOSTER. This is one of the little things in
which we encourage research into past records.
We gave $750 last year to this society in further-
ance of this object. This year they made a demand
for $1,000, and we came to the conclusion to give
them $500 for the researches they are to carry on
this year, and then to stop the grant.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I am glad to hear the
latter part of the statement.

To purchase and supply seed grain for
settiers in the North-West Terri-
tories............................... $31,500

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What was the amount
we carried the other evening ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It was a small item of $250
which we expended two years ago ; but the debate
took place on this item. I promised to bring down
a return, and in looking over the papers to-day I
found that I had more information than I thought

Mr. JoNES (Halifax).

I had. It is being copied, and I will lay it on the
Table when it is finished.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I know nothing that
will do more harm to the country than the-know-
ledge of this fact, that we have been obliged to
spend $31,000 to purchase seed grain for the North-
West. The general impression is that that country
is our granary, from which we are going to get our
food supply ; that it is very fertile ; that while
there is failure of crops in Dakota, there is none in
our Territories. That is accepted as true in the
Province I come from. I must say that on seeing
the Government taking $31,000 to purchase seed
grain for the North-West, ny faith in the country
has been very much shaken.

Resolutions reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1.12
a.n. (Wednesday).

HlOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 30th April, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 145) to amend the Militia Act. He
said: The object of the Bill is to repeal section 37
of the Militia Act, which is as follows:-

" There shall be appointed an officer who holds the rank
of colonel, or superior thereto, ln Her Majesty's regular
army, who shall be charged under the orders of Her
Majesty with the military command and discipline of
the milia la, and who, while he holds such appointment.
shahl have the rank cf Major-General lu the mî litia, aud
shall be paid at the rate of $4,000 per annum in full of all
pay and allowanccs."
The Bill which I ask permission to introduce pro-
poses that this section shall be anended by makig
eligible to the position of officer commanding Her
Majesty's forces in Canada, any person holding
the rank of lieutenant-colonel in the active nilitia
in Canada, or superior rank, as well as those
made eligible under the îlause in question. I find
that this section did not originate in 1886;
but, tracing it back, it appears that it is substantially
a continuation of the principle embodied inc the
Militia Act passed in the first Session after
Confederation. I have not before me the Act
to which I now refer, but it provided that the
officer commanding the forces in Canada must be a
person who has been educated to the military pro-
fession, and holds the rank at least of a field officer
in Her Majesty's regular army. That is the idea
we find embodied in the Militia Act of 1867. That
was about twenty-three years ago. At that time
there may have been very good reasons for that
provision in the Act, and I am not finding fault
with what has taken place; but I desire to suggest
to the House whether the time has not arrived
when we can emancipate Canadian officers to the
extent of placing them on an equal footing with
their fellow comrades in arms in the regular army.
During these twenty-three years very considerable
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changes have taken place in the management of our upon the Goverument the propriety of their
force, and I trust they have been favorable to its yielding-perhaps not this Session, but at an early
developmeiit and efficiency. While at the time of date-to the principle involved in this Bil. Tbey
(onfederation we expended about $750,000 a year may not see fit to take charge of this Bil, and put
on the force, the expenditure has been increased it upon the Government Orders but, if they do,
until to-day it amounts'to $1,250,00 ; so it may I will cheerfully assent. If they prefer that it
be said that since Confederation we have expended shah stand over until another Session, so that
in, pronoting the efficiency of the force about there nay be full opportunity both within and
.2oix),000. A portion of that money nay have without the House, to have the principle consider-
been expended in pure maintenance, whereby per- ed, well and good but, at al events, I take the
haps no very great improvement lias been effected liberty now of asking the House to allow me to
in the service, but a large portion has been expend- present this Bill, trusting that it will receive a
ed iii establishing permanent corps and schools for favorable reception, and nltiiately btcome law.
inilitary education. For example, we have the mili- Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The question which
tary college at Kingston, maintained at an expen- the hon. gentleman bas just submitted t< the
diture of about$60,000 a year; we have various per- buse
manent corps, such as the cavalry schools in Quebec. is one o y he impoitae i to t uce
Batteries " A," understood from is speech, that "Be d"i
and we have other schools of a permanent character
which trust have made their impression on theof the Session.militaryrnenof thecountry ; and we have, therefore, I can tel the lon. gentleman that it is a question
to-tday a class of men in connection with the active which must receive the attention of the Goveru-
militia of Canada infinitely better qualified to per- ment hetwecn this period ami the meeting of
fori the duties attaching to the office in question Parliament again, next Session.
than there wereatthe time of thepassage of theAct,
the spirit of which I desire to have changed. Mi. MITCHELL. I an delighted to hear the
There are many reasous, apart from these I have assent -hidi is giveil by the Mînister of Militia to
refer-ed to, wlich vould justfy this bouse ii u at the proposition of iny on. friend froin York (Mr.
l-ast dnaking Canadian officers eligible for the Mulock). I thiepk it is one of the Stains upon the
position. Itý is not an emcouraging thing to the Statute-booe of this coutry, that w-hile our miltia-
n)eni of our force, wbo choose to nake -Sacrifices, men devote tht-r tio e and n oey to an organisation
eîsouîal and pecuniary, for the good of the country, for the defence of the country, it should be required

that they should find îîpon the Statute-boolis a law such a slur should be place(l upon tbem as to main-
declarîng that under no circuistarices can they tain a law whice provides that not one of them is
ttain to the highest position in the force. I arn fit for the position of commander of our forces.

not contending for nativism alone, I aiii contend- When I looki on my lef t baud, ani on îny right
iii, for the f-eedonw for the people of Canada to be haud ath in front of m, I ste galant colonels
allon ei a fair field and no favor. no discrimina- abounding in this House. a l the Chair of this
tin, and no disqualification. If I sought for ., liouse, presiding over its delîberations, I fmnd
precedent or justification for this, I might, per- a gentleman wio occupies the distinguished
1tps, evoke the principle of the National Policy position of onte in comnand of er Majesty's regi-
ai ask te bave it applied in a spirit so as to give mtents. Wgile approving of the Bit, and trustig
Protection to native abiity. bowever, Sir, on this that the bon. Minister wihl take the matter in
question I ar ii fa-or of free trade, and I am onl charge next Session, I hope that he wil take good
aski' to have the Canadian officers put upon th e care that that part of the law wich prevents any
Sailne plaie, no higher and no0 lower, than those of man laving a seat in this House, who enjoys the
the reguhr army. I believe-and I express thIs emoluments of office, excep in certain cases, wil
oPiliouw with very great deference to those who not apply to any one who nay l e chosen to occupy
nîay, perhaps, kuow better-that for very miy the position of commander of our forces. I sc
reasoiis, the office in question can he much better de)ight beaming in the face of my bon. frîend from
fiflcd werc the incumbent one who bas grown up Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) at this suggestion,
Witîr our system, who is fauiMiar with the spirit of for he may be a candidate for the office. Perhaps,
the- country, and who knows the requiremieuts of Mr. Speaker, you will be a candidate for the office,
OUr' peopl, than by a persou from the British and I arn quite certain that Colonel Amyot will be
Areny, ich we al respect, but who, perhaps, is a candidate for the position of Commander-mr
nufaîniliar with the spirit of the Canadian people. Chief; but, at aIl events, I oul manc uonther sec
Isay, that for this and for other reongs, I con- one of ourselves in comnand, than that we shoruld

enie that th public service might be promoted have to go abroad to import a man for the position,
1Y declaring that the ighest u ipitary gft in the and that a law should be on our Statute-books

auds of the Governoreneral mightbe place w-ith- providing that note of our militia officers are fit
ia, tc reach of those who choose to take an interest for the office. It is time that fe shourbi depend
ino holding togetrer and building up the system of more on ourselves j ts country and go less
citizen soldiery that we are endeavoring to estab- abroad for assistance and advce.
lish in this country. As a mie, tht- commander in Mr. BLAKE. Althoug the Bih is not dfsposed
question wi have nothing to do with carrying of of it s not, perhaps, wholly reote to nquire,
npilitary operations in the ful sense of the word. a entlemanpwh o c the istinguised
H- may have to do with the suppression of au n- i thenthr ommand of th e Macest' e ir reg
terna distubance a d acting as a sort of police entse Whte manpdepr of te Forest, iong
officer with the aide of the force, but trust it willwi thattin
be ng o hefore he wi an be ca ered t o to discharge Mr. DAVIN. Speaking for the North-West, I

more stneous duties. a, thrtfore, would urge onsidfm r that thet principle coutained hn th e Bil of
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my hon. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock), RIVER McKINACK WORKS.
will meet with acceptance. I have not seen the
Bill, but as I understand it, it will not be exclusive Mr. STE. MARIE asked, lat. How many days
of British officers. It will merely be, as my friend did Mr. Léandre Hould work, in 1889, as fore-
from York (Mr. Mulock) says, a fair field for all, man of works, River McKinack? 2nd. Iow many
and no favor. We have certainly come to a period days work were performed by the day laborers at
of development in Canada, military and otherwise, that work? 3rd. How much was paid for the
when any position short of that of Governor board of men employed thereat? 4th. What las
General, should be opened to all Canadians. been the total cost of the work?

Mr. MITCHELL. We will come to that soon. Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the
Mr. DAVIN. Well, I do not know anything first question of the hon. member, 45 days; 2nd,

about that. I have much pleasure, Mr. Speaker, 174 days; 3rd, 35 cents per day. 4th, $513.
in supporting the spirit of my hon. friend's
remark, and I congratulate the Minister of Militia TWO-ROWED BARLEY.
on practically Mr. McMILLAN (Huron) asked, Whether the

Mr. MITCHELL. Accepting the Bill. Government as, through Professor Saunders,
Mr. DAVIN. I do not know whether he has made any arrangements with farmers to grow two-

accepted it or not, but I congratulate him on the rowed barley, with the understanding that the
spirit in which he has received the proposition. Government will purchase the crop when grown?

Mr. LISTER. Germane to this, is the question If arrangements have been made, did the Goveru-
as to the printing of the report of the committee, ment farnish the seed or did the farmers pay for
in reference to the conduct of General Middleton it? If se, how many acres are arranged for? Is
in the North-West. That investigation closed there any arrangement as to price? If so, what
some days ago, and the report of the committee price is to be paid? Will the Governinent purchase
was presented to this House by the chairman. In- two-rowed barley from any other parties who
structions were given that the proceedings and the bought their seed from the Government?
report should be printed at once for the use of hon.
members in this House, so as to aid them in de- Mr. CARLING. The director of the experi-
termining such steps as they might consider mental farms made arrangements with George E.
proper, but I may say to the Government that the Lewis, of Winona, to grow four acres of Carter's
report is not yet before the House ; and I say, Prize Prolific" barley with C. P. Carpenter, of
furthermore, that if this House closes without Winona, three acres with John Weir, of West
considering that report as it ought to do, i will Flamboro', five acres or twelve acres in ail. The
be most discreditable to the Government and to agreeinent with each of these farmers was to supplv
the House generally. I desire to press upon the thens with sufficient seed, without charge, and to
Government the necessity of urging upon the take the crop, delivered at nearest railway station,
proper Departnent the propriety of having these at "5 cents per bushel of 48 pounds, they to have
proceedings brought down at once, so that the the privîlege of retaining oue-fourth of the crop, if
matter inay l)e considered by the Hodse. they so desire, for their own use. These fariers

thatwork? 3d. Hw mch ws pid fr te

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SEIZURE OF TOBACCO.

have agreed to thoroughly prepare tneir land or
this crop, and to carefully handle and thresh the
grain, so as to keep the seed pure and clean. This

h bl d it th1 bjec 1;.t of

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whether the lion. Minister arrangent as een ia e

of Inland Revenue has instructed any person. or ensuring a suflicient supply for the distribution
persons, to proceed to the North-West to seize all next year through the mail, in 1-lb. bags, to
tobacco not in stamped boxes? Whether, as a fact, farmers in différent parts of the Dominion. The

suchtobccolia no ahpahithereqisie dtydistrict referred to was chosen for this purpose forsuch tobacco hias not all paid the requisite duty ?,terao htsm ftefns ape rmi
To what points in the North-West such persons th reso at e o ist s e ro-
have been sent; if sent they have been ? duced in that localitýy, and because it is well know n1

Mr. BOWELL. A preventive officer of the that the climate there is favorable for the growth
Inland Revenue Department was instructed to pro- of good barley. It is fot proposed to make any
ceed to the North-West, with a view to determine further arrangements of this sort, as it is believed
what truth there was in certain reports which that the crop from twelve acres, supplemented by
reached the Departmnent tl .at spirits were being the barley which will be grown on the experi-
illicitly manufactured there. As an officer of the mental farms, will afford an ample supply for the
Revenue he would doubtless seize any tobacco of purpose named.
foreign manufacture smuggled into the Dominion. i
Inasmnuch as it is only in compliance with Inland BUSINESS 0F THE bUSE.
Revenue regulations as to stanping and preserving
the identity of original packages that the fact of Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Orders of the
tobacco having paid duty can be satisfactorily Day are called, I would like to ask the right hon
established, it is quite possible that some inconve- First Minister when it is the Government's iiteii
nience mnay arise to those who, without fraudulent tion to bring down the subsidies for railroad-
intent, have ignored the requirements of the law. One of the railroads talked of as likely to get
No report having been received from the officer, it subsidy is one of great interest to my constituents,
is impossible to state what points he has visited or running from Edmundston to Moncton. 1 am dOi-

may visit. The main object of his visit, however, stantly receiving letters of enquiry about it, and I
is the prevention cf illicit distillation reported to would like to know whether it is likely to receive
be prevalent. a subsidy or not.

Mr. DAvi-S.

4171 4172



4173 [APRIL 30, 1890.J 4174

sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot answer ment, and no counsel was heard. It was, in
that question. When the Estimates are brought fact, at least so it seems to me, as a layman,
down, they will speak for thenselves. We will simply an opinion given by two law officers, not
bsring thein down early next week. sitting in their capacity as a court, but as indi-

viduals, based upon the statement of the defend-
SUPPLY-JESUITS' ESTATES ACT. ant's attorney, and on that alone. This, I do not

.FOSTER moved that the House a re- think, Sir, can be considered a fair and proper

sor.e itself into Committee of Supply. reference by the Government. W e have in our
Statute-books a provision for cases of this kind.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before you leave the Chair, We have in the Supreme and Exchequer Courts
Sir, I wish to place in your hands a motion of Act, Revised Statutes 135, section 7, this provi-
which I gave notice a few days ago, with a few sion
slight variations in the verbiage, with reference to " The Governor General in Council may refer to thesubîuitting the Jesuits' Estates Act to the Supreme Supreme Court for hearing or consideration any matter
(ort of Canada. It may be claimed that this whieh he thinks fit to refer to the court, and tie court
question ought to be allowed to rest ; and perhaps, shall thereupon hear or consider the same and certify

their opinion thereon to the Governor mn Council, provid-if I had consulted my own wishes and feelings in ed that any judge or judges of the court who differ from
the msatter, Ishould not have moved on thisoccasion. the opinion of the najority may, in like mnanner, eertify
However, it will be remenbered that last Session as to their opinion or opinions to the Governor in Coun-
I attempted to make this motion. It is not neces- cil."

sary to refer to the circumustances connected with Here is the proper constitutional method of arriv-
tha attemupt ; but I was assailed during the suimer ing at a decision upon such cases, the mode is pro-
by the organ of the Government with the charge vided by our own laws, and to ignore the Supreme
of insincerity, that paper making the assertion that Court in this matter by having recourse to the law
I iad not designed to make the motion. My hon. officers of the Crown was most derogatory to tise
friend froum Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) also appeared in tlignity of the Suprenie Court. The step taken by
the press with a characteristic letter, stating the Governor General, for whose action the Minis-
that I could have made the motion long ters are responsible, was, I submit, an imsproper one,
before, and ditd not intend to make it. I think it taken in disregard of the functions of the court.
is proper the motion should be made, because I The meumorandums of the Minister of Justice pro-
blieve the Government, in the course they have ceeds, in thefirstplace, to meet the objectionsraised;
taken in referring this matter to the law officers and the first objection is that the statute endows
of the Crown, and in the manner the reference frous the public funds of the Province a religious
w as made, did not take a step calculated to allay organisation and creates inequalities amiong reli-
the public excitement which exists, but gave reason gious denominations. This objection is met-ably
for an intensification of the feeling of dissatisfac- met, of course-in the menorandumo of the hon.
tion. The reference made to Sir Richard Webster Minister. The second objection is that the statute
andl Sir Edward Clark was upon the statement recognises the right of the Pope to claimi that his
of the case, which may fairly and properly be consent was necessary to empower the Provincial
termsed ais expare statement ; and the opinion of Legislature to diepose of part of the public domain.
tie law officers was not, so far as I am able to sec, The third objection is that the statute diverts
given upon a full possession of the facts. I do not assets fromt the educational purposes to which by
find in this return the Bill itself. I do find the law they had been devoted. And the fourth objec-
miemsorandums of the Minister of Justice discusses tion is that the sanction of the Province of Ontario,
tie provisions and termis of the Bill, but the Bill which was necessary to the disposition made by
itself, se far as I ams able to sec, was not in the the statute of the estates in question, was not
Iands of the law officers of the Crown. The obtained. In the statenent made in the memo-
schsedule of the papers subnitted shows that randuin meeting these objections and attempting to
tie principal matter is a mensorandum of the set them aside, is one wîth reference to the claim thsat
ion. the Minister of Justice, certain petitions froms theProinces inaymake aunion of Church andState.
the Evangelical Alliance and fron other sources, It is asserted that they may, and that they may
and the answer of His Excellency the Governor endow religious bodies, and may do so unegually.
General to the delegation which waited upon him The memorandum next proceeds to assert that it
at Quebec. We have an opinion given by the law is impossible to test the validity of such legislation.
officers of the Crown, but that opinion is expressly The memorandum then proceeds to state that
b-ased, by the terms of their finding, upon the the Act merely restores to a society a portion of the
msemnorandum of the hon. Minister of Justice. It property of which it was deprived without com-
l1oes not seemi that any other evidence was furnished pensation. The next point is that tise Pope only
or any other authority consulted in the matter. acted as umopire for two clainants, to conduct the
The case restS, then, merely upon this menorandum negotiations for both, and strives to explain away
and upon the petitions forwarded to the Imperial the character of the interference of a foreign power.
austhorities, these petitions having reference, not to Again, it attemspts to explain and set aside the
the question of constitutionality, except incident- force of that phrase used in the Bill: " Bind-
ally, but to the question of the propriety of dis- ing only so far as ratified by the Pope," by saying
allowance. There is no reference to any of the old that the recognition of the right of the Pope to de-
English statutes, except in a general sense, save in cide in a matter of public domain, does not form
One of these petitions frons certain citizens of any necesary part of the statute ; and the
Quebec, which does refer to the lst Elizabeth, hon. Minister, in conclusion, says that the Gov-
chapter 1. This reference cannot be termed a ernmsent havea been asked to test the validity
judicial investigation. No evidence was fur- of the Act in the courts and especially before
nished, there was no trial, there was no argu- the Judicial Conmittee of the Privy Council, but
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declined to recommend an appropriation for such ence was made without the Ministry having
a purpose as they did not feel called upon to enter desired to make it. Although they are re-
into litigation ; that they considered the authority sponsible for the reference. although it is quite
to pass the Act was clear, and that, furthermore, constitutional and legal that it should be attri-
in contesting the Act they would be defying the buted to the advisers of the Crown, yet my
opinion of the House. This is tantanount to inference is, that is Excellency the Gover
taking the position that.if this House agrees upon nor General was not satisfied in regard to the
the character of an Act, or if the responsible offi- matter in view of the agitation which had arisen
cers of His Excellency agree as to the character of and that, knowing it was such a delicate matter,
an Act, then there is no necessity for any refer- he desired to bc fortified in his view and il,
ence. If the House, forsooth, are satisfied, and if the view taken by the Ministers, and I believe it
the Ministers are satisfied that there is no cause was at bis request that the reference was made
for reference, then no reference should be made. to the law officers. Jr is needless to say that
I venture to say there are not in this House twenty this memorandum is on ail fours with the speech
gentlemen who have that reputation as jurists made by the bon. Minister of Justice in the
which would enable them to give an opinion on a fouse, with the speech of the Governor General to
constitutional measure that the country would un- the delegation which waited upon him in Quebee,
hesitatingly accept. There are not twenty men i and witb the answer of the hon. Minister of
this House who would be considered eligible to seats Justice to Mr. Graham. The law officers of the
upon the bench of the Supreme Court, and in the Crown were evideatly averse to interference -ith
Ministry themselves there are very few. I see the ibis matter. They did not want to meddle with
Minister of Custons, I see the Minister of Public it. They took the position that it was a subject
Works, I see the Minister of Agriculture, wbicb the Doninion authorities should deal with
and the Minister of Militia. I do not see themselves, and, acting upon the positions which
the Minister of Inland Revenue in his place, and I had been taken, upon the statements which had
must say I do not suppose any one would claim been made, and upon the memorandum of the hon.
that any one of these gentlemen is a jurist of a Minister of Justice, they arrived at the decision to
character so high as to render it proper to trust to wbîcb I have already referred. So far as the
him the decision of a nice constitutional question. petitions iresented to those bon, gentlemen were
There are probably not more than one-third of the concerned, the question of constitutionality was
Ministers of the Crown in whose opinion on a not referred to except incidentally. The deinand
matter of this kind the country would have any con- for disallowance and the demand for reference
fidence whatever; and yet the conclusion arrived were botb denied. It iswell known that a great
at in this memorandum is that, as the House has deal of excitement existed in the country on this
pronounced upon this question of constitutionality, sabject, not only when the House took action in
and as the Ministers are satisfied, there is no neces- the matter, but during the spring and summer
sity, forsooth, for any reference. The memorandum before is Excellency answered the deputation
further says that the Governent do not hold the wbich waîted upon hiu in August. It was the
view that the Jesuits should have been denied opinion of inany people that this Bil infringed
corporate rights. Well, that is a question upon upon the Queen's prerogative, and in an uncon-
which there is great difference of opinion. That stitutional manner. In the minds of thousands of
is one of the questions involved in this case. It is a people, the Bil was cousidered to be undoubtedly
question which ought to be settled by the highest unconstîtutional, and the general belief was that
judicial tribunals of the country, and is not one, in the proper tribunal to wbicb it should have been
my opinion, in which the Government are warranted referred was the Supreme Court of this country;
in saying that their opinion should govern. In fact, that it sbould fot ha, e been referred and acted upon
the memorandum can scarcely be considered as other in a clandestine manner, if I may be allowed to
than a special plea. It is the plea of the Govern- say so, by the law officers of the Crown, but that
ment in this matter justifying their course. It is everythîng appertaining to it should bave been
made with consummate ability, but it is not by any open and public, and that those who had objections
means all of the statements and arguments that to urge should have had opportunities to urge
ought to have been before the court upon which de- those objections before the court adjudicating upon
volved the duty of deciding in this matter. The the question.
opinion of the law officers is, in fact, an ex parte I ar unable to see why tbe Goverament sbould
decision, made upon the statement of the counsel have been averse to this reference. I would bave
for the defendant, without due precautions having supposed that they would have been anxious to for-
been taken to place in the hands of these law officers tify their position by a reference to the highest tri-
all the circumstances and facts bearing upon the case. bunal in Canada, and it appears to me that there
The deliverance of the law otficers of the Crown issomething singular in the hesitation of the Gov-
was exactly what might have been expected from ernment to submit this case to the Supreme Court
the character of the memorandum. I bave read of Canada. As to the action of the embers of the
the memorandui over very carefuhly, and I fail to Gsovernient in refusing disallowance, tbey cer-
see how any different opinion could be arrived at tainsy were not deblrred by any consideratiohls as
from the premises as laid down by the Minister of to their watt of power in the premises. Tbey mad
Justice. The reply was, that in their opinion the repeatedly disallowed the Acts of Provincial Legs-
Act was constitutional, that it was infra rre n of latures. They had taken the position, which was
the Legislature of Quebec, that mis Excellency undoubtedly a constitutional position, that they
was not warranted to interfere in the matter, and had the rig t to disallow Provincial measures.
that the Act should be allowed to become taw. It cannot be doubted that that right exists for the

The obvions deductions to be drawn from this Imperial Gtovernment under the 56th section of
memorandua and return are, that this refer- the British North A erica Act, and for the

Mr, CtaAofLToN.
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1)om<inion Government under the 90th section of Mr. Grahami had applied to the wrong party for
the British North America Act. There can be no redress, that he ought to have gone to the Attorney
question as to the power of the Govern- General of his own Province. He says :
nient to exercise that function of disallowance, "The petitioner ha,, furthermore, an opportunity ofthough of course they are responsible to the calling on the Attorney General of his Province to take
people for its proper exercise. In the debates in legal proceedings."
tihis House and in the course of reasoning by Well, Sir, I do not think that gentleman's
wlhich opinions were arrived at in this House, chance to get redress from the Attorney Generalof
there was some difference of opinion as to the the Province that had passed the Act, was a very
ntites on which members acted. Of course, great one. It was recommending Mr. Graham to
miemnbers on the Conservative side had no doubt as resort to an expedient in which le was foredoomed
to the right of the Government to disallow the to failure, in which he, as well as the Minister of
Act, because they had repeatedly sustained the Justice knew that the result would bu failure. The
Governnient in the exercise of that power in re- Minister of Justice further says :
gard to Provincial Acts ; but unquestionably the "The provision which confers that power on Your
case was different in regard to hon. gentlemen on Excellency was undoubtedly intended to enable the Go-
thissideof theHouse who then sustained theGovern- vernor reneral to obtain an opinion from the Supreme
ment. They took the ground that the power of dis- Court of Canada in relation to soine order which his
allowance of Provincial Acts lad been used by this Government might be called on to inake, or in relation to

some action which his officers might bec alled on to adopt.
Government unjustly, and thatit shouldnot be used For the guidance of Your Excellency, or of your officers,
except where the general interestswere involved or the provision may be a valuable one, but, used as a means

of solving legal problems in which the Governor of Canadain cases of u.constitutionality. At any rate the has no direct concern, however much they may interest
(o)vernment, after having refused to disallow this or excite the public mind, as the petitioners seem to
Act, were not justified i irefusing to test its con- propose or used to compel an adjudication on private
stitutionîality before the proper tribunal. I might rights and interests, it would be perverted,the under-

signed humbly submits, into an arbitrary and inquisitorialdilate at length on the reasons which led to the power, anticipating and interfering with the ordinary
introduction of this power of disallowance into the course of justice."
articles of Confederation, but it is not necessary. And again the Minister inforns Mr. Graham that
The Government, having refused to exercise this "The Act respecting the settlement of the Jesuits'
power in this instance, took refuge belhind the Estates was assented to by the Lieutenant Governor of
principle of Provincial rights which has been as- Quebec, on the 12th day of July, 1888, was transmitted to
serted on this sideofthe House. Havingdisallowed the Secretary of State of Canada on the 6th day of

. oAugust, 1888, and on the 19th day of January, 1889, thethe Rivers and Streams Bill of Ontario and the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec was notified that it
Manitoba Railway legislation, and then, laving would be left to its operation."
arrived at the consideration of an Act which Why this step, Mr. Speaker ? Parlianient was tocertain influences pressed them not to disallow, meet in a few days, yet, on the 19th January, in
they took refuge behind this primciple of Pro- anticipation of the meeting of Parliament, while
vincial rights, and they now stand wlere their the excitement in the country with regard to this
oppontents stood before. .matter was rising higher and higher, the Govern-

The claim that expense would follow this refer- ment took the step of announcing to the public
ence is set at rest by the fact that the expenses that this Bill would be allowed to take its course.
were tendered to the Government by Mr. Graham In the conclusion of bis letter to Mr. Graham, theof Montreal. I have in my hand the Toronto Minister of Justice says:

mnrin which the answer of the Minister ofj
ut ,irei cb toM rhamsr ublished Miister w " The undersigned would remind Your Excellency thatuias regards the Act for the settlnent cf the Jesuits'

< ated on the 10th July and published in August. Estates, a resolution in favor of disallowing the sane was
The first thing given in this is a minute of the presented to the House of Commons of Canada during the
Privy Council : fast Session of Parliament, and was, after a thorough dis-

cussion, negatived by an overwhelminig msjority. The
"The Committee of the Privy Council have had under will of the House of Commons that the Act should be left

consideration the petition of Mr. Hugi Graham, of the to its operation in the usual way, as being probablywithin
tY the powers of the Legislature which passed it, was therebye1ty cf iMontreal, raouesting Your Ecellency te refer te the tý ueivclyxpsedTh tmttoaakthe PcSupreme Court of Canada for hearing and consideration, unequivocally expressed. The attempt te attack the Act

an enquiry as to the constitutionality of the Acts of the lu the courts by the use of Your Excellency's power to
Legisiature of the Province of Quebec, intituled, respect- seek advice from the Supreme Court of Canada, would not,
iVely: ' An Act to incorporate the Society of Jesus' (50 in the opinion of the undersigned, be consistent with the
Vie., chap. 38) and ' An Act respecting the settlement deference which should be shown to that branch of Parlia-
of the Jesuits Estates' (51 Vice., eap. 13). ment, and would not be justifiable on the ground that the

" The Minister of Justice, to whom the said petition doubts which had then beuen asserted continued to be ex-
was referred, bas submitted a report thereon, dated lOth pressed by some who do not acquiesce in the conclusion
day of July, 1889, stating that, for the reasons therein set then arrived at."
frrth, le request of the petitioer s not one that cari "Sir, this position is not a tenable one. W'e canproperly be cciuplied with, and recemmends tbat the '
petiîtoner be so inforned, and that the certified cheque never have a case where there has been a decided
on the Bank of Montreal, payable to the order of the expression of opinion of this House as to its con-
sieputy Mînister of Finance, for the sum of $5,000, depo- stitutionality, in which that fact would not closesited by Mr. Graham as an evidence of bis willingness to .d
bear the necessary costs of the Government in the matter the door to a legal decision, if that position is a
of such reference, be returned to him. correct one. Not only was there no reason for sub-"rThe Committee concur in the said 'report and the mitting the Jesuits' Estates Bill, if the position isrecommendations therein contained, and su bmit the sane
for Your Excellency's approval, and they advise that the correct, but there can be no reason, in the future,
Secretary of State be authorised to ceommunicate the for 4hubmitting any Bill upon which this House has
substance thereof to the petitioner." in an emphatic manner given a decision.
Then follows the letter of the Minister of Justice, Now, Mr. Speaker, it may, perhaps, not
to Mr. Graham, and one of the positions taken be %inappropriate in connection with the dis-

Ln this letter by the Minister of Justice is that cussion of this question, indeed I think it is neces-
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sary, to make a brief enquiry as to the basis of the Mr. CHARLTON. I will have great pleasore
popular belief in the unconstitutionality of this in doing se, but I desired to save the time of the
Bill. Was that belief a baseless one? Was there no buse.
foundation for that belief, or was there soine tan- be it therefore enacted that every Jesuit, and every
gible reasoi for entertaining that opinion? In the member of any other religions order, commnnity, or
memorandum of the Minister of Justice in reference Society of the Church of Rome, bound by monastic or
toreligions vows, wo at the time of the commencement of

to hisinater onpag 2~, Ifinl tat e sys this Act shall be within the United Kingdom, shali with in
It is contended by those who sustain this view, that, six calendar months after the commencement of this

in consequence of the early English statutes against the Act, deliver te the elerk of the peace of the conntv or
Jesuits, it is impossible for a Colonial Legislature to give place where sncb persons shah reside, or to bis depuiv. a
members of that society corporate rights, or even to recog- notice or statement, in the form and containing the par-
nise their presence in the country. This view is not held ticulars reqtired to be set forth in the scbedule te this
by His Excellency's advisers. Considering the large Act annexed which notice or statement snch clerk of
powers of self-government which have been conferred the peace or bis deputy shah preserve and register
from time to time on the varions colonies, Canada in- amongst the records of sncb ceunty or place, witbont sny
cluded, and especially considering the powers given by fee, and shah forthwitb transmit a copy of such notice
the British North America Act of 1867, it is believed by or statement to the Çhief Secretary of the Lord Lieu-
His Excellency's Government that it is clearly within the tenant, or other Chief (overnor or Governors of Ireland,
power of any one of the Legislatures to pass statutes on If sncb persons shah reside iu Ireland, or if in Grear
such a subject, even though they may conflict with the Britain to one of Hie Ma.esty's principal Secretaries of
early statutes relating to religion or in any way connected State ant in case any person shah oflend in the pro-
with religion." mises, ''e sha forfeit and puy to His Majesty, for every

calendar montb dnring wh icb ho shahl remain in the
Now, in this extract the inference that the Minister United Kingdom witbont having delivered sncb notice or
of Justice would lead us to draw, in my opinion, statement as bereinbefore required, tbe snm of fi 5
is that the statutes referred to were ancient es, ponds.
were very early statutes, and the inference I would Section -9 says
draw would be that they dated as far back, per- "And be it fnrtber enacter, that ifanyJesuit, or mens-
haps, as Richard Il or Henry VIII. But the ber of anysncb religions order, community or Society, as
truth is thataforesad, sha, after the commencement of ths Act,trut is hat he satue upn whch ojecton ornoe into this realm, be shal lbe deemed and takeis te be
the incorporation Act is based, is a statute of gnilty of a misdemeanor, and heing thereof lawfuily con-
comnparatively recent date, as late as the year 1829. victed, shah be sentenced and ordered to be banished from
With reference to the power of a Provincial Legis- the United Kingdom for the term of bis nateral lite."
lature to override Dominion statutes, as a layman, Section 30 says:
I can hardly reconcile that position w ith the 129th "Provided always, and be itfurtberenacted,that in
section of the Britishi North Anerica Act, wsirh case ny natoral-boro subjeet of this ralm being a' tie

timie of the commencement of said Act or other usiembfer
is as follows of any sncb religions order, community or soci:ty -s

" Except as otherwise provided by this Act, all laws i aforesaid, shain, at tbe tine of the conmencement oftls
force in Canada, Nova Scotia or New Brunswick at the Act, be outofthereaimitshail belawfnl for encs persos
Union, and all courts of civil and criminsal jurisdiction, to retnrn or to come mb this realm, and uon nurh
and all legal commissioners, powers and authorities, and retnrn or coming into the realmh le thereby required
all officers, judicial, administrative and ininisterial, x- within tbe space cf six calendar monex- after bis firs
isting therein at the Union, shall continue in Ontario, returning or com*ng into tho United Kingdom, to deliver
Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, respectively, snc notice orwstement to the clerk cf tbe peaee of tise
as if the Union had not been made; subject, nevertheless conty or place wbere be shah reside, or hie depoty, fer
(except with respect to such as are enacted by or exist thepurpose of being so registered, and transmitte<l as
under Acts of the Parliament of Great Britain or of the
Parliament of tbe United Kingdon of Great Britain and neglect or refnse to do se beshah for sucb offesce forfeit
Ireland),to be repealed, abolished or altered by the Parlia- and ay to Hie Maiesty for every calendar montb tlring
ment of Canada. or by the Legislature of the respective whîclhe sbali remaus in the Umted Kingdom withiet
Provinces, according to the authority of the Parliament having delivered sncb notice or statement, the Snm of
or of that Legislature under this Act." flfty pounds."
" Subject to be repealed except as regards Acts cf Sectio 31 says
the Parliament of Great Britain or of Great Britain Provided aise, and be il furtber enacted, tbat, notwitb-
and Ireland." I cannot reconcile with the term standing any time bereiobefore conrained, it shah lilawfui for any eue cf Hie Maiesty's principal Secre-
of that clause the assertion of the Minister of Jus- taries cf State'being sncb a Protestant by a license sn
tice, that the Legislatures of the Provinces can writing signed hyhim, to grant permission ti any Jesiit,
override Imperial enactments by their own legisla- or member cfanv religions order or Society as aforesaid,to corne into tbc 'United Kingdom a.nd to remýaîn thereiui
tion. for sucb perîod as the said Secretarv cf State shah tbink

Now, as I consider it secessary to lay down the proper, ot exceeding in any case the space cf six calendar
premises on which I proceed, I will read sorne of sonthe* and it shah aise be lawfnl for anv cf Hie Ma-

cf te CtishicEnsaciptio Ac ofjesty's principal Seeretaries cf State to revoke any licetise
the sections of granred before the expiration mentioned tht-rein if
1829, relating to the question under discussion. I be shail so tbink fit. if any sncb person to wbons Oli

find iii the 28th section of that Act, chapter 7, 10 license shah bave been granted shah net depari trom the
George IV, the following United Kigdcm wîtbin twenty days cf the expirtion (tGere Jeshts an ebr fohrrlgos ime mentioned in sncb licence, or if sncC litees

"And, whereas Jesuits,h ave been revoked, then witoir twenty ds ater
orders, communities or societies of the Church of Rome, notice cf sncb revocation shaîl bave been given to hios.
bound by monastie or religions vows, are resident within every person se offending shah be dèemed gniitv cf mis-
the United Kingdom ; and it it expedient to make pro- demeanor, ant being thereof lawfnhiy couvicted, shah
vision for the gradual suppression and final prohibition of be sentenced to be banished from the United iîgoiîî
the same therein- '' fron tbe term cf bis natural hife."
It goes on to make provisions-I do not know as it Section 33 says
is necessary for me to read them ; I will have then "And be it fnrtber enactedthat in case any Jesuit,
incorporated in the Hans.card if the Minister will or nember of any sncb religions order, commnnity Or

permit.societv aforesaid, shall after the commencement of thispermit. Act, wýitbin any part of the United Kingdom, admit ansY
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I hope the hon.eclesiatic, or brother, orSir JHN TOMPSN. 1 ope he h ns ember cf any sncb religious order, commnnitv. or

gentleman will read everything he wants to have seciety, or te be aiding or consenting thereto, or shah ad
published in the Hannard. minister, or cause te be administered, or be assisting lu

Mr. CHARLTON.
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the administering, or taking any oath, vow, or engage-
ment purporting or intending to bind the person taking the
same to the rules, ordinances or ceremonies of such
religious order, community or society ; every person
offending in the premises, in England or Ireland, shal
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor."

Section 34 says
"'And be it further enacted, that in case any person

sh)ll, after the commencement of this Act, within any part
of this United Kingdom, be admitted, or become a Jesuit,
or brother, or member of any such other religions
irder. community or society as aforesaid, such person
shall be deemed and taken to be guilty of misdemeanor,
and being thereof lawfully convicted shall be sentenced
and ordered to be banished from the United Kingdom
for the terni of bis natural life, and in Scotland shall be
punished by fine and imprisonment."
These provisions of 10 George IV, chapter 7, give
at least a color to the assertion that this society
was under the ban. of Imperial law ; and if
it was under the ban of Imperial law, and if under
section 129 of the British North America Act a
Provincial Legislature is expressly debarred from
repealing Imperial laws, then it may be submitted
that this society was incapable of incorporation with-
in any part of the British realn; and whether thisis
so or not, it is at least a contention that requires
thorough judicial investigation, and if the Govern-
muent wish to allay the excitement in regard to this
miatter, it requires the decision of the highest court
of the Dominion. It requires a decision arrived at
after a fair and full judicial investigation, not a
decision arrived at as was the decisionof the law
offcers of the Crown, on a statement prepared
by the Minister of Justice without any other evi-
dence, and that statement prepared evidently with
the intention of justifying the act of the Govern-
tment in its refusal to disallow the Act and its
decision not to submit the case to the Supreme
Court. It may be asserted that this law is obsolete
and is not in operation. But this very law was
reterred to in 1875 in a debate in the English
House of Comons on l0thJuly of tiat year. by Mr.
Disraeli, then Prime Minister, who expressly decla-
redihat the iaw w-as not obsolete, but that itsprovi-
sions were reserving powers in thehandsof the Gov-
ernent tobeexercised at any time they mightcare
to exercise thein. Certainly this matter lias a bear-
in', and a very important bearing on the question
of the Jesuits' Estates Bill. Was this Act ien-
tioned in the reference made to the law officers of
the Crown ? A general reference was made to the
alcient English statutes, but there was nothing to
g oVern or guide the law officers in their examina-
tion with respect to this law, there was nothing to
lead them to consider that the law referred to was
less than two or three centuries old. Nothing was
said to them about the provisions contained in the
Catholic Emancipation Act. It should have been
expressly referred to in any case submitted to a
tribunal that was to adjudicate on this case.

Then, in the second place, with respect to the
provisions of the Bill itself. It bas been held that
the preamble to this Bil contained allusions to a
foreign potentate that were not consonant with the
requirements of English law, but were, on the
c.tr.ary, in direct conflict with its express pro-
visions. But the Minister of Justice tells us
that the preamble of a Bill is a matter of no conse-
quence whatever, although during this Session he
did attribute importance to the preamble of the
Bill which dealt with the dual language in the
North-West. I find in the memorandum this
reference to the preamble of the Bill, on page 16:

" It will be seen, therefore, that the only portions of
the many matters which are set out in the preamble to
this statute, which are ratified, and which, therefore,
form any material part of the statute, are the arrange-
ments entered into between the Premier and the Very
Rev. Father Turgeon. Those arrangements are contained
in the letter of the First Minister of Quebec, dated 1st
May, 1888, the letter of Father Turgeon, dated the 8th of
the same month, and the letter of the First Minister,
dated the same day, and the legal documents which fol-
lowed in order to give effect to the settlement. All other
matters which are referred to in the preamble to this
statute are extraneous and irrelevant."
Let us see what is said in the letter of the Premier
of Ist May, and the letter following that of the
Premier. On Ist May, 1888, Premier Mercier ad-
dressed a letter to the Rev. Father Turgeon, of
which the following are some extracts. He wrote :

" Before entering into negotiations with you res ecting
these estates, the Government desires you to bCar in
mind :

"1. That you must deposit with a notary the original of
the aforesaid letter from the Sacred College, with two
solemn declarations made according to law, and identify-
ing the signatures of the Prefect and Secretary of the
said College, which are at.the end of the said document."
That is to say, he was to satisfy the Government
that he was the accredited agent of His Holinest,
and of the College of the Propaganda, and he was
to enter into iegotiations with the Premier of Que-
bec, as the atmbassador of His Holiness the Pope,
and the representative of the College. The letter
further contains the following language :-

" That you will grant to the Governinent of the Pro-
vince of Quebec a full, complete and perpetual concession
of ail the property whicb enay have helonged lu Canada,
under whatever titie, to tbe Fathers ot the nid Society,
and that you will renounce to all rights generally what-
soever upon such property and the revenues therefrom in
favor of our Province, the whole, as well iu the name of
the old Order of Jesuits, and of your present corporation,
as in the name of the Pope, of the Sacred College of the
Propaganda and of the Roman Catholic Church in gen-
eral;

" That any agreement made between you and the Gov-
ernment ofthe Province will be binding only in so fr as
it shall be ratified by the Pope and the Legislature of this
Province ;

That the amount of the compensation fixed shall re-
main in the possession of the Government of the Province
as a special deposit until the Pope las ratlified the said
settlement and made known bis wishes respecting the-
distribution of such amount in this country.'
The reply of the Rev. Father Turgeon contains
the following :--

" Any agreement made between the Government of
this Province and the Jesuit Fathers will be binding only
is so far as it shall have been ratified by the Pope and the
Legislature of this Province.

" The amount of the compensation fixed shall remain
in the possession of the Government of the Province as a
special deposit until the Pope bas ratified the said settle-
ment and made known bis wisbes respecting the distribu-
tion of such amount in this country."
Now, the hon. Minister inhis mnemorandumu expressly
says : that although there is much irrelevant matter
in the correspondence which does not pertain to
the Bill, yet that these two letters do, and these
are the two letters that contain the mnost objection-
able features of the Bill. The Bill provides :

"1. That the aforesaid arrangements (those I have refer-
red to and many others), entered into between the Premier
and the Very Reverend Father Turgeon, are hereby
ratified, and the Lieutenant Governor in Council is autho-
rised to carry them out according to their form and tenor.

" 2. The Lieutenant Go vernor in Council is authorised to
pay, out o any public money at bis disposai, the sum of
four hundred thousand dollars, lu the manner and under
the conditions mentioned in the documents above cited,
and to make any deed that he may deem necessary for the
full and entire execution ofsucb agreement."
Now Sir, this Act, with these documents that I
have read-which the hon. gentleman's memor-
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andum says do constitute part of the Bill, if other
portions of it do not-these documents first of all
open negotiations with His Holiness, then they
accept authority from His Holiness, then they sub-
mit legislation to His Holiness for ratification, and
then they place noney at the disposal of His Holi-
ness. If all these things are not a recognition of
the Pope in civil matters, then I am unable to draw
a just conclusion with regard to the case. I am
sorry to occupy the tine of the House, but I wish
to show upon what grounds I based my opinion,
that this Bill is contrary to the provisions of the
English statutes. I wish to draw attention first of
all, to the old law of premuinire passed in the
reign of Richard II, in 1399.

Mr. DAVIN. Why not go back a little earlier?
Mr. CHARLTON. That is as far as it is neces-

sary to go back, and the hon. gentleman will find
that these provisions are re-enacted in a law passed
so late as the tenth year of the reign of Queeu Vic-
toria, by which they are specially declared to be
continued in force. Therefore, in order to find the
lfw of the land, it will be necessary to go back to
the origin of præmnire. Blackstone gives the
following definitioîi of præmunire :

"Introducing a foreign power into the land and creating
imiperi un in imperio by paying that obedience to papal
proces, which constitutionally belonged to the King
alone."
There were provisions made with regard to this
niatter in the reign of Edward III, in the reign of
Henry IV, and in the reign of Richard II, this law
of pramun ire was placed on the statutes. It will be
necessary, I suppose, for me to read these provi-
sions, because I wish them to appear in the record.
I want to quote then to show upon what
authority the prevailing opinion is in regard to the
constitutionality of this Bill is based.

Sone hon. MEMBERS. Read.
Mr. CHARLTON. I will be glad to dispense.
Sone hon. MEMBERS. Read.

Mr. CHARLTON. Chapter 5 of Richard IL. in
the 16th year of his reign, provides:

"And also it is said. and a common clamor is made,
that the said Bishop of Rome hath ordained and purposed
to translate some prelates of the same realm, some out of
the realm, and some from one bishoric into another
within the same realm, without the King's assent and
knowledge, and without the assent of the prelates, which
so shall be translated, which prelates be much profitable'
and necessary to our said Lord the King, and to ail his
realm; by which translations (if they should be suffered)
the statutes of the realm should be defeated and made
'void and his said Liege Sages of his Council, without his
assent, and against his will, carried away and gotten out
of the realm, and the substance and treasure of the realm

ahal ba carried away, and so the realm destitute as well
of council as of substance, to tha final destruction of the
same realm; and so the Crown of England, which bath
been so free at ail times, that it bath been in no earthly
subjection, but immediately subject to God in ail things
touching the Regalty of the sane Crown, and to noue other,
should be submitted to the Pope, and the laws and
statutes of the realm by him defeated and avoided a t his
will, in perpetual destruction of the sovereignty of the
King our Lord, his Crown, his Regalty, and of ail hisrealm, which God defend.

And moreover, the Commons aforesaid say that the
said things se attempted be clearly against the King's
Çrown and his Regalty, used and approved of the time of
ail his progenitors; when wherefore they ail the Liege
Commons of the same realm will stand with our said
Lord t he King snd his said Crown, and his Regalty, in the
cases aforesaid, and in ail other cases attempted against
him, his Crown, and his Regalty in ail points, to live and
to die."
And the concluding part of this law says:

Mr. CHARLToN.
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" Whereupon our said Lord the King, by the assent
aforesaid, and at the request of his said Commons, bath
ordained and established, that if any purchase or pursue
or cause to bc purchased or pursued in the Court of Romie'
or elsewhere, by any such translations, processes, and
sentences of excommunication, bulls, instruments, or
any other things whatsoever which touch the King
against hlm, his Crown, and his Regalty, or his realn, as
is aforesaid, and they which bring within the real or
then receive, or make thereof notification, or any other
execution whatsoever within the same realmn or without
that they, their notaries, procurators, maintainers, abet'
tors, fauto rs, and counse lors, shall be put out of the King's
protection, and their lands and tenements, goods and
chattels, forfeit to our Lord the King; and that they be
attached by their bodies, if they may be found, and
brought before the King, and his couneil, there to answer
to the cases aforesaid, or that process be made against
them by prîamunire.facias, in manner as it is ordained
in other Statutes of Provisors, and other which do sue in
any other court in derogation of the Regalty of our Lord
the King."

Now, Sir, the provisions in this statute were empha-
sised and enlarged in the reign of Henry VIII, ad
I will spare the House by not inflicting these
extracts upon them, but if any hon. gentlemen
wish to consult them, I will give the data by which
they can do so : Act for the Restraint of Appeals,
24 Henry VIII (1532), volume 2, page 167, chapter
12, sections 2 and 4. Act concerning Peter pence
and dispensations, 25 Henry VIII (1533), volume 2,
pages 183 and 4, chapter 21, section 3. lu these
several statutes, the provisions of the law of
Richard Il are made more stringent. These Acts
were repealed in the reign of Philip and Mary, but
as soon as Queen Elizabeth came to the Throne of
England, anong the very first legislation in her
reign was the re-affirming of the provisions of these
various statutes, and I shall trouble the House with
some extracts fron the law under Queen Elizabeth.
Chapter 1, of 1 Elizabeth, from the 3rd to the 13th
sections, re-enacts the laws that were annulled in
the reign of Philip and Mary. This statute con-
tains the following provisions :-

" And to the intent that ahl usurped and foreign power
and authority, spiritual and temporal, may forever be
clearly extinguished and never to be used or obeyed
within this realm, or any other Your Majesty's dominions
or countries; may it please Your Highness that it may b
further enacted by the authority aforesaid that no
foreign prince, person, prelate, state or potentate,
spiritual or temporal, shall, at any time after the last
day of this session of Parliament, use, enjoy or exercise
any manner of power, jurisdiction, superiority, authority,
pre-eminnceor privilegespiritual orecclesiastical,witbi
this realm, or within any other Your Majesty's dominons
or countries that now be, or hereafter shall e, but trom
thenceforth the same shal be clearly abolished out of
this realm, and ail other Your Highness' dominions for-
ever."y

In 13 Elizabeth, chapter 2, we find the following
pi ovisions:-

" Wherein the Parliament holden at Westminster in
the fifth year of the reign of our Sovereign Lady the
Queen's Majesty that nowis, by one act and statute then
and there made, îutituled an Act for the Assurance of he
Queen's Ma esty's royal power over ail states and subjats
within our Higbness' Dominions, it is amon otfer thigs
very well ordained and provided for the abolishing of tha
usurped power and jurisdiction of the Bishop of Rone and
of the See of Rome, heretofore unlawfully claimed std
usurped witbin the realm and other the dominions of the
Queen's Majesty belonging, that no person or persond
shall bold or stand with, to set forth, maintain, defand
or extol the same usurped power, orattribute anymannar
of jurisdiction, authority or pre-eminence to the saie, to
be had or used within this realm or any of the said domi-
nions, upon pain to lueur the danger, penalties and for
feitures ordained and provided by the Statute of Provision
and Præmunire, made in the sixteenth year of the
reign of King Richard II as by the same Act more at large
it doth and may appear: And yet nevertheless divers
seditious and very il-disposed people, without the res-
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pect of their duty to Almighty God, or of the faith and allow the doing or execution of the said usurped power,
allegiance which they ought to bear and have to our said jurisdiction or authority, touching or concerning the
Sovereign Lady the Queen, and without all fear and regard premises, or any part thereof, shall ineur the pains and
had to the said good law and statute, or the pains therein penalties contained in the Statute of Premuunire made in
jlinited, but minding as it sbould seem very seditiously the sixteenth year of the reign of King Richard Il."
-nd unnatural y, not only to brng this realm and Im- I
perial Crown thereof (being in very deed of itselfmost I might strengthen this position by many other
free), into the thraldom and subjection of that foreign, quotations from the English law with regard to
usurped and unlawful jurisdiction, pre-eminenee and this matter. Suffice it to say that what was the
authority elaimed by the said See of Rome: but also to .
estrange and alienate the minds and hearts of sundry of law beyond all question in the days of Queen
lier Majesty's subjects from their dutiful obedience, and Elizabeth, in the days of Henry VIII, in the days
to raise and stir sedition and rebelhion within this realm, of Richard II, has been the law ever since then.
to the disturbance of the most happy peace thereof; Ail t
have lately procured and obtained to themselves from hese provisions have been expressly given
the said Bishop of Rome and his said See, divers bulls force to by a statute passed in the reign of Queen
and writings, the effect whereot hath been and is to Victoria ; and this is important, as showing that
absolve and reconcile all those that will be contented to these are not obsolete or lapsed laws, but lawsforsake their due obedience to our Most Gracions r
Sovereign Lady, the Queen's Majesty, and to yield and still in force, and expressly declared to be in fofce
subjeet themselves to the said feigned, unlawful and in all respects, except in regard to the penalties
usurped authority; and by color of the said bulls and attached to these offences. In 9 and 10 Victoria,
writimgs, the said wicked persons very secretly and most
seditiously, in such parts of this realm where the people chapter 59, we find the following
for want of good instruction are most weak, simple and
ignorant, and thereby farthest from the good under- Also, somuch of an Act passed in the first year of
standing of their duties towards God and the Queen's the reign of Queen Elizabeth, intituled an Act to re-
Majesty, have, by their lewd and subtil practices and store to the Crown an ancient jurisdiction over the
persuasions, so far forth wrought, that sundry simple estate, ecclesiastical and spiritual, and abolishing all
and ignorant persons have been contented to be recon- foreign powers repugnant to the same, and of an Act of
ciled to the said usurped authoritv of the See of Rome, the Parhiament ofIreland passed in the secondyear of the
and to take absolution at the hands of the said naughty same Queen's reign, intituled an Act restoring to the
and subtil practicers, whereby bath grown great dis- Crown the sam.e ancient jurisdiction of the State, eccle-
obedience and boldness in many, not only to withdraw siastical and spiritual, and abolishing all foreign power
and absent themselves from all divine service, now most repugnant to t he saime, as makes it punishable to affirm,
godly set forth and used within this realsm, but also have hold, stand with, set forth, maintain, or defend,
thought themselves discharged of and from all obedience, as therein is mentioned, the authority, pre-eminence,
luty and allegiance to Her Majesty, wherebj most power or j.urisdiction, spiritual or ecclesiastical, of any
wicked and unnatural rebellion bath ensued,,an to the foreign prince, prelate, person, State or potentate there-
further danger of this realm, is hereafter very like to be tofore clanmed, used or usurped within this realm
renewed if the ungodly and wicked attempts in that or any dominion or country being within or under the
bebalf be not by severity of laws in time restrained and power, dominion or obeisance of Her Highness, or to put
bridled. in use or execute anything for the extolling, advance-

" For remedy and redress whereof, and to prevent the ment, setting forth, maintenance, or defence of any such
great mischiefs and inconveniences that thereby may en- pretended or usurped jurisdiction, power, pre-eminence
sue, be it enacted by the Queen's Most Excellent Majesty, and authority, or any part thereof, or to abet, aid, pro-
with the assent of the Lords, spiritual and temporal, and cure, or counsel any person so offending : Provided
the Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and always, and be it declared, that nothiug in this enact-
by the authority of the same : That if any person or per- ment contained shall authorise or render it lawful for
sons, after the lst day of July next comsug, shall use or any persons to affirm, hold, stand with, set forth, main-
put in use in any place within this realm, or in any the tain, or defend any such foreign power, pre-eminence
Queen's dominions, any such bull, writing or instrument, jurisdiction or authority, nor shall the same extend
written or printed, of absolution or reconciliation, at any further than to the repeal of the particular penalties and
time heretofore obtained and gotten, or at any time here- punîshments therein referred to, but in all other respects
after to be obtained or gotten, from the said Bishop of the law shall continue the same as if this enactment had
Rome or any of his successors, or from any other person not been made: Provided further,that if any person in holy
or persons authorised or claiming authority by or from orders, according to the rites and ceremonies of the
the said Bishop of Rome, his predecessors or successors,or United Church of England and Ireland, shall aflirm,
See of Rome; or if any person or persons, after the said hold, stand with, set forth, maintain or defend any such
first day of July, shal take upon him or them, by color of foreign power, pre-eminence, jurisdiction or authority,
any such bull, writing,instrument, or authority to absolve sch person shal be ncapable of holding ay ecclesias-
or reconcile any person or persons, or to grant or promise tical promotion, sud. f in possession of any such pro-
toany person or persons within this realim, or any other motion, may be deprived thereof by due course of law, lu
the Queen's Majesty's dominions, any such absolution or the same manner as for any other cause of deprivation."
reconeciliation, by any speech, preaching, teaching or This, then, gives ower and efficac to, and reaffirmswriting, or any other open deed ; or if any person or per-
sons within this realm,orany the Queen's dominions after the provisions of the old laws which I have quoted.
the said first day of July, shall willingly receive and take Now, Sir, it is held, and I think justly held,auy such absolution or reconciliation : that the laws from which I have quoted areOr else if any person or persons have obtained orsi I . ,
gotten since the last day of the Parliament holden in the directly contrary to the provisions of the Jesuits'
first year of the Queen's Maiesty's reign, or after the first Estates Act; that that Act in itself is a recognition
day of July, shail obtain or get from the said Bishop of of the Pope; that in itself it accepts authority fromRome, or any his successors, or See of Rome, any manner him in submittin 1eislatien to him for aproyal
of bull, writing or instrument, written or printed contain- e. t8 . PP ,
ing anything, matter or cause whatsoever; or shall publish and in appropriatmig money for his disposal ; and
or by any ways or means put in use any sncb bull, writing that, in recognising his authority in civil matters,
or instrument, that then ail andj every sucb ct or bats, it is an infringement aud violation in express termsoffence sud offences shahl be deemeti sud adjudged by tue
authority of this Act to be high treason ; and the offender of these statutes which I have quoted. In addition
and offenders therein, their procurers, abettors and to this, aside from the question of the infringement
counsellors to the fact and committing the said offence of the Queen's prerogative by the Jesuits' Estates,or offences, shall be deemed and adiudged high traitors
to the Queen and the realm, and being thereof lawfully Act ia the manner I have described, the general
indicted and attainted according to the course of the laws impression on the part of those opposed to that
of this realm, shall suifer pains of death, and also lose Act is that it is unconstitutional, inasmuch asand forfeit all their lands, tenements, hereditaments,
goods and ehattels, as in case of high treason by the laws if reverses, in part et leat, Imperial legislation
of this realm ought to be lost and forfeited. And be it in regard to the confiscation of the Jesuits' Estates.
further enacted by the authority aforesaid that ail and It, is held, moreover, that the Act is unconsti-

er aiders oe odre after h comirst of ny the sa tutional, in that it breaks a trust-creates amalfeas-
said acts or offenes to the intent to set forth, uphold or ance mn trust funds which were placed in the:
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hands of the Quebec Government for a specific
purpose. And to sumimarise the objections on the
ground of unconstitutionality, it is held to be uncon-
stitutional; because the Emancipation Act of 1829
placed the Jesuit organisation outside the protec-
tion of the Imperial law, which makes it an illegal
society ; because it recognises a foreign potentate,
in contravention of the express terms and provis-
ions of the English law, dating froi the year 1392
to 9th and 1Oth Victoria; because it reverses an
Imperial Act of confiscation; because it is a mal-
feasance of a trust fund. It is iot for me to argue
at this time whether these objections are sound or
unsound. I recapitulate them to show what the state
of public sentiment was, and what were the objec-
tions raised to the Bill, and to empharise the objec-
tions made in the House of Commons against the
course of the Government in not submitting the
Bill, under the circumstances, to a proper tribunal,
in order to obtain an authoritative decision as to
its constitutionality. The reference made, the
manner and the circumstances in which it was
made, all increase the popular distrust ; and the
Government, in my opinion, did not discharge its
duty in the course it followed. If this was not a
case for reference to the Supreme Court, pray what
could be such a case ? If this was not solemn
enough to justify the Government invoking the in-
tervention of the Supreme Court and submitting
the case to them for decision, it is difficult to con-
ceive a case whith would warrant such a reference.

In the answer of His Excellency the Governor
General, to the delegation which waited upon lim
at Quebec, the first position he took was this :

" I believe, and am confirmed in my belief by the best
authority whom I eau consult, that the Act was intra rires
of the Quebec Legislature. Here my powerof interfer-
ence is limited. The Act does not appear to do more than
to seek to restore to a certain society, not in kind, but in
money, a portion of the property of which that society
-was in years gone by deprived without compensation;
and it provides to give in compensation therefor, the
money of the Province which had become possessed of
the property, and was profiting by it."
Now, the voice was the voice of Jacob, but the
hand was that of Esau. While it is the Gover-
nor General who ostensibly speaks, there is a
marvellous similarity between the language of His
Excellency and the speech of the Mînister of
Justice, the memorandumof the Minister of Justice,
and the letter of my hon. friend to Mr. Graiam. Th e
similarity is so striking that the Governor General
must at least have consulted the Minister of Justice
with regard to the terms and phraseology of his
reply to the delegation. In the second place, His
Excellency says :

"But, as a matter of fact, I do not find any evidence
that in this Dominion and in this nineteenth century the
Jesuits have been less law-abiding or less loyal than
others-."

Well, His Excellency perhaps had not searched
very diligently for the evidence that bore upon
the character of this organisation during the nine-
teenth century, and was hardly warranted in mak-
ing that assertion, that there was no evidence pro-
curable that this organisation was less law-abiding,
less desirable than others. It may be the case
with regard to the organisation in Canada, against
which I have nothing to say, but as regards the
whole broad question of the status of the society
and its antecedents and its history in the nineteenth
century, I think His Excellency was singularly at
fault. If his statement be true, why was that
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society expelled from France in 1804 ? Why was
it expelled from Naples in 1810? from Belgiun in
1818 ? from Russia in 1820 ? from Spain in 1826 ý
from France in 1845 ? from Bravaria in 1848 ? fron
Switzerland in 1848? from the Papal States in 1848?
from the Austrian Empire in 1848 ? from Gallicia ii
1848 ? from Sardinia in 1848 ? from Sicily in 1848 ?
from the Italian States in 1859 ? and from Switzer-
land in 1860 ? The attitude of these powers to-
wards the order is utterly at variance with the
conclusions arrived at by His Excellency. Why
should so high an authority as Blackstone speak of
the black intrigues of the Jesuits, and of their
being the enemies of society? His Excellency was
hardly warranted in making use of so sweeping a
commendation of this order. Then His Excellancy
goes on to say :

" It appears to me that the legal state of that societv
was settled by the Incorporation Act of 1887, to which
little or no objection was taken. I cannot sec anything
unconstitutional in that respect in the payment of the
money in question to a society duly incorporated by law."
Well, it was with regard to the legal status of that
society, under the Incorporation Act of 1887, that
we want the opinion of a judicial tribunal. That
is one of the most important questions connected
with the case-as to the legal status of the society
under the Incorporation Act, as to whether it has
any legal status, as to whether that Act is consti-
tutional or not, coming into conflict as it does
with the Catholic Emancipation Act of 1829, as
to whether it has any legal right to a position in
the Statute-books of any Province of the British
Empire. His Excellency proceeds to say:

"Then it bas been said: Why not facilitate a reference
to the Supreme Court or the Privy Council? I believe
that my advisers have a perfectly good answer, that
having no doubt of the correctness of their view they
have a good reason for not doing so."

I have to dwell on that feature of the case. I con-
sider it is a very insufficient reason that, because
the advisers of Her Majesty in Canada, that be-
cause the majority of this House-the majority of
whon are not jurists-hold the opinion that this
Act is aIl right, it should not be referred to a court.
If the functions of the courts are worth anything,
they are not to decide whether the majority of
this House must be taken as an absolute authority,
but whether that majority is right in its opinion.
The action of the House or of the Government in
the matter does not make the Act constitutional,
or it would not have been necessary to have a refer-
ence at all. His Excellency then states:

" I earnestly call upon all the best friends of the Domin-
ion as far as possible, while holding their own opinions,
to be tolerant of those of others; and like our great
neighbor, to live and letlive, that wemayintime corneto
feel that we have the one objeet of promoting the pros-
perity and welfare of the Dominion, and the maintenance
of loyalty and devotion to the Sovereign."

These sentiments any person can echo-the pre-
servation of the peace, the promoting of the wel-
fare of the people, the adoption of measures to
promote the peace and welfare of the people of the
country-to these every person in Canada can
say " Amen." But the question is, what measures
are calculated to produce these results ? Is the
refusal of the Government to test the constitution-
ality of the law, when a large section of the people
demand it, a step calculated to promote the
harmony and welfare of the country ? No, Sir.
His Excellency referred to our neighbors to the
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sothî. Is this the source from which we may draw features and confine them to the district in which
examnples to justify us in not referring this question ithey are now found. The people who entertain
to the courts? Have they no tribunal for the the opinions to which I have referred, inagined
:ettlement of constitutional questions? Is it that in past years they could detect a design to
tie case there that when the majority of nationalise this systein. They look at the incor-

ngress and the inembers of the executive poration of the duallanguageintheNorth -West Bill
ha\ ve pronounced an Act constitutional, that there and theincorporationof the separate school clausein
is no reference to the Supreme Court? Such is not the same Bill, and many of them arguethatif separate
the case. The constitutional reference of a case schools are established in the 1North-West, that
can be reached there, but here we are debarred should be done by the Local and not by the Do-
fron a constitutional reference by the action of the minion Government. that this Government have no
;oîvernment, and the courts of justice are closed riglit to assume that separate schools form part of

to us, and in that the action of the Govermnent is the national systein, and that they have no riglit to
not calculated to promote the well-being and the establish them in territories or provinces which do
welfare of the people. Those who wish for a not possess provincial autonomy. I think that is
constitutional reference feel that they have been a sound principle. At all events, it is evident that
outraged ; they feel that the reference should have ecclesiastical and civil tyranny are mutually pro-
been iade; they feel that the reference has been ductive of each other. There is a feeling of unrest,
refused without cause ; and for that reason this and it is very easy to arouse a feeling of alarn in
agitation lias been kept alive. If the Government the country. With ail these circumstances, with
liad referrei that case to the Supre»ie Court, what- the fact that there is an influence in this country
ever the decision of that court night have been, that can be managed and made use of, the political
the people would have acquiesced and the excite- influence of which eau be handed over to any party
nient that agitated the people would have passed with this fact staring us in the face, there is a
awa. feeling abroad which the Government should recog-

I have detained the House longer than I intended, nise, and it should endeavor to placate that feeling
iii consequence of reading these extracts. It is by referring anîy law of this kind to a high judicial
useless to conceal the fact that there is a feeling of tribunal to decide as to its constitutionality.
uneasiness existing in this country-a feeling which What did the First Minister say in reference to
is to be lanented, but a feeling which it is the duty this question when it was before the House a little
of the Government to take every proper precau- over a year ago ? He said:
tion and proper means to reiove. There isa No Government can bc formed in Canada, either by
feelingo that there is an imperitum ini imperio in thisfeelng hatther isan nîpeiemte mpero i tis iyself, or hy the hon. member who axoves this resolution
coutntry. It is well known that the papal power (Mr. O'Brien), or by my hon. friend who sits opposite (Mr.
is not exclusively a spiritual power. It does not Laurier), having in view the disallowance of snob a mes-
strictly adhere to the principle of the stateinent ure."
matie by the Messiali that lis kingdom was not of Here is an explicit declaration that the tisallow-
this world. This power seeks not only a spiritual aîce of this mensure wonld lead to the destruction
kingdom-and in regard to its spiritual functions, of any Goverament, and that for that reason lie dit
no înan desires to interfere with it, no man bas any not disallow that mensure. The inference the
business to interfere with it-but it seeks for a country draws is that the hon. gentleman did not
kingdlom on this earth as well. It seeks, in the dare to refer that niasure to the proper tribunal,
opinion of many people, to exercise civil functions, and that be recognised that lie could not disallow it
ald that feeling creates uneasiness. The aims of witlout incurring political destruction, lie felt that
the hierarchy are suspected. It is supposed le coult iot refer it without political destruction,
to be the desire of the hierarchy to seek except in the clandestine way in whicb lie di refer
this power, and that supposition creates what it. I have no doubt that the right hon. gentleman
may, perhaps, be called prejudice, but what, ant the Minister of Justice, ant their colleagues
at all events, is a feeling of uneasiness. would have been glad to refer that measure to the
The Church attempts to be dominant and to Supreme Court; I have no donbt that it was the
make the State subordinate. This belief, which natural solution of the difficulty whicl occur-
fintis place in the minds of hundretis -anti thon- reti to their mintis, and I have ito doubt that

ants and scores of thousan"s of people in this it was this influence to whicli the rigt bon.
cointry is one that shoult flot be disregarte gentleman referre w rich prevente the re-
b3 the Government ; they sliould recognise the ference of that Bill. I believe that, whule
existence of this feeling and s(ould seek to the leader of the Government mighit have been
avoit inflaming afid arousLng these passions disposed to refer the Bill, the power Mhich is
which are se, mucl to be deprecatet. The higHer than lie, the power which lie das recognise
Province of Quebec, notwithstanding the fact in this matter, objecte d to that reference ant
that the inhabitants of that Province are so fine a prqtested against it, and, therefore, lie dihe not
race, notwithstaiding the fact that that Province refer it. That is the inference whicl I draw. The
gives us so many valuable public men, anti amongst refusal to refer this Bill to the Supreme Court was,
tliem so courtly and eloquent a gentleman as the I think, irproper and unjust. This is a matter of
lion. member who leadd the Opposition in this the greatest importance. If we provide that any
Huse, still bas a system including tithes, the Fab- matter ay be referreid to the Supreme Court for
rîque assewments, the exemptions of the vast pro- ihearing and decision, if we provine the machinery
Perty belonging to, the churci from. taxation, the for snc a reference, and if the Goverment ref uses
Power of the priesthood, and the denominational to avail itMself of that machinery, bu goes with an
8cSool system, which do not secure the approbation ex parte statement, and gets a statement from
of people outside of that Province, and there is a legal gentlemen simply on the application of the
idesare on the part of the publie to localise these defendant's attorney, without any chance being
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given for the other side to be heard, I maintain Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In following the
that the Government has not done its duty and remarks that have just been addressed to the
that the reference is simply a nockery. House by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.There has been room for a wide difference of opi- Charlton), I shall be unable to deal with a part of
nion as to the position members took in this House the case, to which he gave a great deal of comment
upon the question of disallowance. I may have not out of any discourtesy to him, but because j
stultified my former record in favor of provincial think in the allusions lie made to that part of the
rights, in the vote I took upon that question. I case, he was going very far afield, indeed, of the
had no doubt that the measure was one that argument which he mîight fairly present to the
should be disallowed, I had no doubt of the power House, in pressing the resolution which is now in
of the Government to disallow it, consequently I your hands. I do not propose to follow, to any
voted against the Government for not disallowing extent, the observations which the hon. gentleman
it. I do not suppose that there was a member on has made, by way of attack upon the Jesuit society
the opposite side of the House supporting the or upon that larger organisation professing the
Government who had any doubt of the power of Roman Catholic faith in this country, or with
the Government to disallow that Act, who had any respect to the status and condition of the people
doubt of the right of the GoN ernment to disallow who profess that faith in the Province of Quebee.
that Act if it chose (o do so. Every one I shah trust to the indulgence of the House to
of those hon. gentlemen who stood up and voted relieve me from any observations on these branches
for the Government in its refusal to disallow of the question, if, indeed, they are branches of
the Act, endorsed the principle of refusal per te, the question at all, with a single exception. The
not having been governed by ary scruples as re- hon. gentlem4n professed to the House this
gards the right of the Government tg make the afternoon a véry strong faith in the power and
disallowance. On this side, probably, the case was existing force of a great many early enactments on
different. It is quite presumable that many mein- thesubject of religion ; I wouldcommendtothe hon.
bers, governed by their scruples in regard to the gentleman an observ ation of the m ost eninent writer
question of provincial rights and provincial auto- on criminal law of modern times, when he comes to
nomy, voted with the Government who really did revise the speech which he bas just delivered to this
not approve of that Bill. But whether this is so House, when he comes to circulate it, as I have no
or not, whether I was right or wrong in the posi- doubt he intends to do, throughout this country,
tion I took as a Liberal member of this House, for the purpose of creating, or continuing, an
and whether the Liberal members who voted for agitation in this country on this subject-I would
that motion were right or wrong, there can be no commend to hiin an observation which is made
question, at least, in my mind, that after the Gov- by Sir Fitzjames Stephen, in his History of
ernment had refused to disallow the Bill they should the Criminal Law, second volume, page 426,
not have refused a reference of that Bill to the when, after recapitulating the tyrannical, arbi
Supreine Court of Canada. The refusal, practically, trary and oppressive legislation of early times,
closes the gates of justice, it causes distrust. We and the tyrannical, arbitrary and oppressive coer-
should have had this matter probed to the bottom. cion of religious opinion in early times, lie
There is no reason why it should not have been winds up with an observation which, perhaps,
referred to the Supreme Court there to be tried, would not be pertinent except for the bon. gentle-
after all the circumnstances, and all the facts, and man's profession of belief that all this legislation is
all the statutes that pertain to the case, had been in force now and should be applied now ; I woild
laid before that court, and where a decision could conmend that observation to the bon. gentleman's
have been secured which would have conmanded careful consideration before he circulates the
the confidence of the country and would have set pamphlet containing his speech, because he might
the excitement at rest. This has not been done, find that the old sword was a two-edged one. Sir
and I claim that in failing to do this, the Govern- Fitzjames Stephen says :
ment have failed to discharge the functions that " Pages might be filled with further illustrations, but
properly devolved upon them, they have trifled these are enough. I may observe, in general, that all
with the excitement that exists in the country, opinions except those which were regarded as strictly
the have taken a course calculated to prolon and correct, were pretty impartially punished. It was as
. he .r p ng dangerous to believe too much as not to believe enough-
mntensify that excitement, when the proper course to be a Roman Catholic priest as to be a publisher of
would have allayed it at once. Taking this view fanatical pamphlets."
of the case, I beg to move: Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman set out with an

observation which challenged a statement made
That all the words after the word " That " beleft out, in some parts of this country since last Session

and the following inserted instead thereof:-" regard
being had to the fact that the competency of the Legisla- with regard to the consistency which le showed
tive Assembly of Quebec to pass the Act 51-52 Victiria, last Session in endeavoring to get a reference
chapter15,intituled: 'An Act respecting the settlement of this statute to the Supreme Court of Canada,
of the Jesuits' Estates,' was called lu question. and that
belief in the unconstitutionality of the said Act was en- for an opinion as to its validity. I have not
tertained in many sections; and in view of the feeling of been one of his accusers in that regard. I have
dissatisfaction excited thereby, and generally the dis- been pretty extensively criticised in various parts
turbed state of the publie mmd on the subject thereof-

"And further, having regard to the fact that His Ex- of this country, but I think I may say that 1 bave
cellency obtained the opinion of the Law Officers of the not opened my mouth upon this question since I
Crown in England, as to the course which fis Excellency addressed the House upon it last Session. But
should.pursue regarding the said Act;

h This House is of the opinion that the question of the since the hon. gentleman has challenged criticism of
constitutionality of the said Act should have been sub- his conduct in that regard, and since he has desiret
mitted to the Supreme Court of Canada, in pursuance of this House to judge whether le was consistent in
the powers conferred by the Supreme and Exchequer his endeavor to obtain a judgment of the SupreieCourts Act when the question could have been definitely Court of Canada, uet me mk the bon gentleman-
determine

4 by such Court." n e
Mr. CHARLTo-x.
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accepting all he lias ever said on the platform and
il Parliament with respect to the impossibility of
getting the ear of the House for his proposed motion
with respect to a reference to the Supreme Court,
how lie accounts for his consistency, when he has
sat in this House, during this Session for fifteen
weeks, and has never proposed that the statute
shall be referred for the consideration of the Su-
preme Court of Canada, but now proposes, instead
of such resolution, a motion of want of confidence
in the Government in that regard. The hon.
gentleman should ponder on that point, and give
an answer to that question before this debate
concludes, if he can. The only possible answer
lie can give is, that the Act has passed into
operation, that the question of allowance or disal-
lowance lias been passed upon, and that it is too
late to make a reference now. The same answer
would have met the lion. gentleman if he had pro-
posed the resolution, when lie states lie would
willingly have proposed it, last Session, because in
,January the Act had been announced as being free
froin any possibility of disallowance, that answer
had been coimunicated to hisfHonor the Lieutenant
Covernor of the Province of Quebec, and the Act
had practically gone into force and operation for
all time to come, unless it shall please the Legisla-
ture of Quebec to repeal or amend it. So the bon.
gentleman this Session, for the last fifteen weeks,
was in as good a position to test the House on this
question, if he pleased to do so, as at any time
last Session. I listened with a great deal of care
to the lion. gentleman in his references to the me-
morandum which I prepared for His Excellency
the Governor General with respect to this Act,
because his resolution contained the rather singular
stateinent that that was an incomplete statement
of the objections to the Act.

Mr. CHARLTON. No. The resolution does
not contain that statement.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It says:
" But were merely to express an opinion, founded upon

the incomplete statement made.
Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps the hon. gentleman

will allow me to state that I have varied the lan-
guage of the resolution somewhat, and if he takes
the resolution I have submitted lie will not find
that statement.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I took the resolution
as placed on the Notice paper, and I found it in-
dicated that the statement I bad made to His Ex-
cellency was incomplete. If the memorandum
which I had the honor to prepare for His Excellency
was not incomplete, upon what grounds will it be
challenged as a fair statement of the case ? If that
statement is an incomplete statement, as the hon.
gentleman's motion asserted, I hope lie will explain
to the House, at some stage of this debate, why lie
lias erased those words from the motion he has
put into your hands, Mr. Speaker, and why it is
he does not ask the House now, as he proposed to
do the other day when lie placed his motion
on the paper, to pronounce that an incom-
plete statement, although lie lias addressed an
argument to the House occupying one hour for
the purpose of showing that it was an incomplete
statement. In what respect was it contended, that
the memorandum was not a full and fair statement
of the case ? The hon. gentleman said that I had
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prepared a misleading statement, aind that there
was no evidence that the Bill on which the opinion
was given was before the law officers of the Crown,
Let me state what the memorandum itself was,
and why it was prepared. In the ordinary course
of the duty of the Minister of Justice, he is called
upon to give fis Excellency his opinion on every
Act passed, as to whether it is suitable to receive
His Excellency's sanction or not ; and, in conse-
quence of the agitation which had arisen in this
country with respect to that question, knowing
fis Excellency might desire to report on the
question to the Colonial Office, or knowing he
might be called on for a report, considering the
intensity with which the debate raged in this
House for a number of days, it was only proper
that I should put into fis Excellency's hands a
statement of the reasons by which the Government
souglit to justify their action on this question.
The hon. gentleman asks this House to come to
the conclusion, that the two first law officers
in the United Kingdom who are charged with
the duty of advising Her Majesty with respect
to all colonial questions, the men holding the
rank of Attorney General and Solicitor General,
absolutely pronounced an opinion on an Act they
never saw and under a misguiding statement
from me with respect to an Act which was not
before them. The lion. gentleman flatters the
credulity of the public of Canada too much if
be is confident they will accept such a contention.
The hon. gentleman stated there was a clandestine
reference to the law oficers, and lie stated that
my references to the early English legislation were
misleading, because, forsooth, they might indicate
to the Crown officers, who, lie supposes, appar-
ently, to be entirely ignorant of the English law
and legislation, that I was referring to legislation
as early as Richard Il. If I imposed on them so as
to lead them to suppose that my reference was go-
ing back as far as Richard Il, it was an imposition
which the hon. gentleman made on the House to-
day when lie read more than one statute of that
period as a reason for inducing the House to believe,
not only that my statement was incomplete, but
that the Crown oficers of England were wrong in
the opinion they formed on this question. The
bon. gentleman stated, and it was about the only
statement which the hon. gentleman could make
with respect to the incompleteness of my memoran-
dum, that I had oiitted all reference to the statute
of 10 George IV, in which the Jesuits are legis-
lated against in stringent ternis. I should like to
ask the hon. gentleman to state in what respect
that statute was pertinent to the argument I pre-
sented to fis Excellency. I shall be glad to allow
the bon. gentleman to interrupt me to answer, if
lie thinks it convenient to do so, in what respect
that statute had the slightest reference te the
position of the Jesuits in Canada; and if the lion.
gentleman does not avail himself of the oppor-
tunity I hold out to him now, I must assume that
the interpretation I have put on the argument he
made on that subject is correct. I nmust assume that
the hon, gentleman led, and intended to lead, the
House to believe that the statute of 10 George IV,
not being very ancient legislation, governed the
whole subject, settled this question, pronounced
penalties against any Jesuits throughout the Em-
pire. He is not aware, I suppose, at this moment
-although le placed a notice on the paper chal-
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lenging the completeness of my statement, and
has occupied the House for an hour in arguing
that my statement was incomplete-that that
Statute has no more force in this country than it
has in the United States, and that it never ap-
plied to this country. The hon. gentleman must
have been misled by the words " the realm," sup-
posing those words are equivalent to ' the Empire,"
«nd he does not know, althoughli he bas spoken for
upwards of an hour for the purpose of showing
that my statement is wrong, that the statute was
confined to the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Ireland, and that the words " the realm"
cover the United Kingdom alone, and do not even
cover the Channel Islands. If the hon. gentleman
has made such a mistake in the argument lie has
addressed to this House, and it must have been a
anere mistake, the House will hardly come to the
conclusion that lie is qualified to pronounce an opi-
nion as to whether Sir Richard Webster and Sir
Edward Clarke have made a mistake or not. I
think the House, after listening to the early
statutes and to Blackstone, and to everybody else
who has ever written on this subject, will come
to the conclusion that perhaps Sir Richard
Webster and Sir Edward Clarke were right after
all in their opinion. I desire to make another
observation before I refer to the general question
in regard to the reference of an Act like this, in
justice to another as well as in justice to myself.
The hon. gentleman made allusion to the speech
which fHis Excellency delivered on receiving
certain delegates who visited him in the city of
Quebec and presented a remonstrance with respect
to this Act going into force. The hon. gentleman
made what I thought was a rather unhandsome
reference to that speech, in which lie stated, that
the voice was the voice of Jacob, but the band was
the hand of Esau. His Excellency was Jacob,.in
the hon. gentleman's mind, and I was Esau. There
was a close similarity, he said, between the
language of my memorandum and the language in
which fis Excellency addressed those delegates.
I cannot claim credit for having inspired the
reply of His Excellency the Governor General,
notwithstanding that the hon gentleman had
attributed that honor to me. I have no desire
to disclaim it, I have no desire in the least
to avoid any share of responsibility which.
falls upon me with respect to it. But in justice
to him whom I have to advise, and in fairness
to those with whom I am associated, and in answer
to the calumnies which have been circulated
throughout this country for twelve months upon
that subject, I will say now, that I prepared that
memorandum and submitted it to His Excellency
befoge lie left Ottawa, before lie went to the city
of Quebec, before fis Excellency was requested
to receive the delegates, and before lie knew
that they were coming to wait on him, but
that I never exchanged a word in writing or
speech with His Excellency on the subject after-
wards, and I did not know what reply His
Excellency was going to make, or what reply lie
had made, until I read it in the newspapers after-
wards. Now, Mr. Speaker, let me call the atten-
tion of the House to what the constitutional posi-
tion is which the hon. member (Mr. Charlton) takes
with regard to this question, and I admit that the
question is one of great importance. It is one of
great importance, not merely in regard to the Pro-

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

vincial Act in question, but in regard to the ptàe.
tice which is to be followed when all similar ques-
tions arise. The hon, gentleman has asked that
the Government shall be censured for not having
made a reference under section 37 of the Supreme
Court Act, which provides :

"The Governor in Council may refer to the SupremeCourt, tor hearing or consideration, any matter whieh be
thinks fit to refer, and the court shatllthereupon hear andconsider the same, and certify their opinion thereon to
the Governor lu Council."
Let me call the attention of the House for a
moment to what, plainly, is the purport, scope,
and meaning of the Act. It is an enactment
precisely similar to the statute which exists in
Great Britain, enabling Her Majesty to seek the
advice of the Judicial Committee of Her Privy
Council, and it is framed in exactly the same
words. Therefore we can obtain considerable
instruction as to what use ought to be made of a
provision of that kind, if we observe what use has
been made of it in the mother country, where, not
only questions arise as frequently as they do in this
country, with regard to the validity of Acts of
subordinate Legislatures, but where the legislation
of the whole Empire bas to be reviewed and re-
vised. The object of this enactment plainly is to
assist His Excellency in the discharge of his ex-
ecutive duties, and Vo assist his executive counsel-
lors of the Government in the discharge of their
executive duties, by advising them as to the course
they should pursue. It would be inconsistent with
the whole structure of our judicial framework, ex-
tending as it does to so many distant parts of the
country, to suppose that it was ever intended to
be a means of settling private litigation or of mak-
ing private enquiries, or of even making enquiries
to satisfy public interest and public curiosity. His
Excellency is given, there, a means of resorting to
the highest court in the country, for the purpose
of instructing his advisers and himself, as to the
things they should do, the orders which they should
mnake, the authority which they should confer upon
their officers, and the instructions which they
should give to their officers from time to time. I
said a moment ago that it would be instructive to
refer to the use which is made of the English en-
actment. There are seven reported cases in
Great Britain since that statute was passed in the
reign of William IV. Let us see what they were.
Every one of them is a case in which Her Majesty
desired to be advised as to some act which she was
called upon to perform. Out of the seven instances
which are reported, one was a case in which Her
Majesty desired to be advised as to whether it was
proper that certain penalties should be remitted,
it having been claimed that these penalties
had been illegally imposed. One was a case in
which Her Majesty had been asked to restore
the precedence of certain judges. One was a case
in which Her Majesty desired to be advised as to
the revision of certain regulations made by a
colonial court. One was in regard to a peti-
tion in which Her Majesty had been prayed to
remove a colonial judge for misconduct, and one
was a case in which Her Majesty had been asked
to order that an advocate should be allowed to
practice at the bar in the Court of Jersey, where
the number of practitioners was supposed to be
limited by regulation. In regard to the last case,
there was an observation made by the Judicial
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Conmittee of the Privy Council, which throws sone ence under the Railway Act. That reference was
light upon the views they take of the functions made under a special provision of the statute, and
tait devolve upon them under this enactment: in that case the Railway Committee of the Privy

" With regard to our jurisdiction as well as to the Council desired to be advised as to their authority
argument of the inconvenience arising from a limited to make a particilar order. These are the refer-
bar, we must observe that this petition is not referred to ences which have been made in Canada so far,
us as a legislative body, having legislative authority, or and every one of them concerned an administiative
to advise the Crown in acting its legislative capacity, but
as members of the Judicial Committee of the Council, act which I
possessing only power to advise the Crown judicially." form; not ose of them concerned the simple ques-
Now, Sir, what were the functions of His Excel- tion which arose after this matter passed out of Ris
lency the Governor General in regard to this Excellency's hands, relating merely to private
statute ? I pass by for a moment the impor- interests, or to public curiosity regarding a legal
tant circumstance, that when we were asked to problem. Tbere was likewise a tecision by one
mnake the reference, all power had passed-all of my distinguisbed predecessors in office as to
right, at any rate, had passed from His Excellency's the way in whicb that Act should be applied
hands, even to disallow the Act. But if we were and 1 may cite that, not only on account of
to regard the case for a moment, as a muatter of the high authorlty whicb it gives me for the
referring to the Supreme Court the question of course I advised, but also because the parti-
whether His Excellency should disallow an Act or cular circumstances in whicb bis report was nade
not, that was a measure of a purely legislative furnish a fair illustration of the oppression whicb
character, and in that regard, under the present would resuit fron refereuces being made in tbe
state of the law, the Judicial Committee of the way the hon. nember for North Norfolk contends
Privy Council has declared that it is not one of tbey ougbt to be made. Iu January, 1877, tbe
their functions to advise the Royal Authority, Provincial Government of New Brunswick called
with regard to legislative Acts, and that they the attention of the Government of Canada to the
had merely to advise the Crown in matters fact that certain statutes of that Province had
in which the Crown acts judicially. I mîight been passed-soine of them were in force, and ose
refer also to the Canadian cases which have arisen was about to come into force-to regulate the sale
under that statute. We have had four or five of intoxicating liquors in that Province, and respect-
references to the Supreme Court of Canada, and ing the licensiug of bouses for that purpose ; stating
every oie of them has been in the line which I have tbat tbe Rouse of Assembly was of opinion tbat
stated. One of them was made under the Canada the validity of those Acts sbould be letermined by
Tenperance Act. It came within the general the Supreme Court of Canada, under the Supreme
principle which I am describing. It was incum- Court Act. The report made by the then Minister
bent upon His Excellency to decide whether of Justice, tbe present bon. menber for West
he should instruct his officers of Inland Reve- Durbam (Mr. Blake) on tbat subject, on the 29tb
nue to enforce the Act, notwithstanding the of January, was this
contention which had been made with re- "It may be laid dowu. as a general mIe, that the power
gard to its validity, and every step with re- of retèrence to the Supreme Court by the Govemnor
gard to the enforcement of that Act involved a General in Council sbould not he exercised in matters
question of administrative action, on which it was which uay, l the ordinary course of thiugs, be brougbtadie.judicially before that tribunal.
important that His Excellency should be advised. Teopnion p
In another case the question was submitted to the would be given witbout the advantage of hearingargu-
court, as to the liability of the Dominion Govern- ,uent. Such a disposition of an important and difficult* question could hardly be regarded as satisfactory by tbe
ment to provide for the maintenance of pris- parties, while it would be unfairto the judges, wbo might,
oners in certain cases. In another, there was a in tbe event of the questioncomingjudiciallybeforeîhein,
reference as to the validity of a statute of British be embarrassed by their previons action.

II "On the whole I recommend that the Lieutenant Gov-Columbia, in relation to the judges living in ernor should be informed that, with every desire to meet
districts and exercising their jurisdiction in dis- the views of bis Goverument, if is thought, for the reasons
tricts, and in that case it was all important for 1 have assigned, to be inexpedient to make tbe proposed
His Excellency to know before he commissioned a
judge, whether he commissioned hina for the Pro- And tbe proposed reference was nccordiugly not
vince at large, or for residence in a particular dis- made, and very properly not made. The Provin-
trict of the Province. The validity of the Act having cil Governient desired that tbat question sbould
been assailed, it was necessary for His Excellency be tested by tbe opinion of the Supreme Court of
to be sure of its validity, and to have as definite a Canada. If that opinion were conclusive, then, in
decision upon that point as the courts could give, tbe event of the same question arising on any sub-
in order that the validity of His Excellency's own sequena legislafion, a ssitor in a Provincial court,
acts, in commissioning the judges, should not be wheu bringing bis suit, cnlling bis witnesses, and
brought in question and confusion ensue. There dessring to bave bas counsel beard, would find bim-
was a reference also under the Liquor License self precluded by the opinion of the Sipreme Court,
Act of 1883. That was made under a special pronounced at the request of the Governanent of
enactment, and it was made for the reasons whicb Canada, and lu a case lu whicb, peraps, no
I have referred to before: that His Excellency's parties baving an actual inferest bai been beard
Government had to put the Act in force, before the court at all, and in wbica no evidence
had to instruct its officers to collect the penal- bad been taken. Now, Sir, upon tbat subjecf,
ties, had to take proceedings before the magis- and for tbe purpose of sbowing tbat tbe Suprene
trates to recover those penalties; and before Court Act was neyer intended to he used as a
Proceeding with those measures, it was deemed mens of referring questions wbicb are not simply
proper that His Excellency should be advised as to for fhe cousiderafion of tbe executive, but con-
the validity of the Aet. There was another refer- cern private riglis or private h.igation, or moût
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questions of law, I might refer to another very
high authority, the much-despised-by the hon.
member for North Norfolk-authority of the law
officers of the Crown. In this case the Attorney
General for the time being was the present Lord
Selborne. The question was an ecclesiastical
question, as to whether Bishop Colenso should be
proseòuted for heresy, and the difficulty was
pressed upon the consideration of the law officers,
that there was perhaps no other niethod of having
the rights of the Crown and the right of the accused
person defined than by a reference to the Judicial
Committee. The opinion is:

" It bas been suggested that the Crown, as visitor, or as
supreme in causes ecclesiastical, or by virtue, and in ex-
ercise, of some other supposed power, may be able, either
by commissioners specially appointed, or by means of the
Privy Council, to hear and determine the points raised
against Dr. Colenso.

We are unable to find the slightest ground on which
this suggestion can be supported.

" The Crown is supreme over all causes ecclesiastical
in the same, and in no other sense, and to no greater ex-
tent than the Crown is supreme over causes temporal-
that is, by law, and by means of the various established
courts of law.

" The submission of the Clergy Act (25 Heury VIII,
chapter 19) gave no sucb power to the Crown. Section 4
of that Act made it lawful for the parties grieved by any
decision of an ecclesiastical judge in England to appeal
to the King in Chancery, for which Court of Appeal the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council is now substi-
tuted. This is an appellate, and not an original jurisdic-
tion.

" The High Commission Court, established by 1 Eliza-
beth, chap. 1, is abolished by 16 Charles I, chap. 11, and
the revival of the High Commission Court or any similar
court is especially provided against by 13 Charles Il,
chap. 12.

" With reference to the authorities referred to, inter-
mediate in date between 1 Elizabeth, chap. 1, and 16
Charles I, cbap. 11, it is hardly necessary to observe that
they-state the law as it was in force under the former of
these statutes, and which ceased to be in force on the
passing of the latter.

" No argument in favor of the power of the Crown can
be derived from 3 and 4 William IV, chap. 41, sec. 4, by
which it is enacted that it shall be lawful for His Majesty
to refer to the Judicial Committee for hearing or con-
sideration, any such other matters as His Majesty shall
think fit ; and such Committee shall thereupon hear
and consider the same, and shall advise lis Majesty
thereon in manner aforesaid.

" To make this section applicable to the judicial deter-
mination of an ecclesiastical matter, would be, in effect,
to restore the High Commission Court. The section is to
be taken as referring to questions not of judicial cogni-
sance on which the Crown may desire to be solemnly
advised by persons conversant with the law.

" The only remaining consideration is whether the
merits of the case eau be raised on aseire facia to revoke
the letters patent granted to the Bisbop of Natal.

" This manner of raising the question between the
Bishop of Natal and his opponents was suggested by the
Master of the Rolls in the case of the Bishop of Natal vs.
Gladstone.

" The only grounds on which the letters patent would
be revoked by such a proceeding is in our opinion, that
the letters were ab initio void, as having issued impro-
vidently. This would leave the merits untouched.

" Indeed, if the view taken iu the Bishop of Natal vs.
Green as to the status of the colonies be correct, the
letters patent might possibly be beld valid.

" We are, therefore, of opinion that no means at present
exist for trying before any tribunal competent to decide
the question. whether or no Dr. Colenso, the present
Bishop of Natal, has advocated doctrinal opinion not in
accordance with the doctrines held by the Church of
England; and, assuming the present Bishop of Natal to
bave been guilty of an ecclesiastical offence, no steps
can be taken to bring him, as such Bishop, before any
tribunal."
The hon. gentleman will say, I suppose, with
regard to that question-a question vitally affect-
ing the position of the Church of England through-
out the Empire-that that was a clandestine
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reference too, that the Crown officers decided on
the special plea of the defendant's attorney, and
that Her Majesty's Government ought to have
been left to fortify themselves by a reference to
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. Let
me say, with regard to all that mass of cobwebs
and sophistry about special pleas and clandestine
references, that the Crown has been advised
in this matter as the Crown has been ac-
customed to be advised on questions of the
kind for the last two or three centuries;
and the Crown has been advised by men of great
distinction in their profession, by men of very high
rank, whom the Sovereigns of England bave been
accustomed to rely upon for more than two cen-
turies in the administration of the affairs of the
Colonies of Great Britain. I fail to understand,
fron the argument the lion. gentleman has pre-
sented this afternoon, or from the irrelevant, absurd
and obsolete enactments which lie has dug out of
the back shelves of the Library, anything which
would lead us to believe that the men who have
pronounced their opinion upon this question are
less worthy to advise Her Majesty than those who
have advised Her Majesty and lier predecessors
so well that the exercise of the sovereign power
has made the British Empire the illustrious
Empire it is. Let me ask upon what points His
Excellency could have desired to be advised in
this question ? The Act was passed by the Legisla-
ture of the Province of Quebec on the 12th July ;
the decision with regard to disallowance was
made on the 19th January, 1889 ; and it was
made by no means out of the usual course.
I have examined the dates at which Provincial
legislation, submitted to the Minister of Jus-
tice, has been decided upon from time to
time. ln a large number of cases, the intervals
between the passage of the Acts and their ratifica-
tion or disallowance were longer than in the present
instance, but in twenty or thirty cases the reports of
the Minister of Justice were made in shorter
periods than that which elapsed between the pas-
sage of this Act and the announcement that it would
not be disallowed here. The decision was not made
out of the usual course, again, because it was made
in response to the request of the Lieutenant
Governor of the Province, who stated that, for
urgent reasons pressed upon his Government, his
Government desired to be advised at the earliest
moment of the view His Excellency the Governor
General took upon the question of the validity of
that Act, as to whether it would be disallowed or
not. Therefore, between the 12th of July and
the 19th of January, moved by the urgent request-
a request with which we have neverfailedto comply,
when made by a Provincial Governmet-we decid-
ed that the Act was sound and ought not to be disal-
lowed. Although there were at that time three peti-
tions asking for its disallowance, not one suggested
a reference to the Supreme Court of Canada. Not
one of the petitions which were subsequentlY
presented and laid before this House last Session
requested a reference to any court or tribunal
whatever ; and of the petitions which were
before us, when we announced that the Act would
not be disallowed, not one suggested a legal ob-
jection as arising at all. They only suggested
that it should be disallowed upon the eneral
ground of the impolitie character of the lsgiala-
tion, and not one suggested a question of law
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upon which the advice of the Supreme Court of country and in the colonies, and absolutely re-
Canada could possibly have been asked. I will strictive of Provincial rights, that, after making
not repeat to any extent the discussion which took that solemn declaration, in response to the request
place last year, in which it was shown that this of the Lieutenant Goivernor of the Province, that
question of validity was not raised in the Provin- Act should subsequently be disallowed. It is no
cial Legislature and that there were no petitions new case, Sir, at all, that when Provincial legis-
questioning its validity there. The interpretations lation is adopted, requiring large expenditure of
we put upon the Act were those put upon it by the money, requiring the borrowing of money, requir-
men who were responsible for passing it. We had ing the construction of public works, the decision
the declaration of the head of the Quebec Govern- of His Excellency is applied for, to be given
ment of the construction he put upon it, and immediately before these enterprises are under-
as to the sense in which he offered it to the taken ; but, if the principle is to be estab-
House. I need not refer to all that, but the hon. lished, on the sanction of any majority in
gentleman asks that we be censured for not having this House, or of any considerable proportion
made a reference to the Supreme Court before we of this House, that, when once the announcement
made the announcement with regard to disallow- has been made that disallowance will not take
ance, although no man in the country suggested a place, it is still open to the Executive to disallow,
legal question which could be referred to the then not a single statute of a Province-whether, as
Supreme Court, and although not one of the I have said in the memorandum, for the construction
petitions against the Act suggested that it should of a railwvay or any other public work, whether for
be so referred. Having announced our opinion the borrowing or payment of any money--can
that the Act ought not to be disallowed, let mue ask possibly be made effective, even after the solemn
in what position we were, as regards disallowance, announcement of the Governor General that the
then ? Act will be left to its operation, until a year has

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. passed by, and the power has absolutely gone of
disallowing a Provincial statute. That view, I am
confident, will be sustained by this House, and byAfter Recess• the opinion of any one who gives the subject an
impartial consideration. Therefore, I stand with

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In continuing my confidence upon the view that, when once theremarks, I wish for a moment to go back, for the announcement has been made that disallowance
purpose of making good and enlarging a little on cannot and will not take place, that decision is as
one or two points I have already taken. The hon. absolutely beyond recall, and the statute as fully
gentleman who moved the resolution found fault in operation as if more than a year had elapsed
with my statement that certain legislation, upon from the date it was assented to by the Provincial
which he has relied to sustain the views lie authority. I want, however, in this connection,put forward, was obsolete. He contended that forthepurposeof showinghow littlereasonthere was
the statute of 10 George IV, which he read to to makethis reference, toshow this House what the
the House at some length, so far from being principal ground was upon which it was contended
obsolete, was, fifteen years ago, declared by high that this Act was ultra rires of the Provincial Legisla-
constitutional authority to be of the character of ture. I have read caref ully through the debate which
an effective statute, placimg certain powers in the took place in this House last winter. I did so be-hands of the Crown, which the Crown might desire fore I prepared the memorandum which has been
to use on a convenient opportunity. In order to challenged. I selected from the speeches made inshow that the statement I have made, notwith- that debate every point which was taken--whether
standing the high authority to which the hon. I thonght it worthy of arument or not-so that
gentleman referred, is borne out by a higher autho- eveyg argument or qusgtion
rity, I refer the hon. gentleman to the author, whether it was made by layman or by lawyer,whose name I mentioned a few moments ago, and might be placed e by Excellen yerh
who makes this observation with respect to the'pae eoeRs xelny hwhotat ess o bvion whith r t t principal point which was urged last Session, andstatute of George IV, on which the hon. gentleman was especially urged by the hon. member for North
has placed so much reliance. After citing at Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), was that the statute in-
length the provisions of the Catholic Emancipation corporating the Society of Jesuits in the Province ofAct, which is the Act of George IV referred to, Quebec was itra vires of the Provincial Legisla-and after citing at large the restrictions against ture, and that, therefore, the grant subsequentlythe Jesuits cormng mnto the country, he observed:thee rommgons mthave eountryn hoberv made to them was of no avail, because it was made

These provisions have never been modified, and I be- to a corporation which did not properly exist under
lieve have been treated ever since they were passed as the Act of 1887. I think hon. members will findan absolutely dead letter." that the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
Now, I want to make a few observations to the McCarthy) was very guarded in putting before the
House in illustration of the position I took as to House any statement that the Act of 1889 was
this matter having practically passed out of the adtra vires of the Legislature which passed it, but
hands of the Executive of Canada when the bis declaration was that the Act of 1887 which in-
decision was given as to whether the Act should corporated the Order and established the body to
be disallowed or not. Whatever may be said which the grant was to be paid, was, to use
with regard to the power still remaining with bis own words, not worth the paper it was written
the Governor General as regards a provincial on. There could not have been any reference of the
statute after he has announced that an Act should Act of 1887 to the Supreme Court. No objection had
be left to its operation, it would be absolutely taken to that statute or to its constitutionality
unconstitutional, absolutely contrary to the prac- until the Act of 1889 was passed. The Govern-
tice which bas prevailed both in the mother ment was never asked to make a referer.ce of the Act
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of 1887 to the Supreme Court or any other tribunal,
and, in addition to that, the time had passed when
it was possible to exercise the power of disallow-
ance before this question was brought up. The
statute of 1887 had become law as far as it was
intra vires of the Province of Quebec, it was be-
yond our reach, and we were never asked to refer
to any court any question whatever in regard to it.
As I pointed out before, as far as any constitu-
tional question was concerned, that Act of 1887
was the saine as an Act passed in regard to
the same body eighteen years before, the validity
of which bas never been questioned. Therefore
we had to consider that, of the Acts that we were
asked to refer for the consideration of the Supreme
Court, the principal Act had gone into force two
years before, and was practically a copy of an
Act passed eighteen years before and which had
been on the Statute-book unchallenged during
that time. As I have already stated, the provision
for the reference of statutes to the courts is
the saine as that passed in England in
the reign of William IV, under which Her
Majesty can refer any statute to the Judicial Coin-
mittee of the Privy Council for their opinion. I
pointed out that, after sixty years of the operation
of this provision, it has only been applied in seven
instances. I called attention to the fact that the
limited exercise of the power which is vested in
Her Majesty in Council would be significant in
regard to the proper use of the like provision in
this country. I pointed out that only seven times
had that power been acted upon, and that in every
case it was in regard to a matter which ler
Majesty had to consider as to Her own acts. I
would ask the House if it is not significant that,
during sixty years, while the Crown has been gov-
erning colonial dependencies almost all over the
world, in nearly every one of which there has been
a Legislature, and each of which has sent annually
a volume of statutes in regard to which Her
Majesty has had the right of disallowance-is it not
significant, that, while thousands and tens of
thousand of colonial statutes have gone to England
and have been brought under the attention of Her
Majesty's advisers as to whether disallowance
should be exercised or not, not one of these have
been referred in the way proposed here ? The
power of disallowance has been exercised. The
number of statutes of British North America alone
which have been disallowed number upwards of
100 ; but, notwithstanding the multitude of colonial
statutes which had to be considered as to whether
they should be disallowed or not, notwithstanding
the fact that more than 100 statutes have been dis-
allowed of the British North American Provinces,
is it not significant, that with this provision allow-
ing Her Majesty to refer questions to the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council, not one single case
has been submitted to that Committee by Her
Majesty in regard to disallowance? That great pre-
rogative of disallowance under which Her Majesty
can control a free Legislature in any one of her col-
onies, was in every case exercised on the respon-
sibility of her advisers, and in no one case did Her
Majesty or lier advisers seek refuge, by going before
a judicial tribunal, from the responsibility which
rested upon them in regard to its exercise. I did
not rely for that statement or for the principle in-
volved, simply upon the reported decisions. I
thought that, while these seven caseiappeared on
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the record as the only cases referred to the
Judicial Committee, there might be some others,
and I have had the records of the Privy Council
searched in order to see whether there might not
be one instance amongst the thousands of Colonial
statutes of a reference to the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council; and this is the result:

" In reply to your letter of the 20th January last. 1
have the honor to inform you that, in the year 1856 a
Colonial Bill, which was reserved for the signification of
ier Majesty's pleasure thereon "- -

That is an entirely different matter. That is a
case in which Her Majesty is asked to do some-
thing relating to lier legislative functions.-
-" was, upon a representation of one of Her Majesty's
principal Secretaries of State, specially referred by Her
Mai esty's Order in Council to the Judicial Committee,
to report their opinion upon the question whether ler
Majesty might lawfully assent thereto. But I am unable
to find any case in which a Colonial Bill has been referred
to the Judicial Committee on the question of disallow-
ance, and it is to the latter rather than the former case
that your letter would appear to point."
We have, then, the significant fact that, with that
power possessed by Her Majesty, it has never been
used to refer a question of disallowance to the
Judicial Comnittee of the Privy Council ; and yet,
in this colony, where we have Legislatures which
are not really subordinate to our authority, but
which are supreme in regard to the subjects assigned
to them, it is asked that we should be censured be-
cause, in regard to one of .the statutes which they
passed, we have not made a reference to the
Supreme Court of Canada ; and although the Act
which we were asked to refer had long gone out of
our view, because the decision as to disallowance
had been already pronounced. Now, in that
connection, let me recall to the House the
language in which the hon. inember, in making
his motion, criticised the opinions of the law officers
of the Crown, criticised the character of this ap-
plication to them as clandestine, as an opinion
given upon the brief of the defendants' attorney.
Why, with regard to that great multitude of
colonial statutes as to whether they should be al-
lowed or disallowed, and as to a great multitude
of questions with regard to colonial administration
irrespective of allowance or disallowance of colo-
nial statutes, it was upon the opinion of just such
men as have pronounced on this question, the law
officers of England, that Her Majesty has been
advised ; and it has been reserved to this late
day for any colonial authority wbatevier, and
I might almost say for any member of a colonial
Legislature to impugn the respect which is due to
the high authority of the law officers who advise
the Crown with regard to colonial questions. In
addition to the letter which I have just read as to
the search which has been made for any precedents
in the office of the Privy Council in England, let
me refer to the letter of the registrar of tbat tri-
bunal, with regard to the New Brunswick question,
the letter of Mr. Reeve, dated from the Privy Coun-
cil Office in England, 13th December, 1872. There
was a request that the validity of the New Bruns-
wick Act with regard to separate schools should be
referred for the opinion of that Cqmmittee, and
the answer which was made by the registrar, was
this :

" Sn,-I have submitted to the Lord Presidient of the
Council your letter of the 9th instant, transmitting a copy
of a dispateh from the Governor General of Canada, th
enclosures, respecting an Act passed by the Provineli
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LegisIature of New Brunswick, with reference to Common
Schools, and requesting to know whether the opinion of
the Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
on this question ,au properly be obtained.

" It appears to bis Lordship that as the power of con-
firming or disallowing Provincial Acts is vested by the
statute in the Governor General of the Dominion of
Canada acting under advice of his constitutional ad-
viser, there is nothing in this case which gives to Her
Majesty in Council any jurisdiction over this question:
though it is conceivable that the effect and validity of
this Act may at some future time be brought before Her
Maiesty, on an appeal from the Canadian Courts of
Justice.

" This being the fact, His Lordship is of opinion that
Mer Majesty cannot, with propriety, be advised to refer
to a Committee of Council in England a question which
Her Majesty in Council has at present no authority to
determine, and on which the opinion of the Privy Council
would not be binding on the parties in the Dominion of
Canada."

Now, there is a distinction between that precedent
and this. The bon. member bas challenged us here
for not referring to our own court a question as to
the validity of an Act which at one time we could
have disallowed, and the statement in the letter
in question is that Her Majesty could not refer
that Act to Her Privy Council for an opinion inas-
much as the question of disallowance was one for
the Governor General and not for Her Majesty.
That, however, does not go to the essence of the
question, because when the question of disallowance
was over, as it was on the 19th of January last,
the demand was that we should refer an abstract
question of law with regard to the validity of an
existing Act, and if it were proper that we should
refer that abstract question of law for decision, in
order to satisfy public interest and public concern
as to its validity, to our Supreme Court, it was
equally proper that the reference should have been
made in that New Brunswick case to Her Ma-
jesty's Judicial Committee of the Privy Council to
settle the abstract question of law which arose
there, irrespective of the question of disallowance.
Now I come to the point which is indicated in a
report of the hon. member for West Durham,
which I referred to before dinner, the point
that a reference ought never to be made when
another remedy can be found. That hardly
needs to be sustained by argument in a delibera-
tive assembly. The principle was established
too long ago in the mother country to need
argument now. The principle that the settlement
of disputes by litigation should be left to the
ordinary tribunals of the country, to the ordinary
courts of justice of the country, is as old in the
mother country as constitutional liberty itself and
the love of self-government. There existed in
England two tribunals which for a long time
exercised the jurisdiction which the member for
Norfolk thinks we should have exercised here-
the Star Chamber, having crirninal jurisdiction,
and the Court of High Commission, having juris-
diction over ecclesiastical offences. They were-not
the valuable works of a reformer like the hon.
member for Norfolk, they were the works of aris-
tocrats and Tories of the old school, who lived and
ruled in thereigns of the Tudors and theStuarts. But,
Sir, one of the most valuable reforms which were
accomplished long ago in England, was the com-
plete overturning of those tribunals in order that
justice might be administered in the ordinary courts
at the option of the suitor, in the court of his
choice, to go from the lowest court to the highest,
by the steps which are pointed out by the estab-

lished laws of the country. Not only were those
tribunals overturned, but there is legislation abso-
-lutely prohibiting any attempt to erect them
again by the Crown or anybody else. These were
tribunals into which, at the instance of the Crown,
at the instance of the Government, and for the
purpose oftentimes of escaping political responsi-
bility, litigants were brought, and when they were
overturned, and when legislation was adopted pre-
venting their restoration at any time as absolutely
unconstitutional, it was in order that the people of
the country might have recourse to the established
tribunals and the established course of procedure
of the country, to litigate their rights in the
tribunals of their own choice, where their counsel
could be heard, where their testimony could be
produced, and where the investigation that took
place could be aided by the ordinary procedure of
the law. The hon. inember for Norfolk has ex-
pressed a preference for this high tribunal of the
Supreme Court for this very singular reason, among
others, as he stated it in his resolution :

" If the matter had been referred to the Supreme Court,
the question, after the submission of evidence and full
argument by counsel on both sides, could have been
definitely determined by such court."

The hon. member has made again such a funda-
mental mistake that I think we nust gravely
doubt bis authority to criticise the opinion of the
law officers of the Crown, because be is not aware
that there is no provision on the Statute-book by
which one tittle of evidence can be taken when
such a reference is to be made to the courts, the
fact being that under the present system the
question would be decided there absolutely without
evidence, and according to the practice of the
court, without reasons being given for the decision.
I have only to point out now what other remedies
existed as indicating the reasons why this power
should not be exercised. I am not driven to do
that except to satisfy the condition contained in
the dispatch of my predecessor, the hon. member
for West Durham, because in the report of those
distinguished authorities whom I read from before
dinner, headed by Lord Selborne, then Sir Roun-
dell Palmer, the Crown is advised against a refer-
ence to the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council in a case in which, the report goes
on to say, there is absolutely no other remedy.
But for the purpose of satisfying the rule laid down
by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
let me point out to the House that there were
methods by which that question could be decided
in the ordinary courts of law. In the first place,
it was open to any person who had a special in-
terest, and when I say a special interest I merely
mean to distinguish between the interest which
the ordinary citizen takes in current events and
that which a man takes in bis property or rights
-it was open to any person who had any
interest or any right in regard to property or
moneys concerned to bring the question before the
courts of justice; and it is a remarkable fact that
at that very time when application was being made
to us, there was a suit pending in the courts of the
Province in which this Act was passed, in which
that very defence of the unconstitutionality of
the Act of incorporation was set up, and was
then being tried and determined. I may be told
that that suit was one commenced at the in-
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stance of the Society of Jesus itself, and that
the fate of that suit might depend on the dis-
position of that society to go forward with it.
That would not affect the principle. I might
answer that objection by saying that the suit has
gone forward, that the point has been decided by
the ordinary tribunals of that Province. But all
that is apart from the question. If that suit were
to fail, other suits might be brought from time to
time, and we had to consider in that regard, not
only that the remedy existed, by which the
question could be brought before the tribu-
nals of the country, but that we would be, to
a certain extent, forestalling the decision of
that and any other suit by seeking in this
irregular method a decision from the highest
court of appeal in the country, before which that
question would subsequently come in the ordinary
course of justice. There was actually, however,
another and a very plain remedy for those who
desired this question to be tested in the courts.
The Code of the Province of Quebec provides that
it shall be the absolute duty of the Attorney General
of the Province, when any persons are improperly
exercising the functions of a corporation, to take
proceedings in the courts by which their right to
exercise those functions as a corporation will
be tested. The lion. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton), constantly pressed with that
fact this afternoon, made an attempt to answer it.
He said it would have been vain to go to the
Attorney General of the Province and ask him to
litigate that question. I say no, because we have
no right to assume that under the high command
which says it shall be his duty to do so, lie would
refuse to do it. A second time I say no, because
the request was never made ; and it is unfair to
any oflicer of the Crown to say that he would not
do his duty until, at all events, he was called upon
to do it. But I say no the third time, for the
reason that, in the suit brought at the instance of
the Society of Jesus, the Attorney General of the
Province has intervened, and has submitted him-
self and his Government to the judgment of the
courts of the Province, and ultimately to this very
tribunal, the Supreme Court of Canada, for the
purpose of having that question of validity of this
Act tested, and the House will remember in that
connection the bearing of the Act of incorpor-
ation upon the Act for the settlement of the
estates. The Act for the settlement of the estates
would fail entirely if the Incorporation Act were
invalid, because the former Act provided that the
money should be paid to the corporation, and if
it were decided there was no corporation to re-
ceive it, the grant must fail. We have, therefore,
a clear case in which there was not only an existing
remedy in the ordinary course of justice by which
this question could be raised, but we had the
remedy actually being applied at the time this
application was made to us. In saying all this with
respect to the inadvisability of a reference to the
Supreme Court of Canada under the provisions of
that statute, excepting of such questions as his
Excellency may desire to be advised upon for his
own action, let me call attention to the fact
that this was not by any means the case of an appli-
cation for a reference to that court of anappeal under
the provisions of the British North America Act,
by which a minority, believing that an injustice
has been done tnem, claims that remedial legisla-

Sir JoHN THoMPsoN.

tion should take place or a remedial order should
be made. Upon that question, which is entirely
distinct from this, it might have been said that His
Excellency and his advisers had duties to perform
in relation togiving or withholdingremedialorders,
and with respect to f unctions which should devolve
upon this Parliament in case the remedial orders
were disobeyed. To put it a little more plainly.
In the provisions of the British North America
Act, which provide that Provincial Legislatures
shall have the exclusive right to legislate with
respect to education, there is a limitation of
their powers with respect to the rights of the
minorities secured by law at the time of the
Union ; and there is this provision as to the rights
of minorities accruing after the Union, that if
those are invaded, there may be an appeal to the
Governor in Council from the Provincial authority,
and the Governor in Council nay in such a case
make remedial orders, and if those orders are not
obeyed, this Parliament will then have power to
deal with the subject of education quoad those
orders and quoad those grievances. An applica-
tion was made, in point of fact, by the religious
minority in Quebec, claiming that the rights of
the minority had been invaded. That question
was dealt with upon a different principle. We
were never asked to refer that question, we never
heard that appeal, we never refused to make
a reference, we never refused to hear the appeal.
The petitioners presented their appeal, and it hav-
ing been referred to muyself, I recommended that
a day should be appointed on which the appeal
should be heard ; and it is quite possible that if the
claimants had established anything like a case for
the interference of the Governor in Council on the
ground that the rights of the Protestant minority of
Quebec had been infringed, a reference of the ques-
tion as to whether it was an interference or not
might have been made to the Suprenie Court of
Canada. But before the day came which was ap-
pointed for the hearing of the appeal, the appellants
withdrew the appeal, and they withdrew it on ac-
count of the statement made by the Premier of
Quebec that the redress they desired would be
conceded without any appeal being made. There-
fore, so far as that question is concerned, it is not
only distinct, but it must be dealt with on different
principles, and we are in no way responsible for
not having made a reference with respect to that
appeal, or not having given any redress with re-
spect to it. The point has likewise been mentioned
by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton), which I shall only mention in passing, that
this whole question of allowance and disallowance
of the statute, after His Excellency had announced
his decision on 19th January last, was discussed
and debated at great length in this louse. On
the division of this question 188 members declared
that the Government ought not to be directed
to disallow that Act, as against 13 who voted
on the other side, and notwithstanding the
observations of the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) I do contend that, disallow-
ance being out of the question, to have referred this
question to the courts of the country would have
been to attempt to thwart the will of this House and
to attempt to reverse the decision which this House
had arrived at with respect to the question of
disallowance. The practice heing what I have
stated as regards Canadian authorities and prece-
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dents, the practice being what I have stated with
respect to the mother country, it may be asked of
us why it was necessary, under these circumstances,
that we should seek advice in the mother country
and should submit to the law officers of the Crown
questions with respect to disallowance, and with re-
spect to a reference to the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council. It is necessary on that point that I
should beperfectly frank. I never had, since the day
I took the responsibility of reporting upon that
statute to His Excellency in such a sense that when
my report was approvedtheannouncement was made
that the Act would not be disallowed, the slightest
doubt as to the propriety of that report and as to
its soundness in point of law. I was not able
to advise, nor did any of my colleagues desire I
should advise, that my opinion should be reviewed
on that question, and, the discussion which
took place in this House, as well as the
decision arrived at, would have removed any
doubt on the subject, I think, even if a doubt had
existed before. In this instance, however, a
somewhat extraordinary course, although I do not
find fault with it for a moment, was adopted by
persons throughout the country who desired the
Act to be disallowed, notwithstanding the an-
nouncement of His Excellency, that disallowance
would not take place. The procedure which
was adopted justifies, I think, the statement
which I have made with regard to its being
extraordinary, although in using that word
I am very far from finding any fault with
those who, rightly or wrongly, were under
the impression that I was swayed by my own
private opinions in tendering the advice which
Ris Excellency had acted upon. While I feel that
that impression was unjust to me, I was only too
glad when His Excellency was disposed to receive
the deputation and to give them his answer upon
the question. When His Excellency subsequently
took the course, not by our advice and not by
our request, but for the purpose of removing, if it
could be removed, the false impressionwhich existed
im this country, with regard to that Act, and with
regard to his having made a mistake in his decision
concerning it--when he took the course ofrequesting
the Colonial Office to ascertain the opinion of the
law officers of the Crown upon the constitutionality
of the Act and likewise upon the propriety of
nmaking a reference of that question to the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council ; we expressed no
opinion against such a course. We accept to
the fullest extent any responsibility which
ought constitutionally to devolve upon us with
regard to what His Excellency did, but we.
are not to be accused of inconsistency in having
dieclined to make a reference to our court. We
are not to be accused of any want of respect to that
court, because having decided that a reference
ought not be made, His Excellency thought proper
for very wise reasons indeed, to ask that the
Secretary of State for the Colonies should consult
those officers whom Her Majesty in Council is
accustomed to consult with regard to such matters.
Raving done that, and having submitted the two
questions : first, whether the legislation was
iUtra vires of the Provincial Parliament, and sec-
ondly, whether there was any question to refer to
Ier Majesty's Judicial Comnittee upon that point.
I think that the answer received was one that was
convincing and satisfactory to every one who was

willing to be convinced, or who was willing to be
satisfied ; and that the persons who are influenced
by the feelings which the hon. member for Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) has described as being more resent-
ful and more dissatisfied than ever with that legis-
lation, in consequence of the opinion of Her Ma-
jesty's advisers in regard to it, are persons who
are dissatisfied and not convinced, because they
are unwilling to be otherwise, and because the
opinion was against them. I fancy that we should
have heard very little from them, with regard to
the propriety of our course, or with regard to the
force and value of that opinion, if the opinion had
been otherwise than it was.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot say, Mr. Speaker, that
it was any source of gratification to me to learn
that such a motion was to be made as that which is
now attracting the attention of the House, nor am I
certain, that any good results will flow from a re-
newal of the discussion upon the Jesuit question.
In the observations I am about to make, although
as hon. members will perceive, I am obliged to
differ from some of the views which have just been
expressed by the hon. Minister of Justice ; and I
dare say also, to differ from some of the views of
gentlemen with whom 1 usually act ; I do not
desire to say a single word, in a sense which might
aggravate any feeling of bitterness which may
exist throughout this country with reference to
this subject. I have felt from the beginning,
that the question should be treated by those on
either side who take opposing views, in a spirit,
which I am sorry to say has not animated a great
many of those who have acted on the lines of the
hon. menmber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
I have felt that it was a question which was preg-
nant with grave and important issues, and I do
not deny in the slightest degree, the right, and
even the duty, of those who feel as this gen-
tleman did, to raise and to agitate it ; I believe,
however, that it should have been raised and
agitated in a different tone and in a different
spirit from that which many of them have evinced,
if any good results were to ensue; nay, rather,
if great calamities were to be averted. The ques-
tions which are immediately before us do not,
I think, justify any severe motion of censure on
the Government, nor do I think the motion of the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) is
to be considered as such a motion of censure, but
rather as an expression of opinion adverse to the view
which the Government adopted in this matter.
Although I do not think the circumstances would
justify a severe motion of censure, yet there are
questions of high consequence involved, upon
which there well -may be differences of opinion,
both upon an important constitutional point
which the hon. Minister of Justice has advanced
to-night-as he advanced it before in some of the
State papers which he has produced upon this sub-
ject-and also upon a point which is certainly dis-
putable, but I think, also, of greater practical im-
portance. That is the question of political expedi-
ency, in the high and proper sense of that term, the
question of policy, which is at issue between the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) on
the one hand, and the Administration on the other.
Now with reference to the constitutional point.
I am unable for my part to accede to the full
extent, te the argunent made by the hon. Minister
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of Justice, as to the effect of the action of the Exe-
cutive during the currency of the twelve months
within which the power of disallowance may be
exercised, or to his view that this power cannot,
after a declaration of a contrary opinion, be exer-
cised during the twelve months with reference to a
Provincial statute. The hon. Ministerof Justice does
not indeed deny that what he calls thý bare power
of disallowance continues. It would, I think, be
absolutely impossible to affirm that that power had
been blotted out. The law gives the power to the
Executive to disallow at any time within twelve
months from the receipt of the authentic announce-
ment of the statute, and the power is therefore ex-
ercisible, at any period short of the expiry of the
twelve months. There is no power whatever to allow
a statute. The Provincial statute derives its force
and vitality from the assent of the Lieutenant
Governor of the Province. It is, if in the power
of the Province, valid, operative and living from
the hour of that assent, and it requires no other
allowance in order to give it operation. There
is no right in the Executive of Canada to assume
to allow it at all. The right of the Executive
of Canada is purely of a destructive order : it
can destroy, but it cannot give validity ; it can
obliterate by exercising the power of disallow-
ance, but it cannot vitalise by its approval. If
that be so, and if the Constitutional Act awards
to the Executive an authority to exercise their
power up to the expiration of the twelve months,
no prior expression of opinion on the part of
he Executive, however positive, as to the valid-
ty of the Act, as to its expediency, as to its being
such as ought not be disallowed, can absolutely take
away all right and authority to disallow within the
twelve months which the law and the constitution
give. Sir, suppose during a meeting of Parliament,
while the people's representatives are here assem-
bled, the twelve months not having yet expired,
that a motion is placed in your hands, Mr. Speaker,
or on the Notice paper, for an Address to His Ex-
cellency paying him to disallow a particular local
statute ; and suppose that during the debate, or be-
fore the notice is reached, the Executive, anticipat-
ing the period of or the termination of the debate,
should exercise their right to pass an Order in
Council declaring that in their opinion the Act ought
to be left to its operation ; could such a course as
that thwart, annul or affect the power of Parliament
to express its opinion by Address, requesting His
Excellency to exercise his power to disallow ? Why,
the very circuinstance that there are twelve
months within which this power can be exercised,
and that there must be, according to the law, a
session of Parliament within twelve months,
secures always to this Parliament its right, if it
chooses, to intervene effectively in these matters.
The Parliament of the country has a power not
merely to approve and to condemn, but it has also
a more important power with reference to every
political and executive act-it has a power to
advise. An approval may be gratifying to some, a
condemnation may be gratifying to others, but
neither the approval nor the condemnation of an
accomplished act serves any purpose save that of
criticism. The power of advice is the great power
of Parliament, a power to be exercised with re-
serve, but to be maintained in efficiency ; and to
preserve effectively that power, it is necessary that
we should deem that it has not passed beyond the

Mr. BLAKE.

domain of Parliament to advise within the twelve
months, no matter what the Executive may do,
whatever action in the opinion of Parliament,
the interest of the country requires. It is of
very little use for Parliament to say to
Ministers, who have decided that they think
an Act ought to be allowed: " Gentlemen, we think
you are wrong ; we condemn you ; we censure you."
Are we to be told that if the twelve months still
remain unexpired, we may condemn the Adminis-
tration, forsooth, but the Act must remain opera-
tive ; that we cannot make our advice effective ;
that we cannot take a step which will cause that
to be done which the great council of the country
decides in the interest of the country ought to be
done? The power of Parliament itself would be
thwarted by the proposition of the hou. Minister
of Justice. I admit that there may be cases in
which a great local convenience may be demon-
strated to exist in favor of an earlier expression of
opinion on the part of the executive as to the
character of a local act ; there may be such cases
of public convenience as distinguished from party
convenience. I have known a good nany curious
things to happen in connection with this question
of disallowance. I have known a case in which,
froi motives of party convenience, a Lieutenant
Governor held back a Provincial Act for months-
aye, I believe for years-just in order that its fate
might be left in doubt, it being inconvenient
for the Federal Executive at the moment to deal
with it as it intended ultimately to deal with it.
I have known, on the other hand, a case-I was
myself an actor, I may say a victim, in it-in
which while a motion was on the Order paper for
an address to His Excellency, for strong reasons
assigned, praying that he would not exercise the
power of disallowance with reference to a Provin-
cial statute, that motion being, for some little timne,
delayed by the exigency of other business, a day or
two before it was reached, the Executive acted and
disallowed the statute ; and when I rose, instead of
making my motion, I had to say : "This motion
has been anticipated by the Executive doing in
the interval, between the time the notice was
placed on the paper and the time when it
could come on, the act which I proposed we should
pray His Excellency should not be done; and,
therefore, I have no motion to make."I So I say
we have seen strange tricks played with reference
to the exercise and non-exercise of this power of
disallowance, for the purpose of party conveni-
ence. But I admit that public, as distinct from
party convenience, may indicate that early action
is important ; and where it does ; and when the
Executive takes the responsibility of coming to
a conclusion in advance of the expiration of the
time, I admit that the utility of coming to such a
conclusion would be greatly weakened if it were
understood that after al the conclusion meant just
nothing at all-if it were understood that the ex-
ercise of the power of the Executive after that time,
within the twelve months, should be absolutely free,
sbould be deemed proper, otherwise than under
very exceptional circumstances. But I hold that
the hand of the Executive is not so absolutelY
bound, but that the occurrence of some exceptional
circumstances, the development of some new state
of facts, the creation of some new description
of policy, a change of the administration, per-
chance, with all its effect upon the politics of the
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country, should entitle the Executive, under special paid under a Supply Bill withperfect safety up to
circuinstances, to execute the duty and power of the hour of disallowance, an that there is not
lisallowance for which the constitution gives the slightest difficulty in acting upon a Supply

twelve months, at any time within that period. Bil, even although in every case the Administra-
The power remains. In this particular case, Sir, tion of the Dominion were to determine that they
the decision was reached at a very early time, would neyer pronounce upon a local Act until the
absolutely and relatively. The hon. gentleman has expiration of the twelve nonths, and were then to
said, that in looking over the records of the past disallow the Supply Bil; and I will prove the
twenty-thrce years, he finds some twenty cases in case to you. In an early year in the Province of
which the power was exercised earlier. As com- Ontario, a Supply Bil was passed which contained
pared with the total number of cases in which one objectionable provision, involving the payment
the decision of the Executive has been reached, of a permanent extra allowance to the judges of
twenty cases are almost an infinitesimal propor- the Superior Court of Ontario, of some thousands
tion. In this case, I think it would have been in ail. The hon. tbe Minîster of Justice of that
wiser to have deferred the decision. I agree that day, the present First Minister, decided that that
that is a question on which opinions may differ. provision was so objectionable that it must go.
But my own opinion was, as it is now, that it The then Attorney General of Ontario, a toler-
would have been wiser to have deferred, at any ably firm, not to say an obstinate man, as the
rate not to have anticipated it. The first mutter- First Minister knows, decided that it should
ings of the storm were even then audible ;not go by his consent. What did the Minister
the Lodges were even then moving ; some peti- of Justice of that day do? He stayed bis band;
tions had been sent in ; other petitions were cir- he allowed ail the supplies to be paid; he waited
culating; the public ferment had cominenced and until after the lapse of the twelve months, of
was increasing; and Parliament was about assemb- whicb the Minister of Justice of this day speaks;
ling ; when the action was taken. It was possibly and when aIl the supplies bad been paid, the
taken in the hope that such decisive action, as it Act remaining valid ah that tine, then he
is now stated to be, would quell the incipient agi- lisallowed it. And that clause which contained
tation ; that the Government supporters, at any the provision for tbe payment of judges in future
rate, throughout the country, would no longer, years, weut with the rest of tbe Act. But the
seeing the matter w-as decided, press their objec- payments were ah made, and well made; and the
tions; and that many people would say, to quote a trifling inconvenience which the Minister of Justice
homely proverb, " it is no use crying over of this day suggests would arise, is found by
spilt milk." If that were the idea, it turned practical experience to bave no existence wbat-
out to be a very mistaken idea, because it ever. The hon. gentleman suggested that we are
was not the conception of the people at to suppose the case of an Act autborising the bor-
large that within the period of twelve months rowing of money. I say if there is an Act authoris-
this decision was final or fatal. It was their con- ing the borrowing of noney, and if money is
ception that circumstances might still be brought borrowed under that Act, and if, after that borrow-
forward which would render it proper for the ing bas taken place, the Act is disallowed, wbat
Executive to take, and at any rate for Parliament bad been done under it remains valid. The First
to advise, that action which the Executive had, so Minister shakes bis head, but it is perfectly plain
far, thought fit not to take. I thought, then, and I am riglt. Suppose a Provincial Act, authorising
I think now, that it would have been the wiser a ban, suppose the bonds of the Province given for
course to have waited, and to have allowed the it and the money received, will anybody seriously
subject to be ventilated more fully and freely be- contend that the act ofthe Minister of Justice and
fore taking action. The ventilation has taken the Privy Council of the Dominion, occurrîng later,
place, notwithstanding the action ; and it has annulling thîs Act, would render tbe ban void?
taken place all the more violently for the attempted
repression ; and in a way and at a time which have
greatly complicated the dlifficulties of the country. security.
So much with reference to that point, and to the Mr. BLAKE. No; the security is in existence
various positions which appear to be taken by the it is made ; it has passed ; it is issued ; and I
hon. Minister of Justice upon it. Without attempt- deny that the disalbowance of the Actwould destroy
ing a criticism in detail of those papers of his, to the security. I admit, however, that if there be an
which I have referred,Imaypoint out one blemish in Act authorising the construction of public works,
the hon. gentleman's statement, which, I think, he of which, as in almost ail cases, only a part can be
himself will concede exists, in that part in which accomplished within the time, the disallowance of
he is adverting to this point, and is accumulating the Act would tbeoretically cause incouvenience, as
objections which he conceives to exist to the pro- people might be averse to undertake such contracts,
position that the right of disallowance may be ex- not being quite sure whether they would be allowed
ercised after the announcement that the Act is tofinish thework. But sucb inconveniences are more
thought unobjectionable. He says, that on that theoretical than practical; for, in the vast bnlk of
assumption even the Supply Bill of a Province cases in wbich there is provincial legishanion, there
could not be safely acted ou until the expiration of neyer is any question, or risk, or doubt, about dis-
the year, by which time the supplies would allowance at ail. Tt is only in view of exceptional
have lapsed. The hon. Minister of Justice forgot cases that the doubt and difficulty-the sbadow of
for the moment that the effect of disallowance is doubt-as to disallowance at ail exists. In the
only to annul the Act from the time of the disallow- great and increasing buhk of cases, and I ho and
ance, and not from an hour earlier, and that what trust the nuber and proportion will sweimore
ever may have been done under the Act up to that and more as the years go by, an Act, when passed
time is weil doue. He forgot ttat moneys can be by a Provincial Legisature is and will be felt to be
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at once as sound and free from atta.ck by the act of
the Executive of the Dominion as if the twelve
months had elapsed. Therefore, I maintain that
the power of disallowance remains ; and may, if the
good of this country requires that it should be exer-
cised, be exercised at any time within the period of
twelve months, and that no premature determina-
tion of the Executive, as to what they think is
right or politie, can absolutely divest them or
their successors, or the Parliament of the country
from the obligation and the power to do right,
until the period given by the statute for action has
expired. These conditions, I conceive, existed on the
present occasion, and it was quite competent to this
Parliament to review the decision of the Executive,
and to come to a conclusion, one way or the other,
as to whether this Act should or should not be dis-
allowed, notwithstanding the Order in Council.
I aver that this Parliament retains within the
twelve months that power, even after the Exe-
cutive has acted ; but I agree that it is a power to be
exercised only under exceptional circumstances.
As to the principles upon which the power of dis-
allowance should be exercised, with reference to
statutes which are ultra vires, on the ground
that they are ultra vires. I stated my views only
the other day, and I pointed out that, although the
cases might be rare, cases there were in which it
was agreed that ultra ?ires Acts might properly be
disallowed on that ground, and I have thought
always that this statute came within that category.
and that, if ultra iires, it should have been disal-
lowed. I do not enter on the constitutional objec-
tions which have been taken to the statute in times
past, and which have, to some extent, been re-
peated to-day by my hon. friend from North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton). Indeed, after his frank
statement, perhaps not highly complimentary to
this Chamber, that there were not to be found
in it twenty men who could decide reasonably well
whether the statute was constitutional or not, I
came to the conclusion that it would be of very
little use to argue this question, and I came to this
other conclusion, I must admit, that whatever else
my hon. friend might have established, or failed in
establishing, he had satisfactorily proved this at any
rate, that he was nt one of the twenty. I say that I
do not enter into these constitutional objections, of
which onewas the questionwhether theAct offended
against the 93rd section of the British North
America Act-an objection which Ithoughtnot well
founded, and which, if any weightattached to it at
any time, has been, as the hon. Minister of Justice
has said, solved. I thought, and still think, that
the other objections were equally unfounded. If
I had thought differently, I certainly would have
voted differently from the way in which I voted
last Session; but, thinking as I did, and as I do,
that the Act was intra vires of the Legislature,
I would, under like circumstances, repeat the
vote I gave last Session. I gave that vote in the
belief that it was a sound vote in defence of the
Canadian constitution, and in defence of Pro.
vincial rights and liberties, a vote which in my
opinion was eminently safe and beneficial for all
the Provinces, and especially safe and beneficial
for, however unpopular it might be amongst, my
own fellom -countrympn of the Province of Ontario.
But, while this was and is my opinion, I also
thought, before that Session closed, that there
ought to have been, under the circumstances, an
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effort made to refer to judicial authorities the
decision of these legal points. I did not believe it
was well that we should, in the conditions of this
question as they existed during that Session, and as
they became more obviously apparent as the Session
went on, assume to conclude this question finally by
our own judgments. I referred the other day-
and, I admit, with reference, with obvious refer-
ence, to those very conditions-to that state of pub-
lic opinion and to those agitations which, in my judg-
ment, would render it highly proper and expedient
to refer legal questions of this kind to a judicial
tribunal. Those conditions, I believed then,
and I believe now, existed in this case. As I
stated the other day, it is not necessarily decisive
against such a reference that the Executive or the
Parliament, or both, should be of the opinion that
the law is intra vires, and that they should even have
decided, that pending the reference, they will
treat it as intra vires. That state of things does
not at all necessarily preclude you from adopting
the view that it might be wise, and politic, and
expedient, and in the public interest to obtain a
judicial solution of the legalquestion. I think that is
very obvions; and I conceive that it is not necessary
now to do more than to refer to certain precedents
which have occurred. In the New Brunswick
school question, what was the course pursued?
The Executive decided that the New Brunswick
school law was intra vires of the New Brunswick
Legislature. This Parliament decided, by a very
large majority, that it was intra vires of that
Legislature. In that case, then, you found the
Executive and the Parliament both declaring that
it was intra vires, and both declining to exer-
cise the power of disallowance ; but at the
same time, you found the Legislature deciding,
and the Executive concurring, in the decision to
obtain the view of high judicial authorities as
to whether that Act was intra vires or ultra Tires.
I read, the other day, the views expressed by hon.
gentlemen opposite, then in office, though the
decision was arrived at under a motion of my hon.
friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie), as to the
propriety of referring that question to the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council or the law officers.
At that time, I need hardly say there was no
Supreme Court. Then, again, in the case of the
Liquor License Act, there was an Act passed by
this Parliament under the auspices of gentlemen
opposite. The Executive believed it to be a legal
Act; the House believed it to be a legal Act; and
expressed that view by large majorities. The
House supported the Executive in the view that it
was a wise and beneficial as well as valid Act. Yet
the Executive promoted at the instance of the House
a measure to refer that Act, which was believed
both by the Executive and the flouse to be legal, to
thejudicialauthority toascertainwhetheritwaslegal
or no. So I prove by these two cases, by the prac-
tice and the views of hon. gentlemen opposite, that
it does not follow that, because the Executive be-
lieves the law tobe intravires, and the House, follow-
ing the lead of the Executive, beieves it to be intra
vires, and because both act meanwhile on that view,
you are precluded, if the public interest in any
view requires it, from seeking further light,
either to settle the question or to quiet public
apprehensions. No doubt the machinery at that
time provided was inadequate and the results
were less satisfactory than they might have
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heen, but even then, as in the case of last

Session, the machinery might have been improved,
and, even though the machinery was unimproved,
it was better than nothing, and good results for the
imnediate questions were obtained in the publie
interests-excellent practical results in the New
Brunswick school case and also in the liquor license
case. If such a decision had been obtaîned in this
matter, I believe it would have been generally ac-
cepted, and an agitating question in some of its
nost agitating elements would have been so far

settled. Therefore I deem it by no means incon-
sistent with my expression, if not by voice yet by
vote last Session, contemporaneously with the
expression of other hon. gentlemen which was con-
curred in by me, that this Act was intra vires of
the Legislature whieh passed it, to say that I
thought, as I did think, that we held ourselves free,
if the circumstances of the case required it, to seek
and obtain that further light to which I have
referred. And so holding, it was, further, my view,
last Session, that it was our publie duty, as far as
possible, to elimimate from this controversy the
legal questions, and to provide for their disposition
in some way by legal authorities ; and it was my
opinion that, as in the New Brunswick school case,
and I mnay add the Liquor License case, the Govern-
ment might well, at the instance of the Legislature,
assent to and promote legislation or parliamentary
provision which would have secured that result.
Under these circumstances, having been unable,
owing to circumstances, to take part in the debate,
and having been obliged to leave my place here, it
became more and more clear to my mind that a
great publie good would flow from the adoption of

plain that they do not intend to do so. But their
inaction does not disentitle us to act so as to afford re-
lief to the public anxiety they are creating; nor does it
relieve us of our responsibility. There is a special reason
for early and unusual action in the shortness of the time
now remaining before the terni for possible disallowance;
thongh this is not a governing consideration. The aim
should be to get the decision, upon argument, of the Judi-
cial Committee. I know there are difficulties; but I think,
that the representations of the Government, based upon
parliamentary action, may over-rule them. At any rate
the effort will be useful. Should it fail, there remain
the Supreme Court and the Imperial Law Officers. I
cannot see any harm that can result from an honest at-
tempt to procure a speedy solution of the legal questions;
I see great harm to result from the continuance of the
situation with these questions unsolved. There is no
impropriety in our calling for an authoritative solution,
even tbough we have opinions of our own. The Govern-
ment acted on this view in the New Brunswick School
case. Assuming the sincerity of all the agitators (and I
believe many of them to be sincere) they will be glad
that this question should be put in a train for easy
and rapid solution ; though some of them may be sorry
that they did not propose the plan, and may accordingly
decry it. My only object is to contribute, if in the least
degree I eau, towards the settlement of questions, whose
agitation, in the temper and spirit now shown in many
quarters, seem to me most lamentable. There are diffi-
culties, great enough in our future, difficulties which we
must meet, not shirk. But they demand treatment in a
very different spirit from that no w frequently evinced, if
a fortunate solution is to be reached. For the moment,
it seems to me, the best we can do for our country is to
grapple with that part of the present problem, capable of
solution by the machinery we can set in motion. I do
not apprehend that the great body of the Roman Catho-
lies, remembering how we acted in the case of the New
Brunswick school law, would be so unjust as to decline
acquiescence in the present proposal. But even in the
face of opposition trom that quarter, I would earnestly
urge its adoption, in the confident expectation that second
thonghts would reconcile them to it ; and in the belief,
that whether they think so or not, it is for the general
advantage.'"

that course by this Parliament ; and in the hope That was the view whieh I took leave to state in
that it might be done at the instance of the Execu- the only way whîch was open to me at that time, a
tive of the day, and having regard to the special view, I iay add, whieh I have ever sinee enter-
circumstances of the case, I thought that I was not taîned, and which I believe subsequent events have
unduly taking a liberty when, during last Session, rendered more elearly evident to be the truc ne.
I made a communication to a leading gentleman on Nnw, the Minîster of Justiee has adverted te a
the other side of the House, and to a leading speeialty attending the applieation whieh was made
gentleman on this side of the House. On the 26th by a private individual, 1 think Graham by name,
April, 1889, I took the liberty of telegraphing to a for a reference to the Supreme Court, a specialty
leading gentleman opposite in these terms: in respect of whih I conceive that the Minister

" Allow me to suggest that the public interest would be of Justice was entitled te speakthat it was a pro-
promoted by parliamentary provision for early reference position te refer the question to the Supreme Court
to highest available authorities, of validity of Jesuits' after the period for disallowanee had expired. I
Estates Act. Easily accomplished by arrangement. I consider that the point of time may make a very
haive not communicated to any one. Pleaselet-seehave nmeitemuncttit nyne.Pesle e serions difference between an earlier and a later pro-
thisposition. There are as anme other observations
I telegraphed to a leading gentleman on this side made by the Minister of Justice with refereuce te
of the House, and wrote to him later on the same that particular proposition from whîeh I do net pro-
day as follows :-ose t dissent. I de net understand this motion te

" It bas for some time been pressing itself more and U, it eertaiuly dees net read as being, based upen
more upon my mind that some of those who are engaged the question of Mr. Graham's application; it is a
in the fomentation of the present agitation are taking an
undue advantage by their plan of presenting, as a mai n
element of the discussion, their views of the legal aues- House, the Geverument should have doue, 1u ny
tions on the validity of this legislation. They inflame opinion, as yen will have jut learned by what I
the public mind in varions ways ; and they invite that have read, they shonld have done even more than
tribunal so highly inflamed, and at the sane time so iM-
perfectly informed on the legal issues, to adopt their what this motion calls for. I think, as a question
Opinions on the latter and to reach conclusions on the of political expedieuey in the true sense of that
whole subject largely Lased on these opinions. In the term, as a question of policy, it would have been
case of the New Brunswick School Act we recognised the
strong feeling and the deep interest of a substantial well te invite the leuse te take action in the way
minority of the population as a reason for govermental of secondiug, and facilitatmg, ant effectuatmg the
and parliamentary action towards obtaining an authori- reference, in the way, as 1 put it last Session,
tative settlement of the legal question. In the case
Of the Temperance Act we did the sane thing, and o n
there are other precedents. I think we might now act ence. Having failed te do that, the ncxt best
with great publie advantage on the sane bines. Had thing, in My opinion, was te have referred it te
the complainants invited such action by a motion,
1, for one, would have supported it. The ay n' me ourt, and in referring it t the
had cvery opportunity te invite it; it has be)Te Supreme Court, bi the circunistances in whieh
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the country was placed, and for the purpose of
obtaining further light within the period remain-
ing for disallowance, I believe they would have
done well, though I think they would have done
still better to have adopted the parliamentary
course to which I have referred. The hon. gen-
tleman has adverted to a report of mine upon
an application from New Brunswick with reference
to a local Act, in which the proposition was from
the authorities of New Brunswick, that we should
use this particular power to obtain an opinion from
the Supreme Court as to the validity of that Act,
not at all with reference to the question of disallow-
ance, nor for any purpose of the Federal Executive
at all, but in order to obtain a short and easy eut
to a decision, by the appellate court, of a ques-
tion perfectly easy of solution in the ordinary way.
So far from the cases being parallel in any respect,
they differ in alinost every respect. I have stated
the character and object of that New Brunswick
application. But as to this case now in hand, I
have pointed out to you that during last Session,
and after last Session, the reference of which I
speak might have been made by the Executive, of
its own motion, or at the instance of Parliament,
for the purpose to which I have referred, for the
purpose of enlightening them as to the course they
should take. And as to the possibilities of there
being an easy and rapid mode of obtaining a judicial
decision on the case in hand, the Minister of Justice
confined his observations, as far as I could gather
his argument, to the question of the validity of the
Jesuits' Incorporation Act and did not touch the
other questions which are suggested. He said
that as to that Act there was a method; that the
Attorney General of the Province of Quebec might
have been called on to deal with that question,
and that the Society of Jesus itself in a libel suit,
while it did not raise the question as to its incor-
poration, was yet resisted by the defendant who
did raise it. By this time I believe, within a day
or two, we have had the first decision of a single
judge in the court of first instance on some pre-
liminary stage of the trial of that case ; and the
decision is in favor of the incorporation; but the
end is not yet; and after all that has been done,
and all the time which has elapsed, the other ques-
tions which have been raised, be their weight what
you please, remain untouched by that decision and
incapable, so far as I can see, by any easy process
certainly, and not by any process at all that I am
aware of, of being ever touched. There are several
classes of cases in which provincial legislation
may be ultra îires, and in which it is difficult or
impossible to prescribe a mode by which the ques-
tion can be tried in the courts, and I believe
some of these questions are of that description.
Then the hon. Minister of Justice says, that the
application to the law officers of the Crown has
been improperly criticised. I think the phrase
which the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) used was not justified by anything I
have heard ; I do not understand very well the
relevancy of the phrase clandestine on which the
hon. Minister animadverted. I suppose all that
was really meant was, that there should have been
a public announcement of the fact that this refer-
ence was being made, which, I agree, would prob-
ably have been better. I think it would have been
better not to have made any nystery about it ; but
if the word clandestine is applied in any invidious
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sense, I am not disposed to concur in that applica-
tion. But, I want to call your attention, Mr.
Speaker, to the ground upon which the Minister of
Justice himself says, that it was well and wisely done
to get that legal advice of the law officers, to which
he attaches such high importance, on this ques-
tion. What was that ground ? It was the state of
public feeling, and it was on that account that it was
thought important to fortify the Executive by an
opinion. I agree. But, I argue, also, that this
very condition existed during the Session, and it
existed after the Session, and that its existence is
the justification for the proposition that the public
interests required the Executive itself to act, to
act early, and to act by a reference which I think
would have been more proper and more valuable
than the reference which was made to the law
officers. I do not well understand the attitude
which the hon. gentleman assumed upon two points
in this connection: first, with respect to this same
application to the law officers ; second, with respect
to the reply of His Excellency to the deputation
which he met. I am quite aware that the Governor
General of Canada occupies a sort of double posi-
tion, and that there are certain conceivable cases
in which it may be alleged, perhaps, that he is act-
ing as an Imperial officer, and that his advisers,
the Queen's Privy Council for Canada, have no
responsibility for such acts. It may be so. I
decline to enter into a definition of those occasions.
I hold it to be the duty of any representative of
the Canadian people to narrow to the utmost pos-
sible extent the classes of cases to which the prin-
ciples of responsible government shall not be held
to apply, and I will only add that I perceive no
circumstances whatever existing in this instance
which shon ld induce us to abandon for one moment
the fullest application of the principles of respon-
sible government to the action to which I refer.
I am not condemning the action. I only say that
it is an action in respect of which the Ministers
cannot constitutionally shelter themselves under
any suggestion that they are otherwise than abso-
lutely and f ully responsible for it, and we speak of
it as their action, because we insist it must be
advised by them. So with respect to the address
of His Excellency in reply to the deputation. I
maintain that no formal words, such as those
used by the hon. Minister, " of course I assume
all the responsibility that constitutionally devolves
upon nie," answer the exigencies of the occasion.
There is a real responsibility, there is more than
the formal and technical responsibility implied by
the hon. gentleman, and hon. gentlemen opposite
would have been deserting their duty, if they bad
done otherwise than advise His Excellency as to
the answer which he should give to that deputa-
tion, and they are deserting their duty to-day if
they ask us to treat that answer in every word and
letter of it as anything else than an answer given
under their advice. It is not necessary to trace at
this day, the development of the principle of Brit-
ish Constitutional Government. Take the accounts
of what happened in the course of the reign of the
Iast William; take the interviews that took place
even with peers ; take the answers to addresses on
much more innocent and less important questions
on which the monarch expressed with some free-
dom his opinion, and you see that even at that
stage of the development of the principles of re-
sponsible and constitutional government, the First
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Minister of the day felt bound to remonstrate with
the sovereign, and point out to him that he must
haive power to advise, and that without his advice
sucli observations must not be made. The First
Minister felt that he was responsible. So I say
that this answer, which I am not for the moment
criticising, is, in no formal or technical sense, but
must be taken to have been really and substantially
givenunder the advice of theMinisters of theCrown.
This action then bas been taken under that advice,
and so taken, this action, which recognises on
the part of Ministers the existence of that con-
dition of public opinion to which I have adverted,
it recognises the importance and propriety of tak-
ing notice of that condition of public opinion, and
of fortifying the Executive by the assistance of
dispassionate aid and advice as to the legal ques-
tion. The bon. gentleman says the law officers
have been treated by the bon. member for North
Norfolk with some degree of disparagement. The
law officers are law officers, and it will not be
pretended that they are always of the same calibre.
I an afraid that I would fall under the condemna-
tion of the Minister of Justice, and that he would
treat me as a very old offender, as one whom he
would subject to the severer penalties to which
habitual offenders are regularly exposed, in this
regard. Not that I deny for an instant the up-
rightness, the honor and the transcendent ability
of nany, of almost all those who have filled the
high positions of Attorney General and Solicitor
General of England. As a rule they win that
position by force of nerit and they hold it by force
of merit, and those who hold first places at the
English bar, and who fight their battles in the
face of day with the most eminent advocates in
that country and in the halls of Parliament as well,
inust be, as a rule, men of great weight and mark.
it what I say is this, that these are busy men as

well ; and that it is not their regular business to
act judicially at all ; that they are political person-
ages; tbat their opinions expressed on these occa-
sions are not entitled to the same weight as the
opinions of judges ; and I add that such has been
the experience of the hon. gentleman opposite when
it suited him to seek the advice of the law officers,
and that has not been very seldom. I could go
over a long bead roll of cases, if it were not pretty
late in the Session and in the evening, in which
the right hon. gentleman found it convenient to
shunt off a difficult question hy sending over to the
law officers and getting their opinion, and some of
those opinions have been placarded as great autho-
rities when it suited him to do so, while other
opinions were obtained from time to time to which
lie paid less regard and gave less prominence. I
say that of the three possible sources to which we
night apply, the law officers are unquestionably
the third. I hold that the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council and the Supreme Court both
stand in rank of suitability for that purpose
higher than the law officers. That is enough for
Ie. I do not condemn the application to the law

officers, but I maintain it would have been more
expedient and more in the interests of the country
to have applied to the Supreme Court. Now, the
Miister of Justice bas declared that these views
are in fact old High Tory views, and I suppose
that was rather based once again upon the idea
that we are being called upon to vote something in
the nature of condemnation of the Executive, for not

complying with Mr. Graham's application. The
hon. gentleman brought into the arena the court of
high commission and the old ecclesiastical courts,
and he told us of these extraordinary tribunals,
with inquisitorial powers created by the supposed
prerogative of the Crown in earlier and more evil
days, denounced for years, found to be productive
of great abuses, in the end wiped away from
the institutions of the land by an indignant Par-
liament, which prohibited their re-erection by
prerogative-though, of course, that Parliament
which had annulled them, could of itself have re-
erected them. The bon. gentleman told us that
those who supported this motion were advocating
the doing something of the saume sort, as the erection
of these courts. What was the mischief of these
courts ? It was their coercive jurisdiction. They
were unusual tribunals, out of the ordinary course
of the law, by which the subject was to be vexed
and aggravated, by which he was to be har-
assed in person and in estate, and that was the
main objection to them. But the proposal which
is made to-day is of another character. The lion.
gentleman objected to this proposal at one time
just because it was not coercive. He said the de-
cision does not bind and you cannot make it bind-
ing, and, therefore, you should not get it at all ; so
that first of all be objects because it does not bind,
and then he says it is like the court of high com-
mission which was bad, because it did bind. No,
Sir, the object in this case was not to vex and ag-
gravate the subject. The object was, I think, a
worthy object ; it was to relieve the apprehension
of the subject, by the opinion of an authoritative
tribunal upon a legal question ; upon which I quite
agree a great majority of this Flouse took a
different view from that of the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). We, of the
majority, thought, as I believe we think still, that
the objections which were taken to this Act were
objections which would not be found to weigh in
the balance. We thought they were objections
which would not be maintained in the courts. But
some of us at any rate-of whom I have shown
you that I was one-thought, even during last
Session, that the circumstances of the case were
such, that we ought not to set up our judgments
as absolutely conclusive upon this question ; but
that we might well resort to higher, to purer, to
calmer, and to clearer light for a decision, which if
given in the way we expected it would be given,
would settle the question, so far as the agitators
and those whom they were seeking to agitate were
concerned ; and which, if given in the other way,
would furnish a just foundation for the exercise
of that power of disallowance for which those
agitators called.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). It is apparent to
every student of the political questions arising in
Canada, that the duties cast upon the men who are
charged with the administration of public affairs
in this Parliament, and with leading public
opinion-the opinion of both parties in this
country-are, in many grave respects, as difficult
duties as are thrown upon any class of statesmen
in any country on this earth. Our position is a
singular one. The legal problems that arise in
Canada are of peculiar subtility, partly because we
have introduced into this country, in recent years,
a system of Federal Government and at the same
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time that we have maintained our colonial connec-
tion with the mother country. The very difficul-
ties which arise to-night, in the matter which we
are discussing, and which yesterday we had to deal
with, in the matter in which the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) took the lead, and
in the grave matters which we discussed last
year, and in matters not so grave that we have
been called upon to discuss during almost every
Parliament in our twenty odd years of existence-
these difficulties, in the last analysis, are found to
grow out of this fact: that here we are, with a limited
experience, undertakingtoworkouta system of Fed-
eral Government, and at the saine time endeavoring
to make this system work smoothly with the main-
tenance of our connection with the mother country.
Out of this colonial connection grows the fact, that
we have conferred upon the Executive of this Par-
liament the very singular power, the very grave
and enormous legal power, of destroying our Pro-
vincial legislation. This is, no doubt, due to the
fact that, whereas, before Confederation, Bills from
the different Provinces-from Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick for example-were revised, and could
be destroyed by the Queen ; after Confederation it
was provided that such Bills should come up before
His Excellency the Governor General, who stood
in this country in the place of the Queen. There-
fore, this power of disallowance, which has caused
us so much difficulty-and which in the opinion of
many of us is so necessary notwithstanding-is a
power incident to our colonial connection. We
have, it is true, four systems of Federal Government
in operation; one younger than our own, and two
older than ours. We have one in Switzerland,
from which, unhappily, we are not able to learn
much, because of the great disparity between our
systen and that system. But we have one of long
standing, right beside us, which every member of
this House, in every day's reading of his paper is
able in some degree to study. But when we look
at the condition of affairs in the United States,
unhappily we are not able to call to our aid their
experience, for the very reason that there the
Federal authorities have not the power of disallow-
ance, and that they never had any such power.
It is a curions historical fact that, in the formation
of the constitution of the United States, a strong
move was made, by some of the leading members of
the then federalist party, to have this power of dis-
allowance given to the President, the head of the
Executive of the United States, but this proposition
was over-rid den. Therefore, we have not the great
advantage of the long experience of that country,
in knowing how to deal with these questions, and
we have to work them out for ourselves. Before
I come to dwell upon the points of conflict, which
are not many I think, and not very grave, between
the Minister of Justice and the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake), I may take occasion to
glance at the conflict fought out years ago bearing
upon this veryquestionof disallowance, and the duty
of the Executive in the matter, in which the hon.
member for West Durham bore such a conspicuous
and successful part. I refer to the controversy he-
tween Lord Carnarvon, then the Secretary of State
for the Colonies, and the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake). when the question arose as to
whether the exercise of the power of disallowance
was to rest in the hands of the Governor General, as
an Imperial officer, or whether it was to rest in the

Mr. WELDON (Albert).

hands of the Governor General as the head of the
Canadian Executive; that is to say, whether the
acts of the Governor General were to be on the
responsibility of the Government of the day or not.
Those who have read that memorable controversy,
-and I take it for granted that most members of
the House have read it-will remember that the
English Minister took the ground that the Governor
General could act independently of his Ministers,
and that the hon. member took the ground and
supported this largely by the text of the constitu-
tion, and by, I think, unanswerable arguments
besides-, that the Governor General must exercise
that power in conformity with his Council. Some
of us, last year, regretted, perhaps, that the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) got the best
of it in that memorable struggle. Some of us may
have thought, last year, that it would be a happy
relief out of the very difficult question we were
called upon to meet, and some of us may think so
to-night, when we have this question before us.
Some of us may hae a still stronger opinion ;
when we hear, almost knocking at our doors, unfor-
tunately, other and more troublesome and more dan-
gerous questions coming from the Provinces, that
the power of disallowance might better have been
held to rest with the Imperial officers.

An hon. MEMBER. IHear, hear.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I do not say that is my
opinion, but I say there are some who may maintain
that opinion, and look to it as a means of relief froni
these difficult constitutional problems. But the
practice is settled, and we have taken our position;
all parties here following the rule that the Govern-
ment must take the responsibility on theinselves
for dealing with the matter. I said a moment ago
that the points of conflict between the hon. member
for West Durham and the hon. Minister of Justice
were not many, and were not very grave. The
more important, as I followed the speech of the hon.
gentleman who has just sat down, seemed to be
these : Ie dissented from the opinion of the lion.
Minister of Justice that very much weight was to
be given to the fact that, in the month of January,
1889, the Minister of Justice had reported that this
Quebec Act, which we have discussed so much,
was, in his opinion, intra vires. It was explained
by the hon. member for West Durham that the
constitution threw upon the Ministerno such duty as
that of allowing an Act which is of course very true.
It was explained by him that a Provincial Act, the
moment it receives the assent of the Lieutenant
Governor, is an operative law, and remains sO
until it is disallowed ; and until such disallowance
is proclaimed in the Gazette of the Province, the
effect of such disallowance is equivalent to the
repeal of the Act by the Local Legislature itself. I
did not understand the hon. Minister of Justice to
say anything contradictory of that contention, or
materially different from it ; but I did understand
him to say that there could be no question that,
under the British North America Act, the power
of disallowance lay with the Ministry to att at any
time within twelve months, and the reasons the
hon. Minister gave, seemed to me to be strong
reasons why it was desirable that the Minister
should, at a reasonably early time, make
up his mind what course he should advise
his colleagues in the Government to take. On
that question of policy, not of law, there seemed
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to be a sharp difference of opinion between the
hon. Minister of Justice and the hon. member for
West Durham. As I understand, the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham thinks it impolitic to act at
a very early day. His mind seems to incline to
the opinion that it is better to wait until the
twelve months are pretty well run out, from the
time the Secretary of State has received the Act
from the Lieutenant Governor, before the Ministry
make up their minds what course to take. Now,
it must occur, not only to the lawyers, but to the
laymen of the House, that it is desirable, for many
reasons, that, at as early a period as possible, the
Ministry should make up their minds whether
they will disallow the Act or not. For twelve
months the Act is law, and into what uncer-
tainty must the public mind be thrown by the
danger that the head of the Act may be at any time
knocked off ? Who would invest money, or take
any steps, if they were uncertain that the very law
under which they were proceeding might not in
four or five months be destroyed ? I think public
considerations of that kind would suggest that the
Ministry should make up its mind at a compara-
tively early day. The point was also taken by
the hon. member for West Durham, and it was
the principal reason he gave in favor of withholding
action until the twelve months are pretty well
up, that Parliament might intervene, and might
have soimething to say. I do not understand the
hon. Minister of Justice in any sense to call in
(uestion the power of Parliament. It is one of
the facts of our constitution, whether it is
one of the theories or not, that the Ministry
of the day is but a Committees of Parlia-
ment; they are recognised to be the simple ser-
vants of Parliament, who must obey its mandate ;
and if Parliament in April of last year had given
a clear mandate in conflict with the opinion of
the hon. Minister of Justice, to be sure the
hon. Minister and his colleagues would have had no
course but to give effect to that mandate, or else
to give up the seals of office. The hon. member
supposes the case of Parliament having decreed the
Act to be invalid. The answer is that if Parliament
had given that decree, the Ministry must respect
it or go out of office. But the Ministry understood
the speeches and the vote of last year to indicate
that the Act was a valid Act. I had the pleasure
of hearing the whole or a part of every speech which
was delivered in that debate by those lawyers who
bV common consent have taken a leading position
in the House in respect to this class of questions,
and if my memory is right, with the exception of
the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy),
I did not hear one of those hon. gentlemen express
a confident opinion that the Jesuits' Estates Act of
the Province of Quebec was ultra rires of that Pro-
vince. The hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
M\IcCarthy)himself, if Ifollowedhis argumentaright,
rested his conclusions very much more largely on
the question of policy than on the question of law.
Now, there is one point more, and only one, to which
I wish to call the attention of the Flouse. The
hon. member for West Durham has contrasted the
action of the Ministry in the case of the New
Brunswick School Act of 1872 and in the case of
the McCarthy Act, so-called, of 1883, with their
action in this matter. He said that in 1872 the
Executive, which was then led by the present
leader of the Government, held that the New
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Brunswick School Act was intra tires of the Legig-
lature of New Brunswick-they had no doubt
about it; that this Parliament also declared that
that Act was intra vires-it had no doubt about it;
and the Executive distinctly declined to disallow
the Act, but advised its reference to high authori-
ties, the law officers of the Crown or possibly the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, there
being at that time no Supreme Court of Canada.
The Liquor License Act of 1883 was also declared by
the Executive and by Parliament to be, in their
opinion, constitutional ; but Parliament, in the
same way, asked for a reference of that Act. These
two cases may be sharply distinguished from the
present case. In 1872 Parliament gave a distinct
mandate that the Act inquestion should be referred ;
and in 1883 Parliament asked for a reference; but
I did not understand that Parliament, in 1889,
asked for a reference of the Jesuits' Estates
Act to the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council. The law officers of the Crown occupy a
¶lifferent position in relation to the Government ;
they are called upon to advise the Government,
and there are innumerable instances of references
to them. Although the hon. member for West
Durham read a telegram and a letter to-night, in
which he himself, having been necessarily absent
from his place in the Flouse, had expressed the
view that Parliament should have taken the same
course with regard to the question before it last
year, it is to be regretted that the hon. gentleman
was not here to impress upon the House, with his
accustomed ability and energy, his own views,
which might have induced Parliament to have
taken the course which he then advised.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman knows that
I was not in a position to speak if I-had been here.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I did not know the
hon. gentleman was disabled.

Mr. BLAKE. It is so, at any rate.
Mr. WELDON (Albert). I can only say, in

making that remark, that I am conscious of the
very great assistance which the hon. gentleman
has given this year, on two or three very grave
questions, and I feel this-although he may not
thank me for this compliment-that that hon. gen-
tleman has contributed, to a degree that few men
in this country have contributed, to the wise and
admirable interpretation of our constitution.

Mr. TROW. I would just put a question to
the hon. member for North Norfolk. It seems to
me remarkable at this stage of the Session, after
we have been sitting here nearly four months, that
he should bring up this question which he seems
to consider of vital importance. I would ask him
the reason for this delay.

Mr. LAURIER. I can answer the question just
put by my hon. friend, with the permission of the
hon. member for North Norfolk. If that hon.
gentleman did not bring the question before
the House sooner it is at my own request. This
question was one of such great importance that I
asked him, in deference to my own wishes, if he
insisted on bringing it up, to bring it up as late
as possible; and I relieve him of any blame in that
respect. I may say at once that I do not rise with
the view of at all debating this question or of
expressing my own personal opinion upon it. I
do not presume to speak on this occasion in the
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official capacity I hold in this House. Last year,
when the disallowance resolution was brought before
the House, it was not made, on either side, a party
question, but every hon. member was allowed full
-liberty to vote upon it according to his best light
-and judgment, and on the present occasion I see no
reason to depart from the course then adopted.
I may say, however, that I deeply regret this
motion has been brought up at all. I do
not see that any good can be effected by it, and
I believe this is the view taken by my hon.
friend himself, because, if I understood him
properly lie said if it had not been for the taunts
cast at him by a portion of the press, he would, on
the whole, have preferred to leave it alone. As to
the reasons which induced my hon. friend to take
the course he has taken I have nothing to say ; but
looking at the case from the point of view of the
public, it seems to me that no good can be effected
at all by bringing up this question again on the
floor of Parliament. We have all to form our own
opinion upon this matter ; and although I have lis-
tened carefully to the arguments in favor of lain-
ing the Government for not having it referred to
the courts, I can see no reason at all for agreeing in
that opinion in any way. I cannot censure the
Governnent upon the present occasion, though I
have no spare love for them, and it would
be rather a pleasure for me to censure them
than otherwise. What is the reason adduced
by my lion. friend for censuring the Government ?
le did not allege any dereliction of duty on the
part of the Governinent. He did not show that
they violated any obligation resting upon them ;
but, in his view, and that is his only reason for
blaming the Government, the reference of the
question to the courts would have pacified a por-
tion of public opinion. That may be true. We
all know there was a portion of publie opinion
excited throughout this country; but we must.
take this fact into consideration, that if the
reference to the courts would have quieted a por-
tion of publie opinion, it might have inflamed
another portion. What is reason for one is not
reason for the other. My bon. friend stated the
reasons why the portion of public opinion to
which lie belongs is more or less incensed upon this
question, and in support of them lie referred to
the old acts of persecution, which at one time
disgraced the statutes of most European nations,
the mother land included ; and lie showed that the
odium to which this law bas been subjected,which
was passed by the Legislature of Quebec in 1888, is
largely due the feeling that still exists in regard to
the Jesuit order. The same thing which inflamed
public opinion in one part of the Confederation
would have undoubtedly produced the opposite
effect in another part ; and, on the whole, since it
is admitted that the Province of Quebec acted
within its own powers in passing that law, it
seems to me the sooner the agitation ceases the
better it will be for Confederation at large. If the
Suprenie Court were clothed with the powers sug-
gested by my hon. friend from West Durham
(Mr. Blake) yesterday, and which may be in a
future day embodied in an Act of Parliament, I
would not say that the reference would not have
been effective, and that it would not have been
wise perhaps to say to the Province of Quebec :
Relinquish your rights and a part of your preten-
sions ; do something for the common good, and let

Mr. LAURIER.

us, if possible, quiet this agitation which bas
arisen. But the Supreme Court is not clothed
with such power, and if it were not possible
to compel the Quebec Government to be a
party to referring the case to the Suprene
Court, what would such a reference amount
to ? It would not, if the Quebec Govern-
ment refused to be a party to it, satisfy any-
body. It seeins to me the answer given by the
hon. the Minister of Justice is conclusive upon
this ground, that, at this moment, if there is any
man in Canada who wants to test the constitu-
tionality of the Act incorporating the Jesuits, the
courts are open to him. The Attorney General
can act of his own motion, but my bon. friend,
who moved this motion, had forgotten that not
only can the Attorney General act of his own
motion, but he can be compelled to act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He can be forced
to act.

Mr. LAURIER. He can be forced to act. The
law provides:

" It is the duty of ler Majesty's Attorney General for
Lower Canada to prosecute, in Her Majesty's name, such
violations of the law whenever lie has good reason to be-
lieve that such facts can be established by proof, in every
case of publie general interest; but lie is not bound to do
so in any other case, unless sufficient security is given to
indemnify the Government against all costs to be incurred
upon such proceedings."
So that anybody can force the Attorney General
to move in the matter, on giving security for the
costs. The courts of the Province are open to
him. and the Supreme Court, and possibly also
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. To
me, this argument is conclusive, but it seens to
me the Government have, in a measure, invited
the action of my hon. friend. The reference to
the law officers of the Crown, in my judgment,
was an ill-timed movement, because it must have
struck the Government that any such reference, in
which the contentions of those who opposed the
Act could not be heard, could not be satisfactory
at all, and by making the reference, the Govern-
nient created the impression that they were not
sure of their own ground. At all events, whether
they acted wisely or unwisely on that occasion, is
not the question at this moment, and for my part,
I cannot do otherwise than vote against the motion
of my hon. friend..

Mr. DAVIN. I do not intend to occupy the
time of the House at any length, but there is an
aspect of this question to which, with great
diffidence, I would crave the attention of hon.
members. The hon. member for North Norfolk
bas given us a reason why he has once again
wantonly thrown this apple of discord on the table
of the House, and his reason is the taunts of people
outside these doors. Why, is it to be supposed,
for one moment, that any hon. member, in the
exercise of his duties in this House, is to listen to
every gobe mouche outside these doors, and direct
his course according to what some gabbler may say
at a street corner? In considering this resolu-
tion, I hold it is impossible to take the view of
the hon. member for West Durham, that it
is a very inuocuous resolution which hardly
amounts to a censure on the Government.
He seemed to think that it was a very mild affair,
but to my mind, looking at the wording of the
resolution, there is over it the taint of hypocrisY,
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and, if my hon. friend the member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) did not carry on his brow the
stamp of ingenuousness, I could not fail to conclude
that he also was tainted with hypocrisy. He tells
us that the reason why he brought forward this re-
solution is the dissatisfaction which has been ex-
cited in the public mind. Who has caused the
dissatisfaction in the public mind, and in what
manner has it been created ? It is a bad thing to
have the public mind excited, especially if it is
excited on the basis of senseless passions, but it is
still worse when the stimulants applied to the
public mind are ignorant and perhaps malicious.
I will call the attention of the House for a moment
to the position taken by the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). He appeared be-
fore us to-day as an historian. He quoted a pamph-
let written by Mr. Hughes, and asked us why
were the Jesuits expelled from France in 1804,
from Naples in 1810, from Belgium in 1818, fromu
Russia in 1820, from Spain in 1826, from France in
1845, from Bavaria in 1848, from Naples in 1848,
from the Papal States in 1848, from the' Austrian
Empire in 1848, from Gallicia in 1848, from
Sicily in 1848, from Paraguay in 1848, from
the Italian States in 1859, and from Sicily in
1860 ? Nothing is more instructive than to
bring the illumination of history to bear
on the events of the present time. I remember
that Lord Bolingbroke says that if a man desires
to be a fruitful statesman, he should give his days
and nights to the study of history. The great
Arnold of Rugby says that a man who aspires to
guide the destinies of his country, or even to
be useful in lier councils, should be a careful
student of history ; and, reading the other day
some statements in regard to Bismarck-that
great man, one of the greatest men who ever
appeared on the stage of time-I learned that his
favorite study was history. Thus we need not be
surprised that an hon. gentleman like my hon.
friend (Mr. Charlton), who ainqs at high position,
who aspires to put his hand upon the rudder, and,
perhaps, to guide the Ship of State, appears,
also, in the light of an historian. But those
great men, my Lord Bolingbroke and Dr. Arnold,
say that the way to make history useful is
to find out the crises in history which would
correspond with the crisis in your own country,
and that you must note the measures which
were successful at a given time and under
given circumstances, and, if the circumstances in
your own country are alike, you have a lesson by
which to be guided. But how does the hon.
gentleman deal out history to us? He flings
barren dates to us. I might ask him a few
questions about his dates. Does lie know-and I
will pause for a reply-does lie know the circum-
stances existing at the time in any one of these
countries from which the Jesuits were expelled?
I will ask the attention of the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), if he can tear him-
self away from the dulcet tones of the hon. mem-
ber for North Victoria (Mr. Barron). He has
mentioned to us the cases of about a dozen coun-
tries whence the Jesuits were expelled. Does lie
know the conditions under which they were ex-
pelled ? Does he know whether, where there was
an insurrection, it was the insurrectionary Govern-
ment or the Government which the people rose
against that expelled them ? Has he examined
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the question ? Does he know anything about it ?
I have no objection to sit down for a moment if
the Ion. member will tell us the circumstances.

Mr. CHARLTON. Will the hon. gentleman be
kind enough to explain to us the circumnstances
under which they were expelled ? I venture to
say that the hon. gentleman knows nothing about
the matter hinself.

Mr. DAVIN. That is no answer. I did
not being forward these cases. I may be a
very ignorant person, and 1 would be willing to
learn from a superior man such as my hon. friend;
but I will go over the circumstances, and I will
say that it is very extraordinary that, in many of
these cases set out in this pamphlet-the Jesuits
were expelled for meddling with such tyrants as
have rarely existed in the history of mankind.

Mr. CHARLTON. What particular cases?
Mr. DAVIN. I think the lion. gentleman might

keep quiet after lie has declined to give the House
the information I asked for ; but with the suffer-
ance of the House, I will go over the cases referred
to by him for his information, and it may not be
uninteresting. He says the Jesuits were expelled
from France in 1804. By whom were they expelled ?
Does the hon. gentleman know ? They were expelled
by Napoleon, wlho had destroyed the liberties of
France and who was at that time the Apollyon of
Europe. A year before Napoleon had wantonly
declared war against England, and, if the Jesuits
were his enemies and were expelled by him, with
whiom were they asociated? They were associated
with some of the best men the world ever saw ;
they were associated with the Connaught Rangers,
who came from the North of Ireland ; they were
associated with the sons and the fathers of Orange-
men who went into battle to the tune of the " Pro-
testant Boys." So, if the Jesuits were expelled
from France, they were in company with those
whom my lion. friend, in his zeal for Protestantism,
in his desire to destroy everything which is not in
accord with his own cult, has associated himself
with, and therefore lie should not be angry with
the Jesuits. ln 1810, the Jesuits were expelled from
Naples. Does the hon. gentleman know who ex-
pelled the Jesuits from Naples ? They were expelled
by an usurper. They were expelled by Murat, and
it was very natural, if they were Neapolitans, that
they, and many others with them, should show
themselves hostile to the Government and for
reasons which, if the lion. gentleman enquired
into the circumstances, he might approve. Again
he tells us they were expelled from Naples in 1848.
But who was on the throne at that tine ? It was
Ferdinand, a tyrant so base and so cruel that even
misfortunes could not soften his disposition. Does
the hon. gentleman know, in his zeal against the
Jesuits, that he is drawing himself shoulder to
shoulder with King Bomba? I think henceforth
we must call him the King Bomba of this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The King Bom-
bast.

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman shows us that
he has an epic knowledge of history, and therefore
he must be aware that the state of the people in
the prisons of Naples at that time wrung tears
from all Europe. In that very year he butch-
ered his own people in the streets of Naples, and
that city, surrounded by all that is beautiful

(APRIL 30, 1890.]4229 42.930



4231 [COMMONS] 4232

in sky. and sea, and air-to the use language
of an historian of Italy-he made a very earthly
hell by his crimes against liberty and toleration,
aye, and against Protestants as well as Jesuits. In
1820, who ruled in Russia ?-because in 1820 the
Jesuits were expelled from Russia. I think they
must have done something dreadfully wrong. Had
Alexander I good reasons for sending the nobles
and burghers into exile in Siberia ? If the Jesuits
were expelled in 1820 from Russia, they were
expelled in the company of the noblest men that
ever Russia produced. Then the hon. gentleman
comes to Spain, in 1826. My hou. friend's soul is
stirred that the Jesuits were expelled from Spain
in 1826. The fact that they were expelled proves,
of course, that Ferdinand VII had good reason to
expel them. They must have done something very
wrong. The despotism of Ferdinand VII became a
by-word. Liberals were executed for the profes-
sion of Liberalism, so that my hon. friend, if he
had been there, would have had the gloryof
martyrdom. He is a large souled Liberal,
though I sometimes think when I hear him argue,
that I could find a very small hazel nut in which
his soul would find infinite room to wobble. The
Bible was proscribed by Ferdinand VII-my hon.
friend professes to love the Bible-so that if
the Jesuits were proscribed they were proscribed
in company with the Bible. To read it was
dangerous, to preach it was death, and the
Jesuits were happy in being only expelled and not
slaughtered. Then take the Papal States. It is a
curions thing, it shows what charming inconsis-
tencies there are in human nature-the fact that
the Papal States expelled the Jesuits seems a ter-
rible thing against that body. The bare mention
of the Pope in this Bill, although in a way which
has often led me to say to Orangemen who have
spoken to me about it, that if Mercier had entrap-
ped me into the position in which he has entrapped
the Pope in the extraordinary introduction to this
Bill, 1 would have excommunicated him for all
time to come; because he has got the Pope into
this Bill not even with the dignity of an arbiter;
he is brought in as a mere seal, to secure Mr.
Mercier against any afterclap, and in effect to
enable him to secure that the bargain in his Bill
would close up the mouths of certain parties,
namely, the Jesuits, forever, as far as this property
was concerned--well, the mere mention of the
Pope's name in this way has quite excited the
hon. gentlemen. My hon. friend sees red at the
sight of the word "Pope." Pope disagrees with
him. I notice that he is not at best a very ruddy
gentleman, but if the word " Pope " is frequently
mentioned in this House, I notice that a greener
pallor spreads across that brow.

Mr. LANDERKIN. There is one over your
brow now. How does it agree with the Minister
of Customs?

Mr. DAVIN. There is no pallor across your
brow. ,Your face is red by nature, not unassisted
by art. In 1848 there was an insurrection, and
the Pope fled. The Jesuits did not like this.
What sort of men would they be if they did
like it ? They are members of his church. Do
you suppose they would be worthy the name of
men at all if they had not felt disappointed, and
angry, and ready to be aggressive, because the
Pope had to fly ? That they were expelled would
not necessarily imply much discredit on their

Mr. DAviN.

part. Then as to the Austrian Empire in 1848.
In March of that year there was an insurrection
in Vienna, and, if I remember rightly, in Milan,
in Venice and Sardinia. In the summer the
Emperor fled to Inspruck, and the Archduke John
took charge. Will the hon. gentleman tell me
now, whether the Jesuits were expelled by the
Government of the Empire, or by the Archiduke
John, or by the insurrectionary Government that
was ultimately set up ? Because, Sir, if the hon.
gentleman has come here to-day and taken from a
pamphlet these dates and flung them down on the
Table and asked men who are representing Canada
to draw the ignorant inference that he drew from
them,thatbecausethe Jesuits were expelled bythese
tyrannical Governments they must have done some-
thing dreadfully wrong-if he has done that he is
not worthy of attention at any future time in this
Parliament. Now, he speaks of Gallicia. In 1848,
the Jesuits were expelled from Gallicia. W'ell, I
have a right to know which Gallicia. Will the
hon. gentleman tell me which Gallicia? He is like
one of the dumb dogs of Jupiter that cannot bark.
There is a Gallicia in Spain, and there is a Gallicia
in Poland. We will suppose, because it is much
more likely, that he means Gallicia in Poland.
Who expelled them? There was only one power
that could expel them, in 1848, from Poland, and
that was the most tyrannical emperor that ever
sat on the throne of St. Petersburg, the tyrant
Nicholas. I wish he had not borne that name. In
Sardinia, in 1848, again they were expelled. Now,
why were they expelled from Sardinia in 1848?
They might not have been very desirable guests ;
but where is the analogy between their condition
and ours? That was a critical time for Sardinia.
Cavour, one of the greatest journalists and states-
men of Europe, had just started the Revival news-
paper. The King had just granted a constitution
and definitely espoused the cause of Italian rege-
neration against Austria, and that great work
was commenced which, some years after-
wards, was to receive a glorious consumma-
tion, when, with the sword for his talisman
and liberty for his spell-word, Garibaldi was
to chase, by the mere magic of his naine,
everything that darkened the prospects of Italy.
Now, what analogy was there between that revolu-
tionary state of things and a constitutional country
such as ours, with liberty safe-guarded, such a
country, I believe, for freedom as does not exist
anywhere else in the world ? What analogy is
there between disturbed states like those, and a
country like this ? Yet the hon. gentleman comes
here and flings down his barrený dates. Now, in
1860, again, Garibaldi expelled the Jesuits from
Sicily, and why did he expel them ? He had made
himself dictator; he defeated the royal troops at
Calatafimi; he stormed Palermo; he won Melazzo;
gave Sicily a new constitution, and in such a state
of things the expulsion of the Jesuits may have
been a necessity. It might be necessary under
certain circumstances, even to expel the Knights
of Labor; it might be necessary to expel any body
of men in certain critical circumstances of the
state, who were likely to menace the object that
statesmen, having charge of it, have in view. But
what analogy can there be between such a state
of things and the state of things in Canada ? Now,
we were laughing a moment ago ; but I think it is
a great crime for a man occupying the high posi-
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tion of member of Parliament to go through the
country and, without ever enquiring into the cir-
cumstances in which these expulsions took place, to
hold them up to ignorant mobs, ignorant multitudes
and ignorant men-good hearted men, noble men in
their way, but still not having sufficient time to
test these things. He goes and reads out that they
were expelled here, they were expelled there, they
were expelled elsewhere, and lie leads people to
infer that they are a danger to every state, whereas
in many cases they were expelled by despotic gov-
ernments. We know very well that in the history of
the world there have been men who would exercise
tyrannical power themselves, but would not allow
any one else to be tyrannical to the people ; and
the Jesuits, as the history of Europe shows, have
at times interfered on the side of popular liberty
against the tyrannical conduct of tyrannical men.
I am not justifying the manner in all cases of their
interference ; but as a fact they have so inter-
fered. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Charlton), I hope,
does not mean to deceive the people, but I say
that if he is aware of the misrepresentation, le
is guilty of a very great crime and very great
misdeneanor. I will ask the House to bear with
me a few moments, because the hon. gentle-
man questioned the character of the Jesuits Act.
The hon. gentleman is a Protestant, and I am a
Protestant, and if the lion. gentleman has a right,
or thinks lie has a right, to sympathise with the
men who are most alarmed by the cry of Jesuit,
it must be remembered that I am an Irish
Protestant, and hon. gentlemen well know
that Irishmen feel strongly on most subjects, and
especially on religion. If I had been in Mr.
Mercier's place I would have been glad to have
made the arrangement lie effected. It was a good
arrangement. Here was a property on which a
cloud was cast which reduced its salable value by
50 per cent.. I know they had no right to cast
a cloud upon it. What did Mr. Mercier say ? I
will read his words, because they have not been
read by the hon. gentleman from North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton), and have not been read by the hon.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), but I
will read them to-night, and I say I have reason in
the interests of the people of Canada to complain
that when this Act has been flaunted in the popular
face, those parts of it that would have shown its
true character have been kept back and only those
parts thrust forward that were calculated to
inflame passions. We will suppose I meet an
Orangeman in my constituency, who approaches
me and says: " Well, we did not think you would
do that." " What have I done ?" I reply. " Voted
for that Jesuit Bill," he says. "Have you read the
Act," I ask. He replies " No." I then say : " If you
would like to read it, sit down and we will read it
together." I then point out the varions points
and show that a cloud had been cast on that
property, as Mr. Mercier says in his letter
dated Rome, 17th February, 1888. I start out
by saying that the Jesuits had no right what-
-ever to that property. But here were eminent
persans capable of casting a cloud on its
title so as to affect it as a marketable commodity ;
the Province wants to sell it, and to remove
that cloud. Now, what would a practical man do,
under the circumetances, but ask himself how to
get rid of that cloud ? He would not balance
metaphysical niceties as to right or wrong, and say

the church has no real right to so act ; he would
not even care about building up an idea as to
moral right as Mr. Mercier and others have
done ; but he would endeavor to make the best
bargain possible in the interests of the Province.
Mr. Mercier did so, and lie said to the church:
" Take off this cloud and I will give you $400,000."
The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
has stated on platform after platform, and has
stated in this House, and my lion. and learned
friend from North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), than
whom there is no one in Canada of whom I have
a higher opinion, has stated-and I do not know
how it has happened that he has failed to see the
matter as I see it-that the Pope was brought
into the transaction as a sovereign. That is one
of the charges brought against the Act. Here is
what Cardinal Simeoni says:

"The Pope allows the Government to retain the pro-
ceeds of the sale of the Jesuits' Estates as a special deposit
to be disposed of hereafter with the sanction of the Holy
Sec."
There is the condition. What would happen if he
were a sovereign prince ? As a sovereign prince he
is ex vi fermini sovereign and controls. IHe, how-
ever, lays down what lie wants to be done. Look
at Mr. Mercier's aniswer :

"In the matter of the Jesuits' Estates, the Government
respectfully object to the condition imposed in the letter
of Your Eminence of the first of March instant, and cannot
expect to succeed in the settlement of this delicate ques-
tion unless permission is given to sell the property upon
the conditions and in accordance with the exact terms of
my letter of the seventeenth of February last."
Why could he not expect to succeed? Because, as
he makes plain in his letters and plain in the Act,
the sovereign power was Her Majesty and the Legis-
lature of the Province. Nothing could be more per-
emptory than the language of Mr. Mercier. Is that
language you would address to a sovereign prince?
No. What happens ? Does the Pope say then : I
will wave my crosier over you and you will disap-
pear ? Does lie put them under a ban and send
them into nothingness? Does he inflict pains and
penalties as a sovereign prince might do? Not at
ail. He at once comes to Mr. Mercier's terms. We
read :

" The Pope allows the Gyovernment ta retain the
proceeds ai the sale of the Jesuits' estate as a special
deposit to be disposed of hereafter with the sanction of
the Holy See."
Some orators have made a point with respect to
the words " the sanction of the Holy See." But
that language is necessary, because if the property
was not disposed of with that sanction, how
would Mr. Mercier know that further claims
would not be set up and the cloud again raised over
the property lowering its salable value fifty per
cent. ? In the letter addressed to the reverend
gentleman who was authorised to deal with him,
Mr. Mercier says:

" That in consenting to treat with you respecting this
property the Government does not recognmse any civil
obligation."
Could anything be more distinct ? He goes on to
say in paragraph 7:

" That any agreement made between you and the Gov-
erniment of the Province will be binding, only in so far as
it shall be ratified by the Pope and the Liegislature of this
Province."
His object is clear, to make certain that the cloud
should be finally taken off. Further, in paragraph
8, it is stated :
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" That the amount of the compensation fixed shall

remain in the possession of the Government of the Pro-
vince as a special deposit, until the Pope has ratified the
said settlement and made known his wishes respecting
the distribution of such amount in this country."
And in paragraph 9 :

" Finally that the statute ratifying such agreement
shall contain a clause enacting that when such settlement
is arrived at the Protestant minority will receive a grant
in proportion to its population in favor of its educational
works."
Mr. Mercier deals with a sovereign prince, who is
at the head of an infallible church, who believes all
Protestants to be hieretics, and yet one of the con-
ditious he lays down to this sovereign prince is
that a -certain sum shall be given to support the
Probestants, the assistance of whom, of course,
must be exceedingly wrong! The answer of the
R ev. Mr. Turgeon emphasises this point. He says
in regard to clause 9 :

"As this clause does not touch the question in which I
am interested to treat with the Government I wish you
would dispense with my replying thereto."
Could anything more enphasise the almost high-
handed manner in which Mr. Mercier dealt with
this question. The Rev. Mr. Turgeon claims that
two million dollars are due to the Jesuits; but
Mr. Mercier disposes of that at once, and lie says
in effect, in his letter of the 4th June, 1888: If you
don't take the $400,000 you will get nothing.
Then, when we come to the Act what do we read ?

"Whereas it is expedient to put an end to the unea-
einess which exists in this Province, in connection with
the question of the Jesuits' Es tates; by settling it in a
%fuite manner: Therefore Her Majesty, by and with
a vice and consent of the Legislature 'of Quebec, enaets
as follows :4

It is not the Pope whose namé. brought in, but
"lHer Majesty by and with the a4vice and consent
of the Legislature of Quebec, enacts," and in the
sixth section of the Bill we read :
." The Lieutenant Governor in Council hereby is autbo-

rised to dispose, in the manner he deems most advanta-
geous to the Province, of the whole of the property,
movable and immovable, interests and rights, generally
whatsoever of the Province upon the said property known
as the Jesuits' Estates."
I have no doubt that Mr. Mercier will find this a
good bargain for the Province, and I have no doubt
that the payment of that $400,000 will be found
very advantageous to take away that cloud which
rested on the property, and which, however ground-
lessly cast upon it, would have lowered its salable
value by a ruinous percentage. As I used to say to
some persons who discussed this question with me,
in my part of the country : Suppose you had 160
acres of valuable land, and that there was a squatter
on it, and the squatter thought lie had some rights,
althoughli he really night have noue, but he could
give you some trouble, would you not give him $50
to get him out quietly. They always understood
that argument at once. I have not spoken to a
single man in this way, Orangeman or other, who
did not feel that the manner in which the gentlemen
on the other side have presented this question
throughout the country was deceptive and mis-
leading, and I will say that it seems to me almost
wicked. One of the reasons for which the hon.
gentleman condemns the Jesuits is, that they being
professed ecclesiastics aim at some political power.
Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman himself staLds self-
convicted of the most sinister offence that is
rightly or wrongly attributed to the Jesuit body.
He makes in this Parliament a speech which ad-

Mr. DÂviN.

mittedly could have no practical, no political end
whatever ; which will be acattered broadcast
throughout the country, and which is capable of
arousing the passions of the people. For what pur-
pose does he do so ? It is for the purpose of gaining
political influence, for the purpose of gaining power,
and to swell his own importance. What is that,
Sir, but playing a Jesuitical part? It is more than
playing a Jesuitical part, because so far as my
reading goes, I have never found a single case in
history, where in so barefaced a manner, men
openly declared that they were playing a part for
an unworthy end, and not even assuming the
appearance of virtue, whether they had it or not.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) referred in his speech to " Him
whose Kingdom was not of this world." I believe,
Sir, the hon. gentleman is a professed follower
of Him whose Kingdom was not of this
world. I believe he is a professed follower of
Him who has left us teachings which so far as my
reading goes-and it runs in a sort of way I sup-
pose, over five or six literatures-there is nothing,
in this wide world, that has been written from the
birth of time, to compare with these writings.
And what, Sir, is the cardinal doctrine of it all?
It is charity ; love to your neighbor, pity for man-
kind, kindness, making people love each other, and
you loving your brother. That is the doctrine
which runs through the teachings of Him whose
Kingdom was not of this world. But here is a
gentleman who makes professions which I would
not presume to make, and yet, Sir, though he makes
these professions, I would cut my right hand off,
before I would take part iu an agitation as he has
done, so calculated to aet man against man, and to
raise up among our people, malignant, malicious,
foolish, damaging and dangerous passions.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not intend to
delay the House more than for a few minutes at
this late peried of the Session and at this late hour
of the evening, in dealing with a question which
was so fully discussed last year, and which has
been discussed in the press from that time until
Parliament has met again this season. I must say
at the outset, that I have no doubt whatever in
my mind, of the propriety of the vote I gave last
year, and I do not propose this evening to give a
vote that will cast any doubt upon the position I
then took. In my opinion, the conclusion arrived
at by the vast majority of the House last year, was
a proper conclusion. It was a conclusion warranted
by the law, and by the facts, and I am not pre-
pared in the smallest degree to retire from the
position I then took. That being the case, I will
support the position taken by the leader of the
Opposition. I do not feel that there was any neces-
sity for a reference to the Supreme Court under
the circumstances, and I do not feel disposed to
vote for a motion censuring the Government for,
or expressing any regret because an Act was not
done which in my opinion was altogether an
Act of supererogation. Now, Sir, the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), in
the motion which he . put upon the Notice
paper, and which is somewhat different' from the
one he has moved this afternoon, as a reason for
the course which he asked the House to take last
year, and which he now wishes the louse to
express regret for not having taken, declares
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that it was desirable to obtain from the Supreme sholw the disabling provisions of that statute.
Court after an argument a judgment upon The hon. gentleman seemed altogether to over-
the subject. Now, Mr. Speaker, the action look the fact that the disabilities created by
which the House took a day or two ago, that statute extended not simply to the Jesuits,
shows that no such thing could have been but to every community of the Roman Catholie
accomplisted, and that we were quite unable to Church; the Jesuits do not stand in a different
obtain from the Supreme Court a judgment upon position with regard to it from any other
this case, and that if the Supreme Court were ap. community. Then, I do not understand what
pealed to, it would have had to give its opinion particular object the hon. gentleman had in view
without assigning any reason for arriving at the in referring to those disabilities. The penal laws
conclusion at which it arrived, and it would have of England have never been recognised as extending
been in no respect a judgment that would have to the colonies, except in cases where there was an
been binding upon anybody, after that opinion established church. The penal laws against the
had been expressed. There are, as the hon. mem- Roman Catholic and various Protestant dissenting
ber for West Durham (Mr. Blake) says, three bodies were in the supposed interest of the establish-
bodies which might have been consulted, namely, ed churclh, and where there was no established
the Supreme Court, the Judicial Cominittee of the church, as Lord Mansfield said, the penal laws could
Privy Council and the law officers of the Crown. not apply ; and so it has been held over and over
Now, the law officers of the Crown were con- again ; and there has been no special legislation
sulted, and in their opinion they entirely con- imposing these disabilities. The hon. gentleman
curred with the views entertained by the majority of said that the Jesuits had no right or interest in
this House. I know no reason for attaching more these estates. That is a wholly erroneous state-
importance to an opinion of the Supreme Court, ment. The Jesuits were an incorporated body,
given without argument and without a case being incorporated by a statute of the King of France
presented, than to the opinion expressed by one hundred years before the conquest. When
the law officers of the Crown. They are all the King of England acceded to the terri-
eminent gentlemen. There is no doubt that tories on this continent, he acceded to them by
their judgment is more advantageous to have than conquest limited by the articles of capitulation;
their opinion, but in the Act under which the hon. and those articles of capitulation conceded to
gentleman asks a reference to the Supreme Court, he the various religious communities in this country,
would have merely got a bald opinion which would the Jesuits among the number, the estates which
have been in no way more satisfactory than the they possessed. The House and the country, I
opinion expressed by the law officers of the believe, have been misled by an erroneous opinion
Crown. So that I am not disposed to censure the given by Solicitor General Wedderburn, which was
Administration, because of the three tribunals they quoted by the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
have consulted the one which was most likely to McCarthy) last year, and by every speaker in the
give an opinion with the greatest expedition instead House who voted for the disallowance of the Act.
of sone other one that would, perhaps, have refused That opinion contained the statement that those
to give an opinion at all. There is in my opinion articles of capitulation were only temporary, and
no reason for supposing that if the Bill had been had force only until the treaty was agreed upon
sent to the Secretary of State for the opinion of the between England and France; and that, as no pro-
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, that they vision was made regarding those varions religious
would have done anything different from what communities in that treaty, it was open to the
they did in December, 1872. On that occasion, Crown to do as it pleased with those estates. That
referring to the fact that the question of the New opinion, however, was not shared in by the Attorney-
Brunswick School Law might come before themn as General at the time, Lord Thurlow, who held that
a court of appeal, they said : the king had acquired only the interest which. had

"This being the fact His Lordship is of opinion that previously been held by the Crown of France, and
Her Majesty cannot with propriety be advised to refer to that the varions interests in the country werea Committee of Couneil in England a question which Her secured by the articles of capitulation againstMaiesty in Couneil has at present no authority to deter-
mine, and on which the opinion of the Privy Council 'the conqueror. This difference of opinion has led
would not be binding on the parties in the Dominion of to a great deal of confusion. The question came
Canada." before the Court of King's Bench in England in
Nobody would have been bound by that opinion the case of Campbell vs. Hall, and was very elabor-
if it had been obtained, or by the opinion of the ately argued on four separate occasions by eminent
Supreme Court if it had been obtained, any more counsel ; and the decision of Lord Mansfield was
than they are bound by the opinion of the law that the articles of capitulation were as perma-
officers of the Crown. And that being the case, it nent in their nature and as binding on the Crown
does seem to me that it would have been a wholly as the articles of the treaty itself. It is also laid
unnecessary proceeding and one which would not down in the judgmnent that the Crown could not
have in the s qallest negree changed the opinion acquire private property except during the pro-
of any one on the question at the present time. gress of the war ; and if the Crown did not succeed
Therefore, I say again, I am not prepared to cast to the property as an act of war and during the
doubt on the conclusion at which I came in my continuance of the war, it could not succeed to it
own mind and at which the vast majority of this at all. In that judgment Lord Mansfield said
House came, by reflecting on the course that has that the moment the conquest was completed, the
been taken. The hon. gentleman who has parties who were before aliens and enemies became
made the motion has after all attached very subjects of the new sovereign, and were entitled
great importance to the question itself. In discuss- to the same protection of life and property as if
ig it he has referred, as he did last year, to they had been born subjects of His Majesty. And
the statute of Roman Catholie Emancipation to so, under that rule, the King of England be-
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came the sovereign of Canada, and his rights
as a conqueror were limited not only by the
superior authority of Parliament, but by the
articles of capitulation into which the King had
through his officers entered. That rule is recog-
nised by the Judicial Committee in the case of
Cameron vs. Kyte, and in two other cases it was
recognised by the Secretary of State. When the
Secretary of State was framing the charter of
Government for the Island of Mauritius, which
was a conquest, he consulted the law officers of
the Crown with reference to the provisions of that
charter, asking them to examine it to see whether
there were any provisions in it inconsistent with
the articles of capitulation. The same rule is laid
down, and the same advice sought, in the case of
the charter of government for the colony of Ber-
bice. So you have in the opinions expressed by
the law officers of the Crown, by the judgment of
the Court of Queen's Bench, and by the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council, that the articles
of capitulation by which a Government enters into
possession of a conquered territory are as per-
manent and binding on it as the provisions of the
treaty itself. Then all we have to do is to
consider what the rights of the Jesuits were
under the articles of capitulation. Now, the
Crown could not succeed by right of con-
quest. That was impossible. The articles of
capitulation, after the conquest, show what the
rights of the various parties were. That being the
case, the only way that the Crown could pretend to
succeed to these properties was by escheat. The
Crown issued instructions to the Governor that no
new members were to be permitted to be added to
the Order of the Jesuits. I maintain that the Crown,
having lost its rights as a conqueror, and having
only those rigLhts which belong to it as a part of
the Imperial Parliament, could no more issue such
a mandate to the Jesuit body in Canada than it
could issue to the Presbyterian church or to the
Methodist church, an order that they should not
ordain a new elder or deacon. It was in the power
of Parliament to say, by Act of Parliament, that
these estates should be taken away, but it could
not be done otherwise. But the Jesuit body of
Canada submitted to the action of the Crown,
the last Jesuit expired, and the estates went into
the possession of the Crown, but as I understand,
however, by the law of Quebec the Crown could not
succeed, because, under the Customs of Paris, the
Crownhadrecognisedsomuchof the canon lawasre-
lated to church property, and church property es-
cheats not to the Crown, but to the bishop of the
diocese within which the property is situated.
How did the Crown protect its assumed rights ?
The hon. member for North Norfolk asks why
the Jesuit Order or the Catholic Church did
not interfere and obtain possession by judicial
process of this pro rty. Why ? Because the
Legislature of Que c, by a declaratory Act,
made this the property of the Crown, and so the
rights of either the church or the community are
from that time forward simply moral rights. The
legal right had disappeared. If the Legislature of
Ontario choose to-morrow to declare that all the
property on Sparks street should be vested in the
Crown, the property holders could not maintain
their rights in the courts, if that Act were allowed
to go into operation. An Act was passed in
1832 declaring these estates to be the property

Mr. Muns (Bothwell).

of the Crown. Was it in the power of the
church to set up against such a legislative pro-
ceeding the rights they previously had, and which
were taken from them without any compensation?
They did the only thing in their power, and that
was to resist any attempt of the Crown to dispose
of these properties, by making protest whenever the
attempt was made, and that resistance was success-
ful and the Legislature of Quebec was compelled to
come to an understanding with the ecclesiastical
bodies which made claim to this property. It
was only in that way they could obtain free con-
trol and dispose of this property to advantage in
the market. That is their business not ours. I
say if there is anything in the jurisdiction of a
Provincial Government which can be held beyond
all question to be under the absolute control of
the Local Legislaturesit is what they should do with
their own money. They may make a wise or an
unwise use of it, that is their business, and the
Government are responsible to the Local Legislature
for that, and ultimately to the electorate of the
Province. That is no reason why we should in-
terfere. The hon. member said the Govern-
ment should have disallowed this Act on grounds
of public policy. Well, as I understand English
practice and our system of responsible government,
the Government of this Dominion can have no
policy on a question over which they can have no
jurisdiction. There must be either legislative
authority or administrative authority. If you can
show that any Act of a Local Legislature interferes
with the legislative authority of the Dominion,
you may pronounce it ultra vires ; if you can
show that it interferes with any administrative
right of this Dominion, so that the Dominion
Government cannot efficiently carry out the policy
it bas a right to adopt, you can disallow the
Act as interfering with the paramount authority
of the Dominion. But I know of no other ground.
If the measure is unwise and improper, that is a
question for the Local Legislature to decide, and
with which we have nothing to do. Why should
the Local Government appeal to the country
and adopt a public policy if the Government of
this Dominion interfere with them at any moment
and frustrate that policy, by undertaking to disal-
low their Acts ?' Of course the power of disallow-
ance is, in form of law, unlimited, but by the con-
ventions of the constitution it is clearly a limited
power; it has to be carried out and exercised in
accordance with those well-understood principles
which will leave the Local Governments free to
adopt that policy which they consider best in the
interest of the Province. If that be so, it is clear
that the hon. gentleman is asking this House to take
a course wholly at variance with the interests of the
Provinces. We have maintained the principle of
local self -government in the Provinces, not because
we were upholding local sovereignty as against the
sovereignty of the Dominion, but because we say
that in the sphere of exclusive jurisdiction as-
signed to it the Local Legislature is as sovereign
as is the Imperial Parliament itself, and so the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council have
decided. Let me take a case here. Many of us
were of opinion that the appropriation of public
moneys to the Province of Nova Scotia, beyond
the sum fixed by the constitution was an uncon-
stitutional proceeding. There was no doubt in my
mind upon that, but the law officers of the Crown
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were of the opinion that we had the power ; and
upon what theory can that opinion be upheld ?
Upon this, that being a sovereign legislature we
could do what we pleased with our own money ;
we could apply it to any legislative purpose we
pleased or give it away if we thought proper ; and
the Local Legislature, being sovereign in its own
jurisdiction, having control of its own funds, can
apply those funds as it sees proper, and to rule
otherwise would be wholly inconsistent with the
doctrine laid down in the case of the Queen against
Hodge. I am not going to detain the House at
this late hour by going over the question, which
has been pretty well threshed before, but I see no
reason for expressing any regret with regard to
this matter. I believe I am right, I believe the
majority are right in the conclusion it came to last
year, and I am prepared to thresh this question
out before the proper tribunal, and that is on the
public platform before the people of this country.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I intend to say but
a few words on this question, and I would not
trouble the House at all only that I do not care to
give a silent vote on the proposition of the hon.
meinber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). I think
that the question which was put to that hon. gen-
tleman by the hon. member for South Perth (Mr.
Trow) was a very pertinent one. The hon. gentle-
man had the opportunity last year, although he
declared subsequently, afber the prorogation of
Parliament, upon more than one occasion, that lie
was prevented from submitting a resolution lie had
prepared, declaring it expedient that the Jesuits'
Estates Act should be submitted to the Supreme
Court or the Privy Council for their opinion. I
say he had the opportunity of presenting that to
the House last Session if he had chosen to avail
himself of it.

Mr. CHARLTON. I wish to correct the hon.
gentleman in this matter. I submitted to the First
Minister of the Crown a copy of a motion which I
proposed to make. That motion was put in the
hon. gentleman's hands on the 28th April, and I
attempted to move it on the 30th April. I had
received from the Speaker the a"surance that an
opportunity would be given me to make a motion
when the House next went into Committee of Supply,
but I was prevented from making that motion. It is
upon the records of the House, and it now appears
from the speech of the hon. memnber for West
Durham, that two days before I put that motion
in the bands of the First Minister, he had received
a letter from the hon. member from West Durham
suggesting that this very course should be taken.
I had proposed to make this motion earlier, and
for reasons which it is not proper to explain here,
but which led me to believe the Government in-
tended to take this course, I deferred making the
motion. I attempted to move it in good faith, but
I was juggled out of the opportunity to move it, as
the Pirst Minister knows. Here is the motion, a
copy of which I put in the hands of the First
Minister :

" That, in view of doubts which have been expressed byinany leading constitutional authorities as to the consti-
tutionality of the Act ofthe Legislature of Quebee, entitled
An Act respecting the settlement of the Jesuits' Es-

tates,' this House is of opinion that the Government of
Canada should without delay obtain the decision of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Couneil, or other compe-tent courts of jurisdiction, as to the constitutionality of
the said Act."

The hon. gentleman was aware two days before
that I intended to make that motion. As a matter
of courtesy, I put a copy of the motion in his hand,
which gave him that opportunity to arrange to de-
feat my purpose, and yet I have been accused in
the country, as to-night I have been accused by
the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White),
of not acting honestly in the matter.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It is not quite proper
that the hon. gentleman, when lie rises to make an
explanation, should make a speech in regard to the
subject. What I alleged was that there was an
opportunity after the one to which the hon. gent-
leman alludes for him to present the motion he bas
read to the House.

Mr. CHARLTON. That is not so.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I am aware that the

hon. gentleman has, during the recess, made the
same statement that lie has to-nig lit with the view
of damaging the Government. I have no right to
call in question the mode the hon. gentleman
chooses to adopt in bringing this motion before
the House, but lie must take all the consequences
of the course he lias chosen to adopt. He has
chosen to propose this resolution as an amendment
to the motion to go into Committee of Supply and,
having done so, he must, of course, expect that
those of us who usually act with the Government
will not be disposed to vote for that motion as we
might have done if it had been presented to
the House in a different form. Those who are
laymen, like myself, and are desirous to bring an
intelligent judgment to bear on questions in regard
to which---as I confess in my own case--we are
unacquainted with the subtleties of constitutional
law, must listen to the arguments of the legal
luminaries on both sides in regard to such questions
as that which was submitted to Parliament last
Session. I then listened to all the arguments on
the question which was brought up by the hon.
member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), and, with
all deference to the legal attainments of my
hon. friend the member for North Simcoe
(Mr. McCarthy) and those who argued with
him, I confess that I thought the balance of
the argument was in favor of the constitutionality
of the Jesuits' Estates Act. I was brought to that
conclusion reluctantly. I would have been better
pleased to have been able to corne to a different
conclusion, but I deemed it right to give effect to
the judgment I arrived at after hearing the argu-
ments on both sides of the question. Notwith-
standing that I was forced to the conclusion that
the Act was constitutional, I thought, and I gave
expression to the opinion on a subsequent occasion,
that it would have been well if a legal opinion had
been obtained as to its constitutionality from some
tribunal outside of this House. I stated that on
the occasion when the petition presented to the
Government by Mr. Hugli Graham was discussed.
I agree, however, with the sentiments expressed
by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that
there is no reason why the expression of opinion
by the law officers of the Crown as to the consti-
tutionality of the Act should not have as much
weight and as great a tendency to allay the excite-
ment which has prevailed in certain portions of the
community as a deliverance of the Supreme Court.
Taking all these things into consideration and be-
lieving that no good would be accomplished by pass-
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ing this resolution now-I do not attribute any im-
proper motives to my hon. friend f rom North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) ; we know his zeal in promoting
the cause which he, in common with some other
gentlemen have undertaken to promote, and I

now his desire, and a laudable desire it is from
his point of view, to embarrass the Government-
believing that no good object can be accomplished
by passing this resolution, I shall therefore have
to vote against it.

Mr. CASEY. One must regret that this matter
should be again pressed upon our attention and
must also regret the manner in which it has been
discussed by the hon. gentleman who has brought it
before the House. Instead of merely discussing
the question whether the constitutionality of this
Act should be referred to the Supreme Court or
not, the hon. gentleman (Mr. Charlton) discussed
at great length the merits of the Jesuits' Estates
Act itself and the question whether it should have
been disallowed or not. In fact, he re-opened the
question we decided last year. I do not think the
questions as to the merits of the Act or its consti-
tutionality are matters for discussion just now.
It is an ex post facto discussion which can do no
good. It can only tend to maintain the agi-
tation which has taken such a form in this
country as to seriously endanger the relations
between the two great races which inhabit it.
However, when this question is forced upon
our notice, we have to decide what action shall be
taken thereupon. In the first place, I cannot avoid
calling attention to the inconsistency of the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), or any
other member of the fraternity who call them-
selves " the noble Thirteen," in moving or suggest-
ing any reference to the Supreme Court or to any
other tribunal in regard to this question. A year
ago, these gentlemen urged upon the House in the
strongest possible language that, without going
outside of the walls of this chamber, we should
decide that this Act should be disallowed. Immed-
iately after, the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) proposed to move a resolution sim-
ilar to the present one, and now, after all possibility
of disallowance is passed, lie brings it up again.
In the first place lie supported a resolution that
the Act should be disallowed without reference to
any body for a legal opinion on its constitutionality.
Now he proposes the motion which he had not a
chance of moving last year, that it should, before
being either allowed or disallowed, have been re-
ferred to the Supreme Court for an opinion upon
its constitutionality. I do not think that argu-
ments in favor of this resolution, coming from a
gentleman who has shown himself so inconsistent
in regard to this matter, can have great weigh+.
Still, I cannot say that there are no arguments in
favor of this resolution, or that it should not be
considered on its merits, and I propose to consider
the question upon its own merits apart from the
inconsistency of the bon. gentleman who moved it.
But I cannot proceed to do so without expressing
on this first opportunity I have had to do so before
the House, my total disapprobation and reproba-
tion, in fact-if that be not an unparliamentary
word--of the manner in which what is called the
Equal Rights agitation bas been carried on through-
out Ontario. I would not be speaking honestly or
conscientiously if I did not do so. I have not the

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew).

slightest sympathy with the statements made by the
promoters of this agitation in regard to our Catholic
fellow-citizens, whether they be of French or En-
glish speaking nationalities. I would not have it
supposed for a moment that I believe this country
is at present suffering under ecclesiastical tyranny,
or that there is any real reason for imagining that
the Roman Catholic Churph or any other church
bas usurped the power to control the Government
of this country, or the members of this Legislature.
I specially protest against the assumption so freely
made by the gentlemen composing the noble Thir-
teen, and bynone morefreely ormore offensively than
by the hon. gentleman who proposed this resolu-
tion, that those who differed from him on that vote
of last Session were not actuated by honest motives.
I say that the noble 188 have just as much right
to be proud of their vote on that question, just
as much right to claim that they acted honestly
and in accordance with their convictions, as the
noble Thirteen. I do not admit that the fact of those
gentlemen being in a small minority gives them
any right to claim superior morality or superior
patriotism to those possessed by the other members
of this House. Now, on the other hand, I may say,
and it may as well be said here, and perhaps
better here than elsewhere, that there has been too
much of that sort of influence in this agitation
which, if it had been exerted by clergymen of
the Catholic Church, would have been denounced
by many Protestant people of Ontario as Jesuit-
isnm. When a Protestant speaks of Jesuitism
in the bad and derogatory sense, lie means
to inply that the clergyman whom lie denoun-
ces as Jesuitical, has used his clerical position,
his ecclesiastical influence and the influence of the
church to which lie belongs, to compel members
of his church to vote in accordance with his
views, that lie has used his influence for political
purposes. Now, I say that any clergymen, no
matter to what Protestant denomination he belongs
who uses clerical influence, uses pulpit influence,
uses the strong influence arising from his ecclesias-
tical position, to induce, or compel, or overinflu-
ence members of his flock to change their votes on
any question, is guilty of Jesuitism in the sanie
sense in which it is attributed by Protestants to
members of the Society of Jesus. I have as much
objection to being dictated to by a Protestant
Jesuit as by one who belongs to the regular order of
that name. We cannot forget that this Canada of
ours is not in any exclusive sense a Protestant coun-
try; it is not in any exclusive sense even an English
country. We have no state religion, we have
two state languages, we have a very large body of
people speaking one of those languages, and a still
larger body professing the same religion as those
who speak the French language. We cannot
attempt to legislate for this country as if it were
in any exclusive sense a Protestant or an Englisi
speaking country. Many people seem to wish that
we should do so. They wish that the French
people and the Catholic religion were excluded
from our borders. Whether they like that or not,
they cannot help it ; they must put up with the
condition of affairs that exists, and they must try
to live in peace and harmony, so far as possible,
with their fellow-citizens of a different race and
religion. It is only on those conditions that the
continued existence of this Canadian nation, as we
may not now properly call it, can be maintained,
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aud I assert strongly that any agitation like the was similarly accepted by the Goverament. That

present, which proceeds virtually on lines of race objection being put aside, we have to ask whether
and religion, can only tend to the destruction of this motion bas something that can commend jtself
(onfederation, and to the impossibility of con- to the opinion of the House by its own essence,
tinuing properly to govern the country. The and 1 may say at once that it does commend itself
gentlemen who call themselves the party of Equal to my judgment. It expresses an opinion with re-
Èights have, so far as I can ascertain, no distinct spect to the procedure in regard to the Jesuits'
programme of what they would do if they obtained Estates Act, which 1 thînk is the method that
oflice in this country. During the recent election should have been followed. The motion does not
in this city I have asked several gentlemen what involve any consideration of the merits of the Act,
they would do if they had an Equal Rights it does not involve any expression of opinion
Government in power to-morrow, and none of them as to whetber the Act should have been dis-
could tell me anything more than that they would allowed or not. If it stated on its face that
abolish the dual language in the North-West the Act should have been disallowed without
Territories, and the separate schools in Manitoba. reference, 1 would not vote for it. 1 quite
Now, I consider these two items are hardly sufficient agree with the bon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
to form a programme for a great party ; they are not Milîs), and I would not do anything against my
even a couple of planks for a platform, because the own opinion or the opinion of the fouse as deliver-
changes proposed are so small in their practical ed last year in regard to the question of disallow-
working, even if they were carried out, as not ance; but 1 do not see that the vote I intend to
properly to constitute even a couple of planks in give in favor of this amendment can possibly be so
the platform of a great party. I do not con- interpreted. I have always believed, witb many
sider that there is any party in this country op- members on this side of the fouse, that no Act of
posed to Equal Rights. I believe we are all, on a Provincial Legisiature should be disallowed by
general principles, willing and anxious to secure this Government until an opinion had been obtain-
the equal rights of all members of the community, ed from the Supreme Court or some higb tribunal
and when a party arises calling itself more particu- as to its constitutionalîty. We were forced to con-
larly the party of Equal Rights, I think they sider the question of the constitutionality of that
should show us something more substantial than Act last Session without information froin any
those two little items before they ask us to sup- legal tribunal. We considered it, and we came to
port them on the basis of the platform they offer to a conclusion whicb, so far as I yet know seems to
us. Although they have no definite programme, have been the correct one. I make no apology for
still, with their vague expressions of patriotism, ny vote of last Session; but I am free to say that
their vague harangues, dictated by uneasiness in the Goverament sbould, before that matter was
regard to French aggression, their vague assertions broughthefore the fouse and before they had given
of something either havinghappened or about to hap- any assurance to the Goverument of Quebecastowbat
peu, they have certainly obtained, for the time be- their action would be, bave taken steps to secure
mîg, a very considerable following in many quarters. a reference ta some bigher tribunal, and have
I have reason to hope, knowing the intelligence of come before the.fouse backed by that opinion. 1
the average Ontario elector, that when the matter have no loubt whatever that the deeision would
is fully sifted, when it is found there is really no have been in accordance with tbat arrived at
necessity for the creation of any revolutionary by tbe fouse; but whetber that was so or not,
party of this kind, for its real object can hardly we should only exercise the right of disallowance
he attained without revolution, the following of of sucl an Act after baving obtained the opinion
that party will be smaller. Still we must recognise of a legal tribunal tbat it was an unconstitutional
the fact that it exists just now, and on what it Act. This question is essentially a legal one.
grows and feeds. In regard to this agitation and This fouse, although containing many of the
the manner in which it has been carried on, I do ablest lawyers in the country, is not composed
not feel that my prejudices, if you like, against entirely of members of tbe legal profession, and
that party and its management have anything to tbere are many who can only listen and wonder
(o with the opinion I am called upon to pronounce wben questions of constitutional law are discussed
ou the matter before the House to-night. The across tbe floor. To ask the fouse to decide a
hlion. member for Renfrew (Mr. White) objected purely legal and constitutional question is to
that this was an amendment on going into Com- ask it to carry a burden that sbould not be
nuttee of Supply, and therefore members on the placed on its shoulders. We bave tbe Supreme
Government side of the House cannot freely ex- Court for the express purpose of deciding such
press their opinions in regard to it by their vote questions. Lt was one of the principal reasons
because it was a vote of want of confidence in the for the creation of that Court, and it should
Government. If the motion is not by its terms an take its share of the work, altbough, 'as
expression of want of confidence, it is not so because the bon, gentleman for West Durham (Mr.
of the fact that it is moved as an amendment Blake) bas very strongly argued, the expression
on going into Committee of Supply, because of that opinion would noV relieve the (overn-
Within the last 24 hours an amendment ment of an iota of their responsibility. I do
inoved by a leading member of the Opposition (Mr. not tbink this case should be made a special one,
Bilake) on going into Supply was accepted by the I am sorry we bave had to discuss it as if it were
leader of the Government and by this House, in- diffèrent from other cases, for in my opinion al
eluding the hon. member for Renfrew (Mr. White). such oases should be referred Vo the Supreme Court
Early in this Session an amendment on going into before action is taken. Yesterday we adopted the
bupply, moved by the hon. member for Bothwell motion of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
(dr. Mills), which, in its terms, might be implied Blake) Vo the effect that cases of inportanoe
as censure on the pasV conduct of the Governàent, should be submitted to our bighest judicial tri-
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bunal. and a decision given after full argument.
I think that covered nearly all the ground. We
might have been satisfied with that declaration,
but when I am called upon to-day to vote for a
resolution which is strictly in accordance with the
resolution which the House adopted yesterday, I do
not see how I can go back on my opinion so lately
given, and I do not see how other hon. members
can so soon depart from the opinion they gave
on that occasion. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills), with whose general opinions on
this subject I quite agree, has urged that in
this case any opinion of the Supreme Court would
not have carried more weight thanthe opinion of the
law officers of the Crown. The ground on which he.
argued the proposition was, that there was no pro-
vision for hearing argument before the Supreme
court, and an ex parte decision without argument
would have no more weight than the other opinion
to which I referred. That statement, so far as it
goes, is quite correct. I have no doubt an ex parte
decision by the Supreme Court would not have
much weight. But it must be remembered that if
the Government had not so hastily pledged them-
selves not to use the power of disallowance, they had
the whole of last Session in which they could have
obtained power and made arrangements for having
an argument on this question before the Supreme
Court. There might have been an arrangement
made just as is suggested in the present
motion, that a decision might be. given after
hearing argument on both sides. The Governinent
had agreed this year to take that course in future.
Why was it not taken last year ? They' could
easily have passed a Bill through the House to
have arguments heard before the Supreme Court ;
the reference might have been made, and judgment
given. The objection of the hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills) falls to the ground, for the reason
that, although there was at the time the Govern-
ment gave the assurance to Mr. Mercier, no
provisions for having argument before the
Supreme Court, the Government had it in
their power to have made that provision, and to
have had an argument and reference and de -ision.
That was the time the reference should have been
made. I do not see that anything would have
been gained by having a reference when the
time for disallowance was about to expire, when
the delegation met the Governor General in
Quebec. There were no means of obtaining a
satisfactory reference then, and I believe the
Government could hardly be expected, after
having given their assurance to Mr. Mercier,
that they would not exercise the power of
disallowance, to adopt a course which might
imply they would have to break that promise.
But before the House met, arrangements should
have been made for the reference, and after the
House met, measures should have been taken to
secure arguments on the reference and the judicial
decision. That, in brief, is my position on the
matter. There is another point in connection with
this reference to which I would call the special
attention of the House and it is, that I believe by
such a reference and the decision obtained thereon,
we wouldalmost have entirely avoided the agitation
which has since taken place. If the gentlemen who
have been agitating since disallowance was refused,
had had anopportunityof presenting their arguments
before a legal tribunal, and had failed to convince

Mr. CAsEY.

that tribunal that they were right, they might
possibly be satisfied themselves that there was no
constitutional grounds for disallowance, or if they
were not, the vast majority of the people would
have been satisfied. The Government would have
been in a stronger position, the members on this
side of the House who voted with the Government
would have been in a stronger position, and the
country would have been saved from a vast deal
of useless and annoying agitation since that time.
For all these reasons I believe that the Governnent
should have made that reference, and I shall vote
for the motion expressing regret that they have
not done so.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). One word in regard
to this question before it goes to a vote, just to
show the position in which the matter stood in the
case of the New Brunswick School Act. The only
tribunals that we could then refer to were to the
law officers of the Crown and the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council. The latter having
declined to take cognisance of the case, the law
officers of the Crown gave an opinion. Afterwards
when the persons who opposed the school law were
dissatisfied with the opinion presented, a memorial
was then presented to the law officers of the
Crown, and they maintained their former opinion
stating that the law was constitutional. Although
that was a legal opinion, and fortified as it was
after a second hearing, yet the parties were not
satisfied, and we set to work in the courts, and
had the matter fairly fought out before the courts
of New Brunswick, and afterwards by the Privy
Council which finally decided it. It seems to me that
this is the principle which we should adopt in this
case. My own idea was that the Government should
have rested on the decision of the House last winter,
and not have taken the responsibility of consulting
the law officers of the Crown. I believe, however,
that the Government had a right to consult them.
My view of the case is, that if we had gone to the
Supreme Court and got a certificate of their
opinion, it would not have had any more weight
throughout the country than the opinion of the
law officers of the Crown had, because as the law
stands we could not get the reasons of the judges
for their decision. Therefore, it seems to me that
it would be useless for us to have made the refer-
ence. I am satisfied, as I was statisfied last year,
that this law is intra vires of the Provincial Legis-
lature, and I shall vote against the motion.

Mr. FISHER. I desire to say but a few words
on the vote which I intend to give in favor of this
motion. I have no doubt or hesitation at all il,
regard to the Jesuits' Estates Act. I have no de-
sire to reconsider the vote which I gave last year
on the motion of my hon. friend from Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien). I gave that vote after full consider-
ation and due deliberation. I am not a lawyer,
but I have carefully studied the question which
came before the House on that occasion. I took
care to consult those of legal capacity and know-
ledge in whom I had full confidence, and I fully
satisfied myself as to the fact that that Act was
quite intra vires of the Legislature of Quebec
On that occasion, and since that occasion, 1
have taken upon myself to carefully study and
read that Act. I have read and re-read it, section
by section, and word by word, and studied it, so
that I think I might almost say that I know it bY
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heart. I have not been able to find in that Act any
of these objections which are laid against it by the
entlenen who have carried ou the agitation under

the naine of the Equal Rights Association. I have
iot been able to find in that Act any derogation of
the Queen's Majesty. I have not been able to find
ainy exaltation of a foreign potentate either in the
Province of Quebec or in the Dominion of Canada,
and I cannot in any way see how that Act is
contrary to the constitution of this country. 1,
therefore, have no hesitation to-night, as on other
occasions I had no hesitation, in stating that I
believe that it was quite within the right of the
Province of Quebec to legislate as it did, and that
this (overnment could not have been justified mn
disallowing that Act. Believing so at that time,
and believing so still, I have no desire to re-con-
sider the decision which I gave last Session on the
motion of the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr.
O'Brien). But, Sir, at the end of that Session the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
undertook to move a motion, something in the
terns of the present one, and at that time I stated
to him that I was prepared to support that mo-
tion, not because I had any doubt with regard to
the lesuits' Estates Act, but because I believed that
by the reference of that question to some such
tribunal as the Supreme Court, or some tribunal
as would put beyond question the validity of the
Act, the groundwork and the substratum of the
agitation would be removed, and to a large extent,
at all events, the excuses for the appeals to pas-
sions, which have been made by the agitators on
this question, would have fallen flat before the
people of the country. I believe, Sir, that had
such a course been taken the deplorable agitation
we have had going on since that time would not have
been able to take hold of the people in the way it has
taken hold of them. I believe it would have been
wise and expedient in the interests of the country
to have had such a reference made, and I regret
that it was not made. In this view, and this view
alone, I feel I ought to support the motion of the
hion. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). In
view of the expressions I have given utterance to,
i mny own county and elsewhere in this Dominion,

upon the question of the Jesuits' Estates Act, I
thought it was necessary I should make this state-
ment so that the vote which I intend to give should
not be misunderstood, or should not be supposed
as indicating a change of opinion on my part with
reference to this question.

Mr. MULOCK. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated
by lion. members in the course of this discussion,
that when the question of the Jesuits' Estates Act
Was before the House last Session, no prominent
legal authority with the exception of the hon.
ilember for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy),
lad questioned the validity of the Act.
h\ow, Sir, I would venture to say that that state-
nient is entirely erroneous. The hou. gentleman
Will remember that the question, first of all,
received its great impetus in the country by reason
of the legal opinions advanced through legal
Journals in the city of Toronto. Subsequently,
when the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien)
introduced the matter into this House, he did so
by a resolution in favor of disallowance, based upon
onle ground only, namely, that the Act was ultra
ires. It was contended in the course of the argu-

ment to-night to a certain degree that the question
of ultra vires was abandoned in this House. That
the House may see that that was not so, I will just
refer to the motion of the hon. member for Mus-
koka. After reciting, in the first clause, that the
House regards the power of disallowance as a pre-
rogative essential to the national existence, and
after asserting in the second clause that this great
power should be fearlessly exercised for the protec-
tion of the rights of the minority and for guarding
the fundamental principles of the constitution, the
resolution proceeds.to the particular subject-natter
in hand as follows -

"That in the opinion of this House, the assage by the
Legislature of the Province of Quebec of tue Act entitled

An Aet respecting the settiement of tLe Jesuits' Estates,'
is beyond the power of the Legislature."
The reasons for that proposition follow, and then
the resolution proceeds to say :

" And this flouse therefore prays that His Excellency
will be graciously pleased to disallow the Aet."
Thus you see that the issue presented to this
House last Session was that the Act in question
was ultra cires of the Province of Quebec, and on
that ground should be disallowed. The question
thus became a pure question of law, which the
House was asked to decide, and upon that
decision it might be contended that the Govern-
ment would be bound to act in either disallow-
ing or allowing the Act. When the case came
before the House in that form, it was manifest to any
one who listened to the discussion, that no less suit-
able tribunal to determine that question could very
well be found than was the House of Commons; and
for that matter, probably the same statement
might be made to-day. It is not necessary for
me to point out in how many respects this House
falls far short of being a judicial tribunal for
dealing with matters, controversial and otherwise,
involved in a religious discussion. That being the
case, when I had the privilege of addressing the
House on the subject, I urged on the Administration
the importance of obtaining at the earliest possible
moment a legal decision that would give satisfac-
tion to the public in ample time to enable the Gov-
ernment afterwards to exercise their constitutional
power to disallow the Act or otherwise. Lt has
been contended here to-night that because the
Government did, on the 19th day of January ex-
press an opinion in regard to the Act, they were
never afterwards free to do so-that, in fact,
although the constitution provides that until
twelve months bave elapsed the Act may be dis-
allowed, yet, having expressed an opinion, the Ex-
ecutive are not free afterwards to express a different
view. Looking at the spirit of our constitution,
and bearing in mind that within twelve months
the House must be called together, L attach great
importance to that period. During those twelve
months, should the Executive refuse to carry out
the will of the House as expressed with regard to
the power of disallowance, the House bas a remedy
in its own hands in dismissing those Ministers, and
putting in power another Committee of the flouse
that would carry out its will. Therefore, the period
of twelve months naméd in the constitution has
great significance. To apply these remarks to the
state of affairs that existed in March last, we find
that the time for the Government to act under
the constitution had not expired. They still had
until the following August in which to disallow or
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not to disallow the Act. It was premature, there- made as to promote the best interest of the coun.
fore, to pass the motion proposed by the hon. try. I think the Government might have freed
member for Muskoka. It was due to the Adminis- the members of this House to a certain extent, in
tration, that when the question arose as it did, which case they might have obtained a more candid
that the House should advise the Administration expressionof opinion. YesterdaytheFirst Minister,
as to the course they should pursue, and that the in his most gracious way, accepted the proposition
Administration, after hearing the discussion, made by the hon. member for West Durham, which
should take such a course as would meet the re- is very largely in the direction of the one at present
quirements of the case. Both during the discussion under discussion, the only difference being that in
on the motion, and subsequently, during the the former an abstract principle is proposed which
Session, I pressed on the Administration pub- will govern our future conduct, whereas the latter
licly froin my place in this House the desira- has reference to an actual case. 1, therefore, think
bility of their obtaining such a legal decision as the Administration might very fairly have given this
would meet the requirements of the case and House some undertaking in regard to procedure,
satisfy the public. Well, Sir, I am pleased to which would have made it possible for the flouse
know that the Government did to some extent to have come to a decision which would prevent
endeavor to comply with the demand of the trouble. The Government ought to have taken all
people. The hon. Minister of Justice to-night reasonable means to allay public passion, and in
argued that the decision of the House was the failing in this duty they have done considerable
final decision upon the question of law-that 188 injury to the minority in the Province of Ontario
members of this House affirmed the validity of the and, for that matter, in the Dominion of Canada.
Act, and that for the Administration afterwards They have put them in an unenviable position,
to have applied to the courts would have making them to some extent the object of attack
been a slight on the decision of this House. at the hands of their fellow-citizens. No doubt
Well, Sir, if that is the case, why did they that is unintentional, and 1 do not ryself feel
apply to the law oficers of the Crown for inclined to make any further observations on that
an opinion after this House had decided ? If point except to say that however unintentionally
it would have been a slight on the House to have it was, it was an unfortunate act on the part of the
applied to the Supreme Court, it was equally a Administration. It seers to me the Governrent
slight to apply to the law ofBicers of the Crown. having originally taken the bit in their teeth and
The Government knew full well, when they were core to a certain conclusion, rightly or wrongly,
.applying to them for an opinion, that it was no intend to stand hy it instead of taking, as the First
slight on the House ? They knew that they were Minister has done frequently a sharp curve as the
doing to a very limited extent a good thing for the exigencies of the case deranded.
country, and I regret that in selecting a trib-
unal, they did not select one of our own creating. fouse divided on amendment of Mr. Charlton:
Not that I have the slightest doubt of the soundness YEAS:
of the advice given by the law officers of the Crown ;
but it would have been satisfactory to our people
if the case had been submitted in such'a manner as Bain (Wentworth), MeMillan (Huron),
would have enabled them to hear arguments, and Barron, McMullen,
to have had a mode of appeal to the Privy Council. Bla, McN ,
Therefore, I think the Administration erred in the Bowmn Oi,
selection of the tribunal. I would have favored Campbell, Paterson (Brant),
the course that has been indicated to-night, namely Cartwright (Sir Rchard), Patt,

g, urY Casey, Rowand,
a reference in the first place to the Supreme Court arlton, Seriver,
of Canada. On this present motion, I find myself Fisher, Somerville,
to a certain extent embarrassed by reason of the unes, Sutherland,Lang , Tyrwhitt,manner in which the case has been discussed by Livingston, Waldie,
hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House. Macdonald (Huron), Wallace,
I do not feel inclined to endorse all the arguments MoCarthy, Watson
of my hon. friend from North Norfolk in intro- McCulla, Wilion ?EIgin).-32.
ducing this motion, and much less many of his NÂYs:
arguments on former occasions. Nevertheless I
feel that it is necessary to deal with the motion
stripped of the argument, and I do not think that Anyot, Joncý1s,
in voting for it, as I intend to do, I can be taken Audet Joes (Digby),11Bain (àoulanges), Joues (Halifax),as endorsing everything the hon. gentleman said. Béehard, euny,
I advance my own reasons for voting for that Bergeron, irk,
motion. I think it is the right direction, but Boisvert, irkpatrick,abot t f wic î Borden, Labrosse,there is one thing about it of which I think Bourassa, nderkin
the House can reasonably complain, and that Bowell, Langeler ontsorency)o
is its being brought up as a vote of want of Boyle, Langelier (Quehec),
.confidence in the Administration. I do not think Langvir e )
a question of this kind, if there is any other mode Burns, Laurier (Lieut.-Gen.),
of settling it, should be settled at the point of the Cameron, Laurier,
bayonet. I feel more anxious for both the har- Cargili, Lavergne,Carling, Lister,mony and welfare of this country than the Carpeuter, Lovitt
triumph of party, and I would gladly concede to Caron (Sir Adolphe), Macdonald (Sir John),
the Government all the budos they can obtain from Casgrain, McDonald (Victoria),Chapleau, Mcflougald (Picton),this or any other measure, provided it can be so Choquette, MeDougaîl (Cape Breton),

Mr. MtTLOCK.
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Cimon, MeIntyre,
Cochrane, MeKay,
Cockburn, McKeen,
Colby, MeMilan (Vaudrenil),
Corby, Meigs
CostigaMils nnapolis),
coughlin, M i(t
Coulombe, Montage,
Curran, Montane,
Daly,
Davies, Neveu,
Davin,Patterson (Essex),
Davis,Perry,
Dawson, Porter,
Desaulners, Purcel,
Desjardins, Putnam,
Dessaint, Rinfret,
Dickey, Robillard,
Dickinson, Roome,
Doyon, Ross,
Dupont, S
Earle,
Edgar, Skinner,
Eisenhauer,Small,
Elisne, Smith (Ontario),Ellis,
Ferguson (Leeds and Gren.), Spronle,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Stevenson,
Ferguson (Welland), Taylor,
Fiset, Temple,
Flynn, Thompson (Sir John),
Foster, Tisdale,
Freeman, Turcot,
Gauthier, Vanasse,
Geoffrion,
Gigault, Weldon (Albert),
Gillmor, Weldon (St. John).
Godbout, Welsh,
Grandbois, White (Cardwell),
Guay, White (Renfrew),
Guillet,
Ilaggart, W
Hickey, Wood (Brockille),
Holton, Wood (Westmoreland),
Janiieson, Wright.-130.

Amendînent negatived, and flouse resolved itself
iMto Comceittee of Supply.

(In the Committee).

'Territorial Aceounts ............... $10,100

MSir ADOLPHE CARON. This vote is required
for paynment of militia service in connection with
the rebellion in the North-West. The payments
froin the lst of Jnly, 1889, up to the present, bave
been made under Governor General's warrant,
l)y Order in Council of l9th November, 1889. The
expenditure from the lst of July, 1889, to the 3Oth of
A1pril, 1890, amounts to $9,504.44. I have put upon
the table a detailed statement of the different sumis
pai(l under the vote just submitted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This appears
to be chiefly made up by payments to the York
andi Simcoe Battalions.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The amount required
for professional. services at Medicine Hiat amounts
to $209. Then there is n payment to the Simcoe
Battalion of $1,5,56.65. That is the kit-allowance.
That matter was discussed fully in Parliament,
and the Government decide «d to pay the kit-allow-
ance. There is another amount for kit-allowance
to the York-Simcoe Battalion of $383. Then there
it an amount paid to, O'Connor as an advance in
the case of Ross vs. the Queen. Most of these
amnounts have been paid under judgments which
have been obtajned. Some of themn were refused by
the Crown, but were subsequently paid under a
decision of the Court of Exchequer. John Ross
was nwarded by the Court of Exchequer for team-
ing $2,665. Thomas Kitching was awarded the dif-
ference between his contract and the market price,

$1.R. C. McDonald was paid a balance of $323.

Mr. MULOCK. The amount per man paid to the
York-Simcoe Battalion was $8.15, was it not?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. I think the interest should be

paid to these men. The other men were paid in
1885 and, when the hon. members for South Simcoe
(Mr. Tyrwhitt) and Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) were
away at the front, I looked after their interests. I
was informed by the hon. member for South Simcoe
(Mr. Tyrwhitt) that some of these men who were in
needy circumstances had disposed of their claims
in a rather improvident manner.

Mr. TYRWHITT. I told the hon. gentleman
that at Humboldt there was a pair of shoes issued
to each man at $2.50, which usually forms a part
of the kit, and it was arranged that these boots
should go against the interest. That was explained
to the men, and they were perfectly satisfied.

Mr. MULOCK. 1 suppose it would be bootless
for me to press the matter further, after that
statement.

Mr. McMULLEN.. I see here an item of $100
to pay J. A. Gemmill, Barrister, Ottawa, admin-
istrator of the estate of the late Francis J. Dickens,
balance due on claim for compensation for losses
during the North-West Rebellion. What were
the losses in this case ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. This must be for law
costs.

Mr. McMULLEN. Why is it put down in the
amount to be voted for losses ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Because the case was
lost.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) This is going it blind
with a vengeance.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Not as far as the
Department of Militia is concerned.

Mr. McMULLEN. At any rate Mr. Gemmill
will see it.

Mr. FOSTER. The explanation is not here,
because I think it comes under the Mounted Po-
lice, but I will call the attention of the Premier
to it, and I hope the Committee will allow the
item to pass.

Mr. MULOCK. The item ought to stand.
Mr. McMULLEN. We have understood during

this Session that the Government would give the
explanation or allow the item to stand. It does
not matter as to the amount involved, but it is
the question of principle. We kept the Minister
of Agriculture up for a whole night and until one
o'clock the next day because he had not the High
Commissioner's report, and it would be unfair to
him to allow this to pass when it has been laid
down that, unless we get an explanation, the item
should stand.

Mr. FOSTER. That has not been laid down
as a rule from which there has been no departure.
The other evening when the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was leading the
House, four items were allowed to pass on my
assurance that the information would be brought
down, and I think the hon. gentleman should fol-
low so illustrions an example.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am sorry that the hon.
member for South Oxford allowed them to pass,
but I was not in the House at the time.
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Mr. MULOCK. When my constituents ask me
what that $100 was paid for, I shall not be able to
tell them.

Mr. FOSTER. You shall have the information.

To pay holders of Dominion licenses
the costs of prosecution and fines
ineurred for violations of the Pro-
vincial Act........................ $3,547 16

Mr. COSTIGAN. This is to pay any penalties
imposed upon holdersof licenses under the Dominion
Act. The Dominion license was not issued to any
applicant unless the applicant had been unable to
obtain a local license, or had tendered his money
and been refused. The most of these cases occurred
in Ontario, afew in Nova Scotia and none in Quebec.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Do they require local
licenses under the Dominion Act?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes; we took that ground.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I understand that you

issue licenses in Prince Edward Island where there
was no local license required, and, of course, the
same principle -would apply if there was no local
license.

Mr. McMULLEN. If a Dominion license were
issued to a hotel-keeper and a local license also,
and he paid fees for both, would the Government
refund the Dominion license fees ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. In all cases we refunded the
$15, but no damages have been refunded. A party
having a local license would not be prosecuted by
the local authorities. But there were a good many
cases where parties failed to get a provincial
license, and on evidence that they had tried in
good faith to do so, having tendered the money, a
Dominion license was issued to them. In many
cases proceedings were taken against them by the
provincial authorities and they were fined.

Mr. McMULLEN. In case of a fine does the
Minister propose to pay not only the sum that was
paid for the fine, but to recoup them for the
amount of damages they received from having
failed to get a license ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Only the amount of the pen-
alty and costs.

Mr. McMULLEN. There was a case in my
section where a man got a license under the Act to
which the hon. gentleman refers. He sold liquor
to an unfortunate man who, while going home in
his waggon, fell out of it and broke his neck.
Now, he got his liquor from a man who had no
right to sell, because his license was not valid. I
want to know whether his widow has not an action
of damages against the Government for taking the
life of her husband, because the Government issued
a license they should not have issued ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think this sum should
be paid to the widow. I think it would be a
better way to expend it. If those parties refused
to take a provincial license they might have ex-
pected they would be fined, and they should not
have the money refunded.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is not in cases where par-
ties refused to take a Provincial license, because if
they had refused to take a Provincial license in
Ontario they could not have got a Dominion
license. That was a condition.

Mr. McMULLEN.

Mr. McMULLEN. In this case the man refused
to take a Provincial license because he had the
most unbounded confidence in the license law of
this Government.

Mr. COSTIGAN. If he was refused a license
from the local authorities we would have granted
him a Dominion license. He must have applied to
the Commissioner under the Dominion Act, and
must have shown that he had applied for local
license and had either failed to obtain it, or had
tendered the money and been refused.

Mr. McMULLEN. He did make an application
for a local license. Under the local Act only a
certain number of licenses could be granted in a
village or a town. This number of licenses had
been granted and he could not receive a local
license. Then he made application to the Dominion
Government and got a license. He sold liquor
under this pretended Dominion license by which
one poor man lost his life. The question is what
are you going to do with his widow.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Marry her.

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not believe she would
accept the hon. Minister.

Mr. LANDERKIN. No; she has had enough of
that kind of a husband.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to ask the
Minister why he required an applicant for license
under this Act to have a different license under the
Provincial Act, when the reason assigned in passing
the Dominion Act was that the Provinces had no
power to issue licenses ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The reason was that in
passing the license law it was never intended to be
a revenue law, and we made the fees only nominal.
It was made a condition in the Act that the Pro-
vinces should be in a position to receive a local
revenue.

Mr. WATSON. Were all the fees collected by
the inspectors paid into the Government, or were
they retained in many instances by the collectors ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The Government receive a
very small proportion of the fees. The fees were
nominal.

Mr. McMULLEN. How much was the fee?
Mr. COSTIGAN. $15 was the whole fee. It

was granted to the commissioners who kept the ac-
counts and transacted the business, and it was
never intended that this branch should be more
than self -sustaining. Ten dollars were charged on
the application being made, and $5 on the license
being granted, and these fees were considered
sufficient to defray the running expenses.

Mr. WATSON. What portion was the license
inspector supposed to receive for his services?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The salaries were fixed by
the Commissioners under law, subject to the ap-
proval of the Governor in Council. They were
fixed on a scale according to the importance of the
district.

Mr. WATSON. Is it not a fact that, although
salaries were paid by the Government to the
inspectors, they collected from every unfortunate
a fee of $15 and put it in their pockets?

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is no foundation for
such a statement.
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Mr. WATSON. How much of the $15 was paid
the Goverilnmlent?

Mr. COSTIGAN. There was a licensing board
of three commissioners generally and the secretary,
and they had to employ a constable or bailiff, keep
the accounts and pay the running expenses. No
receipts were derived by the Government in any
way except in Montreal and Toronto, at all events
in very few cases.

Mr. LANDERKIN. How much does this Act
cost altogether?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The principal vote was for
, 50,000, and there have been one or two votes
taken since.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). In the village of Spring-
field, in the county of Elgin, a man took out a
license issued by the Dominion Government. The
ilspector for the Local Government had him sum-
noned before a magistrate and fined. He has

since been making application for compensation on
that account. Has this case been taken into con-
sideration, and is it the intention of the Government
to pay the man the amount of the fine together
with the costs ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I adopted all possible means
to ascertain the particulars of all cases. Circulars
were sent out to the agents of the Department, and
particulars of claims obtained. This circular was
sent out about two years ago.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Were licenses issued to
others than those who had applied for provincial
licenses ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. They were applied to parties
who had applied for licanses which had either been
issued or refused.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I know licenses were
granted to hotel-keepers in St. Thomas, who had
taken out licenses by local authorities. The Gov-
ernnent treated him with indifference, and they
lever hardly paid any attention to his communica-
tion. He felt aggrieved because being a strong
Conservative, and believing that Conservatives
could do no wrong, and believing the statement of
the First Minister to be correct, lie took out a
license.

Mr. FOSTER. Cut it short.
lr. WILSON (Elgin). My lion. friend says

"Cut it short," but I merely tell him what my
friend said to me, and what I believe to be true.
Rlow am I going to know if this gentleman is going
to obtain justice, if you are unable to tell the name
of a single individual who will get a refund out of
this vote? We ought to have the names, and un-
less we get them we have no guarantee that this
msoney will not be given to favorites of the Gov-
ernment, who are not entitled to it at all. No
doubt the Minister of Finance would like to have
the discussion cut short, because he does not wish
to give any information, but we should have the
information before the vote is passed.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The difficulty I see
is, that this vote is not to refund the fees that were
paid in, but as it says :

" To pay holders of Dominion licenses, the coste of
prosecutions and fnes incurred for violations of the
Provincial Act."
The hon. Minister of Finance must admit that it
is a peculiar thing for the Commons of Canada to

134

vote some thousands of dollars to pay for fines
which have been incurred for violations of Provin-
cial Acts. We are bound to suppose that the pen-
alties were imposed justly, and it is a strange thing
to be asked to compensate for fines justly inflicted.
There ought to be a good deal of reason given why
this should be done. If I understood the distinc-
tion drawn by the Minister of Inland Revenue, it
was that this was only to pay to individuals who
were fined, and who had applied for a license and
had been refused.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I understood the

rule of the Department was, that no one was to
have a Dominion license issued to him unless lie
had a permit from the Local Government.

Mr. FOSTER. Unless lie had applied for it,
and tendered the money, and it liad either been
refused or granted.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). But then, when they
did not get it, under what right had they to sell,
if the Act, according to the Minister, did not seem
to contemplate that a man could sell who held
only a Dominion license alone?

Mr. COSTIGAN. He could do that. This
condition was put in, as I understand it, so as not
to conflict with the provincial authorities, and to
show that we did not want to take the revenue
from them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). When they had not
paid a fee to the Province, were they entitled to
sell under this $15 license while others had to pay
provincial license as well?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Certainly, if the Local
Government would not accept the fee.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think tie Minister's
explanation is hardly satisfactory. They did not
recognise that the licenses issued by the Province
were legal, and they treated him with indifference,
whether the man had a local license or not. There-
fore it could not have been for protecting the
revenues of the Province.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Thât is the lion. gentleman's
statement.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). It is true, too. It mad
no difference to the Government whether the man
had a local license or not. Whether they made
application for the license or not, if they made ap-
plication for the Dominion license they received it.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I know that it is so. I
know as a matter of fact that this man who was
fined had not made an application, as I understood
him, for a local license. You gave licenses whether
a man was considered not fit to keep an hotel or
not, or whether the license had expired. You took
the fee from him, and. where was the revenue to
come from for the municipalities ?

Mr. FOSTER. The explanation of the Minister
of Tnland Revenue was full and satisfactory. It
was simply this. The fees that were paid by
the persons to whom the Dominion license was
issued was not a license fee for the sale of
liquor in the proper sense of the term. There
was a fee of $10 so as to provide that the
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application was bond fide. Then, if the appli-
cant received a license, there was a fqe of $5 charged
for its issue. Both of these fees were to cover a
sort of current expense, and were not considered
to be sufficient for the sale of liquor for the year.
While the Provincial Governnent issued a license
at a fee of $150 or $300, or whatever it was, this
arrangement was made so as not to take revenue
from the Province, and not to give a revenue to
the Dominion. The Dominion license fees went
into the hands of a body which was organised under
the law, consisting of commissioners, and the
eommissioners appointed their inspectors who
regulated the matter. These fees were accounted
for to the commissioners and the commissioners
arranged the salaries of the inspectors. My hon.
friend says that that was done purposelv, so as
not to take the revenue for the sale of liquor away
from the other Provinces. The Province of On-
tario said : We have a, right to issue licenses
and we alone, and this arrangement my
colleague speaks about was made so that there
might be, if possible, no conflict between the two.
The same party would sell with the authorisation
of the Provincial and with the authorisation of
the Dominion Legislature, so that, having the
two he could not be prosecuted in either the one
case or the other for selling without a proper
license. But my hon. friend says that if it had
been a condition of the law that the Provincial
Goverunent, by refusing a license to every appli-
cant under the Dominion License Act, could have
prevented selling, it might have rendered nugatory
every application made under the Dominion law.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). But there is the
difficulty of selling under the 815 license and
ignoring the Province.

Mr. FOSTER. The whole law might be that,
because it was assuming that the Dominion had
that right.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. Minister of Fin-
ance is a little confused as to what the arrange-
ment was. When the Dominion license was issued
$10 was paid for the application and $5 for the
license, and the party applying had to comply with
the provisions imposed by the municipality in
which he lived, with regard to the amount it
required, not the àmount the Province required.
Each city fixes the amount of the license in that
city.

Mr. FOSTER. Not at all.
Mr. McMULLEN. I beg the hon. gentleman's

pardon, and each township fixes the price charged
by the township for a license, whether Provincial
or Dominion.

law under which license commissioners were
appointed and licenses issued. But at the saine
time, I know in the Province of Quebec, and per-
haps in the Province of Ontario also, the Local
Legislature assumed that for the purpose of creat-
ing a revenue they could levy a fee for the license
of selling liquor ; that is to say, they could not be
deprived of their power of obtaining revenue from
this source. But it turned out afterwards that the
law passed by this Parliament was beyond its
powers, and parties who sold under that law were
fined ; and now, I understand, the object of this
item is to enable the Government to reinburse
those parties who were fined under the Dominion
law.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If we could only find out
to whom this money is to be paid, it would be
.satisfactory. I think that could be easily discov-
ered by the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue, and
he ought to be prepared to give the House a state-
ment of them before asking us to vote this noney.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I want to satisfy the
hon. Minister of Finance that I was right. I stated
that it mattered little whether a license was issued
by the Local Government or not, because the Do-
minion Government ignored that altogether. If a
hotel-keeper paid to the municipality the amount
exacted, this Governnent paid no attention at all
to the provincial license, and did not attempt in
any way to protect the revenues of the Province.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The lion. Minister
says that he pays this money to parties who applied
for provincial licenses and were refused. How do
they furnish proof of that ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. When the inspectors collect-
ed any fees they were obliged to forward their
accounts to the Department of Inland Revenue,
where a strict record was kept of them. When
I was obliged to ascertain who the cJaimants were,
I placed myself in communication with the collect-
ors of each Inland Revenue District throughout
the country, asking them to ascertain the number
of persons in their district who had paid penalties
for having sold under the Dominion License Act.
All that will have to be looked into before payments
can be made. If this money were voted, my
Department would be in a position to deal with
the question. In the first place, we would have
to take evidence to satisfy ourselves that each
applicant belonged to that class intended by Par-
liament to be recouped, that he had a Dominion
license, as to the amount of the fine imposed, and
as to the fact that he had endeavored to get a pro-
vincial license and had been refused.

Mr. FOSTER. I believe the hon. gentleman is Mr. McMULLEN. To hring this question to
right in that, the Legislature only fixing the maxi- a point, I wish to ask the hon. Minister how he
mum and the minimum. comes to the conclusion that there is this record ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I cannot understand
how it could be expected that some would have
been paying $200 and some only $15 for a license.

Mr. COCHRANE. They had to come under
the by-laws of the municipalities.

Mr. LAURIER. I think the matter stands
thus. lIn 1883, the Dominion assumed that the
Provinces, which, up to that time, licensed the
liquor trade, had no right to do so, and passed a

Mr. FOSTER.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I willbring downa statement
in a couple of days showing the amounts clained
and the names as far as I can give them.

Resolutions reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1.45
a.m. (Thursday).
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IOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 1st May, 1890.

The SPEAKER tOOk the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

CALGARY AND EDMONTON RAILWAY
COMPANY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (for Sir JoHN A.
MACDoNALD) moved :

That the Bouse resolve itself, to-morrow, into a Com-
mittee to consider the following resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient, in order to enable the
Calgary and Edmonton Railway Company to construet a
railway from the town of Calgary to some point on the
North Saskatchewan River at or near Edmonton, to enter
into a contract with such company for the transport of
men, supplies, materials, and mails for twenty years, and
to pay for such services during the said term, eighty
thousand dollars per annum, such payment to be com-
puted from the date of the completion of the said railway.

Motion agreed to.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMISSORY
NOTES.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved the adoption of
the amendments made by the Senate to Bill (No. 6)
relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques and Promis-
sory Notes.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There are several
amendments, some of therm important and some
unimportant. I will explain them, and ask the.
House to consider them separately. On page 6,
line 24, begins a substantial amendment, but one
that, I think, will not change the policy of the
House with regard to the class of notes and bills
to which the clause refers. It relates to the accept-
ance payable at a particular place. The Bill as it
left this House, provided in effect, that an accept-
ance payable at a particular place was a qualified
acceptance, but the Bill went on to provide that,
notwithstanding that, it should not be deemed
a qualified acceptance unless the words
-were added " payable there and not else-
where," or sorme equivalent words. The change
proposed by the Senate is in effect that
that shall not be a qualified acceptance, but a
further provision that we shall come to presently,
provides that presentment shall be made at any
place designated. The same result is, I think,
arrived at, because it is provided by the Act that
other parties to the bill shall not be discharged by
reason of a qualified acceptance being taken, and
this class of acceptances is taken out from the cate-
gory of qualified acceptances. The meaning may
be a little plainer, when I read the exact words of
the amendment at page 6, line 84. It reads now
thus:

" An acceptance is either (a) general, or (b) qualified:
a general acceptance assents without qualification to the
order of the drawer; a qualified acceptance in express
terms varies the effect of the bill as drawn:

" 2. In particular, an acceptance is qualified which is-
" (a) Conditional, that is to say, which makes payment

by tlie acceptor dependent on the fulfilment of a condi-
tion therein stated."
Now it is proposed to add, after the word " stated,"
the words:

"But the acceptance to pay at a particular specified'
place is not conditional or qualified."
On the same page, at line 26, the Senate proposes
to leave out these words:

134k

" Local, that is to say, an acceptanée to pay at a par-
ticular specified place, an acceptance to pay at a particu-
lar place is a general acceptance unless it expressly
states that the bill is to be paid there only and not else-
where."
That is to be left out, and the same object is to be
accomplished by the provision that a bill payable
at a particular place is not to be considered a
qualified acceptance. The two amendments are
for the complete accomplishment of that purpose.
We come now to 'the provision on page 8, with
respect to forged instruments. There was a good
deal of discussion in this House as to the propriety
of adopting a new provision to the effect that the
forgery of an endorsement on a bill of exchange
should not affect the bank. That proposition did
not meet with the approval of this House, and was
not pressed. The Senate, however, propose a
change in the bill in that direction. They propose
to add to section 24, as it passed this House, the
following provision -

" And provided also, thatif a choque, payable to order,
is paid by the drawee upon a forged endorsement out of
the funds of the drawer or is so paid and charged to his
account, the drawer shal have no right of action against
the drawee for the recovery back of the amount so paid,
or no defence to any eaim made by the drawee for the
amount so paid, as the nase may be, nlesa hoe gives
notice in writing of such forgery to the drawee within
one year from the date at which he has received notice of
such payment, by the delvery to him of such cheque, of
any book or statement containing an entry of suc h pay-
ment, or otherwise ; and in case of failure by the drawer
to give such notice within the said period, such cheque
shall be held to have been paid in due course as respects
every other party thereto or named therein who bas not
previously instituted proceedings for the protection of his
rights.
The effect of this addition is that if a forged choque
payable to order is paid upon a forged endorse-
ment, there shall be a special period of limitation,
namely, one year after the payment has been
brought to the notice of the drawer by a return
of the cheque or by an entry which comes to
his notice in the bank book. On page 9 there is an
unimportant anendment in the line 26, to make
the section begin with " and " instead of " but."
In the same section on line 25 the word " and " is
changed to the word " but." In the same section
there is an equally unimportant change ; after the
word " bill," the words " or note " are inserted.
In line 43 there is an addition, after the word
" right," of the words, " and without such words
thereon, such instrument and any renewal thereof
shall be void, except in the hands of the holder in
due course without such notice of consideration." In
section 32, with respect to the negotiation of bills,
there is an amendment to sub-section 2, simply
leaving out the words, "if he thinks fit." The
next change is in section 42. The section reads
thus:

" When a billis duly present ed for acceptance and is not
accepted on the day of presentment or the next following
day, not being a legal holiday or a non-juridical day, the
person presenting it must treat it as dishonored by non-
acceptance."
The anendrment provides that a change shall be
made to two days instead of one, so that when a
bill is duly presented for acceptance and not
accepted within two days thereafter, the person
presenting it must treat it as dishonored by non-
acceptance. The next change is in section 45, sub-
section 7. It is quite unimportant, simply adding
the words " or acceptance " where the place of
payment specified in the bill is any city, town, or
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village. The next amendment is in section 47,
The section reads :

" A bill is dishonored by non-payment:-(a), when it i
duly presented for payment and payment is refused and
cannot be obtained; or (b), when presentment is excused
and the bill is overdue and unpaid."

"Subject to the provisions of this Act, when a bill is
dishonored by non-payment, an immediate right of re-
course against the drawer and endorsers accrues tothe
holder."
The amendment is simply to add the word
" acceptor " after the word " drawer," so that it
will read : "An inmediate right of recourse against
the drawer or acceptor or endorsers accrues tc
the holder." The next change is in section 49.
Sub-section 4 of that section reads:

" Notice or protest or dishonor of any bill payable in
Canada, shall, notwithstanding anything in this section
contained, be sufficiently given if it is addressed in due
time to any party to such bill entitled to such notice, at
his customary ad ress or place of residence, or at the
place at which sucli bill is dated, unless such party lias,
under lis signature, designated another place; and in
such latter case, such notice shall be sufficiently given, if
addressed to him in due time at such place, and such
notice shall be sufficient although the address of such
party is other than either of such above mentioned
places; and such notice shall be deemed to have been
duly served and given over all purposes, if it be deposited
in the post office at any time during the day on which
such protest or presentment has been made, or on the
next following juridical or business day."
It is proposed to add " with the postage paid
thereon." At the end of the same section there is
another amendment. Sub-section 5 reads thus:

" Where a notice of dishonor is duly addressed and
posted, the sender is deemed to have given due notice of
dishonor, notwithstanding any miscarriage by the post
office."
After the word "posted " insert the words "as
above provided," so as to mean posted with the
postage thereon. In the 51st section there is a
slight amendment. It reads thus :

" Where an inland bill has been dishonored it may, if
the holder thinks fit, Le noted and protested for non-
acceptance or non-payment, as the case may be, but it
shall not, except in the Province of Quebec, be necessary
to note or protest any such bill in order to preserve re-
course against the drawer or endorser."
It is proposed to insert the words "subject to the
provisions of this Act with respect to the notice of
dishonor," the impression being, though perhaps
not generally prevalent, that the exemption from
protest might imply the exemption from notice of
dishonor, and to make that point clear this amend-
ment is proposed. In the sanie clause there is
another amendmient. Proceeding with the section,
we find it reads :

" But it shall not, except in the Province of Quebec, be
necessary to note or protest any sncb bill in order to
preserve the recourse against the drawer or endorser;
but in the case of a bill drawn on any person in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, or payable or accepted lu any place
therein in default of protest for non-payment and of
notice thereof, the parties liable on the bill, other than
the acceptor, are discharged."

It is proposed to insert words which will make the
amendment read thus :

" In the case of a bill drawn on any person in the
Province of Quebec, or payable or accepted in any place
therein, if dishonored or protested for non-payment, as
the case may be, the default of notice thereof- "

There is au amendment again in the same section
to sub-section a, which reads thus :

" When a bill is presented through the post office,
and returned by post disbonored, it may be protested at
the place to which it is returned, and on the day of its
return, if received during business hours."

Sir JoHN THoMPsoN.
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After the word "return," insert "notlaterthanthe
day of return or the next juridical day," which will
make it read :

" When a bill is presented and dishonored, it may be
protested at the place to which it is returned, not later
than the day it is returned or the next juridical day."'
There is an amendment in sub-section b. The sub-
section reads :

" When a bill, drawn payable at the place of business
or residence of some person other than the drawee, has
been dishonored by non-acceptance, it must be protested
for non-payment at the place where it is expressed to be
payable, or at a place lu Canada, situated not more than
lve miles therefrein."
It is propoed te leave out the whole of the sub-
section b, which provides that when a bill, drawn
payable at the place of business or residence of
some person other than the drawee, has been dis-
honored for non-acceptance, it must be protested
for non-acceptance at the place where it i ex-
pressed to be payable, and no further presentment
for payment to, or demand on, the drawee is neces-
sary. That was the subject of some discussion
when the Bill was passed before the House, as to
the necessity of presentment for non-payment again
after the bill had been dishonored by non-accept-
ance, and it is proposed to remove doubt by strik-
ing out the sub-section. There was lu former
times the practice, not only of presenting for non-
acceptance, Lut likewise of holding the bill till
maturity and presenting it for non-payment, and
the section seems to have been adopted with a view
to th4t earlier practice. Now it is proposed to
leave the matter simply optional. If the holder
pleases, he can retain the bill until maturity,
and protest again; but the section as it was
night be ambiguous as to whether it was not
imposing the nebessity for so doing, and it is
proposed to strike it out altogether. In section
51, sub-section 9, protest is dispensed with in
circumstances which would dispense with the
notice of dishonor. The delay in noting or pro-
testing is excused when the delay is caused by
circumstances beyond the control of the holder
and not imputable to his fault, misconduct, or neg-
ligence. It is proposed to insert a provision that
no clerk or teller shall act as a notary in protesting
any note payable at the bank, or any branch of the
bank, in which he is employed. The amendment
proposed to section 52, provides that presentation
for payment is not necessary in order to render the
acceptor liable. It is also proposed to insert a
provision, which was suggested in this House but
not adopted, that, if any suit or action is instituted
before presentation, the costs thereof shall be in
the discretion of the court. In section 56, it is
proposed to add the words " and is subject to all
the provisions of this Act in reference toendorsers."
It is proposed to add a sub-section to section 71,
as follows --

" If a bill or note, presented for acceptance, or payable
out of Canada, is protested for non-acceptance or for non-
payment, a notarial copy of the protest and of the notice
of dishonor, and a notarial eertificate of the service of
such notice, shall lie received in al courts as prmdfacie
evidence of such protest, notice and service.'
In section 86, it is proposed te substitute for the
latter portion of the clause, the following :-

"Where a promissory note is made payable at a parti-
cular place, it must be presented at that particular place
in order to made the maker liable. In any other case
presentment for payment is not neeussy to make him
liable, but the maker is not discharged by the omission to
present it on the day it matures. But ifanysuit oraction
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is instituted, the costs shall be in the discretion of the utterly impossible to follow them, and more parti-
court if no place of Payment is specified in the body of the cularly owing to the number of alterations in the
note. . original Bill, and I think it will be necessary to
The next amendment is to sub-section 4 of section see them in the Votes and Proceedings.
88, which now reads: Motion agreed to.
" Where a foreign note is dishonored, protest thereof,

except in the Province of Quebec, is unnecessary." INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT.
It is proposed to make the sub-section read :

" Where a foreign note is dishonored, the protest there Si (N 140)Pto m d second7refdthe
of is unnecessary except for the preservation of the lia- of Bill (No. 140) to amend chapter 127 of the
bility of encdorsers." Revised Statutes of Canada, entitledI "An Act

The next amendment is to sub-section 2 of section respecting Interest." He said : I will explain
90, in which it is proposed to insert the word "duly " the Bill shortly, but I will not ask the House to

before the word "sealed." That is in the case of go ito Committee until the hon. senior member

a corporation. There is a verbal amendment to for St. John (Mr. Weldon) is im his place, because

section 93. It is proposed to omit altogether he lias some amendments that he wishes to pro-
section 96 which provides that the ruies of the pose. There is a provision in the statute relatiug
cominon law of England, save in so far as they are to interest, which was adopted, I think, some eight
inconsistent with the express provisions of this years ago, to the effect that when a mortgage
Act, shall continue to apply to bills of exchange, is payable at a longer period than five years,
promissory notes and cheques. I understand, the mortgagor may redeem at any time after the

froum reading the debates in which that amendment five years by paying all amounts due upon the

was suggested, that the section was understood to mortgage. The operation of that section has
be nneessryandposiby ladig t sone n-led to considerable inconvenieuce la the case of

certainty as to what should be considered, lu this parties applying for oans for long periods. Rail-

country, the common law of England, and whether way companies, for instance, desiring to make

we were not, in one sense of the use of that term, loans payable in 20 years, bave been met with the

including too much of the statute law, and in an- objection that la Canada the law is such that the
other and more restricted sense, lu which we use mortgage may be paid off at the end of fi.e years ;
the term common law, were leaving ont statutory and lenders, of course, have found a inaterial objec-
provisions altogether. I do not understand that tion, that, inasmuch as the rate of iterest may
there is any provision in the statute of Anne which have fallen at the end of five years, they should be

is uot expressly embodied here; but the omission of compelled to take payment of principal and inter-
the clause wili leave the matter as it stands now, to est then due ln anticipation of the thue contempla-
be determied by the les of the common aw. I ted in the contract. For that reason, and to meet
the trst schedube there is an ameudmeut, which is that inconvenieuce, a number of those companies
merely verbal, and is made to correct an error. themnselves have requested that the Act shall not

The schedule was copied from the English Act apply to mortgages made by companies, and I shall
and it included the words " a householder in acquiesce in that proposal. Other provisions of
saîd district, " because the English Act provides for' the Act are simply to repeal certain provisions iu
householders making a protest in cases where a the Interest Act again t usunlous transactions.
notary public or a justice of the peace is not These were retained for a time after the repeal of
available. We have restricted the right of protest- the usury clauses, la order to meet outstanding
ing in the absence of a notary to a justice of the cases, and it seems obvious now that they are no
peace ; therefore, it is not necessary to say any- longer useful, and it is well to obliterate thems. The
thing about a householder. amendment which I understand the member for

St. John ntends to propose, is that certain other
Mr. EDGAR. I suppose the Minister of Justice provisions of a like kind, applicable to his Prov-

has no idea of pressing those amendments to-day, ince, shall be repealed.
because they are neither immaterial or short, and Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.unless we have an opportunity of seeing then lu
the speech of the Minister as it will appear to- GAS INSPECTIONImorrow lu Hansard, it will be perfectly useless
to attempt to discuss them, and unless they are Mr. COSTIGAN moved second reading of Bill
printed in the Votes and Proceedings as well. (No. 137) to amend the Gas Inspection Act, chapter

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will not proceed 101 of the Revised Statutes.
to-day against the wish of any member of the Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will the hon. gentle-
House. It was well, I thought, to move it, in man explain the object of this Bill?
Order to bring these to the notice of the House, Mr. COSTIGAN. When the Bill was intro-
but I will wait till the Hansard report of my duced I gave my explanations. The first change
expianations is published, and acquiesce in any made was in order to bring natural gas under the
further publication that is thought desirable. operation of the law. The next was to provide

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think it is very desir- for an increased revenue, by increasing the number
able they should be published in the Votes and of times the meters should be examined and re-
Proceedings, or in the separate form, otherwise we turns made. Another section was to amend the law,
never would understand them. so as to remove doubts as to connecting gas mann-

facturing establishments with the testiug houses,
Mr. MITCHELL I quite agree with the sug- whenever such are established in any such locality

gestion. With all the attention that we were dis- where gas is manufactured. The House will re-
posed to give the Minister's explanations, and no member, that when the Estimates with respect to
doubt they were very full and explicit, it was gas inspection were nnder consideration, I then
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stated that I would introduce amendments to in-
crease the revenue, so as to decrease the deficit
that stood against this branch of the service, on
the ground that it would be more equitable to
cause the financial burdens in this connection to
be borne by the cities and towns, rather than by
the rural population that receive little benefit
from the Act. The method I suggested for the
purpose of increasing the revenue was, as I stated,
t o introduce a section to make the inspection of
ineters more frequent, the same fee being
retained, we securing by this means an increased
revenue of about 30 per cent. Representations
have, however, been made to me by interested
parties, if you will, by the representatives of the
gas companies in different parts of the country.
They called my attention to a very important fact.
They said that, while you are desirous of increasing
the revenue from gas inspection, you are at the
same time adding to our burdens by causing an un-
necessarily frequent inspection of meters. On
reference to our own reports of the inspection of
meters I had to acknowledge the force of the argu-
ment, because a five years' terrn is a pretty satis-
factory term of inspection, and there is a very
small percentage of imperfect gas meters proved
by our inspection returns within the term of five
years. I, therefore, propose to increase the revenue
in another way, and instead of changing the law
with regard to the inspection of meters, I propose
to simply add a cortain percentage to the fees ail
round, which will give from 10 to 12 per cent. in-
creased revenue. Another matter brought to my
attention was that while the gas companies had to
compete with petroleum used for illuminating pur-
poses and with the electric light, which is coming
into general use, they were under no restriction of
this kind, and it was only fair that a portion of the
revenue should be obtained from the electric light
companies, and that they should also be brought
under the operation of the Act.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What is the deficit
annually ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The receipts average only
about one-half the expenditure. The increase in
the expenditure is due to the fact that within the
last two years we had established gas inspection
offices at eight or ten towns and cities where such
offices had not been previously established. The
deficit, I may say, must reach about $20,000 a
year. I retain in the Bill a clause which will
bring natural gas under the operation of the Act.
The question of bringing the electric light under
its operation I defer, until the necessity for doing
so is shown in Parliament or in the press, and the
subject may be considered before next year.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I understand a strong

It will cause great annoyance and inconvenience
to the gas companies, which will place the increas-
ed cost on their consumers, and this dissatisfaction
will be created. Each year the hon. gentleman
appears to seek an additional amount of revenue,
and this is a branch of the public service in which
the salaries and expenses have more steadily in-
creased than in any other. Under ail these circum-
stances it is advisable that the Bill should be left
over, especially in view of the late stage of the
Session, and the fact that the gas companies
strongly object to it.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I will ask the House to allow
me to drop the clause respecting an increased tax
on the gas companies. The hon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones) has raised the question, that if it has
become necessary to increase the revenue of this
branch of this Department it is due to extravagance
in employing unnecessary clerks. In reply I may
say that no additional clerk has been appointed in
the inside Departmmnt, I think, since that branch
was first organised. As regards the outside staff
the increase has been considerable. The inspection
of gas has become necessary wherever it is manu-
factured, and gas inspection districts have to be
established. I de not desire to draw a comparison
between the policy of the present Government and
the policy of the past Government. The former
Government appointed inspectors, and I (1o not say
they did wrong, but they paid them salaries ranging
from $1,000 to $1,400. For many years there was
not much done, but for the whole eight years that
I have been in office, I have not appointed more
than two men to be gas inspectors in ail the vacan-
cies that occurred purelv as gas inspeetors. I have
always acted, as I have explained ou the Estimates,
on the most economical systen ; that if a gas coin-
pany was started, for instance, in the town of
Brockville, we would make the Inland Revenue
officer or the Customs officer discharge the duties
of gas inspector, and give him $100 for the increased
work instead of making a special appointment.
The hon. gentleman will, therefore, see that it is
unjust to me to say that the necessity for increased
taxes has grown out of the extravagaie of the
Department.

Mr. LISTER. What clauses of the Bill do you
propose to strike out ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Clauses 16 and 19 will have
to be dropped.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, as I understand it, the
hon. gentleman is simply going to alter the Bill he
has submitted to this House, in relation to the
verification and stamping of gas meters, and that
he proposes to change the three years, mentioned
in the Bill, and leave the law as it originally stood,
namely, five years.

representation was made with respect to this Bill
by the gas companies, who object to the increased
expense thrown on them in frequently removing Mr. MITCHELL. That matter, of course, must
meters. The deficit in this branch of the Depart- be settled by experience, and the hon. Minister
ment has generally arisen partly from the fact that will know from bis officers what is required in
the hon. gentleman has been filling his office with that particular, better than perhaps the general
many additional clerks and adding so largely to public wouldknow. As I undertood theMinister,
their salaries year by year, and now the Minister le went on to say that he i8 deficient in revenue,
finds himself compelled to obtain more revenue and the object of the changes he proposed by this
from the gas companies, With the present over- Bil was for the purpose of getting additional rev-
flowing Dominion treasury, I submit this deficit is enne to make up the deficiency, but in conseqtence
a small affair on account of which we ask this of representations made b yiterested parties-I
House to change the whole system of gas inspection. think these were the wors he used-he had de-

Mr. COSTICSI N e.
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termined to alter that, and to let the law remain
as at present, in relation to gas companies and the
inspection of gas and the period of examination of
the meters.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr, MITCHELL. I understood also that he

proposed to make up the deficiency by additional
fees.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Not the whole deficiency.

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, in the first place, I
want to say, about the gas company of the city I
know soinething about, that the inspection and
supervision held by the Department over the as
company of the city of Montreal was very lax
indeed. Some time ago, during a period of fromn
ten lays to a fortnight, everyone throughout the
whole city was complaining of the pois'onous and
inferior character of the gas there. I presume the
sane thing exists in Ottawa and elsewhere, and if
the presidents of lhese gas colnpanies are to corne
here and make representations, and that the legis-
lation is to be altered upon their representations,
I (I0 not think it is a sound basis to go on. I is
well known that there are no investments in this
country which have paid as these gas companies
have paid, and it is also known that there are no
closer corporations in Canada. It is almost impos-
sible to get up any competition to then, and when
coipetition is attempted, any amount of money, it
is alleged, is provided to defeat the necessary legis-
lation, as was experienced in Quebec some Sessions
ago, when competition was attempted to be got up
to the gas company of the city of Montreal. I am
prepared to support any reasonable measure which
the hon. Minister submits to this House for the
purpose of getting a strict investigation into the
character and quality of the gas supplied to the
cities, and I know of no instance to which he can
better direct hiniself, for the promotion of public
health, than he can in investigating and keeping
proper supervision over the gas supplies of this
Iominion.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That is not the object
of the Bill.

Mr. MITCHELL. The object of the Bill, as I
Mnderstand it, is to raise additional fees to make
up the deficiency which the cost of supervision
has involved as a charge on the country. I think
the hon. gentleman would do well to direct this
legislation to secure a better and more efficient
supply of gas, whether or not lie increases the
revenue that is necessary to make up the defici-
ency. The hon. gentleman stated that lie thought
of having an inspector of petroleum lamps and
electric light.

Mr. COSTIGAN. That was brought under my
notice, and the deputation asked why it was not
done.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no doubt that a
depittation composed of the presidents of the
different gas companies would recommend that,
but they are about the most dangerous persons you
could have to advise you in relation to it. There
has been no demuand that I ever heard of on the
part of the public for the inspection of electric
lights.

Mr. COSTIGAN. That is what I told them.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad the Minister takes
that view. With regard to the petroleum lamps,
I do not see what other inspection is wanted than
an inspection of the standard of oil to be used.
There is no doubt that these presidents of gas
companies, possessing the monopoly that they do,
with their stock watered in some cases to the
extent of two or three hundred per cent., and with
immense dividends and large rests, should make
these representations. But what the Government,
and what this Parliament should look at in the
interest of the people, is, how the best gas can be
supplied for the lowest price. I think it would be
well if the Minister would adopt the suggestion of
the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and let
ths Bil stand over until next year. The hion.
gentleman conld then revise the whole gas in-
spection system, with a view of securing a better
quality of gas at a cheaper rate, if it were possible.
With regard to inspection of electric light, nobody
bas asked for it. It is well known that the in-
surance corpanies countenance and support people
in putting electric lights in their establishments, as
a gr(âater sedurity agaiinst fire. There certainly is
no necessity for inspection of electric lights, and
in reference to petroleum oil lights, I do not
see how we can get better security than at present,
in fixing the inflammable standard of the oil.

Mr. LISTER. Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to appoint inspectors in every town and city
in which there is a gas company?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes; we are doing that by
degrees.

Mr. LISTER. I think it would be well for the
Minister to take into consideration the suggestion
of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell). I believe that those interestedn the
gas companies throughout the country consi ir that
the Bill in its present shape is imperfect, and that
it is, in consequence, unsatisfactory. I believe the
Minister should adopt the suggestion of the hon.
member, and at the next Session of Parliament
bring in a Bill dealing with the whole question. So
far as the statement of the hon. member for Nor-
thumberland is concerned, that the gas companies
of this country are receiving immense dividends,
that mnay apply to the city of Montreal and the
city of Toronto; but in the smaller cities and
towns throughout the Province of Ontario the gas
companies are not successful and are not paying
large dividends. lu my own knowledge, sonie of
them have paid only one or two small dividends in
four or five years, and so far as these small com-
panies are côncerned, I do not think that legisla-
tion which has the effect of increasing the cost of
working them, should be passed by this House. It
is satisfactory to hear that the hon. gentleman
proposes to eliminate some sections from the Bill
-which would have involved a very large increase
in cost to the companies without any corresponding
advantage. If it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to increase the fees payable to the Depart-
ment for the purpose of covering the increased ex-
penditure, the expense must fall ultimately on the
consumers of gas. So far as the smaller companies
are concerned, I think he would be meeting their
wishes if he would postpone his legislation.

Mr. COSTIGAN. With reference to what the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
said, I think there is very little difference between
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us. When I stated that I had changed my mind
as to the mode of getting additional fees, it was
for this reason : I at first thought, after consult-
ing the Department, that the Lest way to get the
increased revenue would be to shorten the termi of
inspection, Pnd to have more frequent inspections ;
but these gentlemen, who, though interested, were
entitled to have their views listened to with re-
spect, represented that a more frequent inspection,
besides increasing the revenue, would impose ad-
ditional expense upon them. That was a fair
argument, and was presented so strongly that I
agreed to abandon that provision for the present,
and ask the House simply to leave the termis of
inspection the same as before. The hon. gentle-
man said that I should deal more broadly with
the question, as what the consumer wanted was
pure gas. These gentlemen first objected to the
manner in which I wanted to increase the
revenue, and then to the stringency of section 6,
which imposes a penalty for furnishing impure
gas. in that case I said I would stand by the
consumer. They also objected to the last section,
which provides power to regulate the preeure.
They said the pressure in one place is not the same
as in another. For instance, the pressure in Que-
bec will not Le the same as the pressure in a level
city like Montreal; we have to regulate the pres-
sure according to the locality. So that I am doing
in this Bill just what the hon. gentleman said I
ought to do.

Mr. MITCHELL. I quite approve of the hon.
gentleman endeavoring to secure as pure gas on
as economical terms as possible for those who con-
sume it ; but I do not see, that increasing the fee
and lessening the number of inspections is going
to accomplish anything but getting a little more
monegor the Department, which I do not think
is suftciently important to justify legislation this
Session. That is the only point on which we
differ ; but I think that if some comprehensive
scheme were devised for getting us purer gas, it
would Le a benefit to the public.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time,
and House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) What is the change in

the new section from the old ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. It makes the penalty arbi-

trary for furnishing impure gas, for every day the
company furnishes it.

Mr. BROWN. I am informed by gas company
managers that in the very Lest managed companies
in the world, there will be now and then traces of
sulphuretted hydrogen in the gas. There ought to be
a distinction made between cases where the traces
of sulphuretted hydrogen are very light, and those
cases to which the hon. member for Northumber-
land referred. The hon. member for Northumber-
land is entitled to a great deal of credit for
drawing the attention of the House to this matter,
but there ought to be a distinction made between
really bad gas, and that in which there are only,
by accident, occasionally traces of sulphuretted hy-
drogen.

Mr. BLAKE. They ought to be allowed to
plead-it is only a little one.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is there any provision for
recovering the penalty for bad gas?

Mr. COSTIGAN.

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is in the general law
and in the Gas Act itself.

Bill reported, and read the third time and
passed.

SUPPLY-CONCURRENCE.

House proceeded to consider resolutions reported
from Committee of Supply.

Privy Council Office................... $11,100
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What is the object of

making an appropriation for further Civil Service
examinations, when 3,000 persons have passed the
examination, for whon no places can be found? It
would be better to discontinue these examinations,
or hold them only once every two or three years.

Mr. FOSTER. They were formerly held twice
a year, and are now held but once a year. The
law requires that they shall Le held once a year,
and an appropriation must 4e lad to pay the
salaries authorised by the Act. There are a num-
ber of persons who have passed the examinations
and have not yet places, but at the same time, it
would be scarcely fair to debar future applicants
from having their chance of becoming eligible for
situations in the service.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). With 3,000 persons
unprovided for, not much wrong can be so done, by
refusing to allow others to swell the number. It
would be more proper to suspend this Act for some
time, than the operation of the Franchise Act, as
the Government have done with regard to the
revising of the voters' list.

Mr. COOK. I think this is an absolute injury
to the people who are fitting themselves for the
Civil Service examination. There is a chance of
about one out of 500 obtaining a situation, and a
great many of these parties fit themselves for the
position of civil servants, and they are relying
upon that as a vocation for life. In this way their
hopes will be entirely destroyed. I think the law
should be repealed altogether. I should like to
know, while I am on my feet, whether the gentle-
men who have recently come from England and
other parts of the world and have received appoint-
ments in the Civil Service, have passed the exami-
nation ?

Mr. FOSTER. What parties does the hon.
gentleman refer to ?

Mr. COOK. To those who were sent out by the
High Commissioner.

Mr. FOSTER. If my hon. friend will give us
the names, we may·be able to get the information.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I do not suppose that one in
500 of those who go up for Civil Service exami-
nations, does so in order to get a position il'
the Civil Service, but the fact of passing that
examination gives them a certain standing when
they seek for other employment.

Expenses in connection with Patent
Record............................ $10,000

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Is this vote to be con-
tinued for the printing of the Patent Record, or is
it hereafter to be printed in the Printing Bureau?

Mr. FOSTER. As far as I understand fron
the explanations already given in the Bouse by
the Minister of Agricilture, there is a contract
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running now, but after the expiration of that con-
tract, the Patent Record will be printed by the
Printing Bureau.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). How long bas that
contract to run ?

Mr. FOSTER. I think a little over a year.

Salary;of the Ieputy Speaker........ $2,000
Mr. FOSTER. I propose to add, that this shall

be paid at the end of the Session. The Auditor
General thinks that the Deputy Speaker would
have to be paid by the month unless such a pro-
vision is inserted.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What would be the

effect of this if there was a second Session held in
the saine year? ,

Mr. FOSTER. That would remain in the hands
of the House.

Royal Military College............. $77,000
Mr. MITCHELL. It appears to me that the

cost of the Royal Military College is increasing
very rapidly. It used to be $40,000 or $50,000.

Mr. FOSTER. The explanation .is this: For-
merly all fees received went into the Department,
and the money was disbursed by the Department.
We have adopted the principle, which is, of course,
the correct one, that all fees shall go into the hands
of the Receiver General and all payments should
be made by cheque, so that while the amount to be
voted is a larger amount the fees now go into the
revenue. There is really no increase.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There is a decrease,
in fact. We charge now $100 additional to the
cadets. As the Minister of Finance bas explained,
the difference is caused by another mode of book-
keeping.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I would like to call the
attention of the Government to the great and
immediate necessity that exists for a proper hospital
in connection with that institution, the Royal
Military College. You have got there 100 young
men from all parts of Canada, and there is no
attention whatever paid to them, or to their com-
fort, or to the restoration to health in case of
illness. The place now used for a hospital was
never intended for that purpose. It is down
stairs in the cellar, with large steam pipes passing
through it, where the temperature is never below
eighty. It is in a dreadf ul state, and if an epi-
demic broke out and any loss of life occurred, the
'Government would be held responsible. I speak
of this because I know that the parents of the
young men who have been ill there, are very mucb
alarmed about it. It is a matter which, I think,
the Government and the Minister of Militia
should take into immediate consideration, and pre-
pare some place where, in case of illness, these
young men could be taken care of and their lives
saved.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Of course, I fully
agree with what the hon. gentleman bas stated
as to the necessity of a hospital, but I think the
most important thing to be looked after is giving
dormitory accommodation. My hon. friend knows
how mnadequate that accommodation is, and I think
we could make some arrangement with the City 1

Hospital to receive our patients in case of need. I
would prefer, if it can be done, that the first ex.
penditure we incur on the Royal Military College,
should be for the purpose of giving more dormitory
accommodation.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would ask the Minis-
ter if the returns moved for in the early part of
the Session relating to the examination of cadets
in that college, who had obtained commissions,
have been brought down ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am under the im-
pression they were brought down some time ago,
but I will ascertain, and if they have not been
brought down, I will send them over to the hon.
gentleman.

Government Printing Bureau, includ-
ing Electric Light Plant........... $32,0

Mr. MULOCK. Does this item of $32,000 com-
plete the expenditure on Printing Bureau building
construction account ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think the amounts
in the Estimates and the Supplementary Estimates
this year will complete the account.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I again call the atten-
tion of the Governinent to the expenditure on
Major Hill Park. Is it the intention of the Cov-
ernment to continue to expend large sums on that
park ? I fail to understand the ground on which
we are called upon to vote noney to maintain a
park for the people of Ottawa.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The amount char-
ged in connection with the park was reduced last
year and again this year. In Supply I stated that
we have given a contract for the maintenance
covering the year ending 1 st July next, and tenders
will be called for the following year. This park is
merely an appendage of the Parlianentary grounds,
and the sum expended is not a large one. The
amount is being reduced every year, and I suppose
af ter this year only an expenditure for maintamng
the grounds, without any outlay for improvements,
will only be necessary.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Can the Government
resume possession and ownership of the park ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It belongs to the
Government.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Has the Government
possession now ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. McMULLEN. How much was the contract
for keeping the park in order last year?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $4,500.

Harbors and Rivers, Ontario......... $125,500
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Early in the Session I

obtained an order of the House for copies of the
report respecting Port Stanley Harbor, but up to
the present time it bas not been brought down.
I have enquired from the Government on several
occasions, and they have promised to bring it
down in a few days, but I have not yet seen it. I
took the precaution to enquire at the Departinent
to-day, but I have not received the report. The
Minister will remember that a deputation waited
on him and pointed ont the serions condition of
this harbor, and how its improvement was neces-
sary for railway and other interests. He, has, how-
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ever, treated those representations with apparent
indifference, regardless of the condition of the
harbor, the inability of vessels to come there, and
the lack of proper facilities for trade. The hon.
gentleman may have some object in not bringing
down the report, if so, what that object is I do not
know. I now ask him again, whether he intends
to have that report this Session, or whether I will
have it next Session, if not this Session ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am glad the hon.
gentleman did not say I had any sinister motive in
not giving him the papers, because I have not. I
made a recommendation to the Privy Council, and
the report had to be before the Council. The
minute in Council had to be sent to bis Excellency
the Governor General to be signed, and as soon as
that cones back, I will be able to give him the
decision which we have come to, and then the
papers may be brought down.

Mr. COOK. Some time ago a deputation from
the town of Midland, waited upon the Minister in
reference to this work, and I find the following in
the Midland Free Press, of 3rd April -

" Our deputation returned from Ottawa Saturday. They
saw the Mmister of Public Works in reference to changes
in plans of esplanade, and the Minister of Marine about
lighthouses. It was intimated to then that they were
rather late, the Supplementary Estimates have been
brought down. If the dredge is at Penetang this summer
we will get it, otherwise it is doubtful if the dredging will
be done this summer. The deputation did all in their
power, and if nothing comes out of their trip to Ottawa
this year, there may later on. Instead of there being
enough money to our credit to make the change, there is
only some $300 of the esplanade grant unexpended."

The Minister evidently forgot to tell them that
there were other Supplementary Estimnates to come
down. I would like to know if only $300 remains
unexpended, as the newspaper states ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The local authori-
ties voted $11,000 and the Government voted a
certain sum of money, and now these $6,000 are to
complete the works undertaken. We expended
partly the money voted by Parliament, and the
money subscribed by the local authorities, which had
been deposited in my name as Minister of Public
Works. When the deputation camne down, they
wanted some change in the contract work. I
thought we could not mnake any change, that would
require a larger sum of money than was intended
in the first instance ; but after looking into the
matter well, I saw that we could accede to a por-
tion of what they asked withont exceeding the
grant, and some of the gentlemen on the deputa-
tion seemed to be satisfied at this. My intention
has always been to make that work as good as
possible, but if the required changes entail a larger
expenditure, I shall have to obtain the consent of
my colleagues, and then come to Parliament for an
additional amount. These $6,000 which are now
voted, with the balance which remains in the
hands of the Department, will complete the works
which have been undertaken. The hon. gentleman
may rest as3ured that the dredging will go on with
the remainder of the work as required.

For three lines of steamers running
between the ports of Halifax and
St. John, or either, and the West
Indies and South America.... .. $85,000

Mn. JONES (Halifax). I see by the return
brought down that the Government had a tender

Mr. WiLsoN (Elgin).

from Mr. Wood, of Halifax, for the line between
Halifax and St. John and the West Indies. He
offered to run a steamer of 700 tons, built at
Glasgow, of a speed of twelve knots an hour,
making ten trips in the year, for $2,000 per trip.
The Government seem to have ignored that tender
and to have given the contract to the line in which
the hon. meinber for Queen's (Mr. Baird) is
interested, for $4,000 per month. The hon. gentle-
man stated, when this matter was before the
House on a previous occasion, that that payment
was per trip, but I find by the return that it is per
month. On what principle the hon. Minister of
Finance made that contract for just double the
amount of Mr. Wood's tender, I cannot under-
stand. On its face, it requires some explanation,
for it appears to be unjustifiable.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend will see that
Mr. Wood, in the first place, proposed to have only
one vessel, and that of 700 tons, and making but
ten trips in the year ; and it is impossible, with a
vessel of that size, and with only ten trips, to per-
form that service satisfactorily. The minimum
capacity which we wished the vessels for that route
to have was 1,000 tons ; and subsequent events
have shown the objection to Mr. Wood's tender on
that ground to have been a well-considered objec-
tion. So far two trips have been made, and the
vessel is now preparing to make her third trip,
and the amount of freight offering has been more
than the larger vessel could carry. The hon. gentle-
man will see by the return that Messrs. Pickford &
Black also tendered for a 700-ton vessel, which I
did not accept, largely because of the smallness of
the vessel, although there were other objections
also. When you take into account that Mr. Wood
had no vessel and proposed to build one, and that
a small vessel, and proposed to make only ten
trips per y ear, I think the Government were justi-
fied in taking the larger vessel and the greater
number of trips.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think the answer of
the hon. gentleman is hardly satisfactory. The
successful company were in precisely the same
condition as Mr. Wood. They had not a vessel of
their own, but they were proposing to have one
built. The Government stated themselves that
this was in che nature of an experiment, and if
they had taken a smaller vessel of greater speed,
and at half the rate, they would have been able to
ascertain whether or not the undertaking would
justify the subsidy ; but they took the larger
vessel, and the moment the crop is over that vessel
will be obliged to come back with ballast. I ven-
ture to say that the vessel has never been half full
on the return trip, although I dare say she has all
the freight she can carry on the outward trip, because
she carries it at half the usual rate, in consequence
of the vessel being too large for the route. If the
Government had taken a smaller vessel and worked
up a business in time at a lower rate, it would have
been a much more defensible policy than the one
they have pursued.

Mr. ELLIS. I see, according to the paper
brought down, that the contract is not executed.
Is it according to the author, Mr. Van Wart, and
how much a month is it ?

Mr. POSTER. The contract is according to the
offer, and the amount to be paid is $4, 100 per round
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trip. The contract has been executed, and was
returned to me the other day.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
MNr. JONES (Halifax). I have waited in the hope

that the acting Minister of Marine would be present
)efore these Estimates were finally concurred in,

because he promised to give us some information
with regard to the vote of $8,844.32 to Mr. Jotham
OBrien. The acting Minister of Marine said this
anount was recommended by the inspector for
the Provinces of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.
I have looked through the returns which have
been brought down, and I am unable to find among
then any document from Mr. Cocker recommend-
ing any payment on this account. His report re-
fers only to the building of the vessel, saying that
the work was well done ; but there is no official
statement from him that Mr. Jotham O'Brien was
entitled to this money. I have since learned, that
after this transaction was closed, Mr. Jotham
O'Brien inoved to the United States, but that his
services being required in the County of Cumber-
land in the last election, the High Commissioner
proinised him, that if he came back and assisted
at the election, his claim, which had been refused
up to that time, would be entertained ; and that
is the reasan, I suppose, why this vote is in the
Estimates to-day.

BANKS AND BANKING.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 0ž7) respecting Banks and Banking.

(In the Committee.)

On section 66,
Mr. MILLS-(Bothwell). The hon. member for

St. John (Mr. Weldon), before leaving, asked me
to have the words "which has accrued and become
payable " in this section struck out. He objects
to them on the ground that an advance may be
made to a party who holds stock, knowing that-
there is a lien upon it, and that they may deprive
him of his rights.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. These words are an
addition ; they are not in the law as it stands, and
I do not think they are necessary.

Mr. BLAKE. It does not appear to me that this
is aun advantageous addition. L do not think
there is any use of inserting words which can
very easily be evaded, and the practical effect
of which will be to introduce a system of evasion.
Under the present law, although a bank is not
entitied to advance on the security of its stock, if it
does advanceupon othersecurity,it obtains a certain
statutory lien-at any rate, it has the right to say
that the stock shall not be parted with until the debt
is paid. The proposal now is to say that that right
shah not accrue until the debt has become due.
The practical resIt of that will he just this, that
you will have a fictitious system of loaning ; you
will have. a due bill or a sight draft or a demand
note representing the loan, and a demand made at
once, and a debt becoming due at once, but left i
lying until the time comes when it is understood
tacitly that the borrower shall settle it. The clause

can be overcome by that easy and simple process,
so that all you are doing is to promote a fictitious
set of transactions..

Mr. COCKBURN. L believe the lion. meuiber
for West Durham lias stated the point very
clearly. L may only add the other possibility,
namely, that it would be quite possible for a
bank to make an engagement under those circum-
stances that as soon as the borrower began to sell
any shares, the debt should become due, so that it
is really impossible to meet a provision of this
kind.

Mr. FOSTER. We will allow that clause to
stand.

On section 67,
Mr. FOSTER. That section will stand.

On section 69,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). L wish to call the

attention of the Minister to this section. It is true
that it is the present law, but it opens the door to
great abuses. It speaks of additional security, and
this is what bas been done to my knowledge: A
note bas been discounted on the endorsation of a
party, who is entirely irresponsible, but the real
security of the bank-although it is supposed to
be only an additional security-is a mortgage or
the transfer of a timber limit. I know of some
banks which have been holding timber limits for a
number of years, and those limits were obtained as
additional security. Really, the only security at
all was the timber limit or the mortgage itself.
Some provision should be made to prevent such an
abuse.

On section 70,
Mr. FOSTER. In the 52nd line, after the word

"by," L propose to add these words :
" A mortgagee or other encumbrancer, having priority

over a maortgage or other eneumbrance held by a bank or
offered for sale by it."

On section 74,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). If that is the present

law, it bas given rise to the greatest difficulties as
to its construcion. A decision was given by the
Court of Appeals in Ontario, which was reversed
by the Supreme Court, in its interpretation of the
clause which corresponded to this one.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. L think the question
the hon. gentleman refers to had better cone up
on the next clause. L suppose it is the question of
banks being allowed to loan money on warehouse
receipts.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The case lrefer to
was from Toronto, where the Court of Appeals
decided that it was not a legal warehouse receipt,
and the Supreme Court decided the other way. I
know there is a strong opinion in the Province of
Quebec that the decision of the Court of Appeals
of Ontario was the right one.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Do I understand that
the hon. gentleman desires to apply this to all the
clauses referring to warehouse receipts?

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Yes.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. L would suggest, that,

irrespective of the question which he proposes to-
raise, we might pass these clauses, reserving the
right to the hon. gentleman to come back to them
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.and make his suggestions at a future time. We
have already passed a number of sections to which
we inten d again to call the attention of the Com-
mittee.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I am not raising
the question as to the authority of Parliament to
deal with this matter.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That was the question
raised in the case of Smith.

Mr. BLAKE. That was one of the questions.
'There was also a question raised as to whether it
was a good warehouse receipt, because it was given
by the owner himself.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman
.said that his remarks would apply to al the ware-
house receipt clauses. In view of the decision in
the Smith case, this clause might stand.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not suppose that the hon.
gentleman proposes that we should even formally
pass the very important clauses which add to the
lien power of banks. I think we had better let
them stand instead of passing them and coming
back to them again.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I was referring to the
request of the member for Quebec Centre (Mr.
Langelier), to allow that clause to stand.

On section 75,
Mr. BLAKE. I think that clause demands

somne exposition.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will state briefly
the change which is proposed, and, in order to do
that, I must refer to the previous legislation on the'
subject of warehouse receipts. That legislation is,
I think, based on bailment. The warehousemau
is supposed to have custody of the goods of another
party, and to give a receipt indicating that he
holds those goods for delivery to another person.
In the legislation which has hitherto been adopted
in regard to banking, that has been made much
wider. Producers of nearly ahl kinds have been
allowed to give such securities on goods which were
in their own possession without their being trans-
ferred to the possession of any warehouseman. In
fact, the words in the statute have been so
wide in their application that almost any person
in business could give such a security on goods
in his, own possession. That was originally
restricted to certain classes of manufactures, but
one class of manufacturers after another applied
to Parliament for like permission, and it came
to be a mere question as to what classes of
manufacturers or producers this privilege should
be giveu to without regard to actual warehous-
ing. I think it is very undesirable that this
provision should be widened as it has beeu, and
this Bill proposes to observe two principles.
One of these principles 'is, that a warehouseman
having actual possession of the goods of another
party, may issue a warehouse receipt, and that upon
that the bank may make advances. So far as that
is concerned, we adhere to the primary principle
-on which these warehouse receipts are based, and
I think it is a perfectly safe principle to act upon,
and one that would not interfere with the princi-
pies of chattel mortgages, because there is an
actual change of possession. We propose, however,
in view of the convenience which these warehouse re-
ceipts have afforded to the manufacturing classes in

Sir JoHx THoMPsoN.

the country, and to commercial men generally, not to
confine it exclusively to the case of mere warehouse-
men holding property of other persons,asthat would
make a very radical change in the present law.
We propose, on the contrary, that there shall be a
second principle introduced, namely, that a manu-
facturer or producer of any article of merchandise
or commerce, may give a like security upon his
own goods, without their actually going into the
possession of a warehouseman. The advantages of
allowing this are demonstrated by past experi-
ence. The experience has been that, in aid of
the manufacturers and producers of the couii-
try, advances to an enormous amount in the
aggregate have been made by the banks, with
safety and with great convenience to the producers
themselves, by enabling the means to be procured
for carrying their stock until it is ready for the
market, until it has gone through ail the changes
in the course of manufacture which makes the
product ready for sale. I think exp rience has also
developed that this practice has not led to incon-
venience to the public as regards those frands, to
prevent which the chattel mortgage system, in
force in ail the Provinces, was designed. The
principal abuse which the chattel mortgages arc
intended to prevent, is the securing of past debts
upon merchandise or movable property by secret
transfers; and to prevent that, as well as to prevent
the acquisition of credit upon goods which are really
pledged to other persons, it is provided by the
chattel mortgage system that such transfer or
conveyance of personal property shall only be
by an instrument which becomes notorious by re-
gistration. To insist upon the application of that
rule to the goods in course of manufacture, in view
of the past practice with regard to these ware-
house receipts, and the latitude heretofore aI-
lowed, would be a very severe restriction ; it is
one which would absolutely prevent advances
being made, because the public, and especially the
business community, have cone to regard chattel
mortgages and bills of sale as indicating a
state of embarrassment ; and in a mere loan
or advance to carry the goods which are in
course of manufacture until their manufacture is
complete, the system of advancing upon chattel
mortgages, could not be applied in the very class
of cases in which warehouse receipts, in regard to
manufacturers and producers, have been applied
under the present banking law. We think that
danger and that inconvenience will be very largely
removed by this circumstance, that the systen
can only be applied in relation to an advance upoi
goods, and cannot be used in relation to a past
debt. - When we come to apply that principle to
banking institutions, managed as they are, as we ail
know, upon methodical principles, and with books
kept in such a way that the transaction as regards
the advance, is suseeptible of clear and ready proof,
the danger of the security being taken for other than
the actual advance, is practically reduced to a
cipher. Furthermore, we have come to the con-
clusion that it would exceedingly disturb business
to overthrow the pi esent system, and that it would
be well to make the restrictions which we now pro-
pose, namely, restricting the securing by the owner
to the simple case of ad'vance to a producer, or a
manufacturer, in a wholesale way. The danger of
abuse in that regard is very slight indeed, the more
so as the principle that bas grown up of making this
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advance to manufaeturers and producers, is so well
recognised and understood in the business com-
nunity, that it is generally recognised that goods
in course of manufacture are liable to have a lien
like this upon them. These are the principal
changes that are made in the warehouse receipt
clauses.

Mr. BARRON. I do not know that 1 ought to
question the statements of the Minister when he
speaks as to what the law has been in relation to
warehouse receipts, but I do not understand the
law to have been that anybody heretofore could
have simply given a warehouse receipt on being
the owner of the goods. I understand the law in
the past has passed through three different periods.
At first, only a bailee of goods could give a ware-
house receipt ; then it becarne law that a ware-
houseman could give a warehouse receipt on his
own goods, but he had to be a warehouseman, and
I understand that up to this period it has been the
law that we could only get a man to give a ware-
house receipt upon his own goods, provided he was
a warehousernan. Now, this law proposes to extend
it to such an extent that anybody, provided he
cornes within the category of the persons or cha-
racters spoken of in this Act, can give a warehouse
receipt upon his own goods. Now, I think this
rather a dangerous innovation,because it is enabling
agerson to give a secret conveyance u pon his own
goods which will be a most dangerous thing to the
community at large. I would refer the Minister
to the statement of Chancellor Boyd in the case of
Banks is. Robinson, when speaking upon the prin-
ciple involved in giving secret conveyances upon
goods as security for advances. We have had a
law in the Province of Ontario relating to condi-
tional sales, which law enabled a manufacturer to
dispose of his manufactured goods, retaining in
himself the property in those goods ; in other
words, a manufacturer was able to sella manufac-
tured article, deliver it over to the possession of
the vendee, and retain in himself the property in
those goods, enabling the vendee thereof, to all in-
tents and purposes, to appear as the owner, and
giving hin a fictitious credit. It is that state of
things that induced Chancellor Boyd to express
the opinion I have mentioned-I am not able to
give the text of his language froin memory-
but it is that state of things that induced him to
characterise the evil as being a very vicious one.
It seems to me that the system is about being in-
troduced here by this section. But if it is neces-
sarry, and I am not prepared to say it is not
necessary, in the interests of the banks, then I say
it should go a littlè further, so as to point out
clearly and plainly what is meant by the term
wholesale producer. I observe by the section that
any person who is a " wholesale manufacturer or
producer of any goods, wares or merchandise,"
and so forth. The words " goods, wares and
merchandise," in the interpretation clause, include
agricultural produce and other articles of com-
merce. Hence I say that a farmer apparently
cones within this clause. I do not object by any
means to the farmers coming within this clause;
but if it is so intended, or if the section is to be
made as wide as it is being made, it should be made
as clear as possible that the farmer does
corne within it beyond dispute. I see no reason
why a farmer, having a quantity of grain in his

barn, should not be able to go to a bank and
.pledge it as security for a temporary advance.

Mr. COCKBURN. He is not a wholesale man.
Mr. BARRON. Perhaps the hon. gentleman

would define the meaning of the word " whole-
sale." A farmer certainly cornes within the sec-
tion, by reason of the fact that goods, wares and
merchandise include agricultural produce. Then
tIse question is as to what is a wholesale mnanufac-
turer or producer. It is difficult to say. One
man produces agricultural products on a large
scale, while another does so on a snall scale.

Mr. BLAKE. For instance, Sir John Lister-
Kaye.

Mr. BARRON. Yes; but if the right is only to
be given to SirJohnLister-Kaye, or such gentlemen,
to obtain loans of money fron banks on the secu-
rity of grain in their barns, we are making very
invidious distinctions. I complain that the section
is too wide, and that it should be somewhat limit-
ed for the reason I have stated, that it will create
a general feeling of distrust, when it is known that
any one with whom you do business may have all
the time his goods pledged to the banks, when le
appears to be the owner of them to all intents and
purposes, and thereby he is given an artificial and
fictitious standing in the community. If the
clause has to be as wide as this is, then in the inter-
ests of the farmers it should be made perfectly clear,
that they are included, and they can go to the batiks
and get the same advantage as others. If it is not
altered in the direction I have indicated, I shall
move an amendment on the third reading, so as to
make it plain that farmers are included.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is true, that by the
interpretation clause of the present law, the tern
warehouse receipt is so defined as to only apply
to one who is engaged in carrying on the ware-
housing business, and not to a person who is giving
a pledge on his own goods. Section 54 enumerates
certain persons who msay give such securities.
That provision was not in the original Act, but it
was introduced in consequence of the restricted
interpretation which the courts very naturally
placed on the interpretation clause as to what the
warehouse receipt was. There can bc no question
that the wording is sufficiently wide to permit
owners, even although not engaged in the business
of warehousing, to give warehouse receipts for
their own goods.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Whence does the hon.
gentleman think he has power to legislate on this
subject? Is it under the provisions respecting
banking, or those respecting trade and commerce ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Ithink they are bank-
ing provisions, inasmuch as we are permitting the
banks to loan on this kind of securities, and stating
what their right shall be in that regard.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I call the Minister's
attention to the fact that we are not merely giving
the banks the capacity to enter into engagements
of this sort, but we are stating how rights and pro-
perties shall be acquired other than the stocks of a

nk, that is to say, property outside of the bank.
We are stating what may be the security, and how
it may be secured. These sections seem to be alto-
gether outside of the provisions respecting trade
or commerce, or banking.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Of course I can only

state my own impression on the subject, but I
think it seems to have been decided in the affirma:
tive by the highest court.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Under the pre-
sent law, as I understand it, persons can give
warebouse receipts when they are themselves the
owners of the goods, with this restriction, that
they must be ostensibly occupied in the business
of warehousemen. Under the present law not all
owners have this privilege, but certain owners
who are enumerated. The proposed change in
the law is to do away with this restriction as to
the classes of persons enumerated, and it is pro-
posed that they shall not be required to be persons
engaged in the warehousing business, or the persons
enumerated in section 64 of the present law. That
is an important alteration in the law as it bas
existed up to the present moment. I do not say
it is a bad change, but I would like to have it
made clear upon that point.

Sir JOHN THIOMPSON. I do not read section
74 as the hon. gentleman does. I understand bis
view to be that section 74 confines the right to
give a warehouse receipt to a person who is engaged
in the business of warebousing, although he may
give a receipt for bis own goods. I think that is
not the interpretation, because the persons are
enumerated who can give a warehouse receipt, and
some of them are persons notengaged in the ostensible
business of warehousing, such as a keeper of a yard,
wharf or warehouse, millers and so on. It enables
these persons to give a lien upon their own goods,
and the hon. gentleman will see f rom the enumer-
ation that takes place in section 74, that some of
them are persons who cannot be engaged in
the business of warehousing, such as masters of
vessels. It was distinctlv intended to widen the
class of persons who could give liens on their goods
beyond warehousemen.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is one point I
would like to be clear on in reference to this clause,
which I think is a new one. I would like the legal
gentlemen of the House to determine whether it
does not enable the banks to become, at any time,
prior creditors, by putting them in a position better
than other creditors. They may take, as I under-
stand it, a warehouse receipt upon all the goods in
the possession of a manufacturer, or wholesale
dealer, and it gives the bank an absolute right and
priority. That will be done, as I understand,with-
out any notice whatever being given to the public,
and its effect will be as legally binding as a chattel
mortgage, although in the case of a chattel mort-
gage the public are notified of it, and the person
soliciting credit is known to havegiven that mortgage
by everyone, which of course puts the person from
whom credit is solicited on bis guard. I wish to
ask the Minister particularly to explain : Could the
banks, under this, take a warehouse receipt which
would in effect transfer the whole of the property
that a manufacturer might have into their hands,
and, for their safety, shutting out all other credit-
ors ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is so.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Well, is not that a

point to be considered? Section 76 says:
" The banks shall not acquire or hold any warehouse

receipt or bill of lading or security under the preceding
-section, to secure the payment of any bill, note or debt,

Mr. Mnais (Bothwell).

unless such bill, note or debt, is negotiated or contractedat the time of the acquisition thereof by the bank."
The Minister laid great stress upon this when stat-
ing that it would not be the recovery of a bank
debt, but it would be simply transferring the
property at that time. But the clause goes on to
say :

" Or upon the promise that such warehouse receipt orbill of lading, or security, would be given to the bank.''
Well, under that, could not a bank, in dealing with
any one, say: I make you this advance, but you
will give me a warehouse receipt at any tine I
want it. " Oh, yes," the customer may say, and
the transaction may run along. His credit is good
and the public, meanwhile, supply him with raw
material for bis manufactures. By-and-bye, if he
should become embarrassed, under the provisions
of this Bill, could not a warehouse receipt be given,
not only to include the last loan he had with the
bank, but also to cover all other loans, and thus
the bank would become the absolute possessor of all
he has, to the exclusion of other creditors who may
have supplied him witb goods, in total ignorance
of bis position with the bank ? He could not be in
that position without the public knowing it if he
had given a chattel mortgage, because notice would
be given. 1 am not a lawyer, but I mention this
point as a suggestion to gentlemen of legal know-
ledge in the House, and I would like to have it
discussed by the legal gentlemen present, so that
we may know what the effects of this clause will
be, in the way of giving banks a preference over
other creditors who may have been deceived in
selling goods to these persons whose property was
in the hands of the bank.

Mr. HALL. What would be the effect if there
is to be no change of possession and no registra-
tion, of giving notice to the public? What would
be the effect of a chattel mortgage given to a
manufacturer and to a bank at the same time?
How is the question of priority to be determined?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The warehouse re-
ceipt will take priority over any subsequent lien,
whether by chattel mortgage or otherwise. It is
simply a question of which was given first, and
that is a matter that must depend upon proof. The
hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) is quite right
in stating that this enables the wholesale manufac-
turer to give a lien without the notoriety that a
chattel mortgage has. I think, however, that it
does not permit such a transaction as the hon.
gentleman has described, with regard to a vague
promise that the debtor would give some warehouse
receipt at some future time.

Mr. BARRON. That was the case in the Mer-
chants' Bank and Smith.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is sometime since I
read that case, but I do not think it was such a
promise as the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Pater-
son) has described.

Mr. BARRON. The understanding was, that
when the coal was received the warehouse receipt
should be given.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It applies only to the
case of an advance and warehouse receipt givet
simultaneously, or to the case which was decided
by the Supreme Court of Canada; that ho which
there was a promise that when certain oods
arrived, and came into possession of the de or,
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the debtor would give a warehouse receipt upon
those goods. It would not cover the caseof a vague
promise, which the hon. member for Brant (Mr.
Paterson) stated, namely, thecase of aman obtaining
an advance, and saying : If I get into difficulties I
will give you a warehouse receipt upon all the
goods I may have at that time. In the case I have
referred to there was a distinct promise to give a
warehouse receipt upon certain goods. That is the
onily instance that is saved from the general rule,
as regards the necessity for the advance and the
receipt being given at the same time.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If I were quite satisfied
of the jurisdiction of this Parliament to legislate
iii this direction I would be in a better position-to
discuss the details. The grave question which
appears to me to deserve attention at the hands of
the Minister is, whether we have the power to
pass the Act at all. It is perfectly clear to my
mind, that it practically repeals the Bills of Sale
Act, as we have it in the Maritime Provinces.
This section enables a person in possession of goods
to give a lien upon themi which is void under the
local law, and which, but for the intervention of
the Dominion statute, would not be operative at all
to transfer the goods. Under our law-aud I
think it is the same in New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia -if a person in possession of goods wants to
give a lien upon them to another person lie nust
give a bill of sale, and that bill of sale must be
registered in order to give publie notice. We are
now practically attemptng to repeal that law. I
understand that the Minister seeks to defend it
under the principle laid down la the decision of
the Merchants' Bank and Smith. While it
is possible it might be defended on the prin
ciple of that decision, 1 cannot, myself, say that
I fully appreciate or understand that decision. I
know that leading judges of the court decided the
case on side issues, and I must say that I cannot
accept the decision unreservedly. Perhaps it may be:
through my not thoroughly understanding the
reasons given by the judges ; but I notice that one
or two of the judges expressly refrained from
passing an opinion on the constitutionality of the
clause which they were called on to pass an opinion
upon-evaded the question, in point of fact. I am
very strongly of opinion that our right to
pass this section is subject to very grave
doubts. It is not confined to wholesale producers
or manufacturers of goods ; the second sub-section
extends to almost everybody engaged ln trade-in
the Maritime Provinces at any rate-and it prac-
tically amounts to a repeal of the Bills of Sale
Act in force in those Provinces. It may be that-
we have the power, but I am strongly of the
opinion that we cannot have it under the power
to legislate on banking. So far as I can see,
it is not a necessary incident of banking ; and
unless my hon. friend the Minister of Justice can
bring it under the head of trade and commerce,
which I think he will have difficulty in doing, I
fear it will not be possible to sustain the constitu-
tionality of this clause. If we had the power, I
should not cavil at the exercise of it, or the manner
in which it is exercised. I merely enter my dissent
from the assumption, which might be inferred from,
my remaning silent, that I assented to the posi-
tion that we have power to pass this clause.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Under this clause
a dishonest producer or manufacturer might go to
a bank and get an advance, giving a secret con-
veyance of his goods as collateral, and the next
day lie might go to his neighbor and get a further
advance from him, giving him a chattel mortgage ;
but under the clause the bank would have the
advantage, and the private lender might lose his
money. I think that when a conveyance is made,
public notice should be given of it to everybody,
otherwise a dishonest person might carry out a
transaction of that kind, which would certainly
be very injurious to the public at large ?

Mr. BLAKE. I would like to know from the
hon. Minister of Justice precisely in what regard
lie considers that this clause restricts the powers
which are found to exist under the present law,
and whether there is any particular, and if so,
what, in which lie thinks the clause extends the
powers that exist under the present law?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will answer that
with pleasure. But I want first to allude to what
my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Davies) has said in relation to the chattel mort-
gage system. If the hon, gentleman will read
the sections again, I think lie will find that they
do niot conflict with the cliattel mortgage system
or the bill of sale system, as it is called in
the lower Provinces, because they simply refer to
the warehouse receipt given by the bailee, and
that would be effectual, I submit, notwithstanding
any bill of sale by the owner of the goods. Because
the warehouse receipt is given by the bailee, the
bailee is estopped, as between him and the person
making the advance, from disputing the title to
the property, whether the title is affected by any
conveyance of his own or by a conveyance or
want of title in the owner of the goods. So that,
when a bank makes an advance to the person
keeping the warehouse, the latter acknowledging
that he holds so much property, the bank
has recourse against him, no matter how many bills
of sale there may be, either by the warehouse keeper
or by the real owner of the goods. That would be
so, even undei our bills of sale or chattel mortgage
system. As to the two questions of the lion.
member for West Durham--first, in what particular
this restricts the present system-I contend, that
it restricts the system which has been set up under
section 54 of the present Act, because my view of
that section is, that it allows the owner of the
goods himself to give a warehouse receipt upon
his goods, even though lie be not engaged in the
business of a warehouseman ; and includes almost
all large producers in this country. It widens the
present law, by enlarging one class of persons who
can give warehouse receipts upon their own goods,
extending that right to all wholesale manufacturers
and producers. 1 am laying aside for the present
moment, any criticisms upon the appropriateness
of those words, or as to whether more convenient
words may be suggested.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Do you not admit
wholesale purchasers, too ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No ; we require that
these goods should be in the possession of the
bailee. We restrict the clause by limiting the
right to the wholesale manufacturer or prodncer,
w 'le section 54 extended, for instance, to carriers,
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or to keepers of yards or sheds or wharves. W
enlarge it in so far as wholesale manufacturer
and producers are concerned, by extending it t
the whole of that class ; and I think there is safet
in doing that on account of the practice which ha
grown up of making these advances to persons o
that class, it being generally understood in th
business community-I speak subject to correction
and on the information of those acquainted wit]
the operation of this clause, especially in th
larger Provinces-that those persons are known tA
be likely to have obtained advances on warehous
receipts for the purpose of carrying forward thei
products from the time they enter into their manu
facture until the products are finished and ready fo:
the market. And as I have already said, expe
rience has shown that transactions of this kind ar
subject to very little danger and risk.

Mr. BLAKE. «Will the hon. gentleman explain
this clause by giving us a few examples of what he
means by the " wholesale producer " as distinci
from the " wholesale manufacturer ?"

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It was not intended,
by the use of those two words, to make any dis.
tinction between the two classes. There are classes
of manufacturers, as popularly understood, tc
whom the tern " manufacturer " might not strictl-
apply. There is the case of the distiller or the
brewer. No doubt, the product of their industry
is a manufacture in the legal sense of the term.
The term " manufacture " of whiskey or ale or
porter would probably be correct in a legal sense:
but, as popularly understood, the term "manufac-
ture " is rather applied to products which do not so
entirely change the substance and appearance of the
articles from which they are made as do distilled
or malt liquors. No one could misunderstand the
use of the term " manufacturer " as applied to a
person who makes boots and shoes by wholesale, or
produces cotton goods. The term is generally un-
derstood as applying to productd of that descrip-
tion, but not as applying to the products of the dis-
tillerý or brewery.

Mr. MITCHELL. Would it apply to the miner?
He would be a producer.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think not.

Mr. BLAKE. The section reads : " a wholesale
manufacturer or producer of any goods, wares and
merchandise." On'turning back to the interpre-
tation clause, I find that :

" The expression goods wares and merchandise, in-
cludes, in addition to the things usually understood there-
by, timber, deals, boards, stays, sawlogs, and other lumber
petroleum, crude oil, and all agrieultural produce and
other articles of commerce."
We have thus the wholesale manufacturer or
producer of agricultural products, as well as of
other things; and, therefore, the section seems to
me to include the wholç farming community,
unlesa the terin " wholesale " is to except the whole
farming community ; or if it is partly to exceptand
partly to include, I would like the line of demarca-
tion drawn.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I do not propose to dis-
cuss the question as to whether this warphouse
receipt is going to eut out the chattel mortgages
given subsequent to it. I think that is a very mce
question, and I would not advise any bank to lend

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

e upon the security of such goods without also taking
,s a chattel snortgage and registering it, and giving
o notice of such security having been taken. I pro-
y pose rather to address a few words to urge the
s necessity of making this Banking Act more popu-
f lar among our farming community than it is, by
e giving the farier sosue interest in banking and

some way of getting accommodation frons the
is banks. At the prsent time they believe they are
e shut ont altogether from benefiting by the Act,
:) that they have nothing to do with the banks, that
e if they want to get any advance on their goods,
r they must go to tise shaving sbop and pay 10 or 12
- per cent. discount te the shaver, who then takes
r their notes and discounts them at the bank. There

-is a great feeling among the farming community
sagainst the hanks on this account. I tbink, when

a bank is allowed to discount tise paper of the
manufacturer and to take security upon what
be manufactures, it should be allowed to do
the same with regard to the farmer. The
fariner should be put in just as koQd a position
with regard to the banks as any manufacturer,
even any smali manufacturer who makes any petty
goods in our cities aud towns. Such a manufac-
turer can go to the banks and get a discount on

ithe security of a warehouse receipt, under this
-clause, on placing those goods as a pledge for the

loan, but the farmer cannot do that unless he is a
*whoiesale producer. XVhat does that mean ? ls
a wholesale farmer a man who has haif a dozen

*farins, or baif a dozen acres, or fifty acres ? Wbere
are we to drawv tbe bine ? A farmer bas a farm of
fifty acres; he has the product of those fifty acres;
he goes to a bank and asks for a discount of a few
hundred dollars, offering security on bis products.
Can he get thse advance on giving this security ?
Or must he give some additionab security, which
thse manufacturer is not bound to give ? It shouid
be made clear that this Act enables a farmer to go
to a bank, and to give as security for a boan thse
products of bis farm. The clause should be
amended so as to distinctly provide for that.
It seems to me that if we were just to transpose
these terms in the clause, by making it read that
a bank may lend money to any person engaged ini
business as a producer or a wholesale manufacturer
of any goods, wares and merchandise, that would
include the farmer. Then thse fariner t(voubd have
the rigbt to go to a bank, and say, I will pledge
my goods, wares and merchandise--since these
terns include agricubtural. produts-as security
for thse boan I get. If such a transposition were
made, this clause would render thse Banking Act
usucis more popubar.

Mr. BLAKE. Thse object I had ini view in ask-
ing my question was te obtain tise opinion of tise
Administration as te the meaning of the clause, as it
now stands. I amn strongly impressed with the
view that the clause, in its present shape, accom-

plishes thse object desired by tise bon. rîember for
Frontenac. Whether it be laudàbie or advantage-
ous te the farming comniunity and the country, or
not, may be more disputabie, but it accomplishes
the objeet. I arn not versed sn these thuisgs, but I
suppose that tise wholesaie manufacturer is tise pF.r
son who manufactures for sale in bulk te those W110
seil in retail to others. He is tise person whose
goods reacis thse ultimxate consumer, not directiy but
through an intermedis.ry distrihutor. Thatl1 under-
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stand to be the wholesale manufacturer. To the
wholesale producer the same interpretation will

apply. He is the man who produces articles which
he does not, as a rule, proceed himself to retail
directly to the ultimate consumers, but which, in
whole or part, he disposes of in bulk to some inter-
nediary, who is the vehicle of transmission to the
ultimate consumer. Every farmer, or almost every
farier in the country, is a wholesale producer under
that definition. His cattle and grain may go to
England, or the States, or to the towns of Canada ;
his products may go through half a dozen hands in
bulk before they reach the man who eats them.
Therefore it is, I ask what was intended by this
clause ? What is the line of demarcation ? If in
the term "wholesale producer" you include the
producer of agricultural products, what fariner does
the clause include, and what farmer does it ex-
clude ? It may exclude the small market gardener,
who, having "three acres and a cow," proceeds
daily through the streets of the city near where he
lives, and peddles his goods from door to door, and
so, himself producing, reaches himself with his pro-
duce the ultimate customer ; but, even as to him,
if he goes into a market town and sells those very
articles to a huckster, or another vendor, who is the
intermediary between the producer and the con-
sumer, I do not know on what principle you can
call even a smal market gardener other than a
wholesale producer. So it seems to me that prac-
tically, although with, perhaps, great profit to the
legal fraternity as to determining the exact line of
demarcation, and with the prospect of many inter-
esting law-suits before the question shall be deter-
mined definitely and subsi antially, the whole farm-
ing community are to be the recipients of those
countless blessings which the hon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) would ask this House
to shower on their heads. At present we should
first know what it is proposed to us to do, and then
we can discuss the question on its merits.

Mr. COCKBURN. I think, in our new-born
zeal for the farmers, we should not lose sight of
the interests of the banks. At present there is no
difficulty in regard to the fariner ranking as a
wholesale producer, because there is no trouble in
arranging with the banks, if he is prepared to
export cattle or other produce.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The farmer does not
export cattle. It is the dealer who buys the cattle
froni the fariner.

Mr. COCKBURN. My hon. friend from
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) proposes that the
fariner should be placed in the same position as
the wholesale producer. The difference is that the
products of the fariner are, as a rule, so perishable
that I should be sorry to invest in thein as security.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Do you not invest in
wheat and in cheese?

Mr. COCKBURN. Advances are made regularly
on wheat and cheese.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. But not to the fariner
directly.

Mr. COCKBURN. These advances are generally
made on the security of the fariner, and it is upon
the knowledge which the banks have of his stand-
ing. I trust that any amendment made in our
zeal for the fariner, will not cause us to fal into
trouble.

135

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There are two questions
involved in this matter. One is as to the right of
Parliament to pass any legislation on this subject,
and the next is as to how far we ought to go if
Parliament had the right to legislate. I say
nothing at present in regard to the second question,
but I failed to obtain from the Minister of Justice
what his opinion was in regard to the constitution-
ality of this provision. In the Provinces of whose
statute law 1 have any knowledge, it is provided
that any one in possession of personal property
and desiring to secure to another a lien upon that
property, must do so by registered bill of sale, to
protect it against executive creditors or subse-
quently registered bills of sale. Secret bills of
sale are discountenanced. I believe that is the same
provision in Ontario. We are now asked to adopt an
Act declaring that a man may remain in possession
of property of which he is the ostensible owner, and
may give secretly a lien on that property to a
bank without notice, and that is to operate not
only against the man who gives the lien-which
may be an equitable and a legal thing to do-but
that it shall be operative against outsiders, against
execution creditors and others. I press upon the
M inister of Justice the necessity that he should give
an opinion upon this subject. Suppose a man has
100,000 bushels of grain, and he gives the bank a
lien of $10,000, or $20,000, or $30,000, and at the
sanie time he gives a bill of sale to an innocent
party who advances the money believing the
fariner to be the owner of the grain, does the hon.
gentleman believe that this Parliament can legis-
late on a question of that kind, and override the
local legislation declaring that such a lien must
be registered, so that the public may have know-
ledge of it ?

Mr. SPROULE. I think there was a good deal
of force in the observations of the hon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick). The farmers to-day
find that they are outside of the banking institu-
tions because, though a farmer may own fifty or
100 head of cattle, he cannot get anything on them
from the banks, though, if he sells them, the buyer,
who may not have a dollar's worth of property,
can raise money upon them. If a farmer gets any
money froin a bank, it is not upon his stock or his
property, but upon a good endorsed note. The
hon. member for Centre Toronto (Mr. Cockburn),
says we should take care that we should not go
too far in this direction. There is not much danger
of that when the banks have so many representa-
tives in this House looking after their interests.
Though the farmer may have his horses, and his
cattle, and his grain, he cannot get a dollar from
the banks on that security; but, if his stock passes
into the hands of some one else worth nothing,
the purchaser can get what he wants from the
banks on the same security. The result of
this is that private banks are starting up
all over the country, and are- doing the busi-
ness which the chartered banks should do. Of
course, they charge a much higher rate of in-
terest, because they give accommodation to the
fariner in cases of stringency when he could not
get it from a regular bank. If the interpretation
is to be put upon the law which was given by the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), I
think it would be a fortunate thing. I think it
would do away with the difficulty which has caused
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these private banks to be established. This subject ducts "-whether he does not think that almost all
has been discussed by the Granges and the Farmers' persons who come under the denomination of far-
Institutes, and at other meetings of the agricultural mers are embraced within this provision at this
class, and, although they have been unable to moment ?
devise means for meeting the difficulty, they have Mr. DALY. I have been waiting to hear theagreed that there is a great necessity for the estab- remarks of the Minister of Justice as to whatlishment of farmers' banks if they can be pro- interpretation he places upon the words " mann-perly worked out. I believe that the farmers give facturer and producer " in clause 75. I came tothe best security. They have their farm, though the same conclusion as the member for West
there may be a mortgage upon it. They have Durham, upon reading the clause, that, literal
their wheat and their cattle. The hon. member interpreted, the words would include farmers.for Centre Toronto (Mr. Cockburn) says that their According to the interpretation clause, the wordssecurity is so perishable that they cannot raise ' goods, wares and merchandise " include agricul-money on it. Is it less perishable when it goes into tural produce, and if the farmer is not a wholesale
the merchant's hands than when it is mu the hands of producer of agricultural produce, who is ? Particu-
the farmner? But, while the exporter can raise larly in the Province from which I come they are cer-money upon it, the farmer cannot. The farmer is tainly wholesale producers of oats, wheat and barley.
a much more established man than many other Now, I have personal knowledge of the fact that
traders, because he has his land and his money is at this time of the year, in our Province, farmers
invested in it, and lie is not travelling around all are compelled to borrow sums of money of from
the time, and, therefore, his security is better than $100 to $150 ; théy are not able to go to the banks,many of those securities which are taken by the and they have to go to men who have money to
banks to-day. I agree with every word which has lend upon chattel mortgage security, and pay 12,fallen from the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. 15 or 24 per cent., besides the cost of the chattel
Kirkpatrick) on this subject. mortgage ; whereas, if this clause could be extended

Sir DONALD SMITH. I do not see why any so as to include the farmers, they would be able to
distinction should be made between the farmer go to the bank and get their money at 10 per
and any other producer, or why the farmer should cent., which is the outside figure which has been
be put at a disadvantage. Surely you have just charged by any banks in lending money in the
as good security in lending money to the farmer Province of Manitoba. I have discussed this
on his grain and cattle, or anything else he may matter with some frjends of mine in the House,
have, as you have in loaning it to the manu- and bad written ont an anidment some days ago
facturer or the producer of anything else. I really whicl I snbinitted to the Minister of Finance, but
think that it is an injustice to the farmers of the I have tot yet heard what lis views on the matter
country that they should not be allowed to get are. The ametdment I prepared is as follows:
money when they have property to represent it, That clause 75 le amended by adding the following
equally as others who are in business throughout as sub-section 3: "A batk may also lend money to any
the country. I hope if anything further is required person engaged in the business of farming, upon the
in this clause to enable the banks to do what i I securty of goods, chattels and movable property of suchperson, which he may have upon bis farm at the time ef
believe, only fair towards the farmers as compared making sueh advance.
with others, it will be introduced and embodied in The words in this ametdment are as like those
the Bill. contained in sub-section 2 as possible. The Mi-

Mr. BLAKE. Once again, I repeat the sugges- ister of Justice havitg antounced that the sec-
tion that our discussion would be confined in much tion does not include farmers, I beg to move this
more -practicable limits if we could learn first amenient.
whether it is the intention of the Administration Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. meuber foi
to propose to us by the clause, that which the hon.
member for Montreal (Sir Donald Smith) has just o tD isu ak e as the ce
advocated, and which the lion. member for Fronte- I of tis susevie of the intretion lause.
nac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) and the lion. member for uptn it is sueie of the st on he put
Grey (Mr. Sproule) think so desirable, namely,
that the farmer should be in a position in which he goods, wares and merdlandise," and I thitk that
can, by a security note of this description, unregis- the sese of the clause should be more clearly ex-
ctre, byan no batik security for nes- o ressed, enlarging it so as to make it plain that
tered, grant to abnseuiyfradvances upon
articles which lie produces. hon, are included, or in a contrary sense. The

lo.member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) dlesired mie
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It was not the inten- te state on what grounds this Parliament could

tion in framing this clause, to make it apply to daim jurisdiction over the snbject-matter. Icantot
farmers. As I indicated to the hon. member a few do better than refer hir to the decision pronounced
moments ago, the view we took was that the words upon that subject, and 1 think the reasoning in tînt
" manufacturer and producer " were to be taken case of the judges who took the view that this
almost as equivalent expressions. If the sense of legislation was within the powers of this Parlîa
the House is decidedly in favor of including the ment, Mas that it relates to batkitg. I ar not at
farmer in this clause, we will agree to it, but that ail disposed to say this could not be sustained 0n

was not the intention when the clause was other grounds also. I view of the fact that the
drafted. Act las beet upon the Statute-book so long, that

Mr. BLAKE. I would ask the hon. gentleman commercial usage las availed itseif of this pro-
whether in view of the suggestions I have made that vision, and that it las been decided that these pro-
the interpretation clause expressly includes agricul- visions are intra virew of this Parlianent, we ought
tural products, and that you thus find the phrase to satisfy ourselves by listening deferentialy to
to be " wholesale producer of agricultural pro- the protest of the hon. gentleman, without beitg

Mr. SpRaotYLE.
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called upon to reason upon the theory as to whether
this is within our powers or not.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would like to know if
the hon. gentlemen himself assents to the conclusion
arrived at in that case ?

Sir JOHN fJIOMPSON. Yes; I think so.
Mr. BLAKE. I think the decision which is re-

ferred to is based, as far as that subject is expressly
deait with, upon the article of jurisdiction to which
the hon. gentleman has alluded, namely, banking;
and it is founded upon an expression used in the
case of Cushing vs. Dupuy, which is there cited, and
to which we had reference the other evening. I
think that some force is certainly due to the consi-
deration which the Minister of Justice has addres-
sed to us, namely, that for a great many years.
ever since Confederation, more or less, we have
assumed this power, and the assumption has
been accepted to a very large extent in the
practical execution of the bpsiness of the country,
by the banks and by the public at large. But
when we are called upon to deal with enlargements
of the proposition, when we are called upon to go
a great deal further, as it is now claimed we have
been, perhaps, unconsciously called upon to go, and
as we are in fact clearly, by the proposition now
before you, called upon consciously to go, it is
perhaps well to direct attention to the alarm-
ing consequences to which, stretched to the extent
to which they are proposed to be stretched, that
proposition extends ; because, you will see that if
it is to apply to the case of the farmer, it may be
very proper and equally within our power to
apply it, so far as banking purposes are concerned,
to the case of every person who owns any tangible
thing whatever. And it is being proposed to be
extended, and it is, in the judgment of the Minister
of Justice and of my own, whatever the latter
may be worth, by this clause now extended to
certainly very much the largest single class, and
to a class probably equal to one-half of the whole
of the comamunity at this moment. And, therefore,
you have it, I do not mean to say, with respect to
all the goods belonging to that class, but with re-
spect to the goods they produce, that the general
principles of law in all the Provinces, so far as
I know, principles founded upon a fundamental
proposition as to public convenience, iii which the
masses of the community are interested, with re-
spect to the degree of credit which is attached to
the visible possession of personal properties and to
the securities which are required to avoid mistaken
credit being extended, are to be wholly departed
fron. I agree in the general principle which the
hen Minister of Justice has stated, in defining
what was understood to be the intention of this
clause. I can quite well understand that under
the general interpretation of the term there may
be very great difficulties, twofold in their charac-
ter, in carrying out in practice, as applied to manu-
factures, the general principle of non-recognition
of a claini on or of conditional ownership in prop-
erty not in the visible possession of the claimant.
The first difficulty is the constant mutation of the
object, the log being transferred into lumber, the
fleece being turned into cloth ; and so forth ; and
lumber, cloth and so forth being constantly sold to
the public, and replaced by the manufacturer ;
and the second difficulty is the difficulty of credit
to which the hon. gentleman adverted. I can

135

well understand and appreciate as sound the
proposition that, so long as you are able by your
definition to point the attention of the general
public to this fact, that the law declares that in the
case of certain persons the visible ownership of the
stock in trade does not give you the slightest
security that lie really owns that stock ; that it
may be all the property of a bank, and may be
mortgaged for more than it is worth ; and that
you, therefore, are not entitled to give him
credit on his visible possession of it ; you may
in that way get rid of, or minimise at all events,
the inconvenience which is generally felt through-
out those portions of the world which adopt
our principle of jurisprudence to arise from the
recognition of the principle of ownership, condi-
tionally or otherwise, apart from the visible pos-
sessi&n or notoriety of claim. But if you are going
to adopt a provision so extensive as that now sug-
gested, you inust consider what the convenience
of the farmer is, and it is in the light of his con.
venience as a class that you must consider it; and
you must also consider the enormous change you
are going to make in the Provincial regulations with
respect to the ownership of property. It is not to
a snall class or for particular circumstances, but,
substantially, to a very large proportion of the
persons and with respect to a very large propor-
tion of the property owned throughout the
whole of Canada to which the new principle
is to apply, not indeed the principle that the
farmer shall not be able to secure a loan from any-
one upon his property-it would be monstrous
to say he should not-but the principle that the
farmer shall be deprived of the credit and facility
for obtaining money and supplies which exist under
the present law. Because no man, after your pro-
posed change takes place, can tell whether a
farmer really owns one bushel of the grain in
his barn or any of the cattle in his stable. They
cannot go anywhere to find out this informa-
tion ; they cannot go to any place where there is a
register of the chattel nortgage, and they cannot
ascertain anything about it ; but there may be a
note in some bank, which we will not call a
" shaving " shop, which is said to be the farmer's
present resource, which note really represents the
goods. That is one aspect of the case. The other
aspect of the case is that it is proposed to effect,
not merely a partial innovation, to a limited extent
and for defined reasons, upon the ordinary law as
to personal property, but it is proposed practically
to revolutionise that law ; and then you come neces-
sarily to the consideration as to how far it was
really intended, under the constitutional power, to
legislate on " banking," that you should thus inter-
fere with the right of the Provinces to regulate the
disposition of personalty and indeed of real pro-
perty as well. I know no reason, none in the world,
why, if this power does exist, you might not apply
it to the land. I do not know why you cannot say
by another sub-section that by a note of hand or by
a verbal promise made by a farmer to a bank, a
mortgage may be made on his land. The legisla-
tive rights of the Provinces cover proerty and civil
rights. The same words embrace th, and you
may as well, so far as the jurisdictional question
is concerned, provide for an oral charge upon lands
by the farmer or the owner in favor of a bank or
for a parol charge or a charge by an intrument not
under seal and not registered. So this opens a

[MAY 1, 1890.] 42944,29 3



[COMMONS]

very large question, and it is sufficient to say that
while I would acquiesce in the view of the hon.
gentleman, reserving my personal opinion as to this
question-while I would acquiesce in the view
that he might not unfairly call on this Parliament
to re-enact substantially those provisions which
have been assumed to be the law of the land, in
regard to which there is some color of support, at all
cvents of judicial authority, yet when the Minister
of Justice calls upon us to make a change so exten-
sive as the change which now appears to be clearly
involved inthe amendment, we are bound to consider
the whole question, seeing that we are further invad-
ing the Provincial power, however strong the posi-
tion of the Province may be, by the proposed appli-
cation to these new conditions of the propositions
we are invited to accept. With respect to the
question of the farmer's advantage to be obtained
by this extension, 1 suppose that the great bulk of
the representatives of this House are representa-
tives of rural districts or of districts in which the
farming community forms a great majority. I
suppose they have at heart the interests of those
classes of their constituents, and no suggestion
to do them a real benefit could possibly meet with
anything else than the most respectful attention
and the most earnest desire to give it effect. The
question whether you can provide cheap money
and easy money for the farmer is a question which
has puzzled so-called theorists and speculators upon
financial questions for a long time. You have had
the proposition of the land bank, the proposition
for farmers' banks, the proposition for a national
currency based upon the land, or an irredeemable
currency, you have had numerous proposals to help
the farming community to cheap and easy money ;
but the conditions upon which cheap and easy
money are to be obtained are absolutely opposed to
the principles which, in regard to the production
and manufacture of goods, are found to be sustained
by this House and by this country at the present
day. It is the law of supply and demand and
of free competition, which is the vital and effectual
Iaw in this regard. The moment the farmer can
show that he can give the same prospect of a return,
with the same rapidity, with the same advantage,
with the same security that other competitors
for the stock of available money can give, he
will get all the money he wants; and to the ex-
tent to which he cannot show that he will never
get it ; and if this Parliament sit from now to
Christmas, it will never be able to give it to him.

Mr. SPROULE. Yes ; it has been done in
Germany.

Mr. BLAKE. How?

Mr. SPROULE. There are farmers' banks
there.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not talking of farmers'
banks. The hon. gentleman says he knows about
it-and he knows about everything-but he told
us himself that the farmers have been considering
the question of farmers' banks for a long time, and
that they have not been able to find the way of
working them; nor has the hon. gentleman done
so. I advise him to go to Germany and find out.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman may have
as much time at his disposal to go there and find
out as I have.

Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. BLAKE. I will try and find out the next
time I am there. In the meantime, as we have
not the information from Germany, and as the con-
dition of German farmers, and the condition of Ger-
man operatives, and the condition, of German
society, and thecondition of Germanmanufacturers,
and the condition of German politics at this
moment, is not the most favorable in this world,
we had, perhaps, better not attempt to find light
from Germany, for the purposes of this debate
at all events, and proceed to consider what else
we can do. The present proposal is not to
find the money in Germany or to adopt the
plan of Germany ; but it is to establish it by
arranging--although I do not think that would be
the effect of the hon. gentleman's amendment-
that the farmer may be able by this cheap and
easy process to pledge his property to the bank.
I think that the hon. gentleman's amendment,
which simply says that the farmer may obtain
money upon the security of his property, is an
amendment which does not alter the position of
the farmer one whit. He can nowe obtain money
upon the security of his property if he only finds
any one who will lend it to him. There is no
objection at present to his giving a chattel mort-
gage or to his giving security, according to the
Provincial law, to private lenders. The question
is what the advantage or detriment to him may be,
if the provision be introduced which permits him
to give a security note to a bank, instead of a chattel
mortgage to a private lender, which security note
puts him, as an agricultural producer, in the same
position as the producer of other produce, or the
manufacturer of other goods. The position of
the farmer then will be just this: By his giv-
ing a security note, that is to say, without
divulging to the rest of the world that he
is giving a mortgage--he will be able to se-
cure the bank for the advance. That is all that
can be proposed in this regard, and the ques-
tion we have to consider is, would this be to
the advantage of the great mass of the fatmers,
who, I am happy to believe, do not want to borrow
upon personal security , but who do want to be able
to retain and use that security in their ordinary
transactions which is due to the realisation of the
factby those with whom they deal, that they are the
owners of .certain property, upon which general
credit they are supplied with goods and given
money. The general basis of credit which the farm-
ing community enjoy at present would be destroyed
by - this proposal, and any advantage which it
may give them will be counterbalanced, far more
than counterbalanced by this loss. My own
opinion is that the mass of the farming commwuitY
would be seriously damnified by this proposal.
I believe there would arise a degree of uncertainty
with regard to the ordinary basis of credit, in
reference to the whole farming community of the
country which would be most calamitous, and that
instead of helping the farmer, we would do hin
a serious injury. I do not think it makes much
difference to the banks at all, for it is not so much a
banking question ; but as far as the interest of the
farmer is concerned, I believe he is better off
as he is now, than he would be if this amendmeint
were introduced into the clause.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not agree with
the hon. gentleman, at the present moment at anY
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rate, and, until further consideration, I cannot agree remarks which have been made in favor of includ-
that by simply enlarging the class of persons to ing the farmers within the classes of persons who
whom this principle is to be applied, we vio- may give warehouse receipts upon their property -
late, to any extent, the rule of the construction there is this reason against the change ; that by
of the British North America Act, which was laid the provisions of this Act, we are onily allowing
down in the Smith case. two classes of persons to give warehouse receipts.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear. I agree. The one class of persons are the bailees,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I thought the hon. the keepers, the custodians of the property of

gentleian differed from that. I agree, however others. If the fariner has his grain or his fruit

and I think hon. gentlemen opposite who have ready for the market, he can now, under the pro-
an~~~~~~~l~~ Iuhn o.gnlmnopst h aevsos of this Bill, even though this clause rnay

spoken, will agree with qie in the view that this, no of to Bi l, ut tis plauerty
being a subject open to concurrent legislation- not be applied to him at all, put his property
and in saying " concurrent legislation," I am nto the hands of the warehouse man and raise a

assuming to be correct the decision of the Supreme loan upon the warehouse receipt which he obtains.
Court of Canada as to our powers-we have the The only other class of persons to whom we
systein established in all the Provinces of chattel propose to give the power to issue securities on
mortgage; the necessity for notoriety, in regard to their own property, are the manufacturers who
chattel mortgages, and the effect which is put are carrying goods, wares, and merchandise to the
upon the change of possession of property in rela- point of completion ; as, for instance, the boot and
tion to credit. We hve, as concerns a limited shoe manufacturer who takes the leather and the
in to ret.sonsve, aesricioncbyrs Pd hides into his warehouse, or into his factory, andiauntber of persons, a restriction by this Par- carres them forward to the time when the bootsuinent upon that general principle. I do agree, and shoes are completed and ready for the

most decidedly, that it is unwise for us to ad hs is one in re r t e
invade the principles and the rules of procedure, thetn to carry on the process of manufacture.
and the rules of business, established by Provin- And so of the cotton manufacturer, who takes into
cial legislation, further than we are called upon to As of the otton ar who tes mt
go in legislating, according to the line which ils factory the raw cotton, and manipulates it
has been followed since the Banking Act itself was util the fished product is tnned out and ready
established. I think that we can follow out the for the aret. Teese ip s not pphc-
principle of this clause, in so far as to make it able to the farmer, because it is only proposed, so
applicable to all classes of manufacturers of pro- far as le is concerned, that w-e shal apply this
duce, and that in doing that, even if to somne system to lis prodnct i its fished state when it
extent we are widening the definition of the is ready for the market. So that, on the pri-
persons to whom the present clause applies ciple on which tbe warehouse system is based
we are still acting clearly within the principl' and on the prmciple on which it is restricted
of the clause. I agree thus far with the hon. for the purpose of enabling manufacturers to
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), that carry on their manufactures to completion, it
we would be widely increasing our invasion of seems to me the argument fails to be apphic-
Provincial practice, and of Provincial legislation, able to the farnIg class. I am unable, there-
with regard to liens, and invading it to a very fore--and I think I express the view of my
imaterial extent, indeed, by adopting the amend- colleagues-to concur in the amendmqent proposed
ment which my hon. friend from Selkirk (Mr. by my hon. friend. Commg to the question of the
Daly) proposes. Now, let mie call the attention of manner in which we shall restrict the section-
the Conmittee to what the hon. gentleman's reso- admitting, as the hon. meinmber for West Durhai
lution is. It says l has said, that it is capable of a construction that

t te a would make it applicable to the farmer-I think
That the bank may also lend money'to any person en- we should strike out the words " or producer,"

gaged in the business of farming, upon security." so as to make it apply to the manufacturer alone.
Before I read what the security is, let me refer to It may be possible that a better form of words
the reasons given why advances should be made to could be devised ; but I am now discussing the
farmers. We are told that it is reasonable that question of principle ; and, so far as the principle
the products which are intended for market ; the is concerned, it was not intended that this section
grain stored in the barn, the hay, the apples, the should apply to the farmer ; and I think it
fruits of any kind, should be the subject of advances would be unsound, froin the farmer's point of
by the bank, but the resolution of my hon. friend view, the banker's point of view, the Provincial
goes much further than this. It says : point of view, and the warehouse receipt point of

" That the bank may also lend money to any person en- view, that we should extend it to that class or to
gaged in the business of farming, upon the security of any other class than the simple warehousenans and
the goods and chattels and movsble property of such the manufacturer. We must rememnber that in
Dersons which he may have upon the farni at the time of extending it even to the manufacturer, we are de-iaking such advance.", parting from the original principle on which the
Therefore, that ainendment goes far beyond the warehouse receipt was based, namely, the princi-
products of the farm which are intended for the ple of bailment, the man who gives the warehouse
market, and it authorises a lien upon the agricul- receipt being supposed to be the custodian of pro-
tural implements, and upon the chattels on the perty, and giving a receipt which will bind him ;
farmer's premises ; altogether introducing a new and in the operation of that principle of bailment,
principle, and one which, I think, it is doubtful, Provincial legislation, as regards notoriety of the
both as a matter of policy and as a matter of law, lien, or possession of the goods, is amply satisfied
w-e ought to adopt. There is another reason why, if there has been a deposit of the goods in the
irrespective of the wide extent of my hon. friend's hands of another person, who himself gives the
anendnent-and this objectiop applies to all the receipt on which he is responsible, and by which he
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is estopped. We have widened that principle to
make it apply to the manufacturer; and if I am
right in my view of section 54, we went beyond
the manufacturer, and allowed certain classes who
are not manufacturers, but not including so large
a class as farmers, to give warehouse receipts in
respect of their own goods. We do not extend
the right to so large a class to whon, as the hon.
member for West Durham has said, it would be a
doubtful benefit ; but whether detrimental to
the fariner or not, it would decidedly be detri-
mental to the business principles of a community,
who have been accustomed, in so plain and ordi-
nary a business as farming, to look to the products
as the property of the producer, unless the bills
of sale register, or the chattel mortgage register
shows that there has been a change of title.

the goods he manufactures. I think perhaps the
amendment of the hon. member for Selkirk (Mr.
Daly) goes a little too far in proposing that the
farmer shall have the right to give a security on
his machinery or movable effects. There is no
proposal here that the manufacturer shall give a
security on his machinery, but only on the goods
he manufactures. A warehouseman, who is simply
a bailee of other persons' property, can go to a
bank, and say: " I have so much property in my
care, and I will give you my receipt for it, and I
shall be liable to penalties if I dispose of it," that
is one class of security. But if you give a security
on the goods manufactured by a manufacturer, I
do not see why you should not give a fariner an
equal right to go to a bank and say : " I have a
thousand bushels of grain in my barn, I want an

advnc on it an I;1 wil iv o it
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If I understand the 1 f

argument of the hon. member for West Durham
aright, it is that the attempt by this House to Mr. LANDERKIN. Can he not do that now?
legislate on what he calls the security notes is an Mr. KIRKPATRICK. No; he cannot.
infringement on Provincial rights ; that it is a clear Mr. BLAKE. Fortunately for lin.
infringement of the civil right in property for us Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I do not thmk it is for-
to legislate that any security on the class of goods tunate for lim. The consequence is that if before
mentioned should be a prior lien, unless there was he can seli lis grain, whîle waiting for a rise, or
a change of possession, or unless we complied for sume other reasun, ho wants to get an advaice,
with the Provincial laws in regard to registration; he cannot get it.
and he showed that the matter was liable to great
frauds. On that point, I think there is a great Mr. LANDERKIN. Why
deal in what le says. I stated, in my previous Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Because lie cannot give
remarks, that I thought there should be some that as a security. He las to get an endorser, and
additional security taken by any bank lending on go to a shaver outside before he can get an advance.
such a class of securities ; but, after showing that Mr. LANDERKIN. If you go to a bank, do you
these security notes were so much worthless paper, not have to get an endorser?
the hon. member for West Durham proceeds to
state that the farmner, by giving this worthless M.KRPTIK o ol aetsteurty, is e enanerg y h isng crdt.i otl give a chattel mortgage. But the fariner cannot,security,as this manufacturer can, go to a bank and say:

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say that the security wilI give you the security on this 1,000 bushels of
notes were so much worthless paper. grain; but he must go to a note shaver and pay

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The hon. gentleman a large discount. Whereas, if e could go to
said it was an infringement of civil rights, and that on nrport a ade mnefatafr re,
in order to become a security, there must be a givin ecrt as the muAtrer es,
registration or aif this advantage is not given to the farmers, I do

Mr. BLAKE. What I pointed out was that it not see why it should be given to the manufac-
was highly questionable, in my present judgment, turers. If it is good for one class of the coinu-
whether we lad the power to so interfere with the nity, it is good for the other. I would suggest to
Provincial laws on this subject; but discussing the hon. member for Selkirk that in bis amendient
the policy with respect to the fariner, I assumed, he should ask simply the transposition of these
both in his case and in the case of the manufac- teris. so as to make the clause read: -any persoi
turer, that the security note would be valid, engaged in busines as a producer or wholesale
because, if void, it would make no difference. maufacturer of any goods, wares, or mer-

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. First, it was highly chaudise.
-4.: 1 1 4- i Mr. BLAKE. Fortuly fo i.

UULÂULIU1WUMr. KIRKPATRICK.U lI doLnotUthink dit.is for-

ou u w e er was wor anytL ng ; an ,n
the second place, it was injuring the credit of the
fariner. If it injures the credit of the fariner, it
injures the credit of the manufacturer, and, there-
fore, the clause is altogether objectionable. The
clause, originally, was confined to warehousemen
who had the property of others committed to their
care, and who could properly give a warehouse
receipt ; but now it is proposed to extend it to
manufacturers of goods.

Mr. BLAKE. It is already extended.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The manufacturers and

producers of goods have a right to give a ware-
house receipt, and if they do. I do not see why the
fariner, who is a producer, should not give the
saine receipt and get advances of the sec urity of

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.

fIr. KIRKPATRICK. If the sentence were so
transposed, that would test the sense of the House
on the question whether or not this class of
secured notes should extend to the farmers as well
as to the manufacturers ; it would not create the
objection pointed out by the hon. the Minister of
Justice, that it would give the fariner the right to
give security upon his machinery.

Mr. BLAKE. I quite agree with the hon. gen-
tleman that the amendment he suggests would be
the way to put the farmers in just the position in
which he proposes to place thein. Let me give a
practical illustration of the difficulties of the situ-
ation and of the difference between the two classes
to which he refers. The manufacturer who gives a
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security note is, of course, in constant relations,
perhaps too constant relations for the comfort of
both, with his banker ; and the banker, if he knows
his business, keeps a pretty close eye upon the
customer whose security note he has, and there
must be always a good deal of trust and confidence
in the business. The banker has confidence that
the manufacturer, who is constantly disposing of
his goods, will,* notwithstanding this, keep in
stock, on the whole, the security of manufactured
stuff which is represented by the secured note.
That is the position of the manufacturer, and
that is the way in which the thing is worked.
Then the banker if he knows his business, knows
whether the manufacturer is keeping two banking
accounts ; and if the manufacturer clandestinely
keeps a second account with another bank, he
generally comes to grief, to the loss of one or both.
There again you have the trust, the confidence, the
watchfulness and vigilance which it is possible
to apiply to that class of cases. But these condi-
tions do not apply to the farmer. He resides a
little way, let us say, out of Kingston, where there
are several banks, or a little way out of Toronto,
where there are a great many banks. He iay or
nay nlot have come into town, and at one of the

fifteen or twenty banking offices may or may not
have obtained a discount by giving his security
note upon his grain or cattle. Who is to tell
whether he bas done so or not ? How are you to
know at any time whether he really owns the
grain or cattle which he offers as security, or
whether, if he wants to sell, they are his to sell.
A degree of uncertainty necessarily exists in his
case which does not exist in the other; and in
order to enable the borrowing farmer, who bas
not credit enougli in his own locality, to borrow
without giving a chattel mortgage, every fariner
in the country is to have the assumed title to his
property placed in doubt and the facilities for the
sale and disposal of his property considerably
inpeded.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Does a grain dealer
buying grain go to a registry office to see whether
a chattel mortgage is registered against it ?

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. No more would he go to

a bank to see whether there was a secured note
against it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The difficulty I have ob-
served in the past has been that the borrowing
powers of the farmers exceed their real require-
ments, and the consequence is that many a farmer
has been enabled to borrow, not only from the
banks, but to run accounts with merchants and
others beyond what lie really requires. That is
where the difficulty arises. The hon. member for
Selkirk says that the farmers in his county cannot
get a dollar on credit at the bank. He is not saying
very much for the stability or reputation of the
farmers there ; in the part of the country I come
from the farmers are regarded as the best security,
and the banks are willing to discount their notes.

Au hon. MEMBER. What about all the farm
mortgages ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is the result of the
National Policy. The farmers are regarded by the
banks as the most safe and solvent people to deal
with, and the banks are quite willing to give theni

money ; and how it is in Selkirk and in Frontenac
those farmers cannot get money I do not under-
strand.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. They can get money.
It is for your farmers I am speaking.

Mr. LANDERKIN. My farmers can get more
credit than is good for them. That is the difficulty.
If their credit were abridged it wo uld be very much
better for them. Instead of encouraging thein to
put out lines of credit, it would be very much bet-
ter to bring them down to the grangers' platforms,
or a aash basis. The grangers have done a great
deal of good in inculcating the principle of cash
payments in farmers' transactions. There are very
few farmers where I come from who require to
borrow money, and if they do they can get money
from the banks at cheaper rates than can business
men, because their security is infinitely better.
There is no class of men whose characters and repu-
tations are as good as the farmers, and no class of
men can get money as cheaply.

An hon. MEMBER. I thought they were all
bankrupt.

Mr. L4NDERKIN. They are apparently bank-
rupt in Frontenac and Selkirk.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for South
Grey has given a convincing reply to the number
of speeches he has made in this House during the
Session, in which he proved, to his own satisfaction,
that the farmers of this country were in a deplor-
able condition. Now he says they are the very
best security in the country. I believe he is right,
and I have always held that view. I wish to refer
to some observations that were made by the hon.
member for West Durham. I understood hin to
say that a farmer could get moiey upon a chattel
mortgage from a bank. Perhaps I misunderstood
him.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say that.

Mr. SPROULE. I have only to say with regard
to the arguments of the bon. niember for West
Durham, whether valuable or otherwise I am un-
able to say, that while there is no doubt that his
legal knowledge and high standing enables hin
at any time to give valuable information upon this
or any other sùbject, I would like him to under-
stand that while I hold the position I occupy in
this House, I have the saine right as lie, though
not possessed of as high legal attainments or great
common sense, of expressing ny views on any sub-
ject which may engage the attention of Parliament.
There is too much disposition on the part of hon.
gentlemen to sneer at common members when they
attempt to say a word on behalf of the fariner.
There is too much of that kind of thing, and I do
not think it becomes the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), or any other hon. member of
this House. The hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) spoke of the impossibility of establish-
ing banks which farmers could take advantage of
in the manner which I had referred to, and I
then stated that I understood, from reading
political economists, that they had been estab-
lished in Germany and had been successfully
worked in other parts of the world, and that I
thought it was not unreasonable to suppose that
we could establish thein here. Should that be
sneered at ? Every hon. member here who repre-
sents an agricultural constituency, and knows the
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difficulty the farmers have to contend with, will
appreciate my statement, that if such a law could
be placed on the Statute-book here, and if the
farmers could take advantage of it, it should be
done. I do not think it is in very good taste for
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
or any other hon. niember, to refer in such a
sneering manner to a suggestion coming from a
common menber of this House.

Mr. BLAKE. I can assure the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Sproule) that I did not make any observations
on his remarks with any sneering intent. I may
say that I do not know of any common member of
this House, and I can assure the hon. gentleman
that, so far from regarding him as a common mem-
ber, I regard him as a most uncommon member.

Mr. SPROULE. Any one who heard the hon.
gentleman's remarks, and the warmth he displayed
in delivering could come to no other conclusion
than that they were made in a sneering spirit.

Mr. BARRON. The suggestion made by the
hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirpatrick) was
one which I intended to make later in the Session.
My opinion has been somewhat shaken by this
discussion. I can see that, if it is known to the
world that a farmer can go to the bank and obtain
a certificate on the grain in his barn, it will create
a doubt as to whether any farmer is or is not
encumbered by these certificates. 1, therefore,
think it is open to grave doubts whether the amend-
ment which I proposed to suggest, and in which
some hon. gentlemen opposite agreed with me,
should be adopted. But, if the law is made as it
is proposed to be by this Bill, there is no reason
why we should not transpose the words as sug-
gested by some bon. gentleman. The Minister of
Justice says we are widening the law.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In regard to one
elass.

Mr. BARRON. Quite so. Therefore everyone
dealing with that particular class runs more or less
danger. In the Province of Ontario we have had
experience of the evils resulting from this class of
legislation. It was the law that any manufacturer
could sell an article retaining in himself the title,
and, if his vendee sold that article to any one else,
the latter would find that the property remained
in the hands of the original vendor. I think it
important to read to the House an extract froin a
judgment of Chancellor Boyd in the case of Banks
and Robinson, which shows the danger of this
kind of legislation, which puts it in the power of
certain persons to commit a fraud. Chancellor
Boyd says :

"Better to safeguard commercial morality, it would
be expedient to make provision for giving publicity by
registration to dealings such as this. The effeet of the
transaction (though it may not be contrary to the law) is
to proteet the credit of a trader who is yet heavily
weighed with undisclosed obligations. Grave suspicions
must always arise in the minds of creditors whose claims
are supQrseded biy some instrument of peculiar charac -
ter, produced at a period of crisis, by which all the as-
sets of their debtor are secured to a mere relative."
I say that this Bill, widening the law, as the
Minister of Justice admits it does, gives the chance
to certain persons of going to the bank, depositing
their receipts, giving themselves a fictitious stand-
ing in the community, and doing a great deal of
injury, particularly to those who have to do busi-
ness with them.

Mr. SPRouiýE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have verygreat hesitation in interfering in a question so
purely legal as this, but it does occur to me that
the gentlemen who speak more particularly on the
part of the farmers would do well to consider
whether, as business is carried on in our country
districts, they would not be creating a weapon of
oppression on the farmers by passing this provi-
sion. We know that it is the custom for country
merchants to give large credits to the farmers, and
in times of distress you will generally find that
the farmers are largely indebted to the merchants.
If occurs to me, that if such an amendment as this
is pressed, the merchants will insist upon the
farmers signing notes, and, if that were done, and
if these notes were placed in the hands of the banks,
and if this lien was attached to these notes, the
latter condition of the farmer would be much
worse than the first. I believe that would be the
case in nany districts in Ontario-I do not speak
for other Provinces-and, if I have followed this
discussion correctly, the practical effect of bring-
ing the farmers under this clause might be enorm-
ously to multiply the chattel mortgages or
securities equivalent to chattel mortgages, and I
do not think that is what any advocate of the
farmers' interests would desire.

Mr. DESJARDINS. From what I understood
of the clause, I thought it would be desirable to
enact it in order to help the wholesale manufac-
turers to mhanufacture their goods or to assist a
shipper of those goods when he wants to expedite
his merchandise ; but, if you extend that further,
I think you are legislating in a dangerous direc-
tion which will not produce the benefit expected,
especially if you extend it to the farming class. I
do not think the farmers would benefit in any way
by having the privilege of mortgaging their grain
or their goods by that process. They are very
well known where they live. The banks which
are willing to loan them money when they are in
good standing, will not go to the trouble of securing
their notes upon the goods the farmers have in
their hands, because if the banks will not trust
them for the money they desire to use until they
can realise upon heir grain, they will not be likely
to take a mortgage on that grain, because they
will not put a man there to watch it, as they would
have to do in every district where they made
loans. So I do not think the farmers would obtain
any benefit from this proposed law. The oppor-
tunity you would give them of mortgaging their
goods in that way would be to their detriment
rather than to their advantage ; and I do not
think the banks would be willing to engage in
that business at all.

Mr. COCHRANE. As a farmer I am not able
to decide a question where lawyers disagree ; but
it does seem to me a strange doctrine that if I
want to get a loan on a thousand bushels of
wheat I must take it to a storehouse and get
a warehouse receipt before I can get a loan at the
bank. I cannot see why my thousand bushels of
wheat is not as good security for the bank in my
barn, as it would be in the storehonse. I an aware
of the fact that I can draw my thousand bushels of
wheat to the storehouse, and other farmers can do
the same thing, and we can get our receipts,
and the man who purchases the wheat can go to
the bank and raise the money to pay for our wheat.
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I cannot see why the fariner should not be in the
saine position as the manufacturer. We are told
here that the banker keeps close watch of the
manufacturer to whom he makes an advance. As
I understand it, nany manufacturers in this coun-
try are carrying on their business altogether on
capital furuished by the banks, and the banks are
partly keeping the manufacturer up all the way
through. It is only at certain times in the year
that the fariner wants any advantage from the
bauk. I eau conceive that it is just at that
season of the year when as one hon. gentleman
says, we are getting into difficulty with the
nierchants, that we want the very relief the
amendnent proposes to give us. For instance, I
am owing a merchant, and I have a thousand
bushels of wheat to dispose of. The merchant
comes around and presses me for the payment of
that account. Well, if I cannot raise money on
ny wheat in the barn and get an advance, accord-
ing to the doctrine laid down to-night, I must
draw my wheat away to some storehouse and get
a storehouse receipt before I can get an advance
from the bank for the grain that I had in my barn.
Now, at present I cannot get an advance when
the grain is in my barn to pay the merchant who
may be hard up, but, according to the amendment
that has been offered, I could get an advance
on that wheat and thus be able to tide over the
difficulty, and at the saine time benefit fromn any
advance in the price of wheat which might take
place. Now, why should I not be in the saine
position as anybody else who wants to get money
from the bank ? It would help me to pay my debt,
and at the saine tirme it would relieve me of the
necessity of paying some lawyer for drawing out a
chattel mortgage. I cannot conceive why a far-
mer, if be is able to give a security, should not be
in the saine position as a manufacturer or anybody
else.

Mr. WATSON. Like some other farmers in
the House, I am at some difficulty to know where
I am located on a question on which the lawyers
themselves cannot agree. Having some knowledge
of the requirements of the farmers I can speak as to
what would be in their interest, at least. Now, I
conceive that there are some difficulties in the way
of accepting the whole amendment moved by the
hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) ; that is,
when you take in agricultural implements,
because in many instances it is very hard to find
out, even in Manitoba to-day, as the bon. gentle-.
man knows, who is the actual owner of those
implements. In many cases the implements do
not belong to the fariner, who is usually paying a
very high interest on the notes, which they call
out there cast-iron notes, and the implements are
actually the property of the manufacturer until
the notes are entirely paid. I agree with the
suggestion of the bon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) that the farmers should be placed
in the same position as any other grain dealer.
Take the case of a farmer, as suggested by one
hon. gentleman, who has 5,000 bushels of wheat in
his granary, or on his farm. Why should he
not be able to go to the bank and borrow
Ioney on that grain, the saine as the warebouse-
man after that grain passes out of his hands? The
difficulty we have in the West is the fact that a
great number of farmers want a small amount of

money for a short time, and under the present
system they have got to have an endorser. When
the bank wants security it will take a farmer, in
our country, as quickly as any other man, that is,
if he has a lot of chattels and a lot of loose
property, or more than 160 acres of land; be-
cause in Manitoba they have an exemption law,
which exempts 160 acres of land, three horses and
certain other articles, which cannot be touched for
any debt, unless the man sees fit to encumber those
articles by a chattel mortgage. That being the
case, if a farmer wants money he has got to get an
endorser, and he goes to his neighbor, who is
another fariner, but the bank hesitates to advance
the money if these farmers have only 160 acres of
land each, because, under the exemption law, the
bank cannot recover froi the endorser, because he
is the possessor of only 160 acres of land, and the
bank cannot touch that for debt. The great trouble
is that the fariners, when they want a loan for four
or five months, borrow noney at this season of the
year for the purpose of tiding thein over until after
the harvest. They rnay want $200 or $300, and they
cannot acquire that except by mortgaging their
farm or going to a loan company, and the loan
company will not loan money for a less period than
five or seven years. Any man who has a farn can
borrow money on his farm by mortgage; but there
is a difficulty in giving too great facilities for bor-
rowing money, as bas been suggested by some hon.
gentlemen here. When a fariner wants to borrow
mnoney and has to pay $10, or $15, or even $25 for
the purpose of naking out that mortgage, although
he may only want one or two hundred dollars at
the time, he will say to hinself that inasmuch as
lie bas to go to the expense of paying a solicitor to
make the mortgage, he may as well borrow $500,
and the result is that the farmer will borrow more
money than be requires, and be is thereby tempted
to engage in risky speculations. That being the
case, I say the farmer ought to be enabled to go to a
bank, and give such security as may be satisfac-
tory to that bank for a short loan fron three to
six months, for the exact amount which lie
requires. Under the present system lie lias to go
to those shaving shops, as they have been well
termed, where he bas got to pay 12, 15, 20 and I
have knowu as high as 25 per cent. for noney, and
any person knows that no man can engage in busi-
ness and pay that percentage on money for several
months. I think the fariner should be put in the
same condition as the manufacturer or producer.
He is a producer, and why should be not beable to
raise money on that produce, the same as a manu-
facturer on his goods ? The bon. member for
West Durham suggests that the manufac-
turer who sells to retailers is the only person,
according to the Interpretation Act, who is able to
take advantage of this clause. In what position
would that place some of our manufacturing in-
dustries ? Take for example manufacturers of agri-
cultural implements, who are somne of the largest
manufacturers in Canada to-day. They manu-
facture their goods and sell them to the farmers
direct. According to the interpretation of this
clause given by the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake), sncb a manufacturer, employing a
thousand men, would not be able to take advan-
tage of this provision if he sells his goods direct to
the farmers. From the position taken by hon.
gentlemen on both sides of the House it is appar-
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ently not the intention to accept this amendment,
and if it is not adopted I have a proposition to
make which should be accepted, and that is, that
the banks also may loan money to any person
engaged in farming on real estate security. No
doubt some hon. gentlemen interested in loan
companies may object to this provision, but if this
were inserted it would entirely fill the bill as re-
gards Manitoba and the North-West Territories,

ecause there we have a different land
title systei to that prevailing in other por-
tions of the Dominion, namely, the Torrens
system. A farmer should be able to go to
a bank with his Torrens' certificate which forms
the title to his land, and state that he wished to
borrow one, two or three hundred dollars for six
months, and he would hand in his certificate for
security. This certificate would be deposited in
the vaults of the bank, and be perfect security for
the loan. A loan could thus be obtained without
any unnecessary expense to the farmer. If the
farmer is not able to do so with the bank, he is
sometimes obliged to give a chattel mortgage on
some of his stock, and the hon. member for Sel-
kirk (Mr. Daly) could probably give the House
some particulars in regard to the cost of a mort-
gage, but I know a great expense is involved. If
farmers are allowed to borrow money under
the system I propose, they could obtain it in
Manitoba at 8 per cent., which is the regular rate
of discount to merchants in that Province. I hope
the Minister of Justice, if he does not see fit to
adopt the amendment of the hon. member for Sel-
kirk (Mr. Daly), will be willing to adopt the
amendment J suggest. I can see a great difficulty
in a farmer being allowed to chattel-nortgage his
implements, because it is difficult to find out who
is the real owner, because they do not pass from the
manufacturer until the last dollar has been paid
on them.

Mr. DALY. In reply to the hon. member for
Grey (Mr. Landerkin) I may say some of the
farmers in our part of the country are not only in
a position so that they do not require to borrow
money from the bank, but they are in a position to
lend nbney themnselves. But neither a farmer in
Grey nor elsewhere can go to a bank and obtain a
loan unless he gives a security in the shape of an
endoiser. We want to prevent farmers being
compelled to go to banks and give such security,
because a fariner feels under an obligation to
oblige his neighbor when in turn he is asked to
endorse. I draw attention to clause 65, which
says that banks shall not make either direct or
indirect advances on security, mortgage or hypo-
thecation of any land, tenement or movable pro-
perty, or upon the security of any goods, wares or
merchandise. The Act prevents the banks making
loans on goods, wares and merchandise, and I have
moved my amendment so that the farmer can go
to the bank and give as security his chattels the
sane as the producer and manufacturer can secure
advances on his own goods. With respect to the
difficulty as to the security, I will strike out the
words " and chattels and movable property." As to
the difficulty with respect to banks and as to grant-
ing a loan on products of the farm, on securities not
registered and as to which the general public might
be ignorant, I will add to the clause the following :
"provided that in addition to the security that

Mr. WATsoN.

may be given under this section the bank shall
take a chattel mortgage on his goods." So that,
notice will be given to any persons dealing with a
farmer that the bank in addition to the security
under the clause itself, has a chattel mortgage on
these goods.

Mr. WALDIE. The discusson has taken a wide
range, but it has not dealt with the question from
a business point of view. The banks are the
creation of this Parliament and are specially privi-
leged, and they are surrounded with restrictions
in regard to their dealings with the public. We
discussed a few nights ago the desirability of banks
having ample reserves to meet their circulation,
and the liabilities which the banks were under to
their creditors in regard to deposits which might
be called for. To-night we are discussing a propo-
sition to permit banks to lend moneys for a period
of time that would absolutely lock up their
assets in unavailable securities and make their
assets unavailable to meet the demands of deposi-
tors and the circulation. These two matters must
be considered together. You must consider that,
if you permit the banks to loan money on mort-
gage of real estate, their assets would become
locked up, and the availability of the security for
converting securities into gold to meet a demand
that might be made on its circulation and deposits,
would not exist. I take it that the extension of
the warehouse business has been the outcome of
the necessities of the country. Within the last
twenty or thirty years, the manufacturing indus-
tries of the country have largely increased, and it
has become a necessity that the larger manufac-
turer should have banking accommodation. It was
found inconvenient for them to transfer their
raw material, or the products of their ware-
house into the hands of a bailee, and the wisdom
of Parliament, four or five years ago, extended
to a number of manufacturers and producers, the
right to borrow and to give security upon their
material and their manufactured goods. For
instance, the lumberman has been enabled to give
security to the banks upon saw-logs when produced,
and to continue that security until it was in the
shape of lumber in the mill-yard. The cotton
manufacturers are able to arrange a credit with the
banks and to import their cotton-consigned to the
banks, perhaps-the banks allowing it to go into
the hands of the mill owners to be manufactured
into cloth, and the cloth still held as security for
the loan. I do think it would be unwise for this
Parliament to restrain the banks in their modes of
accepting that security, which the necessities of the
country has created. I am quite sure that the
banks do not object to the farmers borrowing
money or to Parliament allowing them to borrow
money from the banks, by giving any kind of
security; but if the farmer gives security to the
bank, he, of course, weakens his security to any
other person from whom he receives credit. It
is undesirable that the assets of the banks,
which should be kept easily available, should be
locked up in real estate. As to the rights of the
Provinces to pass legislation on this question, i
have no hesitation in accepting the doctrine that
if this Parliament has a right to constitute a bank
and to give it certain privileges, it has also a right.
to extend these privileges, so that the functions it

has created may be used in the public good and for
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the welfare of the country. Parliament has created
the banks for the purposes of promoting trade and
commerce, and I think it should give them every
facility for transacting the business of the country.
The fact is that the Provincial Legislatures by
permitting liens to be retained on manufacturers'
goods, have to a large extent done away with the
registration of chattel security. I think we might
move in the same direction, that security may be
given by manufacturers and by wholesale dealers
upon their products in their own hands.

Mr. MITCHELL. This debate has taken a
very wide range, and, I suppose, very few of us
imagined, when we came to consider, that this
celebrated section would have taken up so much
of the time of the louse. There are two sides to
this question. We may pass whatever legislation
we like in relation to giving banks the power to
loan money to farmers, but my impression is that
the great difficulty will be for the farmers to get
that loan from the banks. After the elaborate
and full discussion we have had upon this par-
ticular section, I think that the Minister of
Finance, now that he thoroughly understands the
sentiments of the Conmittee, if he does under-
stand them, would do well to pass this section
over, with a view of amending the clauses so as to
meet the expressions of opinion he has heard
to-night.

Mr. FQSTER. It would be very difficult to
meet them all.

Mr. MITCHELL. It will be difficult to meet
them all, but I think it will be more difficult to
meet the views of the bankers, if the object is to
get them to make advances, to any extent, to the
farmers of the country on the security of their
chattels. It is contrary to the policy of well
managed banking institutions in this country to
make advances on fixed property. I presume that
the Minister of Finance and the Minister of Justice,
in preparing this section and its sub-sections, had
in view the facilitating of trade and commerce, and
the giving of facilities to men who are largely
engaged in manufacturing, to get the necessary
advances to enable them to carry on their business
during the process of manufacture. There have
been a great nany questions of grave importance
raised as to the value of that security when it was
given; questions arising out of property under
civil rights, the jurisdiction of the Provinces
as against the jurisdiction of this Parliament, and
I do think that the manner in which the subject
has been discussed to-night, and the light thrown
upon it by the legal gentlemen who have spoken,
should induce the Government to consider what
has been said on the subject, with a view to
amending this clause for the purpose of meeting
the object they have in view. The next question'
is the security that has to be given. I think that
the legislation in some of the Provinces in this
Dominion, in reference to the methods of giving
security upon chattels, is very important, and I
think the Minister of Justice would do well to pass
over this section for the present, in order to see if
he cannot frame it in such a way as to meet the
views of all parties interested in this matter.

Mr. CAMPBELL. It seems to me that a great
many hon. gentlemen are of opinion that ail we
have got to do is to empower the banks to lend
money to farmers on warehouse receipts on their

own grain, and then the farmers will get all the
money they want. If this power were granted to
the banks, I do not believe that one farmer out of
twenty-five would be able to take advantage of it.

Mr. MITCHELL. One, out of the twenty-five
hundred.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Perhaps not one out of
twenty-five hundred. No wise, shrewd, sensible
banker would advance money upon a warehouse
receipt to a farmer, or to anybody else who lives
ten or twelve miles away from his place of busi-
ness and where he cannot have the grain under
supervision. I know from my own experience
that a shrewd banker will not lend money to a
fariner or anybody else upon a warehouse receipt,
unless lie can send a clerk or somebody e se
o -watch that the grain is not taken away. To

suppose that a banker is going to lend money
to any farmer who can produce a warehouse or
a supposed warehouse receipt for 800 or 1,000
bushels of grain in his own barn, is to my mind
perfect nonsense. A farmer or any one else can
get all the money lie wants in this country if
he has the security or the credit necessary ; and I
think a great deal of the discussion on this clause
is useless. We should take great care, as the hon.
member for Halton (Mr. Waldie) said, to see
that the funds of the banks are not locked up in
unavailable assets. We charter these banks for
the convenience of the public, and authorise them
to receive deposits from people all over the coun-
try ; and we should see that they are not allowed
to lock up their funds in unavailable assets, so
that when a crisis comes or the depositors want
their money, it will not be forthcoming. To allow
bankers to lend money on warehouse receipts to
those engaged in handling the great products of the
country, or in the manufacturing industries of the
country, is a wise and legitimate provision; but I
think it should not be extended any further; and
even if it is extended, I think it will not be used,
for a wise banker will not lend money on a security
which it will cost him perhaps as much as he lends
to look after.

Mr. FOSTER. We have had a pretty thorough
and long discussion on the section at which
we have stuck, and my hon. friend opposite has
suggested that it would probably be as well to
allow the section to stand, in order to see whether
one could not be framed that would ineet the views
of the House. I scarcely think, with the diversity
of opinion which has been manifested here to-
night, that we should be able to frame a clause
which would meet the views of the whole House ;
and, therefore, I think it would be well to clear
the air by taking a vote on the amendments which
are proposed to section 75. In preparing this section,
the idea that was prominent was this : in the first,
place, that the regular warehouse receipt, which
for a certain numer of years was the principal
security on which money was advanced, should be
allowed to remain ; but year by year there came to-
be an extension of that principle, and during the
last two years and this year amendments have been
pressed with the view of widening the application
of the clause. The idea, therefore, was to frame
a general clause which would be confined in its
application to manufacturers, butwhich at the saine
time would be general, so as to avoid constant
pressure year after year on behalf of particular
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classes of manufacturers; and so the phrase " whole-
sale producer or manufacturer " was placed in the
section. No doubt it is indefinite. I must say
that my own preconceived opinion against allowing
these facilities for obtaining advances on the
goods or chattels on farms, has been greatly
strengthened by the discussion which has taken
place here to-night; and, without going into the
merits of the question, so far as I am concerned, I
would rather not see the clause widened to include
that kind of security. I think it would be well to
take the sense of the House to-night on the amend-
ments, and after these are disposed of, if the sense
of the House is against them, as I hope it will be,
the clause as it stands in the Bill will be amended
so as to restrict it somewhat, and make it more
definite.

Amendment negatived.

M. WATSON. I beg leave to move:
That banks may also lend money to any person en-

gaged in farming on real estate security.
I do not know how this would affect other por-
tions of Canada, but in Manitoba and the North-
West it would be a great benefit. If it is thought
desirable-and I would like the opinion of the
hon. Minister of Justice on thi%-I am willing that
this should be confined to lands under the Torrens
systemu. Where a farmer can produce his whole
title to the banker, and has sufficient security for
a loan for a short date, the bank should be allowed
to accept that security.

Mr. HALL. I rise to a question of order. We
have passed section 65 which expressly prohibits
banks advancing money on mortgages.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I shall have to rule
the amendment out of order.

Mr. WATSON. I do not propose that the money
should be lent on mortgage.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. In the absence of my
hon. friend for North Renfrew (Mr. White) I would
call the attention of the Committee to one class of
security, which is a very valuable one, and the
owners of which require large advances from the
banks from time to time ; I refer to licenses to cut
timber. In the absence of my hon. friend I would
inove that the following be added as sub-section
4:-

The bank may also lend money to any wholesale
manufacturer or producer of timber, logs or liumber upon
the security of licenses and rights to eut trees, logs and
lumber.
These licenses are very valuable securities. The
owners have to pay large bonuses for themu, and
require large advances to work them. It is very]
desirable, therefore, that the banks should have
authority to take them as security, and I hope the
Committee will adopt this amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think this amendment
proper to the section we are considering.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The section we are
considering deals with the power to lend on ware-
house receipts and pledges of that character,
pledges which, under this Bill, are to be of the
nature of warehonse receipts, by fiction or other-
wise ; and I think the amendment the hon. gen-
tleman proposes raises a substantive question and
cannot be taken as an amendment to this section.

Mr. FOsTER.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If the opinion of the
Committee is that it should be adopted, it might
be put in as a separate clause.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. With regard to sec.
tion 75, now that we have settled the principles on
which that section should proceed, I would ask
that it be allowed to stand for the purpose of mak-
ing with care any amendment to remove any
uncertainty.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I move as a substantive
clause the amendment I have just proposed-75a.

Mr. MITCHELL. I can see no harm in giving
the banks the power to lend on that security if
they think proper. It would be a question en-
tirely for the gentlemen who manage those insti-
tutions to decide whether they thought the se-
curities sufficient or not.

Mr. FOSTER. There are two sides to this
question. One is with regard to those who desire
the advance, and the other with regard to the
banks, and the general principle involved as to
what security the banks should lend upon. The
security of a timber limit license, or a right to eut
timber, is rather incorporeal security. It is a long
way from the material which is to be in a marketable
state. The right to cut on a timber limit license
is possessed only for a single year, though it nay
be renewed. There are always certain %onditions
to be complied with, even if the licenses are re-
newable, and it may be a fine point for the power
which grants the license to decide whether or not
there is sufficient cause to revoke it or refuse to
renew it. It is rather a shadowy kind of security
to make an advance on.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman will
recollect that the Province fromu which he and I
come has granted licenses for a tern of ten years.
In the Province of Quebec, some of the most valu-
able properties of the country have been con-
prised in those timber limits ; and, while it is true
the owners have to pay a yearly rental, I have never
known an instance of a license having been taken
away where the yearly rent is paid. Experience
has shown us that these timber limits are very
valuable ; and if the banks choose to lend money
on timber licenses, that is a matter for them to
decide, even if the security be rather uncertain.

Mr. FOSTER. You might take away ail limita-
tions.

Mr. MITCHELL. No ; this is a matter in
which the banks should be left to exercise their
hiscretion. I would not limit their power to lend,
when, by lending, they facilitate trade and con-
merce by giving facilities for lumber operations,
and on what is considered in the Ottawa district
very good security.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose that, under clause 69, it
would be possible for a bank, on the same con-
dition and under the same circumstances under
which it may use this interest in real estate to take
as an additional security, the security of a timber
limit; but I apprehend what the hon. gentleman
wants is that the banks should be permitted to lend
upon the security of timber limits directly and at
once. That would be practically adopting, perhaps
in the nost objectionable form, the principle of land
banks. Our banks are not based on the principle of
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land banks. That is not the principle of our present
banking system. It is not tolend upon real security,
or upon future, unrealised values. You do not allow
a bank to lend upon the security of the most highly
productive fee simple of valuable real estate, pro-
ducing great rents. You allow itto take a mortgage,
under certain circumstances, as additional security
for its contract in ordinary business. You may do
the same thing in reference to timber limits. If you
introduce the principle of lending directly, on the
security of a timber limit, why not allow the banks
to lend directly on the fee simple of a warehouse,
on the real property of any person, and you at
once establish the principle of a land bank, con-
trary to that on which our banking system is based.

Mr. WALDIE. The fact heretofore is that the
security was given on the logs, and unless the
license to cut timber was clearly transferred with
the logs, the property did not go together, and it
has been held necessary for the banks to hold the
license or the right to cut timber so as to continue
their right in the lumber. It has been the com-
mou practice of the banks to make advances to
manufacturers of lumber, who have purchased the
right to eut lumber.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend misunderstood
me if he supposes I am objecting to that. I under-
stand it is perfectly legitimate, that a bank
which makes an advance to a manufacturer
for the purpose of enabling him to cut his
timber, should take as an additional security,
even now, the security of real estate. The
hon. member for Frontenac however wants
something more, but what definitely I do not
know ; but I assume it is this, that instead of
making the transaction a legitimate banking tran-
saction, which is an advance to a person in the
course of his business, and on his general credit for
the doing of work and upon the prospect of a bond
fde mercantile operation, you are going to
authorise an advance upon the security of his
chattel interest, whatever it may be in real estate.
That is not the principle of the present Act. The
principle of the present Act is that you make it
upon the personal security, and, with reference to
the mercantile operation, having the right under
certain circumstances to take as an additional
security, a charge on real estate. But I am bound
to say that this Bill seems to contemplate the
statutory recognition of that which is new in law,
though I fear not in practice, the loaning directly
and primarily on chattels, instead of restricting
the basis of loans as does the present law. This is
a questionable extension.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I understand that timber
limits require a great deal of capital to work them.
The owner generally goes to a bank to obtain that
capital, and it is for the security of the bank not
only to have the security of the timber cut, but
the security of the license.

Mr. BLAKE. So they have. I am told that
half the limits in this .country are in the hands of
the banks.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It should be expressed
that the banks have authority to lend upon such
securities. It is similar to lending upon real
estate. It requires capital to develop and work
these limita, and the security should not only be
upon the product but the bank should have the

right to go on cutting in case anything happened
to the owner.

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose a man owns a va-
luable timber limit and cuts $10,000 worth of tim-
ber. Surely the bank can advance money upon
the cut timber. If he goes to them and wanta
$10,000 more, why should he not be allowed to
give them the security of the timber which is yet
to be cut. It is for the banks to consider whether
they will advance that amount, but it cannot do
any harm to pass the motion.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. WATSON. I do not think ny amendment
was out of order, if the amendment voted on was
in order.

Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection to the hon.
gentleman's motion being put as a substantive
motion.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I probably acted
rather hastily in ruling that out of order, because I
was under a misapprehension. It is now moved by
the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) :

That the bank may also lend money to any person
engaged in farming upon real estate seourity.

Mr. WATSON. It might be well, if the Minister
of Justice should think so, to add a provision that
it should be according to the Torrens systen, which
certainly is much better security than that pro-
posed by the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) in regard to the timber limits.

Amendment negatived.

On section 76,
Mr. BARRON. It occurs to me that it is

rather dangerous to give the bank power to lend
money upon a warehouse receipt which is promised
to be given at some future time.

Mr. BLAKE. Would it not be well to make it
a written promise ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think that suggestion
should be adopted, as it would save a great deal of
litigation.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would suggest that
we should insert the words " written agreement"
instead of the word "promise."

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is due to the legal
profession to say that there is a vast amount of
philanthropy and patriotism on their part in en-
deavoring to make it so that we cannot have any
litigation.

Mr. DALY. I think the provisions of this clause
should be extended. It reads now that every one
is guilty of a misdemeanor, and liable to imprison-
ment, who wilfully makes any false statement in
any warehouse receipt, bill of lading or security.
Cases have arisen where, after the warehouse re-
ceipt had been given to a bank, and a short time
had elapsed between the giving of the receipt and
the falling due of the note, the person who had
given the receipt had cleaned out the warehouse
completely, and when the bank went to look for the
security, the grain was entirely gone. It seems to
me this clause should go further and meet such
cases as these. I would suggest that it be amended
by adding after the word " security " the words :

Or in relation thereto as to the quantity, quality or
value or otherwise of the goods, wares or merchandise
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covered by any warehouse receipts, bill of lading or secu-
rity, after the same has been delivered to the banks.

Mr. HALL. That omission has occurred tome,
and I had copied the exact phraseology of the
criminal law about the conversion of goods that
had been pledged. It may be better to adopt the
precise phraseology.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is no objection
to adopting that clause. The Larceny Act covers
the case. We are providing for cases in which
there is no warehouse receipts and a certain secu-
rity, and we want to extend the provisions so as
to cover the security.

Mr. DALY. I will withdraw my amendment
in favor of the amendment of the member for
Sherbrooke.

Mr. BLAKE. It rather strikes me as if the
man would be liable, if he did not deliver posses-
sion to the bank of the goods, no matter for what
reason they were not delivered. Suppose, for
instance, they were burned up.

Mr. HALL. The non. delivery must be wilful.
Mr. BLAKE. The Act says " if he does not

deliver to the bank possession thereof;" the word
" wilful " does not appear.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.' The section as the
hon. meiëber has stated, is just adapted from the
Larceny Act, and we can remove any difficulty by
adding these words " or wilfully withholds from
the bank possession thereof."

On section 77,
Mr. CASEY. Does not this clause involve the

purchaser of manufactured goods in some doubt as
to whether he can really get the goods delivered to
him? If the bank has a lien on the goods manu-
factured from certain raw material, is not the pur-
chaser of the finished article at some risk in buying
any goods exposed for sale?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is incident to
the system of warehouse receipts, and to the prin-
ciple of allowing the manufacturer to pledge them
without change of possession, or notoriety of the
instruments itself. We have discussed that at
great length, and have concluded that we ought
not to prevent that lien being so created.

Mr. CASEY. Suppose a manufacturer bought
certain raw material, we will say Australian wool,
of which lie made a fabric known as tweeds; sup-
pose somebody else bought those tweeds, and that
the manufacturer of tweeds from the Australian
wool had obtained an advance from a bank and
had failed to satisfy the claims of the bank, would
not the merchant who had bought those tweeds,
have to lose what lie had bought from the manu-
facturer?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. CASEY. Is that a fair proposition that an

innocent third party not knowing of the transac-
tion with the bank is to lose what lie bought and
supposed was his own, because the manufacturer
has failed in his obligation to the bank ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think it is open to
that danger, but we cannot have the principle of
having these liens without providing that the lien
shall be absolute. The hon. gentleman puts the
case of the manufactured article being sold to an
innocent purchaser who then will lose the money.

Mr. DMy.

Shall the purchaser lose the money or shall the loss
fall on the bank ? If the loss falls on the bank it
has the warehouse receipt or security which is its
equivalent. This clause is involved in the principle
already settled by allowing these securities at all.

Mr. CASEY. The Minister is right in saying
that the principle is involved in what has already
been done, but then if lie looks at the consequences
of what has been done already, lie will have reason
to change his mind as to the judiciousness of that
action. It is an outrageous proposition that an
innocent third party purchasing from a manufac-
turer has to lose the goods, because that manufac-
turer has not paid certain obligations to the bank
which advanced money for the purpose of his
manufacturing the goods. It introduces absolute
uncertainty into all commercial transactions, and
this policy of allowing wholesale merchants to give
warehouse receipts on raw material to banks from
which they obtain advances, thus giving a per-
manent lien on that raw material, no matter into
what form it may afterwards be manufactured, is
a false and pernicious policy.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). I do not quite under-
stand that the Committee has gone so far as the
Minister of Justice has stated. I understand that
section 75, to enable banks to loan money to whole-
sale manufacturers of goods, has been allowed to
stand, and this section should also be allowed to
stand.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is true that section
75 was allowed to stand, but that course was fol-
lowed in order to more carefully consider the
wording of the clause to carry out the principle
arrived at by the Committee.

Mr. CASEY. Section 75 having been allowed
to stand, and the Committee having taken no
action on it, the present section, which depends on
it, must be allowed to stand also. I urge on the
attention of the Committee the risk to which the
ordinary purchaser is exposed by the adoption of
these sections. Take a wholesale manufacturer of
agricultural implements. The people buy imple-
ments every year, and they have no means of
knowing whether the reaper or mower they pur-
chase is pledged in advance to a bank under the
operatiens of these two sections or not.

On section 80,
Mr. MITCHELL. There is very great objection

to be taken to this section. I think that the
moiety system of penalties should not be intro-
duced into this il and that the prosecution should
be by an officer of the Governient, and not by
public informers. It. should be the duty of the
department of the Government which takes charge
of the financial affairs of this country, to conduct
the necessary prosecutions. I know as a matter
of fact that there are a class of men in the city of
Montreal, so-called professional men, who make a
livelihood by taking up unintentional violations of
the law, and bringing actions. We had an action
brought against The Herald two or three years
ago because we published the notice of a change of
a proprietorship in only one office, instead of in
two distincts places. That action was brought by
one of these legal scavengers who make a living out
of accidental omissions which take place.

Mr. FOSTER. This section although new in
this Act is law at the present time.
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Mr. MONCRIEFF. This section provides for
penalties "for any violation of the sections num-
bered 65 to 79, inclusive; " but, when I refer to
section 68, section 69 and section 70, I find that
there is nothing at all in these by which a bank
could incur a penalty.

Mr. FOSTER. It only refers to these clauses
which have the penalty attached.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Then that stould be stated,
instead of the way it is at present in the section.

Mr. FOSTER. Perhaps it would be better.
Mr. WALDIE. If the moiety system of pen-

alties is in the criminal law let it remain there,
but it should not be introduced into an Act of this
kind to encourage discharged employees to turn
informers.

Mr. DALY. I agree with the remarks made by
the hon. inember for Northumberland (Mr. Mit-
chell) that no action should be taken for the re-
covery of these penalties by a common informer,
and that the Crown should take necessary action.
Without taking up the tine of the House I beg to
move :

That ail the words after " dollars," on the fourth line
of section 80, be struck out.

Mr. CASEY. It seems to me that there is a
very unequal dealing in this clause, with the banks
as compared with their customers. Sub-section 3,
of section 73, says :

" E veryone is guilty of a misdemeanor, and liable to
imps)risonment for a term not exceeding two years, who
Vilfully makes any false statement in any warehouse
receipt, bill of lading or security, as aforesaid."
False statements on the part of the custoners of
the bank are made a misdemeanor, and the man
who makes them is liable to imprisonment, while
on the other hand, if the bank violates its obli-
gations towards its customers, it is only liable to a
fine not exceeding $500. There is no provision
that any official of a bank, who may be responsible
for any such violation, is to be subject to criminal
procedure. A bank official might make any false
statements lie chooses to his customers, without in-
curring any personal penalty, and without bringing
the bank under any other penalty than a fine of
$500. I think there is a great inconsistency be-
tween the penalties provided in the two cases.
There should, be a criminal liability attached to
an official of the bank who violates this Act as well
as to the customers. I would like to know from
the Minister of Justice whether such criminal
liability exists under the common law or any other
statute ? If it does exist, I think it should be
incorporated in this Act.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Such a penalty ex-
ists under the common law, and section 100 of
this Act provides :

" Every person committing an offence declared to be
against this Act shail be liable, on conviction thereof, to
a fine not exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment for a term
not exceeding five years, or both, in the discretion of the
court before which such conviction is held."
I would say, with regard to the suggestion made
by the lion. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly), with
reference to the penalties, that we can review
them better and consider the mode of procedure
better when we come to discuss the four or five
clauses of the Bill which refer to convictions and
penalties. I therefore would acquiesce in striking
out the words after " dollars."

Mr. CASEY. The lion. Minister has pointed
out that there is a liability of a fine or imprison-
ment in the case of any person violating any section
of this Act, which of course would include a bank
official. In the case of any person who makes a
false statement in a warehouse receipt, there
is imprisonment without the option of a fine,
while in the case of the bank official there is the
option of either a fine or imprisonment. We know
that there are many bank officials who may make
errors involving great loss to the bank, from whom
you could not possibly collect $1,000 under any
circumustances, and, therefore, the fine would be an
illusory remedy. I think if there is no option in
the case of the customer of the bank, there should
be noue in the case of the bank official, and the
bank itself should be liable to a much higher pen-
alty than $500.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Section 81, I understand,
is a repetition of the old clause. Is it necessary
to fix the maximum rate of interest at 7 per cent.,
beyond whiclh it must not go under any circum -
stances?

Mr. FOSTER. That is a high enough rate, is it
not?

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Many considerations
enter into that question. I know that in the Mar-
itime Provinces the banks sometimes charge more
than 7 per cent., and very properly so. I do not
believe in the principle of limiting the rate to 7
per cent. at al. Make it 8 per cent.

Mr. CASEY. I do not agree with my hon.
friend ; I do not think we should make it 8
per cent. or any other rate. I say that this
section introduces a principle which we have
time and again rejected in this House, namely,
the principle of limiting the rate of interest.
The rate of interest should not be regulated
by any legislation of ours, and it cannot be.
Whatever you put in an Act here, the man who
lends money will get the rate of interest for which
lie is willing to lend, and I am quite satisfied that
whether this section passes or not, the banks will
get the current rates of interest for their money.
Any attempt to limit the rate of interest is con-
trary to all sound principles of finance. The cur-
rent rate of interest obtainable for money is regu-
lated by the demand for capital, just as truly as
the price of a bushel of wheat is regulated hy the
demand and supply in the country, and it is as
impossible by any legislation of this House
to regulate the rate of interest payable to a bank
by a borrower as it is to regulate the price of
wheat. In introducing this clause, the Govern-
ment are going back to the old laws with regard to
usury, and they are introducing a contradiction
of terms in the clause itself. We have penalties
for everything else in the Act, but it is here speci-
fied that the banks shall not be liable to any pen-
alty for doing that which this clause says they shall
not be allowed to do. If a breach of the other
clauses involves a penalty, I do not see why it
should not be the same in regard to this clause.

Mr. COCKBURN. I think we need not trouble
ourselves with regard to the old statutes on usury.
You cannot fix the value of money by legislation any
more than you can fix the value of other commodi-
ties. Leave it to free trade, to the free laws of sup-
ply and demand ; the only rule to take it simply to
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omit that clause with reference to usury. I would
move in amendment that the following words be
struck out :

Not exceeding seven per cent. per annum and may re-
ceive and take in advance any such rates, but no higher
rate of interest will be recovered by the banks.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think it is perfectly
absurd for us at this time of day to attempt to pass
a usury law. Anybody who has any knowledge of
business knows that money is like every other
commodity, a creature of supply and demand, and
that what you can get for it depends altogether on
the demand. The Bank of England charges for
discount one day 2½ per cent, and the next week 5,
6 or 7 per cent., and it is absurd to say you can
put an arbitrary value on money by limiting the
rate to 7 per cent. We are ignoring the com-
mon law recognised by all intelligent men to-day.

Mr. SPROULE. Why have we a legal interest
to-day?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) We have none.
Mr. SPROULE. We have. In transactions

between two individuals, in which the rate of in-
terest is not stipulated, the law allows only 6
per cent.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) But there is no attempt
to interfere with the contract made between the
parties. The parties can contract to pay any rate
of interest, and that contract is binding ; but if
there is no contract, the law allows 6 per cent.
for the charge.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We are not applying
any new principle whatever. This section has been
in force for a long time. Lt was adopted, after full
consideration of the subject, as a proper limitation
which ought to be put upon the rate of interest
chargeable by the bank, and so far from the cir-
cumstances having changed since in favor of in-
creasing the rate, the value of money has fallen,
and the rate of interest is far lower to-day than it
was when that legislation was passed. We propose
to adhere to the provisions in the present law on
that subject.

Mr. CASEY. Do I understand the hon. gentle-
man to say that there has been a similar provision
in the Banking Act for sorme time past?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.

Mr. CAS-EY. It has been violated then, as I
know from experience, for I have had to pay 8 per
cent. to the banks. Whether this restriction be a
new principle or not in our banking, it is utterly
unsound and utterly false in political economy. It
has been ineffective in the past, because the banks,
like any other lender of money, will secure, when
they make a loan, exactly what interest that loan is
worth. They will simply refuse to lend unless they
get the current rate of interest. I do not see why
antiquated usurylaws, whichwere found manyyears
ago to be useless and ineffective, should now be
re-enacted by a clause in the general Banking Act.
I have not heard from the other side any argu-
ment why this law should be re-enacted. The
hon. the Minister of Justice says that the rate of
money has fallen since the rate of 7 per cent. was
fixed by the present Banking Act. But the hon.
gentleman must be aware that the rate of interest
may go up again. Should some new wave of
pros rity strike the country, and the oppor-

.mIr. COCKBURN.

tunities for investing become more productive,
the rate will again go up. The hon. gentleman
cannot tell when the rise will occur. A wave
of prosperity may strike Canada notwithstanding
the circumstances which at present militate against
any such probability. I hope it will be dis-
tinctly understood by the country that the
Minister of Justice has committed himself to the
proposition that the Government should dictate
what rate of interest should be chargable, that
they should interfere with the freedom of contract
between the banks and their customers, and say
what capital shall be worth for the purposes of in-
vestment. The hon. the Minister of Justice told us
that capital is not worth more than 7 per cent.
invested in Canada. That is one of the most damag-
ing things said about the country for a long time,
and the hon. gentleman must take the responsi-
bility for it.

Amendinent negatived.
Resolutions reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1.15

a.m. (Friday).

HROUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 2nd May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I desire to make a statement
to the House. My attention has been called to a
statement in the Toronto Globe, in reference to the
proceedings of Parliament the other evening, which
is so much at variance with the truth that I feel it
my duty to refer to it. I will not read the whole
statement, but in it occurs the following:-

" It happens that Mr. Wood is the chief owner of the
Albert and Cape Tormentine Railway, which was built
for private purposes almost entirely out of the publie
chest to the tune of $118,oo0 by the Dominion and a
further sum by the Province. One of the main objeets
for constructing this line was to reach some mills owned
partly by Mr. Wood. Not only this, but last year the
Government granted $50,Ou0 and this year $110,0 for a
pier at Ca pe Tormentine not required in the publie in-
terest, in fact quite useless to anyone but Mr. Wood and
his railway and his mills."
I desire to say, in reference to the statement re-
garding Mr. Wood's mills, that I own no mill, nor
have I any interest in any mill anywhere along thia
line of railway. I may further say that I have no
private property along that line, and I have no
private or personal interest to be served in any
way by the construction of that line. With regard
to the statement that it was built almost entirely
out of moneys received from the public chest, I
may say that any one who knows anything of the
construction of the road, knows that the subsidies
granted were entirely inadequate to meet the cost
of its construction-that, in addition to the subsi-
dies, a large amount of private capital has been
invested in it. I would further say that from the
construction of the line I have received no personal
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or private profit whatever. On the contrary, be-
sides the money I have put into the railway, I have
devoted, for some years, a considerable portion of
my time to attending to the construction and
operation of this railway, and for these services
I have never asked nor received, nor do
I expect ever to receive, a single dollar.
With regard to the statement that the pier at
Cape Tormentine is not required in the public in-
terest, and is, in fact, quite useless to any one but
Mr. Wood and his railway and bis mills, as I have
stated in the House before, these grants were
made, not at my instance, but at the instance of
the inembers representing Prince Edward Island,
and after a committee of this House had made a
report in favor of those appropriations. I might
add that this is not a new enterprise, but that the
conpany which constructed the railway was in-
corporated in 1874 ; and long before I was a mem-
ber of Parliament the subject was discussed here,
and my predecessor in the representation of West-
moreland County advocated the construction of
this line and this pier, and promised that the
Government of which lie was a member would
provide for their construction. I desire to say
that I have nothing whatever to regret in regard
to my connection with this road, and that I feel
that I should have neglected my duty as a citizen,
and should have been very remiss in my duty as a
public man, if I had not done everything in my
power to secure its construction.

BOUNTY ON PIG IRON

Mr. FOSTER moved that the Hlouse resolve
itself into Committee to consider the following
resolution:-

That it is expedient to provide by law that a bounty
of two dollars per ton be paid on all pig iron manufac-
tured in Canada from Canadian ore between the first day
of July, 1892, and the thirtieth day of June, 1897, inclu-
sive.

H1e said : This is simply an extension of the
policy adopted by the House in 1883, and which
prevails at present in Canada. In 1883, a bounty
of $1.50 per ton was granted for three years from
that date, and it was provided that the bounty
should be $1 from 1886 to 1889, at which time it
should cease. In 1886 the bounty was made $1.50,
until 1889, and $1 from 1889 to 1892. It is now
proposed to make this bounty $2 per ton from 1892
to 1897. During the last ten years Canada has im-
ported an average of 200,000 tons of iron yearly,
and the demand is constantly increasing. There
are great natural facilities for manufacturing iron
in this country. The ore is found in large quan-
tities, well distributed over the various sections of
the country, and in many instances in close prox-
imity to the flux, and the fuel necessary for its re-
duction and manufacture. It may be asked, why
it is necessary to stimulate the production by arti-
ficial assistance if we have such natural facilities ?
A glance at the history of iron production the
world over will answer this question, and show
that it has been found impossible to induce in any
country a large development in the iron industry
without such assistance. From 1760 to 1830 large
inducements were given for the production of iron
iu England, and these were not withdrawn until
the process of development was well advanced,
and England had become the iron producing
country of the world. This had also been found
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necessary in Belgium, Germany and other conti-
nental countries. In the United States so large
has been the development of the iron industry
through the means of high tariff rates, that the out-
put has grown to be second greatest in the world,
and their manufacturers there are now in some
measure entering into competition with England.
Canada must learn the lesson taught by all other
countries and profit by it. At present there is in
Canada a duty of $4 per ton upon pig iron, and
the additional bounty proposed would make the
inducement $6 per ton. Under this encourage-
ment, I believe, it will be found possible to interest
additional capital, and cause a large increase in
the production of iron from our rich ores. If
this can done the secondary benefits will be
very important. The production of iron gives a
large amount of employment to labor, more than
is given by any other great industry. The mining
of the ore, the transport to the furnaces, and all
the operations necessary to a reduction of the ores ;
the mining and preparation of limestone for flux
purposes, and the raising or production of the im-
mense quantities of coal necessary for the work,
call for labor at every turn, as well skilled as un-
skilled. No less than 80 per cent. of the cost of
pig iron is paid in wages, and at least 90 per cent.
of the cost of malleable iron. Although the pro-
posed increased bounty will not take effect until
1892, it will encourage the production quite as
effectually as if it took effect to-morrow, as it will
require eighteen months or two years to provide
the requisite furnaces. The advantage of the
bounty system over the tariff is that the amount
given will not have to be paid upon the whole con-
sumption of iron in the country, but only upon
that which is manufactured. Since 1883 bounty
has been paid on 160,000 to 170,000 tons, but the
number of furnaces has not been sufficient to
produce what is needed for the demands of
the country, nor has it as yet given us the
greater advantage of inducing competition by
the multiplication of other industries. A very
large capital is necessary in the construction
and operation of the necessary furnaces, and
the competition with such iron producing coun-
tries as Great Britain and the United States,
is very strong. There they have the advantages
of years of experience and of consequent skill,
they have wide markets and immense produc-
tion which reduces the cost of the manufac-
tured article, and if we wish to induce capital to
take hold of our rich iron resources and develop
them in the face of such competition, we must be
prepared to offer an adequate inducement. I be-
lieve the proposed bounty, in addition to the duty,
will prove an adequate inducement, and that with
its aid we may look for a distinct advance in the
development of what should be one of the most
important industries of this country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I doubt
exceedingly whether, among the many injurio.s
duties which the policy of the present Government
has heaped on the producers of this country, there
is one which is calculated to do more harm on a
larger and wider scale than the enornious duties
which have been placed upon iron. Iron is an
article which is, in the highest degree, the raw
material of an immensenumberof our manufactures.
It is becoming, from day to day, more largely used
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by the agricultural portion of this Dominion, it is
one of the particular class of articles to which,
more than others, the attention of the Government
is called by the accredited representatives of the
agricultural industry, with the view of reducing
the duties ; and it is that particular article of anl
others, by adding to the cost of which the hon.
gentleman will increase the cost of an enormous
variety of articles, that he selected to-day for an
added bounty, and for a bounty which will stretch
over a number of years and thereby tie the hands
of the successors of this Parliament. When we
recollect that, on the average of years, pig iron can
be produced at ten or eleven dollars per ton-
I do not know what the exact price is at the
moment, as it has gone up considerably, and is
subject to a good many fluctuations-no human
being can pretend there ought to be such encour-
agement granted to its manufacture outside the
enormous duty of $4 per ton now imposed ; yet,
notwithstanding that, we have the hon. gentleman
proposing here to add to that duty a bounty of $2
per ton to al who may produce iron in this
country. There is just this advantage in the pro-
position, that, to a certain extent, it enables the
people to see more clearly than in other cases how
much the exchequer has been plundered, because
plundered it is, and how much the people are
being impoverished by this policy. The hon.
gentleman did not state what is supposed to be the
average production per man per year, or what num-
ber of tons are usually produced per year, in
countries where this manufacture is carried on
with proper capital and appliances and on a proper
scale. Perhaps he does not know. Has he obtained
that information, or tried to obtain it?

Mr. FOSTER. Go on.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Because I
should be very glad to have him state it to the
House. He ought to have obtained the information,
as it is an essential element in discussing the
question. I would like to have a reply.

Mr. FOSTER. Go on with the discussion.

gir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman does not choose to give the House a
statement of the amounts, and I shall reserve my
remarks in that connection until some one better
informed or more candid than himself chooses to
give the statement. The only possible merit of
this bounty is that to a certain extent we can see
the cost ; and in this connection I will take the
opportunity, which I intended to take at another
time, of calling the attention of the House, as I have
done more than once before, to the excessive danger
in the practice now pursued by the Government of
substituting specific duties for ad mlorem duties,
particularly on the article of iron. I have here
handed to me a statement in detail of the effects
of à certain recent change in the tarif, by which
the duty on an article very largely used in this
country and of immense importance as well in a,
sanitary point of view,-the article of wrought
iron tubing-has. been dealt with by the Govern-
ment ; and I give that as an illustration of. the
exorbitant taxation, which, under the hon. gentle-
man's system, is now being levied on articles of
iron. As everybody knows, there is no one thing
which it is more desirable, in a general way, shoul
be cheaper in this country than iron tubing. The

Sir RIcmAn CARTWRIGHT.

House will recollect that recently the hon. gentle-
man proposed

An hon. MEMBER. That is left as itwas.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Iamtoldthe

hon. gentleman has left that as it was. I was not
in the House when he made the alteration, but I
will use, as an illustration, the duties as they now
are, in order to show the enormous weight of the
duties which the hon. gentleman is levying on
iron. I find that the duty on iron tubing, even as
it now stands, ranges from 61¾ to 62½ per cent. In
some few cases, it fell to 58, owing to the fact that
it is still, in some degree, a specific duty, and is
affected by the rise or fall in the value of the goods.
But the fact that at this present moment, an
immense number of articles of iron are taxed 60,
70, 80 and 90 per cent. in some cases, under the
hon. gentleman's tariff, is of itself the best reply in
the opinion of everybody who regards the real
welfare of the mass of the people, to this proposi-
tion, that a further bounty be added to the tax
which already exists. Now, it is possible that the
hon. gentleman may succeed, by this unhealthy
stimulus, in developing a considerable production
of pig iron ; and if he does, we may be saddled, for
al we can tell, with an annual charge of $200,000 or
$300,000 for the whole period from 1892 to 1897 dur-
ing which he proposes to impose this duty. Were the
manufactures to assume any proportion worth
while, any proportions that could be regarded as
conferring an important benefit upon this country,
a production of 400,000 or 500,000 tons would be
nothing very remarkable, and then we will find
ourselves taxed, by this mischievous policy, with
a bounty of from $800,000 to $900,000 a year, for
which we would receive no benefits commensurate
with one-tenth of the expenditure. Now, our
market for iron is a limited market, as the hon.
gentleman well knows. He does not dare to pre-
tend there is the remotest chance of our exporting
iron. We must be confined, at present at any
rate, to one limited market ; and if the hon.
gentleman has chosen to study the subject care-
fully, he will know it is scarcely possible for us,
even if our advantages were greater than they are,
with that limited market, to manufacture in such
a way that we can produce as cheaply as the
great country of the United States, with its con-
tinually increasing market, now amounting to
sixty-five millions, and probably soon amountiug
to seventy-five millions, or eighty millions, or as
Great Britain, which has not only its own
market, but that of the whole world. The
resolution, as stated, provides for the bounty
of $2 per ton on pig iron manufactured in Canada
from Canadian ore between lst July, 1892, and
.30th June, 1897, inclusive. This is not the ini-
tiation of a new policy, but the extension of the
policy which was adopted in 1883, and which ob-
tains in this country now. In 1883, a bounty of
$1.50 per ton was granted on pig iron for three
years froin that date, and it was provided that the
bounty should be $1 per ton for three years, after
the expiration of the first three years. In 1886,
when the first term expired, a Bill was introduced
and became law which kept the bounty up to $1.50
-for the three years from 1886 to 1889, and then

graduated it at $1 per ton for the three years fol-
lowing, which would expire in 1892. It is no0w
proposed to extend the principle and to make the
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amount of the bounty 50 cents a ton greater from.
the lst July, 1892, at which tine the duty payable
under the present law will have lapsed. I suppose
no one doubts that there are two elements in the
country which are peculiarly favorable to the
manufacture of iron. One is the very large con-
sumption which takes place in this country, and
which is increasing year by year. I am speak-
ing roughly, but I think, during the last ten or
twelve years, we have imported about 200,000
tons of the rougher kinds of iron and s8eel per
year, and this consumption is constantly increas-
ing, and will naturally increase with the increase
of population and the widening of the enter-
prise and the business of the country. The other
element is this, which I think is apparent to all:
that in Canada we have large and varied deposits of
the raw material, the iron ore, scattered all over the
country, in almost every section of it, and that in
connection with it we have the fuel and the flux in
close proximity to the ore itself, so that, in certain
portions of the country there are many advantages
for the development of the iron industry, and pro-
bably in all parts of the country there are as good
average facilities as can be found in any other
great country in the world. It may be asked why,
if we have a large and increasing demand, and if
we have the raw material of varied and good
quality and in large quantities, it is necessary to
stimulate the production of iron by adding to the
duty at present imposed on the importation of pig
iron a bounty for the special encouragement of
the manufacture of wrought iron from the ore ?
I think a glance at the history of the develop-
ment of iron industries in the world will show
that it was found impossible in the past in any
great country to induce a large growth of the
manufacture of iron without glving an artificial
and a lengthened stimulus to it. In Great Britain,
from 1760 to 1830, there were in this way large
inducements held out for the manufacture of iron,
and that was when the competition was not so
varied or so strong as it is now to an almost infinite
degree-if I may be allowed to use that term. The
same is true as to the development of the iron
industry in the continental countries of Europe,
and we have close at hand a pertinent example in
the United States of America, which commenced its
iron industry with artificial inducements and has
followed up that policy with such success that it is
now the second country in the world in the pro-
duction of iron, and its total output is creeping up
close to the total output in Vreat Britain, where
the capital is so large and the experience has been
so long and so varied. Therefore, though we have
already a duty of $4 a ton upon pig iron, we pro-
pose to give a bounty of $12 a ton, which will
amount to an inducement of $6 per ton to the
manufacturers here ; and that, if I am not mistaken,
is about the equivalent of the American duty.
Besides the general advantage of producing what
is necessary for the consumption of the country,
there is a large incidental advantage derived in
producing iron from the ore in this country,
inasmuch as it is a very wide and con-
stant employer of labor-skilled labor, labor
partially skilled, and labor not skilled-in the
mining of the ores, in the production of the coal
necessary and of the flux which is necessary, and
in all the laborious processes by which the raw
material in transformed into the manufaetured
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article. It is stated that at least 80 per cent. of
the cost of production of pig iron goes for wages,
and that at least 90 per cent. of the cost of
malleable iron goes for wages. That shows the
large proportion of the expenditure which goes
into the employment of labor in the country. This
bounty is to take effect in 1892, and will conse-
quently have the effect of aiding as effectually as if
its payment commenced to-morrow, in the starting
and developing of new industries. In consequence
of the immense amount of capital required, it takes
a year or eighteen months or two years to make the
necessary preparations for the starting of furnaces
and getting into a position for the manufacture of
iron. I do not think it is necessary to make any
lengthened explanation, especially in view of the
fact that this is not a new policy, and has been
discussed in the House on two or three other occa-
sions. One beneficial effect of a bounty is that, in
this case, if we pay $6 a ton duty upon pig iron, it
will have to be paid upon the whole product,
whether produced in the country or not, while in
the case of a bounty there is no payment until the
production of the iron, and then only upon the
iron actually produced in the country. The
bounty has been paid since 1883. From that
time we have had produced in pig 160,000 or
170,000 tons upon which the bounty has been paid.
If the hon. gentleman nierely desires to encourage
trade, if he really desires to promote the manufac-
ture of iron in this country, the way to do that is
to open our markets, at any rate, to the people of
this continent. Were that done, I have no doubt
that important iron manufactures would spring
up in Canada which would be self-sustaining, which
would need no bounty, which would inflict
no penalty whatever on the consuming population
of this country. The only way to foster any im-
portant production of iron in Canada, is to follow the
policy of my hon. friend on this side, obtain access to
large markets, and you will find that at once capital
will flow in, that the millions which the hon.
gentleman's leader promised us would have some
chance of entering Canada, and he would have
some chance of seeing iron manufactories created in
Canada of which the country might be proud,
which would contribute towards its wealth, and
which would not be made the means of pillaging
the resources of the people. This is one mode, and
another mode of cheapening the production of iron
would be to cheapen the cost of living in this
country, to enable our artisans to live more cheaply
than they do now, to make it a more valuable
factor in economy than it is now, and in that way
we would have a fair chance of holding our own
in competition with the iron which we are at
present obliged to import from elsewhere. Sir, I
must, for my part, protest on every ground against
this proposition. I protest against it because at
this present moment iron is exorbitantly taxed,
because iron in being a raw material absolutely
essential in many manufactures and treble essen-
tial, I may say, to the great agricultural class. We
have already placed upon it heavier taxes than
exist in any other country I know of, except, possi-
bly, in the United States, where the advantage of
the large market does operate to some extent to
produce that wholesome competition which we
might produce to a reasonable degree, but which
competition, I tell the hon. gentleman, we have no
sort of hope of producing here. This in merely a
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concession to certain favored individuals, or certain
favored corporations, to be paid for, in all human
probability, by contributions to election funds,
just as we know that other combines are in the
habit of earning the gratitude of hon. gentlemen
opposite. For these reasons, and because I object
in the highest degree to tying up the hands of
succeeding Parliaments and to inflicting upon the
people of this country liabilities which may pos-
sibly amount to many hundreds of thousands of
dollars before the period arrives which is fixed by
this resolution-for those reasons I object to the
proposition of the hon. gentleman, and will feel it
my duty to offer all the opposition in my power to
its becoming law.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I desire to add my pro-
test to that which has been so ably and forcibly
made by my hon. friend, against the new tax which
the hon. gentleman seeks to impose upon the people
of this country. The history of this duty on pig
iron is rather a curious one, and when I listened to
the speech of the Finance Minister, I thought I
could recall similar predictions which were made
when this system was first introduced. Sir, this
country has had the advantage of a ten years'
experience of the payment of these bounties, and
we ought to be able, at least, after that experience,
to form some fair judgment as to whether they are
beneficial or not. When these bounties were first
imposed upon the people, when the Finance Minis-
ter first induced the Parliament of this country to
consent to the imposition of these duties and to
grant these large bounties for the establishment of
these petty industries, he did it on the ground that
the granting of this bounty would be productive of
an enormous increase in the production of pig iron.
He told us we had one or two struggling
industries already in Canada, notably that
of Londonderry, Nova Scotia, and that if
his proposition was accepted by the House-and
the proposition made, be it remembered, was
limited in its amount, and limited in the period of
time during which it was to remain in operation-
he had no doubt, that at the end of that time iron
industries would be so well established that they
would need no furthir aid. The first statement
made by the then Finance Minister was, that where-
as the production of pig iron up to that time had
been about 20,000 tons per year, the granting of a
bounty of $1.50 or $2 a ton, as the scale was pro-
vided in the resolution, would have the effect of
doubling that increase in one year, that an enor-
mous number of men would be employed, that
capital was already waiting to flow into the coun-
try for the development of those iron industries,
and that prosperity would follow on the introduc-
tion of this capital. Sir, I hold in my hand the
speech made by Sir Leonard Tilley, then Finance
Minister, when he introduced that resolution, so
far back as the year 1883, in which he said :

"During the last year we imported altogether about
63,431 tons, and it is expected that during the next year,
from July, 1883, to July, 1884, there will probably be
40,000 manufactured."
And he went on to show that under the fostering
influence of this bounty the result would be, with
the natural advantageÊ which we possess-and the
hon. gentleman himself has redescribed them to-day
in almost the same terms-that before the ten years
expired we would be able to produce in this coun-
try nearly all the pig iron that-was required to be

Sir RICHARD CARTwRIGn.

used in the country. Now, Sir, it is interesting to
note how far these predictions have been verified.
How do we stand to-day? Have the results justi-
fied the imposition of the tax? Have any of the
predictions made by the hon. member been ful-
filled? Has the country been benefited in any
way by the enormous sums we have paid out fromu
year to year in the shape of bounties to these
pig iron industries? I say .we have not. I say
the figures show exactly the opposite ; I say that
although you have been paying out year after year
tens of thousand of dollars in the shape of bounty to
these industries, to-day theproduction isnot greater
than it was ten years ago. I say, in face of these
facts it behooves Parliament to pause, not only in
continuing the existing system, but in doing what
the hon. gentleman asks us to do, in largely increas-
ing the bounties which he proposes to pay, and in
largely increasing the taxes which the people will
have to pay. Now, Sir, in 1887, when the Finance
Minister revised his Budget, he told us there was one
great fault in the then system of taxation; he told us
there was one article which, in some way or another,
had been omitted, and that if we put à heavy duty
upon that article the result would be largely to
benefit the people of this country. I read his
speech the other day, and it was most amusing to
remember the proposition which he made, and by
which he induced this House to consent to the
enormous increase which we then made to the
duties upon iron. He told us, in the first place, that
the result would be if we increased the duties to the
extent that he asked us to increase them upon iron,
to sweep away the balance of trade which had
been for many years against this country. Well,
that was a great thing, if we could only do that.
I will quote the hon. gentleman's words:

" There is also one table-"
Referring to a series of tables which he placed in
the hands of hon. gentlemen in this House.-

" There is also one table showing the balance of trade,
and how much is accounted for by the importation of iron
and steel and the manufacture thereof. You have only to
look at this in order to see that the balance of trade against
Canada is largely and at once accounted for. If you
subtract the amount of imports paid by Canada for iron
to sustain the iron industries of other countries, you will
find that it is nearly equal to the amount by wich our
imports bave excceded oui exports, and, if you want ta
balance the trade of the country, if you want to have no
outgoing beyond the incoming of the country, eut the
Gordian knot, put this iran industry upon thec sanie
footing and foundation thiaf you have put ail the other
industries of Canada, and you will sweep away, to a large
extent, the balance of trade which stands recorded
against Canada up to the present time."
This was the promise, that was the prediction made
by the Finance Minister, that was one of the
strongest reasons he used to urge this country to
double, and treble, and quadruple the duties which
were thenplaced upon the importation of iron to this
country ; and the House, in a weak moment, un-
fortunately yielded to the persuasive voice of the
then Finance Minister, and what has been the
result ? Let me ask the Finance Minister to-day
how does the balance of trade stand so far as
Canada is concerned ? Has the increase of taxes
upon iron.swept away that balance of trade? The
hon. gentleman knows that the prediction stands
to-day unfulfilled, that there has not been that
result which the hon. gentlenan was satisfied would
take place, and the balance of trade againét Canada
to-day is larger than it was before the period when
we had cheap iron, resulting from the imposition
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small duties. Well, Sir, what else-? Why
there was no section of this country that was
not going to become rich and prosperous. The
hon. gentleman told us that the iron industry
of Londonderry was to be developed to an exteni
unparalleled in the world's history, because, hf
said, we possessed in this country all the materials
necessary for the manufacture of iron, and if we
had a national spirit we would not go abroad and
import iron. He continued :

"If that be the case, what is to prevent the policy of
the ship that carries the ore from Weller's Bay, Kingston
and Cobourg, across to the United States ports, bringing
back a cargo of the anthracite coal which is within one
hundred miles from the point of shipment? There is
notbing to prevent it but one thing, and that is the duty
upon the anthracite coal; and what I propose to ask this
Bouse to do, in adopting the policy of vitalising this
great industry for Canada, is to take the duty off anthra-
cite coal and make it free."

H1e was not going to wait one, two or three years for
capital to flow in, because he told us capital was
at that moment waiting to come in, and would
come in the moment the tariff was passed. le
further said :

" The moment that is doue we shall have blast furnaces
at Cobourg, Weller's Bay and Kingston, at all events,
served by anthracite coal, making that description ot
anthracite iron which is so highly valued by gentlemen
connected with foundries. The distance between Weller's
Bay and Charlotte, in the United States, is about sixty
miles, and from Rochester to the anthracite mines is 150
miles; and, I think, when I give those distances and give
what is aecomplished every day in the United States,
where coal and iron are 1,000 miles apart, I shall have
settled the problem that nothing will be easier than to
establish bast furnaces in the Province of Quebec and
the Province of Ontario, by which you can not only manu-
facture unlimited quantities of charcoal iron but manu-
facture the ore by the use of anthracite coal."

We were not only going to have the balance of
trade rectified, but we were to have blast furnaces
established ; we were not only to have blast
furnaces developed in Londonderry, where they
had been established, but we were to have furnaces
established at Cobourg, Weller's Bay and Kingston.
In a weak moment this House yielded to the hon.
gentleman who addressed such an argument. I
now ask, where are the blast furnaces which the
Finance Minister promised ? Echo answers : They
have not been established. The hon. gentleman
who predicted that blast furnaces would be
established at these three or four places in Ontario
and Quebec has failed to fulfil his prediction, as he
failed with respect to the balance of trade. But
the hon. gentleman did not stop there. Having
captivated the members from Nova Scotia with
respect to the development of the Londonderry
mines, and having captivated the members from
Ontario and Quebec, the hon. gentleman turned
round and said :

" Now, Sir, you may ask me what about the great
North-West. Well Sir, it is well known that you have
iu the North-West t'he most boundless supply of eoal that
is to be found in any part of this Dominion. One of the
great advantages we have over the prairie country to the
south of us is the unlimited supply of fuel furnished by
nature in the form of lignite coal. And you have not
only 50 000 square miles of this lignite coal in the great
North-Vest, to furnish enormous quantities of fuel for
generations to come, but yon have in Big Island, in Lake
Winnipeg, avaluable deposit of iron ore, and any quantity
of timber to make clarcoal to couvert it into iron. All it
Tequires la the adoption of this policy ln order to establish
at an early dsirinduatries for the manufacture of irnu lu
the North-West as well as in the other portions of the
country."$
Where are the industries that were to be estab-

, lished in the North-West ? The policy was adopted,
and, as I shall show presently, millions of money-
I use the words adviqedly-have been taken out of
the pockets of the people to carry out that policy,
in the shape of additional taxation on iron. But
the hon. gentleman was too big a man to confine
his vision to the Provinces of iýova Scotia, Ontario,
Quebec and the North-West Territories. How
about the great Province of British Columbia, he
said. The Rocky Mountains even would not stop
him. Said the hon. gentleman:

"And what more? Across the Rocky Mountains; need
I tell you that in British Columbia you have one of the
most magniflicent deposits of iron ore-on Taxada Island,
30 miles long and 5 miles wide-that is te be found in any
place in the world, rich in the highest degree in iron ; and
that you have the Nanaimo coal fields to furnish fuel to
put blast furnaces in operation at an early day, lying
within thirty miles of Taxada Island. I say, that with
the prospect of opening up trade with Australia, with
China and Japan although I am not a prophet nor the
son of a prophet, I believe that at no distant day you will
have in the Province of British Columbia an iron industry
built up which will compare favorably with that of any
other industry in this country."

I ask the lhon. members from British Columbia, how
inany blast furnaces they have in that Province?
Where are the iron industries that were to be built
up in that ceuntry? The hon. gentleman's predic-
tions and prophecies with respect to British Colum-
bia, as with respect to every other matter, have
not been fulfilled. Every promise he made with
respect to the future prosperity of the iron indus-
try has tailed to be fulfilled, as I will show by
statistics. But the hon. gentleman said : What
are we going to do ? We have placed a bounty on
pig iron, and we now propose to raise the duty to
$4 per ton on imported iron ; and when that is done
we will produce in this country all the pig iron we
require. The hon. gentleman then went into a
per capita calculation to show how much pig iron
was used in this country, that no similar number
of people in any country in the world used so much
iron as do the people of Canada ; and he asked us,
what would be the results if all these brilliant pro-
phesies were fulfilled, if we had an increased num-
ber of blast furnaces at Londonderry, if we had new
blast furnaces established at Cobourg, Weller's Bay
and Kingston, and if we had iron industries opened
in the North-West and wonderful iron industries in
British Columbia? We would then make all the
iron we require in the Dominion, and an era of
prosperity would follow the like of which was
never seen. The hon. gentleman said :

" Now, Sir, the result is that by the adoption of this
policy you will give permanent employment to an army
of men, numbering at least 20,000, lucreasing our popula-
tion from 80,000 to 100,000 seuls, and affording the means
ofsupportingthemin comfort and prosperity. Isay, Sir,
thatf tbere is anything in the National Policy if we
have not been all wrong from the very start, if the history
of Canada shows that this National Policy has achieved
for Canada what we said it would achieve-and I have
given the most abundant and irrefragible evidence on
that point-if there is any question on which there ought
net te be any doubt in the mind of any hon. gentleman,
it is that the application of the same soundpolicy which
we have found so admirable and successful in relation to
all other industries, will have the same result in regard
to the great iron industry of this country."
Let me ask the hon. gentleman where are the
twenty thousand artisans, workers in iron, repre-
senting a population of 100,000, who were to come
into this country? I bring the ho, gentleman
face to face with his statements, andI ch e ge hon.
gentlemen opposite to tell the House one single par-
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ticular in which any of the predictions and promises
of the Finance Minister have been fulfilled,
promises and predictions which induced this
House to vote the imposition of taxation upon the
people of this country which reaches no less than
a million dollars per annum. There never was a
case in the history of Canada where the represen-
tatives of the people were so deceived and so
deluded, as they were in regard to raising the
duties upon imported iron, which duties the hon.
gentleman imposed and carried in 1887. Let us
look at the facts. The quantity of pig iron pro-
duced in 1887 was 39,728 tons, on which a
bounty was paid of $59,576. In 1888, when
this industry was going to be developed so rap-
idly the quantity produced was 22,310 tons,
on which a bounty was paid of $33,314. In
1889, the last year for which I have the figures,
the quantity produced was 24,822 tons. This
is the magnficent result which has followed
the granting of these enormous bounties to this
special industry. I ask any hon. gentleman whose
mind is open to argument, if he can, in the face of
these figures, testify an adhesion to this system.
Why, Sir, we were told some years ago that we
were not going to import any more pig iron, and
that we were going to manufacture it all in this
country. We were told that pig iron was, more
than any other article, a product of labor, and
that 20,000 horny-handed sons of toil were to come
with their families here, to add to the wealth of
the country. We were told, as I have said, that
we were not to import any more pig iron ; but what
are the facts ? We imported, in 1887, 45,295 tons
of pig iron, and instead of reducing the importa-
tion we imported, in 1889, 73,844 tons. So
that with the imposition of an increased duty
we have imported more pig iron from abroad, and
we have manufactured less pig iron in this country
from 39,728 tons in 1887 to 24,822 tons in 1889.
This is the result of the policy of the Government.
Now, Sir, what do we pay in the shape of increased
duty ? I find that in 1886, the year before the
hon. gentleman made his statement, we imported
$8,Q00,400 worth of iron, on which we paid a duty
of $1,720,656, or 21J per cent. increase. The new
system came into operation in the year 1887. Of
course it had not full play that year and the in-
creased duty was very little. However, we im-
ported to the value of $9,746,667, on which we paid
a duty of $2,168,392, or an increased duty in that
year of pnly $121,591, consequent, as I have said,
on account of the new tariff not coming into opera-
tion until late in that year. When we come to the
years, 1888 and 1889, when the new tariff was in
full operation, and when it bore full fruition, we
find that in 1888, we imported $8,757,204 worth,
on which we paid a duty of $2,632,151, or an in-
crease over the duties which were in force before
the new tariff was brought into operation, of $836,-
925 in one year. The total, that the people of
this country paid out of their pockets in increased
duty, which went directly into the treasury, was
$836,925 in that year, while the offsets on the
other side of the account were nil. In 1889, we
imported $9,680,967 worth, on which we paida duty
of $2,950,890, or an increased duty under the
tariff, of 1887, of $966,293. So, Sir, we find that,
under the increased duties, the duty which was
paid on iron for these three years amounted to
$7,751,433, and the increased duties we paid as a

Mr. DAvIEs (P.E.I.)

result of the hon. gentleman's policy, directly into
the treasury, amounted to $1,924,809, or in round
figures, $2,000,000. These are the results of the
Government's policy with regard to pig iron, and
the hon. the Finance Minister, with these resuits
staring him in the face, and at the end of ten years
from the time Sir Leonard Tilley stated that we
would not require to continue this bounty at all,
repeats the sane old story which Sir Leonard
Tilley repeated in 1883, and asks the House not to
base their conclusions on the actual facts as we find
them in the records of the country, but upon hap-
hazard predictions which the hon. Finance Minister
now makes, as to what is to take place in the
future. This policy is, in my opinion, a hateful
policy, a troublesone policy, and a bad policy from
beginning to end. I join my protest against it, to
the able and forcible protest which the hon. mem-
ber fron South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has
made just now. If I have misstated or overstated
in any sense or way the professions or predictions
which the hon. the Finance Ministers of 1883 and
1887 made, I think it would be in order for the
present Finance Minister to rise and state in what
regard I have misstated or overstated. Let him
state whether any ol these predictions have been
fulfilled. Let him tell us where are the new blast
furnaces that were to be established in the coun-
try ? Where are the millions of capital which we
were told were ready to pour into this country, if
the House would only consent to an increase of
this duty ? Where are the blast furnaces which
were to be established not only in Nova Scotia,
bat in Quebec, the North-West Territories and
British Columbia? Where are the 20,000 people
with their families which were to come here to
increase the population of the country and to enrich
its material wealth ? I repeat, Sir, that everyone
of these predictions has been falsified, and to-day
the House is asked to stultify itself again, to
ignore the facts as they are to be found in the
records, and to vote blindly for the continuance of
a policy which has been productive of nothing but
evil in the past.

Mr. CHARLTON. I have a little information
collected by the Mining Commission of Ontario,
which was charged among other duties, with that
of making an investigation as to the cost of pro-
ducing iron, which may have some bearing on the
question, and be of some service in this discussion.
The conclusion that I arrived at, with regard to
the production of iron in Canada, was, that it was
not owing to a lack of a favorable opportunity for
making good dividends, nor to our incapacity to pro-
duce iron under the existing state of things, that we
were not large producers of that metal in this
country, but that it was rather owing to a lack of
enterprise on the part of our business men, that
the present state of things existed. From data
procured by the Commission, some of which have
been furnished by metallurgists and others by iron-
masters, or the managers of furnaces, it appears
that the cost of producing charcoal iron in Ontario
would be $13.60 per long ton, the figures of ten
estimates ranging from $9.08 for a hot-blast
furnace of sixty tons daily capacity, to $18.50 for
one of five tons capacity. The highest priee given
as to the cost of producing charcoal iron in
Ontario, was $18.50. While this was the cae,
we imported charcoal iron for the manufacture
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of malleable castings at a cost ranging from $26
to $38 per long ton, accordng to quality, in-
cluding duty, freight and so forth. Now, Sir,
some of the information in detail, which the On-
tario Mining Commission acquired, might perhaps
with propriety be given to the House. I will
give some of these estimates, with the details of
production, to show that it is not a wild calcula-
tion, not a mere guess, but that they are conclu-
sions arrived at from actual data, furnished by
experts and persons skilled in the business.
Surely, with the wide margin for profit, which is
shown in the figures I have given, it was not a lack
of the advantages offered, to induce people to go
into the business which did not secure their taking
hold of this business, but rather a lack of enter-
prise on the part of owners of iron mines and the
possessors of capital. The items of cost at the
Marmora furnace, given by Mr. Bentley, the
manager, to Mr. Macfarlane, are based on the daily
run of five tons: two tons of ore at $2 per ton, and
160 bushels of charcoal at 6 cents pe. bushel, to
produce one ton of pig iron, labor $2. 10, and other
expenses $2.80 per ton-making the aggregate cost
818.50. The items of cost given at the Madoc
furnace were as follows:-

Ore ......................... . ....... $3 00
Fuel .................................... 3 00
Flux .................................... 0 30
Labor ............................ 3 10
W ear and tear.......................... 1 00
General expenses ...................... 1 60

Total cost per ton...............$12 00
In July, 1883, Mr. William H. Merritt, of Toronto,
nining engineer, made an estimate of the cost of
producing iron at Kinmount for Messrs. Parry &
Mills, after a careful survey of the region and an
examination of their works at that time in course
of erection. The furnace was fifty feet high, nine
and a-half feet diameter at the bosh, and it was
computed that its daily output of pig iron would
range from twenty to thirty tons. Without going
into the details of the calculation made by Mr.
Merritt, I may say that the cost is summarised as
follows :.

21 tous of ore at $3.061.................. $6 89
120 bushels charcoal at 6c............... 7 20
Labor and repairs ...................... 3 00
W ear and tear........................ 050
Limestone .,............................ 0 50

Total cost per ton ................. $18 09

A report on certain iron ores in Lanark county,
made in November, 1883, by Mr. John Birkinbine,
of Philadelphia, secretary of the United States As-
sociation of Charcoal Iron Workers, and editor of
their journal, was put in evidence by Mr. W. H,
Wylie, of Carleton Place. Mr. Birkinbine is recog-
nised as one of the highest authorities in the Uni-
ted States connected with the business of manufac-
turing iron, especially charcoal iron. This report
was made to Messrs. Wylie and Hall after an
examination of properties in the Townships of
Darling and Lavant, with a view to the suita-
bility cf the locality for. the establishment of a
chareoal smelting furnace, and it embraced esti-
mates cf the cst cf making pig iron from the ore.
The ores examined were of the class of rich mag-
netites, those analysed showing about 66 per cent.
of metallic iron; but in making his estimates Mr.
Birkinbine calculated on an average of 55 per cent.

ores, and the cost of mining at $1.60 per ton. As
wood is abundant and cheap, he stated :

" You need have no fear as to fuel supply, and the
character of the timber growth will make charcoal of the
best qualhty. In many parts of the United States, where
wood is by no means as plentiful nor of as good quality as
in Lanark and adjacent counties, charcoal is made in
meilers in the woods and delivered to iron works at 6
cents per bushel. When kilns are used, a lower price
still is often obtained ; and if retorts are employed, a
further reduction in cost is possible, even if the gaseous
produ ts are not utilised. To illustrate : Our iron works
have a battery of kilns located in woods very similar to
that adjacent to locations examined, and a responsible
party eontracted to out the wood, haul it to kilns, car-
bouse it, and deliver the charcoal in cars at 4 cents per
bushel."
In making his estimate, however, Mr. Birkinbine
put the cost at 5 cents per bushel of 20 lbs., which
he considered would be ample for a number of
years ; and allowing for a possible refractory char-
acter of ore and contingencies of operation, an
average consumption of 110 bushels for each ton
of pig iron, which is about 15 bushels per ton
greater than what is required by the charcoal fur-
naces of Michigan. To produce one ton of iron,
with a modern plant and appliances, it was esti-
mated would cost as follows:-

1-8 tons of 55 per cent. ore at furnace.. $ 3 60
0-3 tous of flux........................ 0 45
110 bushels charcoal............... 550
Labor making iron................... 2 00
Repairs and supplies............... 050
Interest and superintendence.... .... 080

Total cost per ton ................. $12 85
Mr. Birkinbine then proceeded to estimate that the
cost of an establishment sufficient for an output
of 60 tons per day-would be $200,000, and that to
pay a dividend of 10 per cent. on the capital in-
vested, it would be necessary to have a margin of
$2.25 per ton, in addition to the $12.85 of cost,
which would niake the sum to be realised from the
iron produced in these furnances, to yield a divi-
dend, $15. 10 per long ton. If it costs at the
loyest rate $26 per ton to import that class of iron,
surely there is sufficient inducement to attract
people to the industry with a margin of $10
more, and a profit of 10 per cent. Mr. Ledyard
stated in his evidence that he had received an
estimate from Mr. J. B. Withrow, a furnace
builder of Pittsburg, Pa., for the manufacture of
charcoal pig iron at the old Belmont mine at an
actual cost of less than $10 per ton. It will be borne
in mind that all these estimates are per long ton of
2,240 lbs. Ile estimated the necessary capital at
$150,000, the plant of which would include a
Clapp-Griffiths converter capable of producing
steel at $14 per ton, charcoal being reckoned at 6
cents per bushel.

" We would deliver the ore at Toronto," Mr. Ledyard
said, " supposing the company to own the mines, at $2.25
per ton-81.50 to mine it, and 75 cents for freight, If the
furnace proprietors did not own the mines, then 50 cents
per ton would be a fair royalty. in Chicago good Besse-
mer ore je $5.25 to $5.75; they use Conneleville coke and
I think it could be delivered here a little chear if tere
were no duty. With the fuel as cheap an tie ore at
half price we should stand a good chance if we had the
same market."
The several estimates of cost of production are
presented in the evidence of Mr. J. C. Pusey, hin-
self a practical ironmaker-the proposed furnace
to be located in the township of Snowdon, in
Haliburton, and to use ores taken from mines
owned by Mr. Pusey's company. The first of
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these estimates was made in 1881 by Messrs. Taws
& Hartman, of Philadelphia, for a cold blast furnace
of 100 tons capacity per week, in which it was
proposed to use ores of the Howland, Imperial
and New York mines, equal parts of each, giving
a mixture of 59 per cent. iron. Their estimate of
the cost of a ton of iron is as follows :-

4,000 lbs. ore at $1 per ton............. $1 80
2,520 lbs. (140 bush.) charcoal at 6c. per

bushel........................ ..... 8 40
177 lbs. limestone ...... ........... 0 10
Labor, office expenses and supt. salary. 2 50
Repairs andtaxes....................... 1 00

Cost of one ton of iron..............$13 80

Their estimate of the cost of the furnace, 40 feet
high and 8 feet bosh, with hoist, tackle, casthouse,
blowing engine and pipes complete, was $36,000,
and of 20 charcoal kilns $10,000, each cord of wood
to cost $1.30 at the kilns and to produce 45 bushels
of charcoal. The second estimate was prepared by
Mr. J. B. Withrow of Pittsburg, in 1884, and
agrees with the one given by that gentleman to Mr.
Ledyard. It was for a hot-blast furnace of 60 tons
daily capacity, and was based on prices of material
and analyses of ores of the Howland and Imperial
mines furnished by Mr. Pusey. Following are the
details

2 tons ore'(* Howland and i Iniperial).. $2 3
80 bushels charcoal, at 5c.. ......... 4 00

ton lim estone.......................... 0 25
Labor....................... ......... 2 00
Salaries and incidental expenses........ 0 50

Cost of one ton of iron............. $9 08
The third estimate was prepared by Mr. Pusey
himself for a hot blast furnace of thirty tons daily
capacity, to be erected at the Imperial Mine, and
to use equal quantities of Howland and Imperial
ores. The 6 re of the latter mine, Mr. Pusey
stated, is too poor to ship, and lie, therefore, pro-
poses to utilise it on the ground. The figures
are :

5,6001bs.ore..-. ........................ $ 2 31
200 lbs. limestone........................ 0 15
1,800 lbs. (100 bushels) charcoal, at 51

cents per bushel.................... 5 50
Labor......... ............... 2 50
Repairs, taxes, &c. ........ ........ 1 00

Cost of one ton of iron............$11 46
The evidence of Mr. Shortiss, of Toronto, supplies
an estimate of the cost of producing iron at Snow-
down, given in 1885 by Mr. McCorquodale, super-
intendent of the Jackson Iron Company's furnace
in Delta County, Michigan. It is based on the
use of 55 per cent. ore and hardwood charcoal, and
is as follows:-

2 tons of ore at $2.50....................$ 500
100 bushels of charcoal, at 5 cents...... 5 00
Limestone.... ......................... 0 25
Labor and expenses. ............... 1 67

Cost of one ton of iron...... .. $11 92

William Rattle, of Cleveland, Ohio, a mining engi-
neer and analytical chemist, gave evidence before
the commission at Kingston, and stated that he
had been intimately connected with the smelting
of iron since 1872. In his opinion, the ores of the
Kingston district are as easy to smelt as those of the
Lake Superior district ;he favors Connellsville coke
for fuel, which could be laid down at Kingston at
$5.50 per ton. I ask the Minister's particular

Mr. CHARLTON.

attention to this estimate, for it is an estimate of
the production of iron by the use of coke, not of
charcoal. Mr. Rattle's estimate of the cost of pro-
ducing a ton of pig iron, as extracted from his
evidence, is as follows

Ore..........................$4 00
Coke...................................... 5 50
F lux...................................... 0 25
Labor... ............... ....... 1 00
Wear and tear, and interest............. 0 50

Cost of a ton of iron..............$11 25
Now, Sir, iron will cost at present in Glasgow $12
per long ton. The duty amounts to $4 per short ton
or $4.40 for long ton, and the freigLht is $1, making
the cost $17.40 per long ton, laid down at Kings-
ton; and against this we have the estimate I have
just read, which gives the cost of iron produced by
the use of coke at thatsame point $11.25 per long
ton, or over $5 per ton profit to the parties .who
will embark in that business at Kingston, if ny
hon. friend would only give them free coke. Mr.
E. C. Garlick, of Cleveland, mining engineer and
metallurgist, whose report on the Henderson steel
process is given in the appendix, has furnished the
writer with an estimate on the making of charcoal
iron, based on five years' experience in Ohio, which
places the cost at $14.30 per ton. Following are
his figures :-

2 tons 50 p. c. ore at $1.50............... $3 00
Roastingore at 37J ..................... 075
130 bushels of charcoal at 6 cents. 7 80
Limestone .............................. 0 50
Labor. ................ ............... 1 50
Repairs and incidentals................ 0 50
M anagement............................ 0 25

Cost of a ton of pig tron........... $14 30
The following estimate is extracted fron the
statement of Mr. Gerhauser, secretary and
treasurer of the Detroit Union Iron Company,
which appears at the end of the section, and is for
the long ton of pig iron

. ton specular ore at $5.28.............. $3 52
ton hematite ore at $4.48....... .. .. 3 00

i ton magnetic ore at $4.96 ............ 1 65
87 bush. charcoal at 7j cents.........6 52
Limestone.............................. 0 06
L abor................................... 1 37

Cost of a ton of iron............ $16 12
A record of the Iron Mountain Furnace at Ironton,
Wisconsin, as given by the manager to the Journal
of Charcoal Iron Workers Association of the United
States in 1883, gives these details of a run of
sixty-nine and one quarter days. The total make
in that period was 739î (2,268 lbs.), the ore
yielding 53-6 per cent. The following are the
items of cost per ton :

186 tons at $2.00........................ $372
876 bush. charcoal at6cents........5 70
694 lbs. limestone....................... 025
Labor................... ............... 2 25
Oil and shop ......................... 008

Cost of iron per ton............ $1'2 00
There can be no doubt that the advantages for
producing charcoal iron in Ontario are at least
equal to the advantages 'of producing the article
at Ironton, Wisconsin. I will not trouble the
House further with these calculationsthanto recapi-
tulate and summarise the evidence given by these
various parties, which makes the average cost of
producing charcoal iron $13.60 per long ton, the
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highest cost being $18.50 in a furnace producing development of Canadian industries by protective
but five tons per day, and the lowest cost being methods, as also does the hon. member for Prince
89.08 per ton. The president and secretary of the Edward Island (Mr. Davies). The hon. member
Mining Commission visited varions points in the for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who has just
United States, among others Birmingham, Ala- spoken, has offered the strongest argument to prove
bana ; and we find that in Birmingham, Alabama, that iron can besuccessfully manufactured in the
all that was claimed as being the cost of producing Dominion, while the hon. member for South Oxford
a long ton of pig iron at furnaces there was from (Sir Richard Cartwright) has argued from the
88.50 to $9 per ton; and from the information opposite point of view. 1 ]eave these entlemen to
which we procured from parties familiar with the settie their differences among themselves. If we
situation of the mines in Nova Scotia and the follow closely the argument of the hon. member for
natural advantages offered there, we arrived at the North Norfolk, we find it is an argument to prove
conclusion that, with the same enterprise, with that there is scarcely any country under the Sun
the same skill, with the same investment of capital better adapted for the manufacture of iron than
in Nova Scotia, iron could be produced the Dominion.
as cheaply there as at any other poimt in An hon. MEMBER. Why do you not manufe-
the world-Birminghar, PeNnsyovania, or aCny thte itw
place elseh; and I have no doubt that with
ecjual skill and enterprise to that used iii the Mr. MeDOUGYALD (Pictou). If that be thecase,
production of iron in the United States, iron can and it is largely the case, no evil results can accrue
be prodnced in Nova Scotia for an actual cost of from. the protection now proposed, as the competition
89 to $10 per ton. If that De the case, if the high- on the part of those engaged in that industry will,
est cost of producing charcoal iron in Ontario is in the course of time, settle the question of ow
$18.50 per ton ; if iron can oe produced at Kings- prices, as it has doe in other countries where the
ton, with coke imported from. Connellsvilie, Penn- same system has been pursued. The resolution
sylvaria, at less than $12 per ton; if it costs $17 before the House involves no new policy on the
to 818 per ton to lay pig iron down in Ontario, and part of the Administration. This system of
836 to $38 to import into Ontarit, charcoal iron for granting a bounty for the manufacture of
inalleable castings, it strikes me that what we want iron in Canada was frst introduced in 1883,
is, not more protection or iron bounty, but enter- and was afterwards renewed in 1886. And
prising men who will avail themselves of the oppor- the measure of protection now sought for that
tunities offered by the existing otate of things to industry ia very litte greater than the protection
go into an industry, which, we are told, will yield afforded in 1887 after the duties now in force were
a profit of 10 per cent. on the capital invested, by imposed by the Gover ment of the day. The
placing the iron on the market at $5 and $6 per object of this protection is to stimulate the manu-
ton under the market price. I am convinced that facture of crude and finished iron from Canadian
bounties are not necessary ; that the margins for ores for the supply of the home market. That
profit are already large enough ; that we can pro- object might be attainable in two ways, either by
duce charcoal iron in Ontario, as heap as it can ge protective duties on imports, or by a bunty being
produced anywhere else, and, that being the case, granted on douestic production to supplement the
we ought to supply ourselves with the entire duty. The bounty is a species of protection in
amount of charcoal iron required. If it were not for another form and is equivaleut in its effect to a
or lack of enterprise, we could sel a large amount Customs duty of the same amount on the manu-

cf iron from Ontario, in the American market ut a factured article, but it is designed to promote
hadsome profit under free trade relations. There manufacture without increasing the price of the
is no question but that the facilities for produc- product to the consumer, at ail events during the
ing coal and iron in Nova Scotia, where the ore, early stages of developinent. It is not necessary
coal and flux are al in juxtaposition"to each other, now to discuss the abstract question cf pro-
are such, that it is one cf the cheapest points on tection. It is the policy cf the Government-
the globe for producing iron. Even Birmingham, accepted and ratified by the people, and should
Alabamna, with ail its celebrated advantages, is flot te applied to, the iron industry as to, others,
as favorably situated, because there the ore has to because the manufacture cf iron shuld te one of
be brought from one side of the valey, a distance, our great national industries, seeing that we possess

some soe cases, of fifteen or twenty miles, the in our land ail the natural elements for the succeis-
cou from the other side an equal distance, and the fu manufacture cf iron, grouped together in harios
flux bas als tos be brought a considerabe distance portions cf our Dominion. While this is the indis-
to the furnces; yet, notwithstanding these disad- putable fact, we are actually importing into this
vantages, the actual cost cf production does not ex- country iron and steel aud manufactures thereof to
ceed $9 per ton. I think the hon. Finance Minis- the value cf over $12,000,000 annually, being last
ter, in pla e of asking the passage cf a resolution yer over l pertcent. cf the total imports cf al
to give au eKtra bounty cf $2 per short ton, had kinds cf gocds. This while ail the raw materials
better take measures to, lay before the people the for manufacture lie literally beneath our feet. 0f
actual advaniages we possess, and cur capabilities, al industria employments none afford greater
to show thu arhat it is merely ack of enterprise sources cf w salth than the iron and steel inustry
which preteati us from producing iron, t least t in ail the varions branches. Labor is the prime
the extet fof pppying our own reuirements. source cf national wealth, and it is our true

poicy as a people, and necessary for our industris,
Mr. MlystuAD (Pictou). I ar not surprised independence, te prometu means whereby Canadian

atthe oppositio of the on. memberfor South Oxford labor may te employed on diversified industries,
(Sir Richard Cartw ght) te this resolution, because native to our soll, within our own torders. There
fe bas iavsoiably opugheevery mon sure for the is no national industry ini iro possible without
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production from the ore. The foundations must be
well and truly laid on this basis, or the superstruc-
ture will not be enduring. There are many reasons
why the iron industry is not developed. It is
because the iron industry has not been given the
degree of protection found necessary in other lands
in our times. The United States, our great neigh-
bors, have protected this industry for a generation,
and their iron manufacture is now outstripping
that of Great Britain in many branches. At one
time the duty that they imposed was $9 per ton,
and the statistics of 1887 of the Ainerican Iron and
Steel Association will show the development made
in that industry :

" For many years this country has been second only to
Great Britain 'n the production of pig iron. In 1886 we
surpassed that country, for the first time,in the production
of steel of ail kinds, producing 197,832 gross tons more
than our great rival. In 1887 this leadership was main-
tained.

" The production of steel by ail processes in Great
Britain and in the United States in 1887 was as follows,
in gross tons :-

Ingots. GreatBritain UnitedStates

Bessemer steel (Clapp-Grif- Gross Tons. Gross Tons.
fiths' included)............. 2,089,403ý 2,936,033

Open-hearth steel............ 981,104 322,069
Crucible steel........ ... About 100,000 75,376
Other steel...... ...... Nomi'i,ifany 5,593

Total.............. 3,170,507 3,339,071
Pig iron ................... . 7,441,927 6,417,148

While the iron industry to which we are pointed
by our friends on the other side has made such
strides in the United States, what is the condition
there as to that industry needing a continued
measure of protection ? The Ways and Means
Committee of Congress this year makes this state-
ment :

" These duties, it is believed, cannot be lowered with-
out detriment to existing industries. Of pig iron it may
be said that it is in no sense a raw material. It is a pro-
duct of the highest skill, requiring ln its manufacture
large and expensive plants, th e capital invested in which
(in the United States) to-day more than equals that
which is invested in any other branch of the iron or steel
industries.

" To reduce materially the duty on pig iron and on
scrap iron and scrap steel which are substitutes for
Pig iron would annually bring into our ports many ship
loads of these products to take the place of pig iron which
could be produced at home, and it would correspondingly
reduce the demand for coal and iron ore. This ls a resuit
which is surely not to be desired. * * *

" Pig iron is to-day the leading manufacturing industry
south of the Potomae and Ohio rivers. It has been the
most potent of all influences in the industrial rehabilita-
tion of the south."
This is the official delaration of the position to-day,
and, if it is found that the duty of $6 per ton in
the United States cannot be lowered or dispensed
with safely, how do hon. gentlemen opposite ex-
pect that any great iron industry will be establish-
ed in this country without similar protection,
especially in the initial stages ? While we have
great iacilities for# obtaining the raw material in
certain localities, we have to pay the same wages,
and the amount of capital necessary is not so
easily obtained as it is in the United States. In
1887 the United States produced more than twice

Mr. McDouGAi.D (Pictou.)

as many tons of Bessemer steel rails as Great
Britain, the production of the former country
having been 2,044,819 gross tons from ingots made
in its own works, and that of the latter
country having been 1,021,847 gross tons.
It has been stated that little or no development
has resulted from the protection which has already
been afforded the iron industries, and I am rather
surprised-diverting for a moment from the main
question-that this article of iron should be
singled out by the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) more than any other
article, because during his administration as
Finance Minister we know that lie maintained a
higher rate of duty on the petroleum produced in
Ontario than this duty upon iron. It is said that
iron is an article of general consumption. If so,
the duties paid upon it will be evenly distributed
over the country, much more so than the duties
on petroleum, which the hon. gentleman main-
tained when he was Minister of Finance. As an
index to the dev 9lopment of the manufacture of
iron in Canada, the statistics compiled by the
Geological Survey show that the production of
iron last year, in those branches, amounted to
$2,210,062. In 1885-86 we imported from Great
Britain, of bar iron, rolled or hammered, includ-
ing rounds and squares, 28,759 tons ; while last
year, of these same articles, we imported 15,552
tons, or a decrease of 13,207 tons, indicating an
increased manufacture in those articles to that ex-
tent. Now, in examining the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns, we find that, last year, we imported
of crude iron, steel and scrap for the making of
finished iron and steel, and manufactures thereof,
118,446 tons, as against 77,254 tons in 1885-86,
being an increase of 41,192 tons, or 53 per cent.,
showing that 41,000 tons of these crude ma-
terials had been imported and converted into
finished articles last year, more than in 1885-86,
before these additional duties were put on. The
advantage in extending the bounty aintil 1897
is to give capitalists confidence in the stability of
the protection offered. •The large amount of capital
required to start works on a successful scale, in-
volving ore minig, limestone quarrying, railways,
smelting, furnaces, &c., makes it indispensable to
secure capital for new works, that confidence exists
as to the maintenance of a needful measure of pro-
tection. Of all branches of manufacture, pig iron
making is that which requires the heaviest invest-
ment of capital in proportion to the value of the
product, and the greatest hazard to the investor,
as if unsuccessful his money is absolutely lost, the
plant being useless for any other purpose. The
object of the bounty is to neutralise these deter-
ring influences, which exist strongly in a new
country, and to encourage capitalists to risk their
money, by giving an adequate protection, ex-
tended over a sufficient period, to inspire con-
fidence and ensure stabiity. The importance of
the industry-the large investment of capital in
the country resulting from it-and the fact that it
employs a larger population than any other--Ore,
fuel and all the other articles used being home
products-are such wel established facts that
it is not necessary to occupy time now in
adverting to these points. It has been aeid
that this industry is not indigenous to Nova
Scotia, or to Canada. I think that state-
ment cannot be manntained. The injeences that
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have prevented a greater development than now
exists do not arise from that cause. The non-
development arises largely from the difficulty
encountered in securing capital to commence these
undertakings. The hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) adopted a different line of
argument to-day from that which he adopted some
days ago, in dealing with this question. On a
former occasion, he expressed the opinion that iron
manufactures would not be successful in this
country, and that our policy should be to ship our
iron and our coal to the United States.

Mr. CHARLTON. 1 beg the hon. gentleman's
pardon, I said it was desirable to ship our ores to
the United States, but I did not say that we should
encourage iron manufacture here.

Mr. McDOUGALD (Pictou). I understood the
hon. gentleman to say that it was our policy to ship
our ores and our coal to the United States for the
true development of these industries. I may say
that, so far as coal is concerned, it is the opinion of
those gentlemen engaged in that industry in the
county I have the honor to represent, both Ameri-
cans and Canadians, who thoroughly understand
the business, that no advantage whatever would
result to them, but the contrary would result, by
the free admission of their coal to the United States
in exchange for the free admission of coal into
Canada, and they would not accept that arrange-
ment without opposition. I wish now to refer to
a statement made the other dayby the hon. member
for Marquette (Mr. Watson). In discussing the
pig iron duty the other day he stated that the
manufacturers were drawing more bountythan they
should, because he was informed that they used
about three-fourths pig iron and one-fourth scrap
iron, so they could get a bounty for using old
scrap. I think if the hon. gentleman had been
better acquainted with the facts, he would not
have made that assertion. I made an enquiry of the
managing director of the Londonderry works, and
i received this reply :

" The statement you mention as made in the House by
Mr. Watson is absolutely untrue, in so far as this com-
uany (which, being by farthe largest producer of pig ironIn Canada, may be presumed to be aimed at) is concerned.
and you are authorised to contradict it. I am quite satis-
fied that it is equally untrue in regard to other makers,
but, of course, I cannot assume to speak positively on
that point."

Now, in relation to a statement made by the hon.
member for Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies), I
do not suppose he intended to mislead the House,
but his statemenc is inaccurate as to the production
of iron in 1887. He stated that the production that
year was 39,000 tons. I have been unable to obtain
statistics to verify that statement ; the statistics
I have show that the production was something like
25,000 tons. There is a payment made. in some
previous year which probably would lend color to
his statement ; but the production for that year was
only 25,000. The largest production was in 1883-
84, when it was 29,000 tons. He says that the
production of iron to-day is less than it was ten
years ago, but he should not forget that in that
interval production had ceaaed to be profit-
able, the Londonderry works had to suspend
operations, and the company went into liqui-
dation. If this measure of protection now
proposed is adopted, I am certain that within
two or three years we will see the existing

production more than doubled. These works at
Londonderry are running at a fair way, and with
the prospect of an additional furnace being started ;
and in my own county a large work which repre-
sents now about half a million dollars, is being
formed into a joint stock company for the smelt-
ing of iron, and the enterprising parties connected
with that work are throwing ail their present in-
vestment into a new concern which wlf extend its
operations to the production of pig iron. Under
all the circumstances, and in ,view of the import-
ance of this industry to the people of Canada, I
shall support the resolution now before the House
as being in the direction of giving employment to
Canadian labor to develop the iron industry on
Canadian soil.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman has men-
tioned my name in connection with a statement I
made the other night while discussing the tariff
resolution. I did make that statement, and I
believe that my informant is as good an authority
as his informant. I do not suppose for a moment
that the men who are engaged in using scrap iron
and drawing a bounty for pig iron, would inform
the hon. gentleman that such was the case. I am
entirely opposed to the resolution now before the
House. I think it is one of the most unjust and
unfair taxes that could be placed on the people,
and I believe, if the members of this House truly
represented the people they are supposed to repre-
sent, they would reject this proposition to increase
the bounty on iron. We are told by gentlemen
in the Lower Provinces who live in the vicinity of
those iron works, that they have all the natural
advantages possible for manufacturing iron ore.
If that is the case why should we give thiem an
additional bounty beyond the $4 a ton protection?
The protection they have is equal to about 41 per
cent. I find that the price of pig iron in Glasgow
is $12. 10 per long ton of 2,240 lbs., or $10.80 for a
ton of 2,000 lbs., and it is upon the latter ton that
the bounty or duty is paid. Now, $4 a ton
of 2,000 lbs. is equal to 41J per cent.,
and I submit that that is quite a sufficient
protection for an industry enjoying the natu-
ral advantage which it enjoys in Nova Scotia.
The Finance Minister has felt bound to admit
there were many disadvantages to offset the advan-
tages, and the principal advantage, he considered,
was, that this amount was paid directly to the
people as a sort of guarantee to them on going into
the business. The people of the North-West are
entirely opposed to contributing this bounty
towards the establishment of one industry in
Canada. It is well known that at present nearly
all agricultural implements are made entirely of
iron, and while you place a duty of 41½ per
cent. on the raw material of the manufacturer,
you give him a protection of 35 per cent. on the
manufactured goods. I consider that the manufac-
turers of implements are much more to be consi-
dered than the producers of pig iron. I should
like to know the value of the labor employed in
producing a ton of pig iron. It is not only $4.48
per ton of 2,000 lhs. we are paying on iron, but
we are about to pay $2 additional bounty. We are
even doing more than this. We are carrying the
coal and the iron at a loss over Government
railways, the loss under these heads on the
Intercolonial being placed at t2 Der ton. We
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are, in fact, paying tou much to maintain
-one or two industries in the Lower Provinces,
the advantage of which only accrues to those en-
gaged in them. The hon. member for Pictou (Mr.
McDougald) has said there is a falling off in
wrought iron duties on account of the iron not being
imported. That being the case, the country suffers
a loss, while the people who benefit by the loss of
public revenue are those directly interested in the
industry. This is a system we should not encour-
age, for it is one of taxing the whole people for the
sake of two or three manufacturers in the Lower
Provinces. The hon. gentleman has also told us
that competition after a time will lower the prices.
We have heard that statement ever since 1878,
but the prediction has never been realised. If you
compare the prices of Nova Scotia and Glasgow
iron you find that the prices for the same quality
are about the same, the Nova Scotia manufactu-
rers obtaining every cent they can for their tron in
competition with the imported iron which pays
duties. Whena industries do grow up under pro-
tection, in our limited market here, half a dozen
large establishments are erected while there is
only business for two or three. The result is
they form a "combine" and put up the prices,
and the people have to pay interest on the total
investment, including the whole plant lying idle.
Coming from the west, I am the only member who
opposes the present tariff arrangements of the
Government, but I think it is my duty to say to
this House that, while I am the only representa-
tive from »Manitoba out of five, who opposes the
Government on their high tariff, the present mem-
bers do not represent the Conservative party in
that Province. I will read an editorial from a Con-
servative newspaper, published in Brandon, which
refers to a speech delivered by the hon. member
for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) in answer to remarks made
by nie. This paper is edited by a Conservative
and has always been Conservative. I affirm that
90 per cent. of the people of Manitoba are opposed
to the present system of high tariff, as they feel
that in every instance they have to pay the total
amount of duty on agricultural implements. What
did the manufacturers ask in 1883? Not increased
protection on manufactured goods, but a reduc-
tion of the duties on raw material. The Govern-
ment would not, however, reduce the duty on raw
materials, but they gave an additional 10 per
,cent. on the manufactured articles, making 35 per
cent. The Brandon Times, in commenting on the
speech delivered in this House by the hon. gentle-
man, who lives in Brandon, who was supported
by this paper, which, no doubt, considerably
assisted in his election, says as follows, and I think
it expresses the honest sentiments of the great
majority of the people of Manitoba:

" MR. DALY AND THE TARIFF.
"Mr. Daly, in speaking on the Budget at Ottawa lait

week, is reported to have said:
" That the 35 per cent. duty on agricultural implements

enabled the different manufacturers in the country to
put more money in their businees and thereby enable
them to give a cheaper and better article. He took issue
with Mr. Watson that 9& per cent. of the people of
Manitoba were in favor of unrestricted reciprocity, and
held that his own election, where this cry was urged
against him, was proof of it. He admitted that some of
the tarif changes might pinch the people of Manitoba,
yet they ought not to forget that they were only a com-
ronent part of the Dominion and the.tarif changes were
for the best interest of the country as a whole. For
himself hé never forgot he was aCanadian.

Mr. WATsON.

" We have on former occasions dissente d entirely from
the views advocated by Mr. Daly upon public questions
affecting Manitoba, andthis is another case in whieh we
are bound to oppose the position he takes. Ie does not
we believe, express the sentiments of his constituents and
the fact that he was elected at the last general election is
no proof that he does. Mr. Daly can't go to the eountry
to-day in this constituency upon the platform above laid
down and be returned. The contention that our farmers
should lie quietly under a 35 per cent. tariff upon
agricultural implements, in order that thel manufae-
turers in the East may be allowed to amass fortunes
which will enable them to turn out better and cheaper
machines, is simply all bosh, and the farmers of
Manitoba, who are to-day paying 12 per cent. interest
on overdue notes because they had short crops
last year, and were unable to meet their engagements
when they fell due, know that what we say is truc. They
have paid 35 per cent. duty on their machinery in the
past in order that the infant industries of the East might
get a footing and be in a position to compete with Ameri-
can manufacturers and they have paid the assessment
with a good grace, but they did not and do not expect
that that heavy tax shall continue for ever. In this Pro-
vince, the great .necessary of successful farming is
machinery. The farmers must have agricultural imple-
ments or they can't succeed. And still Mr. Daly pretends
to voice the sentiment of these farmers, when he advocates
froin his place in Parliament a 35 per cent. duty on the
implements they must buy. If we know anything of the
sentiment in Manitaba, the farmers are tired of the high
tariff and they want at least a measure of relief."
That is sufficient evidence to show that in my re-
marks, and in the view I take of the tariff ques-
tion, I represent not only the views of my consti-
tuents, but the views of Conservatives as well as
Liberals, and I am perfectly satisfied, that 90 per
cent. of the people are in favor of doing away with
the high protective tariff ; and for that reason I
strongly oppose the proposal of the hon. gentle-
man to increase the bounties on iron, which is
simply another system of protection. If manu-
facturers cannot get raw material at low rates of
duty, they have to add the duty on the raw
material to the cost of the manufactured goods,
and the consumers have to pay it. I maintain
that it is simply a system of class legislation, and
that it is taxing the masses for the sake of the
classes: I, for one, feeling that I am representing
the sentiments of a large portion of the people,
not only of Manitoba, but of the North-West Ter-
ritories, will oppose this high duty.

Mr. DALY. It was not my intention to take
any part in the discussion of this afternoon, as I do
not pretend to be an expert, the same as the hon.
gentleman who has just sat down (Mr. Watson)
pretends to be, on every subject which comes under
discussion in this House. To apply a well known
quotation, the hon. gentleman " rushes in where
angels fear to tread." He gives his opinions to
this louse in opposition to opinions of the hon.
member for Pictou (Mr. McDougald) who speaks
of what he knows, when he deals with the question
of the iron industry. I simply rise to reply in a
very few words, to the reference which the hon.
member for Marquette has made as to the senti-
ments of the Conservative electors of Manitoba, on
the protective tariff.

Mr. WATSON. I read your own paper.

Mr. DALY. The-hon.gentlemanhasnotread my
own paper. He has read a paper which is just as
" gritty " as the hon. gentleman is, and I want the
hon. gentleman to understand, that I utterly repu-
diate that the Brandon Times is Conservative, or
ever was Conservative. The editor and the pro-
prietor of the Brandon Times is like a great -manY
other people who would be,Conservatives for reve-
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nue purposes only, and just so long as he could get
whatever he could obtain, he was a Conservative.
He is no longer a Conservative, he does not repre-
sent the views of the electorate of the district
w-hich I, represent, nor does lie represent the
public opinion of the Province of Manitoba.

Mr. WATSON. He was a Conservative.

Mr. DALY. He called himself such, but I do
not know whether he was or not. I was about to
say, Mr. Speaker, that in the position which I
take upon this tariff, I have the courage of my
convictions. I do not care whether there are Con-
servatives in the Province of -Manitoba who
liffer from me. They have a right to differ from

me, if they so wish, but I say now, as I said on
previous occasions to this House : that we must
look to the fact, and the people of Manitoba must
look to the fact, that they are but a component
part of this great Confederation. This tariff which
is building up this great country-no matter what
hon. gentlemen on the other side say to the con-
trary-may work a little harshly against one
particular Province, or against one particular
portion of a Province, but we have the resulting
benefits of it. If by this tariff, we can build up
manufacturing industries in the Province of Ontario,
which will give employment to hundreds of men,
who will consume the products of our western
country, we are by that means benefiting Manitoba
and the North-West Territories. If, on the other
hand, by building up these industrie# in the Pro-
vinces of Ontario and Quebec, we can give to our
people machinery just as good and as well made as
can be got on the other side of the line and at as
cheap or a cheaper price, we are pursuing the policy
which we ought to pursue, namely, the policy of
building up a great country for ourselves, with
mutual advantages to all classes of the people.
The hon. gentleman for Marquette (Mr. Watson)
has referred to the question of farm machinery.
I am tired of quoting to the House, as I have done
for the last three or four Sessions, figures to show,
that so far as agricultural implements are con-
cerned, they can be purchased in the Province of
Manitoba to-day, cheaper than they could be
purchased before the 35 per cent. duty was
inposed.

Mr. WATSON. You are wrong.

Mr. DALY. I am not wrong.

Mr. WATSON. What are the prices across the
line ?

Mr. DALY. The fact of the matter further is,
that we can buy, even American machinery,
cheaper in Manitoba to-day, than we could before
the tariff was imposed.

Mr. WATSON. What is the comparison be-
tween the prices in Manitoba and the prices across
the line?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. DALY. I do not think I interrupted the
hon. gentleman when he was speaking. If I am
hitting him very hard, he should take bis medicine
like a good little boy.

Mr. WATSON. You are not hitting me hard
at all.

Mr. DALY. Then keep.your mouth shut. I was
about to say .

Mr. WATSON.- I rise to a point of order. I do
not think any hon. gentleman has a right to address.
to me language in this House which he dare not,
address to me outside of the House.

Mr. CASEY. He addressed it to the Speaker.
Before you decide on this point, Mr. Speaker-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CASEY. I would like to discuss this

matter, Mr. Speaker, before you decide this point.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gentle-

man will, I know, withdraw the expression.

Mr. DALY. If I have said anything unparlia-
mentary, I withdraw the words, but I want the
hon. gentleman to understand distinctly that I am
not going to be interrupted by him or by anybody
else. I think I conducted myself as a gentleman
when lie was speaking ; but the hon. gentleman is
continually in the habit of interrupting members
on this side of the House, when they are speaking,
and when he says that I would not dare to say
anything to him inside of the House which I
would not say outside of the House, I want him to
understand that I fear him neither inside nor out-
side of the House. I was going to say, Mr,,
Speaker, in relation to agricultural implements in
the Province of Manitoba, that our farmers are
able to get in Canada just as good implements as
they can buy in the United States and at as cheap
a price. I stated to the House, in the speech
which I made on the Budget, that the Massey
Manfacturing Company had sent up a number of
agricultural implements to the North-West Terri-
tories, and that the Massey Company's binder,
which was equal, if not better, than any binder
nanufactured in the United States of America, is

sold for $180 on time payments, and $160 cash.
I did not state upon that occasion, as I will
state now, that the Massey binder took the
first prize and the gold medal at the Paris
Exhibition last year. It did not take the medal in
competition with other Canadian machines only,
but it took the medal in competition with machi-
nes manufactured in the United States, France,
Great Britain and Canada, and that too after an
actual field contest. I do not wish to take up the
time of the House by referring to what took place
at that field contest, but I may say that among
the machines in competition were the McCormick
binder of Chicago, the Wood binder, the Osborn
binder and the Johnston binder, which were
inanufactured in New York State, as well as with
another binder which is made in France. In all
the tests which were made, the Massey binder
came ahead and received the gold medal. It is a
proud thing, Sir, as a Canadian, to stand on the
floor of Parliament and to be able to say : This
Canadian farming implement took the first prize
at the World's Fair, at Paris. I may say that the
people of Manitoba are satisfied with the machi-
nery which is being made in Canada, and the proof
of that is that they are purchasing it in large
quantities. There may be men who prefer the
American implements and if they do they can
purchase them cheaper than before the 35 per
cent. duty was imposed. I will not take up the time
of the House further than to say that when the hon..
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gentleman rises to remark that the Brandon Times
voices the sentiments of the Conservative electors
of Manitoba, I utterly repudiate any such state-
ment. I want the Brandon Times and its editor
to know that, so far as I am concerned, I do not
care a straw what his opinions are upon the posi-
tion which I take here in reference to the question
of the tariff, or upon any other question.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman has been
rather severe on my hon. friend from Marquette
(Mr. Watson). He has said that the hon. member
for Marquette rushed in where angels frared to
tread. He meant to be very severe on the member
for Marquette, but of course we are all familiar
with the proverb criticising those who pursue that
line of conduct. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is
anybody who has been rushing in where angels do
not care to take their daily walks, it is the hon.
member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly), because it so hap-
pens that the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson) has been speaking in the interests of his
constituents. The hon. member for Selkirk (Mr.
Daly) on the other hand, has been speaking against
the interests of his constituents, and I think the
member of this House who defends a policy which
takes money out of the pockets of his constitu-
ents, without doing them any good in return, is
certainly one of that class who rush in where
angels fear to tread. I am sure the hon. gentle-
man's memory is sufficiently good to supply the
word which designates that class of persons, but I
do iot suppose it would be parliamentary for me
to quote it here. In all probability the constitu-
ents of the member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) will let
him know how they appreciate that proverb,
and how they can apply it, at his next election.
A friend on my right suggests that probably the
angels will meet him on the cross-roads when he
goes home, and will explain to him how foolish he
was to go where even they dare not take a walk.
The hon. gentleman is very much exercised about
the Brandon Times. He says that it is not now
a Conservative organ-that it has ceased to make
money out of the Conservative party, and has
been disowned by the party. A little bird has
whispered to me that the Brandon Times has dis-
owned the hon. gentleman, and that nay be the
reason why he has disowned the Brandon Times.
However, it appears from the hon. gentleman's
statement that the Brandon Times was sup-
porting the party for revenue only, and the
revenue failing, it has gone back on its party. It
may be as Conservative now as it was before,
although it is not supporting the hon. gentleman;
according to his explanation, it would remain Con-
servative as long as it was paid to do so. It will
now be proper for the Brandon Times to resent and
explain this statement of the facts, if it be not an
absolutely correct and unprejudiced statement.
The hon. member says that agricultural implements
are cheaper in Manitoba to-day than they were
under the late Administration, when the tariff was
lower. Of course they are, and the hon. gentleman
has told us the reason. . He admitted that they
are cheaper in the United States than -they
were ten years ago ; they are cheaper
all over the world than they were ten years ago ;
for the reason that invention and the processes of
manufacture have improved, and they are now
produced on such a large scale that they are -
duced a great deal more cheaply. But te heon.

Mr. DALY.

gentleman says that all this is the result of the pro-
tection on iron and on agricultural machines. Now,
Sir, I do not think that even a man who will go
where angels do not care to go, is sufficiently of that
character to expect the House to believe such an
assertion as that-that these agricultural imple-
ments are cheaper to his constituents, because we
tax the machines 35 per cent., and the raw material
that goes into them to the extent of $4 per ton, or
altogether about 41 per cent. The hon. gentleman
says that the Massey binder achieved a great
triumph at the late Paris Exhibition, and that he
is proud of it. Well, of course we are all proud of
the success of Canadian manufactures anywhere ;
but he says that the people of Manitoba are satis-
fied with the quality and the price of this Massey
binder, and have shown their satisfaction by pur-
chasing it largely. I do not know whether the hon.
gentleman is an agent for the Massey Manufac-
turing Company or not ; I do not suppose he is; but
he has given that company a certain amount of cheap
advertising by this remark, which probably they will
appreciate. Still, I do not agree with his conclu-
sion that the people of Manitoba prefer the Massey
binder to any other they could buy because they
buy it so largely. There is another reason, one
which, I think, is usually decisive with the farmers,
that is, that there is a duty of 35 per cent. against
American machines brought into Manitoba, which
is a practical prohibition of the importation of
those machines; and, therefore, the farmers of
Manitoba are obliged to buy some Canadian
machine. But whether they prefer the Massey
machine or any other is a question for themselves
to decide, and not a question that need be discussed
in this House. -My hon. friend from Selkirk (Mr.
Daly) objected strongly to the interruptions of my
hon. friend from Marquette (Mr. Watson), but he
failed to answer one pertinent question put to him
by my hon. friend. He was asked : How do the
prices of agricultural implements in Manitoba com-
pare with their prices in the United States? He
forbore to answer that question, I think, wisely.
He was not quite such a replacer of angels as to
answer it, for the reason that he knows very well,
as every member of this House does, that if the
tariff were now what it was during the régime of
the revenue tariff, before protection came into
force, the farmers of Manitoba could import
equally good if not better machines from the
United States at a much lower rate than
they are now paymg for them. If it were
parliamentary-but I know it is not, and I do not
use the term--I would say that it is a fraudulent
statement to compare the prices of agricultural
implements to-day with the prices ten years ago,
without telling the House at what rate they could
be imported if the same tariff were in force to-day
that was in force ten years ago. But, after all this
argument to show that the farmers of Manitoba are
paying nothing for the privilege of fostering the
Canadian home manufacturer, the hon. gentleman
admits that they are losing something by it. He
says that this policy may bear haidly on one Pro-
vince or on another, but that we have a resulting
benefit. What is the resulting benefit ? It is that
it builds up a large industry in Ontario, and thereby
creates a market for Manitoba prodacts ; in other
words, if the farmers of Manitoba have to pay too
much for binders, the men who make thosebinders
consume a great deal of Manitoba flour. If the
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House will think for a moment of the additional
demand for Manitoba wheat caused by the addi-
tional number of men employed in the manufacture
of Massey reapers, they will see the absurdity
of this contention. There are no more people in
Canada to consume Manitoba wheat for all the
people employed onthe Masseymachines. I do not
say this out of any disrespect to the people so em-
ployed ; but the price of Manitoba wheat is re-
gulated by the market that regulates the price of
all other wheat throughout the world, namely,
the Liverpool market ; and the number of men
employed by the Massey Company lias no influence
on the price of the wheat the Manitoba farmers
have to sell. When a manufacture springs up, it
does not bring any more men into the country ; it
simply diverts a number of men from one occupa-
tion to another. It may be a more appropriate
occupation, but it does not as a rule, in this
country, increase the number of mouths which
have to be filled with Manitoba flour, and that
seems to be the point my hon. friend was trying to
make. With regard to the question really before
the House, as to the proposed increase in the bonus
on pig iron, I want to say a few words.
There is one respect in which a bonus is
perhaps preferable to a protective tax. We
lknow just what we are paying, whereas in the
case of a protective tax we do not. In the latter
we are probably paying a good deal more than the
nominal amount of duty, and in the former we
know what we are paying ; but it does not follow
that it is sound financial economy to give a bonus.
Why should we give a bonus to one industry
rather than another ? For a long time this bonus
system has prevailed. Let us compare the results
of these bonused and protected industries with the
results of other industries which have received nei-
ther bonuses nor protection. The amount of profit
derived by the country from any manufacturing
industry is best gauged by the amount of exports
in that particular line, and the same test will
apply to other industries as well as to manufactu-
res. The amount we make out of our agricultural
operations, as a country, is gauged by the amount
of agricultural produce which we send abroad.
Of course there may be profit to the individual
manufacturer, as well as to the individual farmer,
from the sale of their products in the country, but
the amount the country makes by their industry
is gauged by the export ; and it is the exports we
have to consider. We have no right to say
that a certain industry should be protected
or bonused for the sake of putting money
in the _ockets of certain individuals. Al
that we should do in the way of a protective
tax, if we admit the principle of protection, is to
make such arrangements that the country as a
whole shal derive benefit from the outcome of
that system. Let us compare the exports of the
iron industry with the exports of farm products.
We find by the current Trade and Navigation
Returns that the exprt last year of pig iron
amounted to $151. t is the magnificent result
of the protection we have given to that industry
for many years, and of tlhe bonuses we have given
it for a shorter number of years. It must make the
heart of every Canadian swell within him ; it must
make the heart of the hon. member for Pictou (Mr.
McDougald) swell within him, to think that his
country exported pig iron to the value of $151

during the past year. In another direction, perhaps,
the tax and the bonus have been more successful.
We have exported iron ore to a very considerable
extent, not, of course, as largely as we might have
doue if we had free trade with our neighbors, but
to an extent in glaring contrast with the export of
the manufactured product. After giving an encour-
agement of $5.50 a ton-$1.50 bonus and $4 duty-
to the manufactured iron, we have only reached this
magnificentresult,that we export $150 worth a year;
but when we come to iron ore-the raw product as
taken from the bowels of the earth-we find we
have exported $60,289 worth. It does not look as if
the past encouragement given to the manufacturer
of pig iron has led to magnificent results, since we
export of iron ore more than three hundred times
the value of the manufactured product, after
twelve years of protection. This does not show
that protection has done much for the iron
industry. Of all the products of iron, including
machinery not otherwise specified, of which a
part may be in wood, for all I know, we only
exported $300,518 worth. This is the result of
the high protection we have given to the iron
industry-in the first place by the duty and bonus
to encourage the production of pig iron, and in the
second place by the heavy duties levied on iron
manufactured in varions stages. After all this, we
find that, in 1886, we imported over $8,000,000
worth of iron ; in 1887, we imported $9,760,000 ;
in 1889, $8,800,000 worth ; while we exported the
enormous amount of $300,000 worth of iron and its
products. Even looking at the iron trade itself, it
is clear that the protective systein has not created
an iron-producing industry in this country.

Mr. AMYOT. It was not sufficient.

Mr. CASEY. If a protective tax of $4 a ton,
which amounts to about 40 per cent., and a bonus
besides of $1.50 per ton on the raw material, has
not been sufficient to create this iron industry, I
do not think the increase of 50 cents a ton now
proposed is going to couvert this industry from
an insignificant portion of the wealth of the
country to an enormous resource. Take, by the
way of contrast, the industry which has practically
defied protection in all its respects, the results of
which, at all events in the way of exports, may be
considered without reference to protection at all,
because we have to sell, in common with our
neighbors, in a free trade country, where there are
no circumstances in our favor. The products of the
farm, other than animals and their products, ex-
ported last year, amounted to $17,193,000, while
animals and their products exported amounted to
$24,693,000. Onthe whole,we exported$41,886,000
worth of farm products, as against an export
of $300,000 worth of iron. Which of these in-
dustries is doing most to add to the wealth of the
country. The agricultural industry is the mainstay
of the country, the main source from which the
greater part of the wealth of the country is derived,
and yet that industry, so far from having any pro-
tection or encouragement, so far from being bonu-
ed, is taxed to the extent of 35 per cent. for the
benefit of the manufacturer of the implements used
in producing this wealth, and to the extent of over
40 per cent. on all the raw iron material which
enters into the manufacture of agrieultural imple-
mente. I do not intend now to mention the other
taxes, but we aUl know that they all fall ultimately
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on the farming community. Every man who has
to pay a tax in any other line of business
adds it on to the price charged to the farmer.
The wholesaler adds it on to the retailer, the
retailer to the purchaser, and so on ; and as
nearly all the wealth of the country, at least of
Manitoba and the part of the country I live in,
at all events, cones from the farmer, the farmer is
the man who finally pays these duties. And lie,
while lie is taxed to benefit the other produ-
cers, has added to the wealth of the country,
$41,750,000, as compared with $300,518 contributed
by the highly protected producer of iron, out of
which the producers of pig iron contribute the
sum of $151. Yet the farmer is refused the right
to import free the raw material for his industry ;
lie is refused the right to import corn free with
which to feed his cattle. I contend that, if it is
proper to bonus the iron industry, it is also proper
to give the farmer a bonus of so much a bushel on
his grain, of so much a head on his cattle, and a
proportionate allowance on every kind of produce
that lie exports. The whole system is rotten, but,
if you begin to adopt this rotten systen in favor
of the iron manufacture, you are bound in logic,
you are bound in fairness, you are bound in
honesty to extend that system to all the other in-
dustries of the country. If you bonus the pro-
duction of iron, you should bonus the production
of cattle for the English market, the production of
wheat and barley, and also the production of lum-
ber for export to the United States market.
Knowing that the House has already made up its
mind on this subject, I will content myself with
this protest.

Mr. KENNY. Considering the very eloquent
and successful protection speech which the lion.
member for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) addressed
to the House the other day during the discussion
of the tariff item referring to the duties on pork, I
was surprised that lie should be opposed to grant-
ing any protection to the iron industry of Canada.
I suppose the lion. gentleman confines his sympa-
thies entirely to the little pigs in Prince Edward
Island, and has no sympathy for the big pigs of
iron at Londonderry. If we have in Canada in a
crude state all the ingredients essential for estab-
lishing a great iron industry, I think it is decidedly
in the interest of the country generally that that
industry should be protected, for the reason that
in no other country in the world, as the history of
the iron industry shows us, has the iron industry
prospered in its early stages unless it was protected.
I have stated, on a former occasion, that in my
opinion the iron industry is eminently indigenous
to the Province of Nova Scotia, because we have
there the ore, and the fluxes, and the coal, so situ-
ated that we must ultimately attain great eminence
in the development of that industry ; but, in order
to satisfy the House that this is not a matter of
mere assertion on my part, I desire to strengthen
the statement I made as to the opinion of the
Local Government in Nova Scotia on the subject
by reading to the House an extract from a
letter written on the 19th December last by the
Hon. Mr. Fielding, the Premier of Nova Scotia.
The letter was addressed to the editor of the
Boston Herald. Mr. Fielding says :

" I send you herewith a letter from Mr. Edwin Gilpin,
jr., Inspector of Mines for Nova Seotia, which, I think
will satisfy those interested in the irou industries of
New England that the iron and coal deposits of Nova
Bootia are very extensive and of great value. It is the

Mr. CAsEY.

I firm belief of most Nova Scotiang that these valuable
deposits will, at an early date, be 'more extensivelyworked and will becorie a source of great wealth to ourcountry.y)
I know that the Provincial Secretary of Nova
Scotia does not, from what I have heard in this
House, represent the opinion of all Nova Scotians
or of all the representatives of Nova Scotia in this
Parliament, but such was the opinion of the hon.
the Provincial Secretary, who has necessarily given
this matter special study. In the same paper, I
find a letter addressed by Mr. Gilpin, Inspector of
Mines in Nova Scotia, which confirms entirely the
statement of the lion. the Provincial Secretary. I
will not detain the House by reading the whole
letter, but I will read one or two extracts. fHe
says:

" The Londonderry compauy have only two stacks.
Necessarily it is frequently the case that one is idie for
repairs, and they have had both running together. The
Londonderry ore has yielded an average per cent. of
metallic iron running from 42 to 45 parts in the hundred.
Its quality is good as respects sulphur and phosphorus."
Again:

" The amount of available ore in Nova Scotia alone may
be gathered from the fact that large bodies of Bessemer
ore are known in Pictou County, besides numerous beds
from 4 to 50 feet thick of red hematites, running from 40
to 50 per cent. of metallie iron, and large deposits of
limonite ore."
That is the opinion -of the officers of our own
Province in regard to the iron ore of Nova Scotia,
and confirmatory of that opinion I wish to read to
the House an English opinion, the very best opinion
that can be given on this point by any journal in
England. I will read an extract from the Iron
and Steel Trades Journal, which is considered in
England the highest authority on all matters apper-
taining to the iron trade:

. A good deal of attention is being given to the ques-
tion of native production of pig iron in Canada. An
abundance of all the necessary materials for iron making
exists in several of the Eastern Provinces; but the attempt
to utilise them has hitherto been only partially success-
ful. This is the natural order of things, for rarely is an
industry transplanted to foreign soil without unforeseen
obstacles preventing it from budding forth at once into a
prosperous undertaking; and we see no reason why pig
iron production on a large and profitable scale should not
soon e an important feature o Canadian industry. It is
only a question of time, and we believe that movements
now on foot are likely to accelerate the event.

" The enormous production of pig iron in the United
States has now rendered the great Republic practically
independent of external supplies of crude iron; and we
must be content to accept the inevitable and sec Canada
also become self-supporting in the matter of pig iron.
The demand for our iron and steel in Canada is not what
it once was.

" In the early part of this year, travelling in Canada,.we
found that a strong prejudice existed against importiig
any material that could possibly be manufactured in the
Dominion.

"Canadian customers now rely, as far as possible, on
their own resources. It, therefore, seems probable that
in the near future iron smelting will be an established
industry on both the Atlantic and Pacifie coasts ofBritish
North America."
I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact
that this is not an ordinary expression of opinion
by an ordinary newspaper. Tlis is the result of
the impressions produced on the editor of this
paper when lie visited Canada, and I think it is
an infinitely better authority than the wild state-
ments of gentlemen who, actuated solely by a
desire to make a point against the Government
and against the policy o the Government, at-
tempt to traduce the country and say that
the condition of things in the Province from
which I corne and from which they come are
such that the iron industry is not indigenous to
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that Province on the question of protection, as
applied to the iron industry. Hon. members of this
Hoise are perfectly familiar with the fiscal policy
of the neighboring Republic. But let us revert for
a few moments to the policy which the British
(overnmeit have applied in the past to the great
iron industry in that country. We find that form-
erly the iron industry was largely protected, and
the British duty on foreign iron during the early
years of this century, was as follows:-

From 1798 to 1802. ........
1803...........
1804 ...... ......
1805..............

1806 to 1808..............
1809 to 1812..........
1813 to 1818..........
1819 to 1825

ifimported in ......
British ships,
If imported in
foreign ships, S.......

$18 35 per ton.
20 52
21 19
24 57
2615
26 72
31 59

31 63 "

38 56

Now, what are we to infer fron this statement ?
That England's supremacy in the manufacture of
iron, a supremacy which she still holds, was only
attained under a protective policy, and that it was
in that manner that that great trade was fostered
in the mother country. Now, let us, for a moment,
glance at the manner in which the iron industry,
and its importance, have been recognised by the
Congress of the United States of Ainerica, for I
contend that the statistics which we gather fron
that country are infinitely more interesting to us,
and the condition of things there is more analogous
to ours, than the condition of things which pre-
vail to-day in the mother country. The develop-
ment of that industry is shown by the following
table :-

PRoDUcTION OF LEADING ARTIcLEs oF IRoN AND STEEL IN THE UNITED STATES FROM 1865 To 1885.

YEARS.

Net tons of 2,000 pounds.

Pig iron.

1865........................
186...6.................1,350,343
1867.......................1,461,626
1868.......................1.603,000
1869 ................ .1,916,641
1870................... 1,865,00
1871.......................1911,608
1872....................2,84,58
1873....................2,868278
1874.........................2,689,413
1875.................... 2,266,581
1876....................2,093,236
1877....................2314,585
1878.......................2,577,361
I379...............3,070,87b
1880....................425,414
1881....................4,641,564
1882....................5,178,122
1883.......................5,146,972
1884......... ...... ........ 4,589613
185 ........................ 4,529,869

Rolled iron,
including

'ail plates, Iron rails.but exclud
ing iron

rails.

500,048
595,311
579,838
598,286
642,420
705,000
710,000
941,992

1,076,368
1,110,147
1,097,867
1,042,101
1,144,219
1,232,686
1,627,324
1,838,906
2,155,346
2,265,957
2,283,920
1,931,747
1,789,711

356,292
430,778
4159,558
499,489
583,936
586,000
737,483
905,930
761,062
584,469
501,649
467,168
332,540
322,890
420,160
493,762
488,581
227,874
64,954
25,560
14,815

. Blooms
;Rails of ailSteel ingots fromi pigSteel rails. ki nds, and other and srap

steel. iron and
iron ore.

356,292 15,262 63,977
430,778 18,973 73,555
462,108 2,000 73,072

5)9 5(14 3 A,
9,650

34,000
38,250
94,070

129,015
144,944
290,863
412,461
432,169
559,795
693,113
968,075

1,355,519
1,460,920
1,295,740
1,119,291
1,079,400

,
593,586
620,000
775,733

1,000,000
890,077
729,413
792,512
879,629
764,709
882,685

1,113,273
1,461,837
1,844,100
1,688,794
1,360,694
1,144,851
1,094,215

,
35,000
75,000
82,000

160,108
222,652
241,614
436,575
597,174
637,972
819,814

1,047,506
1,397,015
1,778,912
1,945,095
1,874,359
1,736,985
1,917,350

69,500
62,259
63,000
58,000
62,564
61,670
49,243
44,628
47,300
50,045
62,363
74,589
84,60F
91,293
74,758
57,005
41,700

It will be within the recollection of the hon. mem-
bers of this House who are at all familiar with the
trade of the United States, that in years gone by
nearly every steel rail used in the United States
was imported from Great Britain. At present,
however, it is a remarkable fact that steel rails-
and I would point this out, in reply to hon. gentle-
ien opposite who stated that domestic competition

would not lower prices-in the United States of
America to-day, under a protective tariff, are as
eheap as they are in free trade England. I desire to,
point out the effect of the protective policy, as ap-
plied to the United States, in the production of pigi
iron, the same policy as applied to Germany, and the
effect of the free trade policy of England, during
certain contemporaneousperiods. I find that in1865
there were 4,819,254 tons of pig iron produced in
Great Britain ; in the United States during the
same year there were 831,770 tons ; in 1867, Ger-
many's production of pig iron was 1,113,60Q tons.'

137

Now, not to weary the House with too many
statistics, I will give the production of pig iron in
Great Britain in 1883, it was 7,250,657 tons ; in
the United States during the same year, it was
4,044,526 ; and in Germany 3,751,775 ; or during
the period from 1865 to 1885, in free trade Eng-
land, the production of pig iron had only increased
76 per cent, whereas in the United States, under
the policy of protection, it has increased 456 per
cent., and in Germany, where it is also protected,
it had increased 237 per cent. Now, we have in
Canada to-day, as I contend, the same natural con-
ditions as exist in the United States, and if we have
the ores, and the fluxes, and the coal in close prox-
imity, I do say that, considering that Canada uses
per capita more iron than most nations of the
world-I think it ranks third-I contend that,
under these conditions, we can develop an immense
iron industry, and, for my part, I think there is no
motion which has been made by the Government
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this Session which has received more hearty sup-
port from me than the motion now before the
House will receive ; and I only regret, as it is now
nearly six o'clock, that I have not time to point
out to the Flouse many interesting statistics which
should confirm us in our desire and our determin-
ation to protect the great iron indust-ry of this
country.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
RESIGNATION OF THE MEMBER FOR

LINCOLN.
Mr. RYKERT. Mr. Speaker, before the Orders

of the Day -ire proceeded with, I desire to speak to
a question of privilege, and to make some obser-
vations in respect to what has been transpiring in
this House during the last seven or eight weeks.
It is within the recollection of hon. members that
upwards of twelve weeks ago certain correspondence
appeared in the Globe newspaper purporting to
have been written by myself, which correspondence
was subsequently brought under the notice of this
House by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright). At that time there were no
charges made against me of a formulated character,
but the correspondence was simply referred to in
this House, and I was called upon to make an ex-
planation of it. I then stated to this House that
that correspondence had been published broadcast
throughout the County of Lincoln previous to the
last general election, that a large portion of that
correspondence had become public property, and
had become known throughout my county
prior to the election in 1882. I felt that
that correspondence having been so widely pro-
mulgated among my electors, it having been
thoroughly discussed in the presence of the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright),
in the County of Lincoln, I had the right to claim
at the hands of this House and of the Committee,
protection under the law. I thought that correspond-
ence of a private and confidential character had no
right to be investigated by this House, no matter
what it might be found to contain. I felt also that
two Parliaments having elapsed, and I having been
returned with the endorsement of my electors, who
had had full knowledge of all the facts contained
in that correspondence, I was free from any inves-
tigation at the hands of a committee of this House.
Nevertheless, when that correspondence was pro-
duced, and I was called on for an explanation, I
asked this House to refer the matter to a commit-
tee for the purpose of investigation. I felt at that
time that I had the right to demand that charges
of a specific character should be made against me.
I felt that in a matter of that great importance,
one affecting my seat as a member of this House,
which I had occupied for nearly thirty years, I
had a right to demand that specific charges should
be made before I was called on for my defence.
This-Committee, instead of formulating charges, as
they were asked to do by me, called on me to enter
on my defence, and not one single letter was
singled out by any person on the Committee as
being objectionable.

Mr. BLAKE. I rise to order. I understand,
Mr. Speaker, it is contrary to the Orders of this
House to discuss proceedings of a Committee
which has not yet reported.

Mr. KNm.
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Mr. SPEAKER. I understood the hon. gentle-
man not to discuss the proceedings of the Con-
mittee, but only to refer to the fact that the matter
had been referred to the Comnittee.

Mr. BLAKE I beg your pardon, Mr. Speaker.
The hon. gentleman proceeded to discuss the con-
duct of the Committe.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman must not
go to that extent.

Mr. RYKERT. I do not wish to infringeupon the
Rules of the House. I did feel, and I do still feel,
that I have not had fair play, at all events, at the
hands of this House or at the hands of the Coin-
mittee. I had hoped that when these charges had
been investigated, and these charges had been
finally disposed of, and the Committee had taken
the matter into their consideration, that the
question would not be opened again. However,
it has been opened, and I understand, to-day the
proceedings of the Committee have been acain
opened up. I have felt that in a charge of such
a serions character, reflecting on myself as a mem-
her of Parliament, and to a large extent reflecting
back on the constituency returning me, it is my
duty, if the trust reposed in me has not been pro-
perly discharged, to place that trust back in the
hands of my constituents. I do not feel I have
been fairly dealt with by this House or by the
Committee, and the rules of Parliament appear to
prevent me from going into the matter in detail,
which, however, I may have another opportunitv
of doing. At the same time, as I say, having
been charged by a member of this House with
having committed a breach of trust, and having
been elected by my constituents when they had a
full knowledge of all these facts, which it was
alleged in this House .was the case, and having
been charged, also, with having violated that trust
and betrayed it, I feel I can no longer occupy a
seat in this House. I feel it to be my duty, n
the interests of those I have represented so long,
and whose confidence I have enjoyed so long and
uninterruptedly, if a reflection is cast on them, to
place myself entirely in their hands, and I feel it
to be my duty to tender my resignation as the re-
presentative of the County of Lincoln and Niagara
and to return that trust to those who sent me
here, and give them the opportunity of doing
what they desire, of electing whoever they please,
and I hope they will elect some person who wil
discharge the duties as faithfully as I have done
for thirty years. I, therefore, beg to tender my re-
signation as a member of this House.

BOUNTY ON PIG IRON.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
resolution (p. 4321).

(In the Committee.)
Mr. DAWSON. I had intended making a few

remarks on this subject before the Speaker left the
Chair, and I shall not detain the flouse very long
now. In my estimation, this is one of the most
important resolutions whicb has come before the
House this Session, and in the effect it is likely to
have on the country, it must be considered of the
very greatest moment. The hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), in his remarks on this mat-
ter, gave us some very valuable information i
regard to the iron mines generally throughout
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Canada, and more especially in regard to the cost
of producing pig iron in the different Provinces of
the Dominion. He argued that the facilities for
the manufacture of pig iron were such, that it
could be produced at a larger profit here than in
the United States, but that it was from the want of
enterprise on the part of the people of this country
that its production had not progressed as it should.
Now, Mr Speaker, if that be the case, it requires
some stimulus to push on the industry, and, in my
opinion, the proposed bonus of $2 per ton is very
likely to have a good effect in stimulating the pro-
duction of pig iron in Canada. When we consider
our vast extent of country from the Atlantic to the
Pacific Ocean, in many portions of which iron ore of
theveryfinest quality is to befound inabundance, we
must see that if it can be brought about, that an
industry will be developed in the production of pig
iron, it is difficult for us to conceive the extent of
the good effect it will have. It will open up vast
tracts which are now a mere wilderness ; it will give
trade to our canals, freight to our steamers on our
navigable waters, and it will lead to prosperity in
sections of the country which are now unsettled and
barren. It has been clearly shown by the hon. mem-
ber from Pictou (Mr. McDougald) that this bounty
would be productive of great advantage to Nova
Scotia. I have no doubt that it would be equally so
in British Columbia, and in the Province of Quebec ;
but there is an intermediate country-the Province
of Ontario-to which, I believe it would be produc-
tive of the greatest good. In the district which I
have the honor to represent, as well as south of Lake
Superior, iron ore of a quality which is not to be
found in any other part of the world, is very abun-
dant. On the south side of Lake Superior, near On-
tonagon and at Marquette, iron ore of the very finest
quality for making Bessemer steel is found, and the
quantity exported from the formerlocality, lastsum-
mer, reached nearly 2,000,000 tons. On the north
side of Lake Superior we have a great deal of iron ore
(juite equal to that on the south. The ore found in
the celebrated Vermillion range, just west of the
boundary line, is quite as good as the ore on the
south shore of Lake Superior, and probably hon.
members are not aware that, within the last few
years, an immense traffic has arisen in the exporta-
tion of that ore in its crude state. Last year,
according to the official returns, there were
exported from the Vermillion range, 840,000 tons
of iron ore, to the port of Two Harbors, a place
about twenty or twenty-five miles east of Duluth,
and thence shipped to Cleveland and other ports
in the United States. When you consider the
enormous traffic this has given rise to, and when
we remember that on our own side of the boundary,
we have iron ore of an equally good quality,
extending across the boundary line to the west
and running to the eastward for immense distances
within our own territory, you can conceive what
opportunities we have for developing this iron
industry. The quality of our ore has been tested
and found to be just as good as that on the other
side of the line. Last year, American capitalists
purchased from the Ontario Government, 20,000
acres of land to the westward of Port Arthur,
with a view of mining and exporting iron ore.
There are other sections in the same district in
which extensive purchases have been made, and
we look to the Americans coming over and
carrying on a large trade in mining and
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exporting iron ore. How much better would
it be if, by means of this bonus, or by means
of any encouragement which the Government can
give, our people could be led to smelt the ore in
our own country ? It was mentioned that charcoal
could be obtained in abundance in Canada. The
whole country north of Lake Superior, and far to
the eastward, is one vast forest, and there can be
no doubt that charcoal might be easily produced.
It is well known that the iron manufactured from
charcoal is much more valuable than the iron made
from coal, or even from coke. We had in this
country, many years ago, iron produced from char-
coal. I allude to the iron works which, under the
French régime, were carried on north of Three
Rivers. At one time the St. Maurice district pro-
duced pig iron for making into stoves and also
wrought iron. The Kings of France had a royalty
upon those mines, and so successful were they
that several large fortunes were made by the
manufacture of stoves and other articles at
the forges of the St. Maurice. Lately they
have been manufacturing railway car wheels
from the St. Maurice and Radnor ores. Now,
Sir, when you consider the vast areas over
which those iron deposits are spread in this country,
and when you consider, moreover, that we have
not only charcoal at hand, but that we have, also,
coal in our own country within 150 miles of Lake
Superior, it must be seen what facilities there are
for carrying on this industry in Canada. The coal
on the Moose river north of Lake Superior is, I
think, equal to the lignites of the North-West.
At all events it is not inferior to Souris coal.
Whether it is fit for smelting iron ore or not is
more than I can say ; the probability is that it
may be largely used for that purpose. If we go
still further north than a distance of 150 miles
from Lake Superior, we have the true coal at the
north end of Hudson's Bay ; coal like the English
coal, coal of the carboniferous period, and to bring
that by water and land to Lake Superior would be
quite possible when a railway is built to James'
Bay. There is no doubt that between the charcoal,
which there is every facility for making, and
the coal, which is not very far off, iron works
might be erected at Lake Superior and carried
on with large profits; and this bounty of $2
per ton on pig iron will be a powerful stimulus
towards establishing such works. It will give
a stimulus to the development of mines in
general in that district, It is well known that
the nickel of Sudbury is becoming quite cele-
brated all over the world ; there are copper
mines not far from the same place ; and near
Sault Ste. Marie, as well as north of Port
Arthur, there have been recent discoveries of very
large deposits of iron ore. These are quite ac-
cessible to coal, which can be imported from the
United States and delivered at those points at
very moderate rates ; and the establishment of
smelting works there would be productive of a
great deal of good to the country. The hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) gave
us much valuable information this afternoon
in the extracts he read from the report of the
Ontario Mining Commission ; and the statistices
were put in very good form. It is very inuch to
be regretted that that hon. gentleman, instead of
fighting imaginary enemies, such as the Pope
and the Jesuits, and indulging in wild fancies
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about the equal rights of man and free trade, does
net more frequently make such speeches as the one he
delivered to-day ; they would be a great deal more
useful. He shows that the inducements for the
smelting of iron ore at present are very great, that
the average cost at which pig iron can be produced
in Canada is $13 per ton, whereas on the other side
of the line it costs $17 per ton, leaving a very
large margin in favor of operations on this side.
That advantage, with the bonus of $2 per ton, will
in all probability lead to the establishment of
smelting works in this country. In view of all the
circumstances, and in view of the fact that it will
stimulate the settlement of those wild regions te
have iron works established in them, I have a great
deal of pleasure in supporting the resolution. I
think it one of the most important, in the interests
of the country, that have come before the House
this Session.

Resolution reported.

THE SEAMEN'S ACT.

Mr. COLBY moved second reading of Bill (No.
135) te amend the Seamen's Act. He said: The
object of this short Bill is simply to give the power
of removing the convictions of seamen by certiorari
to a superior 'court. The law has been found to
work very hardly in certain instances, and it seems
unreasonable that any class of citizens should be
liable to severe fines or imprisonment at the hands
of a single justice of the peace without any oppor-
tunity for revision under any circumstances what-
ever. It is not proposed to give an appeal from
the decision of a justice of the peace; it is simply
proposed that in the case of manifestly illegal or
irregular proceedings, the case may be taken by
certiorari to a higher court for revision. The law
as it stands would seem to be harsh and quite out
of harmony with the spirit of our entire legislation,
and the object of the Bill is to remove the extreme
stringency of the law, which is not found to be
necessary or desirable.

Mr. LAURIER. This Bill is certainly in the
right direction, but the only fault I have to fnd
with it is that it does not go far enough. The
legislation which the Bill is intended to remedy
is quite exceptional in its heartlessness. The
party convicted under it is absolutely with-
out any remedy, except that usually allowed
te all parties convicted by an inferior court,
of taking the case before a superior court,
when the inferior court has exceeded its juris-
diction. It is now proposed simply to allow
the exercise of the right of certiorari to break an
illegal conviction. So far, se good ; but the hon.
gentleman inust admit that this is a very inade-
quate remedy. All other cases of summary con-
viction can be tried again before a superior court.
Net simply to have the case reviewed, but, in
reality, to have a new trial. Why net extend the
privilege of having this trial apply te this class as
well as te other classes of offenders ? For my
part, though I quite approve the principle of the
Bill, in my opinion it does net go far enough ;
and in Committee I shall move in that direction.

Mr. BLAKE. I quite agree with the observa-
tions of my hon. friend. A number of years ago,
I think in 1882, this class of persons was subjected
to extremely stringent legislation at the hands of
this Parliament ; and the legislation was framed

Mr. DAwsON.

with special reference te a difficulty which existed
in the port of Quebec. It was then provided that a
stipendiary magistrate might convict without ap-
peal, and without any method being given for recon-
sideration, in cases in which penalties of from two
te five years' imprisonment in penitentiary could be
inflicted. Upon that occasion I was unsuccessful
in endeavoring te secure a trial by jury to persons
who were subjected te se grave a penalty. It was
upon the 15th of May, 1882, that the Bill te amend
the Seamen's Act of 1873 was noved by the right
hon. the First Minister, seconded by Sir Leonard
Tilley ; and upon the second reading I moved,
seconded by the hon. member for Bothwell, to
recommit the Bill te the Committee of the Whole
House with instructions te amend the sane, se as
te provide for a trial by jury of any person liable
te be sentenced, under the said Bill, te from two
te five -years' imprisonment in the penitentiary.
My motion was defeated upon that occasion, as,
I presume, any like effort will be upon this, the
ground given for the exceptional rigor of the pro-
cedure, which deprives the parties accused
of those securities that exist in ordinary
cases, being the transitory nature of the occu-
pation of the parties who would be the principal
witnesses, and the fact that the offence having
generally to be proved by captains and crews of
ships, an appeal would mean a defeat of justice. I
cannot reconcile te myself the view that the cir-
cumstance that there is a difficulty in prosecuting
an appeal successfully, should leave the party accus-
ed without some protection against the possible in-
justice of the primary and sole tribunal analogous to
that which exists in other cases. It may require
some special legislation as te expedition of the trial,
some special legislation as te the facility of taking
and recording evidence ; but I hold that that pro-
tection which the subject at large has against injus-
tice inflicted by primary magistrates, should, in some
shape or other, be given te the class of subjects
treated in this Bill as well as te the others ; and I
maintain that the simple alleviation which the
Minister rightly proposes in this Bill, and which
restorestothe subject in this case the rightto a certio-
rari, is but an imperfect and inadequate alleviation;
that while other classes of subjects, convicted
before magistrates, of the same class of offences, Of
the same description and gravity, te punishment
of the same kind, have other means of redress, we
ought net to linit this particular class te the inade-
quate, partial, incomplete, and oftentimes wholly
abortive remedy of a certiorari.

Motion agreed te, Bill read the second time,
and House resolved itself into Committee.

. (In the Committee.)

Mr. LAURIER. I would suggest for the con-
sideration of the Minister of Justice, that there is
no reason why there should net be an appeal
granted as well as a certiorari from this conviction
as well as any other summary convictions.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I was net present
during the whole of this discùssion, but heard
sufficient of it te understand its general trend.
This provision is not the only one which imposes
severe restrictions in regard te certain classes Of
offences. We have, under the Canada Temperance
Act and various other enactments which do net
occur te me at the moment, a like provision,.
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namely, that the convictions shall be final and STEAMBOAT INSPECTION.
shall not be the subject either of appeal or removal
by rertiorari. Such provision is made, sometimes, Iouse resumed adjourned debate on the pro-
in consequence of the peremptory manner in which posed motion of Mr. Colby for second reading of
it is desired the offence should be punished ; some- Bil (No. 118) further to amend the Steamboat
times, as in this case, on account of the transitory Inspection Act.
occupation of the witnesses and persons concerned Mr. LAURIER. I had hoped that, when this
in the case. We have considered fully the sub- Bil came agai before the fouse, the hon. gentle-
ject of removing the restrictions which exist man would be disposed to modify it in the sense
in these cases. In the Seamen's Act, it was indicated in the former discussion.
principally on account of the difficulty of the
witnesses for the prosecution remaining, that Mr. COLBY. The matter has had some con-
this procedure was made so restrictive. There isideration, and I arn not inclined to make the

Ho doubt, however, that other reasons, as, for in modification which tru e hon. gentleman suggested.
stance, the desire to punisis with great rigor, Motion agreed to on a division, and Bill read
severity, and promptitude, persons wlo may be con- tipe second time, and ouse resolved itself into
victed of certain offences, was present in the mhd Committee.
of Parliament whenthisprocedure was adopted and
both reasons remain to a great extent. The two (In the Co uemittee.)
classes of persons wbo are likely to be charged On section 2,

nnder this particular provision are, in the first
place, the class referred to by the hon. memberfor . Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this is a very
West Durham, who are said to ply a very nefarious objectionable clause. It provides that an apphei
occupation in the port of Quebec, and some otier cant for a certificate shal be a British suhject,
miaritime cities as well-an occupation kuown as and a resident of the country for tbree years. Hie

criinping, " which was exceedingly prevalent, may be perfectly quahified when he comes here.
an whiceh it was considered necessar to put down is onay have been bis occupation during bis
wit a very strong aud. un that view, not only whohe lie, but ie cannot obtain a certificate. If a
severe penalties were inposed, but the procedure an were to coe from Norway or Sweden to set-
was inade restrictive. The second chass are the t e in this country, would tbe Minister deny him
eassen themselves, who are liable to be charged the right to engage in agriculture; or if le were a

in this clanner by their masters or other officers, carpenter, or a bricklayer, wouhd he deny bis te
nd against whom te witnesses are almost aways riglit to pursue bis avocation, until he had been

persons engaged on board ship. Tae insertion of three years in the country? It beems to me tsat
an appeal under these circu stances, requiring, as ths is a monstrous regulation, and that persons
it ay, a trial de no'o will practically destroy con, wbo coe here as residents should he allowed to
viction and the effect of any prosecution ; because engage in w atever business tey have been en-
in nearly al tiese cases, tise witnesses are persons gaged we before. There is no reason why the
wbo cannot remain in port long enough for an- business of agriculture or any mechanical pursuit
other trial, even if tbat trial took place iomedia- should be open to any one from any part of the
tely. In the case of crimping, seizing and im- universe, wsile one who bas been engaged in
prîsoning seame and conveying thein on board engineering should be denied a similar priviege.
sbip for t e purpose of obtaining the adance We ougt not to engage in class legislation of thns
wages which the seamen are entitled to draw sort. The persoss now engaged in this business
on their advance notes, the charge is one teat must are no more entitled to special protection by Par.
be instantaneously made and instantaneously tried. liament tfan any other class of the community,
And to assert an appeal from that conviction, as it and, in a country wbic is endeavoring to get
always wouhd be asserted for the purpose of iding people to occpy its waste ands, and engage in
over the time wben tise vessel must leave the port, agricultural pursuits, it is very unwise to prevent
wouhd practically be to render the prosecution any class from engaging in any pursuit for which
nugatory. These views, however, I have thougt they are best qalified.
do not extend to the remedy by certioreri. to te Mr. COLY. This simply n akes the law regu
case of that remedy, it is not necessary that the latino tese matters uniform and consistent. bis
witnesses should remain, and, if we give that provision exists in the Masters and Mates Act, and
remedy, it simply entitles the complainant to have tere is no reason why it should not exist in regard
ais case removed to a superior court to review to this analogous case. We have abundant material
tbe legality of t the judgment arrived at. pas- in this country from which to provide serviceable
usucis as that writ does not ordinarily or necessa- and useful mess of tisis class. Tise business is found
rwly require the presence of toe witnesses, and in- t l be aready overcrowed. Representations have
asmucis as tise investigation as to thse correctness corne from Britishs Columbia, f rom Toronto, from.and legaity of thse decision cea as we l take place Montreal and, h toinkfrom tieMaritime Provinces,
after the witnesses have left the court as before, m to the effect that it is feit to be a serions grievance
bave always tshought te objection te an appeal by this body of men in Canada, that, wile they
did not apply to aewrit of certiopami. Therefore, are not pcrmitted wo obtain enphoyment on the
we propose to remove tise restriction as regards other side of t ae ise-
that writ, but I think tise objections sti nt renwamh tre r a
il regard o the appeal, and I think it would ne a be LIL S (Bothwell). es, they are.
mistake to make any change at that respect for Mr. COLBY. Thee it is necessary not only
the two rewones I have given, oth a regards tie that they should have resided but that they should
necessity for rigorous punishment and as regards be naturalised.
the absence of witnesses on the appeal. Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is retaliation.

Bill reported.
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Mr. COLBY. It is not retaliation. The lion.
gentleman does not call reciprocity retaliation, I
hope. Reciprocity cannot be considered, surely, in
the light of retaliation. It is not with a view to
retaliation, but it is to guard the rights of our own
citizens, who are clamoring and calling upon the
Department to protect their interests in this par-
ticular. They say the business is quite sufficiently
supplied already. In many instances they have
gone abroad to seek employment, and have been
compelled either to be naturalised and become
citizens of a foreign country, in order to prosecute
their avocations there, or to return to this country.
It was stated in the other branch of the Legislature
by an hon. gentleman, when this matter was under
discussion, that circumstances had come to his
knowledge of persons who had been obliged to
throw up their situations when this law was in
force, and to return to Canada. It was felt to be a
hardship, and a hardship which, in the interests
of these people, it has been thought proper to en-
deavor to redress and to rectify. As I stated
before, it is not initiating any new legislation
whatever. If the hon. gentleman will turn to the
Masters and Mates Act, section 2, chapter 73, of
the Revised Statutes, he will find this:

" Examinations shall be instituted in the several Pro-
vinces of Quebee, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Island, and British Columbia, for persons domi-
ciled in Canada for at least three years, who intend to
become masters or mates or second mates of sea-going
ships registered in Canada, or who wish to procure cer-
tificates of competency for sea-going ships hereinafter
mentioned; and persons serving in ships registered in
Canada shall be deemed to be domiciled in Canada while
so serving."
This has been the law for some years. It is assimi-
lating the law, it is making the same provision in
the case of engineers that has existed for some
years in the case of masters and mates, without
any objection, so far as I know, or complaint what-
ever.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I do not think the argu-
ment of the hon. gentleman is by any means con-
clusive. I think this section is utterly indefensible.
The lion. gentleman will see, if lie turns to the
Act, that before anybody can get a certificate as an
engineer he must produce, in support of his appli-
cation, certificates of character, habits of life and
knowledge and experience of the duties of an engi-
neer.

Mr. COLBY. To what is the hon. gentleman
referring now ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) To the statute that you
are seeking to amend. You are going, therefore, to
add on to all that, although a man may be qualified
in every respect by his character, his habits, and
his experience and knowledge of the business, lie
shall be disqualified unless lie is a born British
subject, or has resided here three years.

Mr. COLBY. We have the very same require-
ments in the Masters and Mates Act with regard
to sobriety, experience, ability and general good
conduct.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. I.) Even so, the argument is
not by any means conclusive. If you have done
wrong in one instance, there is no reason why you
should do it in another. Engineers are a special
class. Those who purchase steamships in England
very often, when the ships come out here, have
engineers of their own on board. Why exclude that

Mr. COLBY.

class of people ? They are educated men; they
are the very class of men we want to encourage to
come here, the more the better. But you want to
insist that if a man purchases a steamship in
England. and finds on board a German, a French
or a Norwegian engineer, he must immediately
discharge this man; he must say to him: You can-
not enter here, or if you enter, you must take some
other employment, or you must live in this country
three years before you will be allowed to go as
engineer on board a steamship. I deny and oppose
the principle underlying the hon. gentleman's Bill.
He talks about reciprocity. Where is the reci-
procity in his Bill ? What does the hon. gentle-
man mean, by asking whether we are in favor of
reciprocity ? You may have some object in keep-
ing out the American engineers on the lakes, but
how is that going to apply to the Maritime
Provinces ? How to the steamships purchased
abroad ? You know, nowadays nearly all our
steamships are purchased abroad, and when they
are brought here they are registered as Canadian
ships, and you have got to discharge the engineer
who comes with them, if he happens to be a
foreigner. The thing is utterly indefensible. My
hon. friend behind me remarks that there is an-
other difficulty in the way. The custom is, in
buying steamships, that the vendor guarantees
them for twelve months,and, as a matter of course,
takes care that a most necessary officer for the
guidance of the ship, which is the engineer, shall
remain here for twelve months. Now, you are
going to tell the vendor : We are very sorry, but
in this civilised country of Canada, you must not
send anybody as an engineer, unless he is a born
British subject, or a Canadian. The fact that the
hon. gentleman finds a clause somewhat analogous
in the Seanen's Act, is no justification for the
introduction of this clause.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I understand that iron
vessels built in Europe are now upon the lakes,
and that the builders of those ships insist, 's part
of their contract, that an engineer of their appoint-
ing shall be in occupation of the ship for twelve
months. The hon. gentleman has said that the
law in the United States is similar. Well, it is a
very extraordinary arrangement that we must
legislate according to the legislation of the United
States.

Mr. COLBY. We are making our own legisla-
tion harmonious ; that is what I said.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is not all he said.
The hon. gentleman said they had legislation of
this sort on the other side, and because they had it
there, we must have it here. I say to the hon.
gentleman, they have not legislation of this sort.
According to their legislation a man must declare
his intention of becoming an American citizen.
He may make that declaration the next day after
lie has gone into the country, and the moment he
makes it he is entitled to engage in that particular
pursuit. But the lion. gentleman, by this Bill,
insists that a party who may not be qualified to
engage in any other pursuit, shall reside here
three years before lie can engage in the one busi-
ness in which lie can earn anything like a liveli-
hood. lIr seems to me this is a monstrOus
proposition.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) There i, a fanit in the
analogy which the hon. gentleman drew between
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the legisiation of the United States and this country.
In the United States they have not the privilege of
buying British ships and bringing them into the
United States and transferring the flag and sailing
thein under the American flag. Therefore, the
difficulty which arises here does not arise there.
If they buy an English ship they cannot transfer
it to the American flag. They must continue
to sail it under the British flag. Therefore, the
difficulty you are irposing here between the
purchaser and the vendor of British steamships,
does not exist in that country. I would like to
ask the hon. gentleman what he is going to do
if lie goes to Glasgow, or London, or Germany,
and buys a · ship with a German engineer
on board, and the vendor insists on having his
engineer on board that ship for 12 months-what
are you going to do in that case ? Are you going to
compel him to change his engineer?

let him alone, free to decide what his èemployment
shall be.

Mr. WALLACE. I am afraid the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has not read the Bill,
or he would have noticed that British subjects, no
matter from what part of the Empire they may
come, have certificates granted to them and pursue
their occupation. Therefore, this Bill does not
apply to British subjects. Again, as to giving em-
ployment to men who come here: we do not refuse
them employment, but this a question of granting
a certificate.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Can le be employed
without a certificate ?

Mr. WALLACE. This is a question of giving a
man special privileges, and, in order that he may
procure them, it is proposed to require a residence
in Canada for three years. What would be the po-

Mr. WALLACE. Not many weeks have elapsed
since we heard hon. gentlemen opposite advocate taleers itins when therc are peu o
that a British subject from England, Ireland or
Scotland coming to Canada should not be employed Ainein Canad is the facto
by the Govermnent unless he had resided here for
five years. These sa e hon. gentlemen consider it operative, who gets employment in the Unied

an outrageons act for an American citizen to be dee
comapelled to reside here three years before he can who on the other side; and even sewing girls,
secure a certificate under this Act, and it must be Uie Stas re rive d o t employment
remembered that we do not ask him to become a
Canadian citizen, but simply require a residence unless they reside on the other sie. I bld that we
for three years. But we are told that the American should protect our own people.
law is much less stringent than ours, and that a Mr. DAVIES (P.El.) There is a child-like
man does not require to become a citizen in order simplicity about Vhe hon, gentleman which is quite
to obtain employment ; but it does require a refreshing. He says that by VIe principle which
declaration that le intends to become an American le supports, Canada will be reserved for the Cana-
citizen. That is rncb more serions and stringent dians. How bas the hon. gentleman carried ont
on British sbjects than the clause whih requires a le ? i remember that not a week ago an
a three years'residence. This Bill is drawn ou the hion. me ber on VIs side of the ouse noved that
le of legisiation we should pursue to eep Canada tlie Civil Service f this country shonld be re-

for thc Canadians, Vo Aeep our profitable employ- served for Canadians, and that Englishmen com-
ment for our own people, more especially so as ing ere should noV e employed unless they have
to-day we have an abundant supply of sncb resided here tiree years. How did the lion. genthe-
engineers, possessing certificates of qualification, man act on that occasion? lie was one of the
to f111 ail tIe positions in Canada. first to shout his approval of te First Mînister,

U dMILLS (Bothwell). arI ask the lion.tirloent
ber for York (Mr. Wallace) whetler he s em euned tehtre side on se o ther idic Ioulu the
to apply that mle as to three years' residence Voi mensure ont of we House.
ail people coming into Vhis conntry, and Vo say Mr. WALLACE. iHow did yon vote?
that a man sha not corne here and purchase .a Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) had not Ve privilege
farmi nnd cultivate it unless he has resided bere of voting, but 1 will tell you how 1 wonld have
tiree years prior to the purcliase. The hon. gen - voted. would have voted on te ne of freedom.
tienan says ie wants Canada for the Canadians. I want every respectable, educated and well-to-do
Il le wises Vo apply that mihe, let him keep ont man w o maes Canada his home to tae is
e nerybody. Why did he hon. gentleman vote, a chance ere without fear or favor. I want him to
few dayshago, sums of money for immigration stand on an equal footing with Vhe remt of us. We
purposes ? The hon. gentleman says : If you coule are to-day voting tens of thousands of dollars Vo

here you must remain three years witnout doing promote immigration, and the Hon, gentleman
anythi-ng. Wlat position does lie tale with re- supports a Goverument that las issued a pamphlet
gard Vo the farmer ? Is l e prepared to keep the inviting people of this class, skiled artisans and
agricultura lands for Vke Canadians, and deny Vo mechanics, Vo core here. That pamphlet sets
persons coming fron abroad the privilege of pur- forth that sch classes should corne to Canada,
casing fars and cuhtivating them? What reason where there are abundant openings and egnploy-
bas hefor undertaking to apply special restrictions ment for them; and now, by a single clause of
Vo one class of aborers which he does not apply Vo Vhs Bil, it is dechared that so far as engineers
another ? It would be infinitey wiser, noV to pay are concerned, they can come; but they must
any one Vo comne to this country, abut o say that starve, for they cannot obtain empoyment
whoever does co me here, if le is an industrions for tree years. What are such people o
and honest nian, may engage in that industry, do ? A steamboat is noV capable of Vurniag lis
watever it lay be, le is capable of doing best, baud readi y to any other kind of empoyment,
and se Government sould keep its hands off and for e is realy a specialist. We have no trouble
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in the Maritime Provinces with respect to this
question when Americans come in froin the States
and obtain employment as engineers on our steam-
boats. Foreign engineers also come from France,
Germany and other countries on vessels purchased
abroad. There is no ground on which hon.
gentlemen opposite can uphold this proposition.

Mr. WALDIE. I am not objecting to it except
from a business standpoint. The Hamilton Steam-
boat Company has purchased two steamboats in
Glasgow, and they are now running on Lake
Ontario, and one of the conditions on which the
agent guaranteed the boats for a certain time was
that they should have their own engineers on the
boats. One of their own engineers is still employ-
ed on the boats.

Mr. COLBY. What countryman is he?
Mr. WALDIE. I do not know. Engineers

belonging to any country, when employed in
England, should be able to accept employment
here, and our legislation should be copied from
that of England. One of the effects of this kind of
legislation is, that vessels will not be registered as
Canadian vessels until the term of the guarantee
has expired, and as the experience of the United
States shows when restrictions are imposed on
vessels built in foreign countries, their marine
declined and what is the condition of the United
States Navy to-day ? If there is obstruction offered
to the registration of foreign iron ships it will be
against the interests of this country.

Mr. COLBY. Does the hon.,gentleman happen
to know if any French or German engineers are
employed on British ships built in Glasgow?

Mr. WALDIE. I am not acquainted personally
with the men.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I must say at the outset
that I cannot feel any sympathy with much that
has been said by my friends on this side of the
House. Unless it can be shown to the people of the
country and to the members of this fHouse, that
there is a deficiency in the number of our engineers,
it is, I think, our duty to consider first the rights
of our Canadian engineers. My hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) said : Would you exclude au
American farmer, who came to Canada, from buy-
ing a farm and working it, or would you exclude a
carpenter or any other tradesman from coming into
Canada ? I certainly would not exclude them,
but in the case of a man coming to Canada, and
requiring a certificate for competency for the dis-
charge of responsible duties, it is entirely a
different matter. I would ask my hon. friend
from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and my hon. friend from
Queen's (Mr. Davies) whether they are not two
living examples of a profession which refuses to
allow Americans and others coming to Canada to
practice that profession? My hon. friends know
very well, that if an Ainerican comes to Canada,
however skilled he may be in law, he is refused
leave to plead before the courts of this country.
The profession to which I belong excludes Ameri-
cans from coming here and practising their pro-
fession, unless they are doniciled here for a certain
time and go through a form of study. While I am
enjoying the advantages arising from a position of
that kind, it would be unfair for me, and dishonest
on my part, to refuse to the Canadian engineer the
same protection, the same right -, and the same

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.)

privileges which I am myself ehjoying. If these
hon. gentlemen will consider the matter, they
will see that there is no wrong being done to any
individual, but, that on the contrary, we are pro-
tecting the rights of our Canadian citizens. I
believe this law is in the right direction.

Mr. WATSON. I would Xsk the Minister of
Public Works, who has purchased vessels and
tugs in the United States, if it is not a fact that
the Americans who furnished these tugs, asked to
send an engineer with them until they are in ser-
vice for a certain time ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not remem-
ber that my Department has purchased any such
tug.

Mr. WATSON. Did not you buy the tug on
Lake Winnipeg, from an American firn ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We have several
tugs, but I am not aware that any of them were
purchased in the United States.

Mr. BLAKE. Is the Sir Hector a true Cana-
dian ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think that tug
was brought in in parts, and built here.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman's memory
is not fresh on the matter, but I think that there
are tugs which have been bought or hired from the
United States. I can easily understand the argu-
ments of the hon. member for Halton (Mr.
Waldie) that where a company furnishes a steam-
boat, they ask to have the engineer to operate that
steamboat, as far as the machinery is concerned.
You deprive a person buying a vessel in any
country abroad if you do not allow the engineers
to come into this country to work then for a
certain time.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There has been no argu-
ment yet given from the Government side of the
House to justify this Bill, so far as the Maritime
Provinces are concerned. This legislation seemsto
have been ained entirely to suit a state of affairs
which exists on the great lakes, and I am sorry to
see that the Marine Department seems to be con-
trolled so as to suit the exigencies of fresh water
business. Let me congratulate the Imperial Fede-
irationists on the other side of the House on the
stridesthey are makingtowardsthe accomplishient
of their purpose. Here they are endeavoring to
engineer a Bill through this House, declaring that
it will not do for a man who has been ten or twelve
or twenty years engineer of a British steamer,
sailing under the British flag, to. foHow his business
under the Canadian flag, but that he must be under
the Canadian flag, as distinct from the British flag.
A man may have been twenty years engineer of a
British steamboat-and there are thousands so
placed-but when he comes to Canada he will find
that we do not recognise the Imperial Federation
fad in this matter. It does very well for hon.
gentlemen opposite to talk about on the platforui,
but when they come down to business they are
going to draw a broad distinction between the
British and Canadian flag. The hon. gentlemen
opposite propose here, that although a man may
serve twenty years under the British flag, it will
all count for naught when he comes to this great
country of Canada.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think my hon. friend is a
little wrong in the construction he puts upon the
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Act. The objection is not against a man being an
engineer of a British steamer, but it says dis-
tinctly: 1' that such person, if not a British
subject," and so on. It is a question of his being
a British subject and not a question of his being
an engineer on a British steamer.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What 1 want to cal rny
hon. friend's attention to is, that if a Freuchnîan,
CGerman or Norwegian, or other foreigner lias
been from bis boyhood on board a British ship, and
ias sailed nuder the British flag for twenty years,
kt will not avail him a.nything for service in
Canada, and he cannot get a certificate to be an
engineer on a Canadian ship, although lie has sailed
under the British flag.

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that, but I
merely took exception to the last speech of my
ion. friend, in which I understood hin to refer to
the engineer of a British steamboat. My hon,
friend bas correctly stated, as I understood the Act,
the position of affairs. He states that if a French -
man, German or Norwegian, happens to be the
engineer of a British steamboat which comes to
sail in our waters, le is excluded from being an
engineer on that vessel, while she is in Canadian
waters, until he is domiciled three years in Canada.
I have no hesitation in saying that, to my mind,
that is all wrong. I the administration of affairs
in this Parliament of Canada, we thought it neces-
sary for the protection of life and property to adopt
certain rules for the examination of captains
and officers of vessels with a view to ascertaining
theirqualifications,and toprevent them fromoccupy-
ing these important and responsible positions unless
they receive certificates after due examination by
the Department. The saine thing applies to
engineers, and in addition to thai they were,
graded into classes. This is about the first time
I have seen any legislation coming fron the
Marine and Fisheries Department, which makes a
distinction as to the nationality of an individual.
To my mind, it is clearly wrong to discriminate
against the nationality of an individual in a free
and young country like this. I admit that the
position of marine engineers is very responsible;
the lives and property of individuals are under
their charge, and their capacity and efficiency
should be properly ascertained. That, I think,
could be done by the examiners who are under
the control and direction of the Department
of Marine and Fisheries. We have hitherto
had every security and protection taken in the
administration of our marine affairs, and I
think affairs have been conducted with as much
secnrity to life and property in Canada as in any
other country in the world. But when it comes
to excluding a certain class of people who come
into Canada to look for employment because they
happen to be born in a foreign country, 1 think
our legislation goes too far. There are as compe-
tent engineers who are not British subjects as
those who are, and we certainly ought not to
discriminate against that class of people. I have
no doubt that this legislation is inspired by some
difficulties on the other side of the great lakes.
whlch separate Canada. from the United States
owing to American engineers obtaining employ-
ment on vessels sailing under the Canadian flag;
but that is no reason for an exclusive law like this,
discriminating against all engineers in the world

who are not British subjects. To my mind, such
legislation is entirely in a wrong direction. I
feel that it not only places people of that kind in a
false position, but it interferes seriously with the
operations of trade and commerce in the country
by limiting shipowners to the employment of
British subjecis as engineers. a do not mean to
say that a mnan corning fromn the United States, or
France or Gerrnany, should be allowed to act as an
engineer because he held a certificate in the
United States or France or Gerniany. XVe have
examinations to test the efflcieucy of engineers,
and if these men are not efficient or are dîscredft-
able as to character, the examîners will refuse to
give them the certificate which is necessary to
their employment. Our examiners have always
proved theinselves efficient men, and no instance
bas come under my notice in which an incompetent
man bas been able to get a certificate from thein. On
two grounds, therefore, I oppose to this provision:
First, because it is wrong in principle, in limiting
the sources fron which people engaged in maritime
pursuits shall get their employés ; and in the
second place, because it tends to prevent efficient
engineers frorn coming into the country and
making Canada their home.

Mr. COLBY. In this clause the Minister of
Justice recommends a verbal amendment. In the
1 7th line, are the words " and service as engineer
of any class on any Canadian steamboat." We
have no classes in Canada, and I would suggest
that " Canada" be struck out and the following
substituted : "on any steamboat registered in
Great Britain or in Canada, and plying in Canadian
waters."

Mr. MULOCK. Supposing a Canadian vessel
so registered should visit a foreigu port, and lier
engineer should become disabled, how is that
vessel to engage a new engineer? If it cannot find
a British engineer in the foreign port, is the vessel
to remain there until she can send to Great Britain
for one?

Mr. BOWELL. The law does not provide that.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Why does the hon.

gentleman wish to confine it to steamiboats plying
in Canadian waters? The hon. gentleman has his
mind fixed entirely on the lakes ; what about
steamboats plying between the Maritime Provinces
and the United States.

Mr. COLBY. Do you want the restriction
applied to them ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) No; I do not. The mere
fact that one of the termini to which the boat runs
is in a foreign country surely is not goine to dis-
qualify its engineer from receiving a certificate.

Mr. FOSTER. It will not if it is a British
boat.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The Steamboat Inspec-
tion Act does not apply to a boat of that kind at
all. Section 3 of that Act says :

" This Act shall not apply to steamboats belonging to
Her Majesty the Queen, or to steamboats registered in
Great Britain and Ireland or in any foreign country, and
plying between any port or place in Canada and any port
and place out of Canada."

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) That Act does not apply
to steamboats registered in Great Britain, but how
about steamboats purchased in Great Britain and
registered here ?
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Mr. KIRKPATRICK. They are all registered

under the Imperial Shipping Act.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.i.) No ; if you buy a ship

in England, the register is transferred to this
country.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Not necessarily. We
have vessels plying on the inland waters and regis-
tered in Glasgow and London.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If the hon. gentleman
will get his eyes away from the inland waters, we
will understand this better. I know of vessels
which have been purchased in Great Britain and
registered in Canada, and which are plying some
of them between Canada and the United States,
and others between Boston and the West Indies,
and between New York and the West Indies,
carrying fruit, and those steanboats, owned
and registered in Canada, have engineers on
board who are put outside of this Act
even though they may have served twenty years
on board those vessels. The limitation to vessels
plying in Canadian waters is most unjust. Sup-
pose a ship sails from Halifax to Boston, and one
of the engineers gets ill, what is going to be done ?
The vessel may lose its whole insurance if it takes
another engineer on board. Is the owner going to
tie up his steamboat ? She may be under heavy
demurrage, and the owner may be greatly injured
unless he sends to Canada and gets a Canadian-
born engineer. The hon. gentleman must consider
the circumstances of the whole marine fleet, and
not those of the fleet on the inland waters alone.
If he confines this Bill to the inland waters, I have
nothing more to say, because I do not know their
circumstances.

Mr. MITCHELL. In conversation, the acting
Minister has called my attention to a Bill respect-
ing masters and mates of ships which was passed
in 1870, when I had the honor to be myself Minis-
ter of Marine. I call the attention of the Minister
to the fact that with regard to masters and mates,
it is more a question of experience than anything
else, but with regard to engineers, scientific know-
ledge and skill is required, as well as character and
experieuce; and, therefore, the law which would
apply to masters and mates does not necessarily
apply to engineers. I, therefore, think, after
what the Minister of Justice bas said, that the
matter should be reconsidered in Council in relation
to this particular point, and that the words
"domiciled in Canada for at least three years "
should be struck out. If the object is to provide
for some evils or grievances existing in the inland
waters, a Bill may be framed to suit those ; but I
am sure this measure will not suit the people in the
Maritime Provinces as it now stands.

Mr. COLBY. To meet the views of the hon.
member for Queens, it would be better to strike
out the words " plying in Canadian waters." I
quite agree with the hon. member for Northumber-
land with regard to the difference between engineers
and masters and mates. Engineers certainly
require more technical knowledge and higher
qualifications, in a certain sense, than the other
class, and another qualification is more especially
required in their case. Engineers in char ge of
vessels, being responsible for the safety and the
lives of those on board, require other qualifications
even than scientifie attainments and experience.
They require certain moral qualifications. They

Mr. DAVIEs (P.E.I.)

must be men of sobriety, of character and standing,
men of some morale as well as experience, and in
this view the limitation in the Bill is one worthy
of support. A man may come to us from any
country, from Norway, France and Germany, and
the United States, whose antecedents we cannot
possibly know ; yet, under the law as it stands, on
passing the examination he can get his certificate,
although he may be a scuttler, or a wrecker, or a
man who has been dismissed from some other
country for still grosser misconduct. This re-
striction is not altogether without its ádvantages
in this respect. As the hon. gentleman suggests,
this is not a matter upon which there is any great
fixity of opinion, and it may be further considered ;
but I think we have sufficiently discussed the Bill
on this occasion, and would ask that it might pass
this stage, and be further considered before the
third reading.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am astonished at the
observations of the President of the Council. He
says that a party might pass this examination and
yet be thoroughly unfit to be trusted with the care
of property. The proprietors of the vess-els are the
proper judges of that. This House cannot under-
take to regulate the business of every party in the
country. This House will have discharged its
duty in seeing that people have the necessary
qualifications, and it is then the business of the
owners of property to say whom they will and
whom they will not employ. I would ask the
Minister of Justice how far bas this House the
right to go in this kind of legislation? The hon.
gentleman who bas charge of the Bill, has clearly
indicated that he not only desires to provide for the
necessary qualifications, but he desires to adopt a
particular policy under which persons must,
though they may be qualified, be excluded from
this particular employnent. Would it not be an
abuse of the authority of this Legislature if
this House were to say that no colored men should
be entitled to a certificate, that no one bora
in a particular Province should be entitled to a cer-
tificate? The hon. gentleman must see that all we
have to do in this matter is to provide the neces-
sary legislation pertinent to shipping ; and that to
say that a man must be a resident of this country
for three years before he can obtain a cer-
tificate, is going a long way afield from
the subject of legislation on shipping. The
question of the civil rights of any party who is a
resident of a Province is wholly within the pro-
vince. The Government might ask Parliament to
go further and legislate so as to exclude a particu-
lar class, who may be Canadians and may be resi-
dents of a Province, on obtaining certifiéates. I
submit that it is really an abuse of authority to
undertake to put into the Act any other qualifica-
tion than that which absolutely pertains to the
particular business the party is about to engage in,
and when we require any other qualifications than
that, we are legislating outside of the subject
altogether. I think that the hon. gentleman does
not, by the amendment he bas suggested, satisfac-
torily meet the objection raised by the hon. member
for Queen's. My hon. friend bas pointed out that
the only parties to be excluded from this legislation
would be the proprietors registered in the United
Kingdom or some foreign country, and that every
vessel registered in Canada, whether it be for the
inland waters or for sailing upon the high seas,
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w-ould be brought within the purview of the dis-
abling provisions provided for by this section.

Mr. COLBY. I wish hon. members, especially
those from the Maritime Provinces, and particularly
the ex-Minister of this Department, to understand
that their opinions have, as they are entitled to
have, great weight in this matter. We desire to
iake what progress we can, and I would be glad

to have the clauses pass this stage, with the under-
standing that we will leave the Bill still in Com-
mittee, if they so desire.

M1r. MITCHELL. That is reasonable, and I am
satisfied that, when the Council reconsider the
arguments pro and con, they will make the change
desired.

Mr. COLBY. We want to make it right.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The examination on
which a certificate is granted is not simply in regard
to technical knowledge, but also as to habits of life
and character.

Mr. DAVIN. As a supporter of the Govern-
ment, I am very glad to hear that the hon. gentle-
man intends to have this reconsidered, because I
vas trying to find some reason for defending the
clause as it stood, but it seems to me contrary to
true business principles.

Progress reported.

FIRST READING.

Mr. DEWDNEY moved first reading of Bill
(No. 146) to amend the Acts respecting the North-
West Territories (from the Senate).

BANKS AND BANKING.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 127) respecting banks and banking.

(In the Committee.)

On section 86,
Mr. FOSTER. The only change in this clause

is that "fifteen" is put in place of "twenty" in
the fourth line.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I would suggest that
the number of days for the banks to make their
returns should be left twenty as it was before.
The law has worked satisfactorily and there is no
reason for changing it. If anything caused a delay
of a day or two, the bank would be subject to a
heavy penalty.

Mr. FOSTER. The only reason for making it
twenty days was in regard to British Columbia
before the railway was opened, and that has ceased
to be a reason. Practically the banks can put in
their returns within ten days fron the furthest
parts of the country, and fifteen days are quite
sufficient.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Must the return be in
the Finance Minister's Department before the ex-
piration of the fifteen days ?

Mr. FOSTER. It must be sent.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There might be some

difficulty i getting the returns in from Prince
Edward Island, when the steamboat is unable to
run on account of the ice. Sometimes it takes
eight or ten days to get a letter. If it is simply

that the returns are to be dispatched within that,
time, it is another thing.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The clause says that
the returns are to be made and sent in within that
time. That must mean, that they are to be re-
ceived by the Finance Minister.

Mr. TISDALE. If a bank has twenty or thirty
agencies, it practically evades the law, because it is
given to commence the returns sooner than it ought
lu order to send the report in promptly. If banks
are established, as I hope they will be, in the min-
ing regions in the North-West Territories, where
they will not be able to send returns with the
promptness they do now, there will be considerable
difficulty, and very heavy penalties are imposed
for a violation of the statute.

On section 89,
Mr. FOSTER. With reference to this clause

and the sub-sections contained in it, I have a word
to say which will, to some extent, modify what I
stated upon the introduction of the Bill, and upon
its second reading. There were two things included
in section 89. The first part of the section, and a
vital part, was that which provided for publicity
being given to unclaimed dividends and balances
in the bank. The second part was to provide that
these unclaimed dividends and balances, or
deposits, should, after a certain time, revert to-
the Government and be held by them for the
public uses of the country. It will be remembered
that I stated that we proposed to hold by this
clause in its essence, but I foreshadowed at the
time that certain amendments might be made.
The change which I propose to ask the Committee
to make in that is this: That we shall hold by the
principle embodied in the first part of this
section, and that we shall give up to a very
large degree the principle that we contended
for in the second part. With regard to the
unclaimed dividends and balances in the hands
of the bank after a certain period returns shall
be made of them to the Minister of Finance
and Receiver General ; but these balances shall
remain in the hands of the banks with the pub-
licity given by the return enabling those who
have a right to claim them to know that they are
there, and to proceed to claim them and make
what disposition they please with regard to thein,
saving that, with reference to banks which become
insolvent, I shall have a clause to submit to the
Committee which will provide that unclaimed
dividends and balances in these respects shall re-
vert to the Government.

Mr. MITCHELL. Revert to the Government
for what purposes?

Mr. FOSTER. For the very saine purposes as we
proposed that the whole of them should so revert,
always subject, of course, to the claims of indivi-
duals who may have a right to them. What I
propose in the place of the 89th section, is this :

1. The banks shall, within twenty days after the close
of each calendar year, transmit or deliver to the Minister-
of Finance and Receiver General, to be laid b him
before Parliament, a return of all dividends whieh have
remained unpaid for more than five years, and also of
ail amonnts or balances lu respect of which no transac-
tions have taken place, or upon which no interest has
been paid during the five years prior to the date of such
statement; provided always, that in cases of moneys
deposited for a fixed period, the period of fiva years,
ahove referred to, shall ha reckoned fron the date of th-
terminati on of such fixed period.
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2. Such return shall be signed in the manner re-
uired of the mionthly returns, under section of this

Act, and shall set forth the names of each shareholder or
creditor, his last known address, the amount due, the
agency of the bank at which the last transcription took
place, and the date thereof; and if such shareholder or
creditor is known to the bank to be dead, such returns
shall show the names and addresses of his legal represen-
tatives, so far as known to the bank.

3. Each bank which neglects to transmit or deliver
to the Minister of Finance or Receiver General the re-
turn above referred to, within the time hereinbefore
limited, shall incur a penalty of fifty dollars for each and
every day during which neglect continues.
It will be seen by this provision that the main
object the Government had in view, which was to
make sure that parties who had any claim to
moneys which were lying in the banks as un-
claimed dividends, or balances, or deposits, should
have the best possible means of knowing of their
existence will be attained by virtue of the re-
turn made to the Finance Minister and Receiver
General, so that the public may know that
these are lying there and that they may be claim-
ed by the parties who have a right to claim them,
and that the money should go to its rightful
owners. With reference to the other part, as I
have stated, that was a minor matter. As the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) inti-
-mated, it was never intended by the Government
that this should be taken as a mere matter of
revenue. It was not supposed that the revenue fron
this money was so great as to make it a matter of
consequence to the Government to desire to get
possession of it ; and at the present time the Gov-
ernment is not so in need as to require to take
charge of these moneys, even in trust, for the sake
of adding to its revenue.

Mr. BLAKE. I had intend ad, when we reached
this clause, to refer it to the Select Committee on
the North-West furs ; but in view of the change
which the Minister proposes, I shall abandon that
intention.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the
Minister of Justice where he thinks these un-
claimed balances would go under this provision ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The unclaimed bal-
ances which are paid into the treasury ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No; the unclaimed
balances of the bank.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That would remain
as it stands.

Mr. TISDALE. In view of the great changes
made in this section I would ask the Minister of
Finance to allow it to stand. There are some
other matters which I would like to see delayed,
and we cannot discuss this section to-night, with-
out fully understanding the purport of this new
clause.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) asked how these balances
would stand. Irrespective of the effect of that
return they will be subject to the operation of the
statute of limitations, under the decisions on that
subject. I understand the sub-section which my
hon. colleague will propose, with respect to the pay-
ment of those sums into the Treasury in case of the
insolvency of a bank, will likewise deal to some
extent with the question of banks availing them-
selves of any defence of prescription or statute of
limitations. If those are the ints to which my
friend the hon. member for , outh Norfolk (Mr.

Mr. FOSTER.

Tisdale) refers,' perhaps he will discuss them on the
sub-section.

Mr. TISDALE. There is an objection in regard
to the form in which it is attempted to carry out
the principle, in regard to the shortness of the time.
It will also compel those who do not wish the fact
to be known that they have funds in banks to
disclose it to Parliament, and to any one who exa-
mines the returns. While I am perfectly willing,
and think it proper in the public interest, that
these returns should be made so that people can
ascertain whether there are any moneys in the
hands of the banks that belong to other parties, it
is necessary we should carefully guard the pri-
vacy of those who have funds deposited. If every
year all deposits on which no transactions have
taken place shall be made public, I know, from my
personal knowledge, that it will prove a serions
annoyance to parties who do not want their private
affairs known. So that, while we should make
the banks disclose somewhere the facts so that par-
ties having just claiis can find out whether moneys
are deposited in the banks, it is equally important
that we should protect the secrecy of banking
transactions. I have a letter here from my town
written by a man who, I thought, would be about
the last man to have a deposit in a bank. He writes
asking me to oppose this provision, because lie has
money deposited in the bank for each of
his children, and he is leaving it there to accuiu-
late. The first amount will be drawn twelve
years hence, and the other in fifteen years, and he
does not wish the fact of the deposit to be known.
According to this Bill, the fact will be announced
at the end of five years. If we compel this dis-
closure to be made in every case, the people will
discover some other place in which to make
private deposits, and allow them to accumulate
outside of the banks. I understand the Minister
does not want the secrecy of transactions to be ex-
posed, and in that he is quite right, while at the
same time he is determined that the bank shall
make such returns as will enable the people who
have moneys there to obtain them. In the second
place, I do not agree with the proposal that the
amount should be stated in the return. The
names and addresses will be sufficient, and infor-
mation as to the amount can afterwards be obtain-
ed from the bank. I desire further time to con-
sider the clause.

Mr. FOSTER. I sympathise entirely with
what the hon. gentleman has said with respect to
the class of transactions about which there is any
implied contract or agreement, and this clause bas
been especially carefully drawn in order to avoid
that danger. The only idea in view was to cover
that class of dividends and balances with respect
to which no transaction had taken place and no
contract or agreement involving secrecy, which
for varions purposes is often a condition in the
deposit of these moneys. Only those that had
none of those conditions are to be made public, so
that the persons who could legally or rightfully
claim moneys might know of their existence
and consequently be able to claim deposits of that
kind, which such depositors would have a perfect
right to do. To show that this is the case the clause
is guarded in three ways. It is provided that the
banks shall make return of all dividends which
have remained unpaid for more than five years, and
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also of amounts or balances in respect of which no Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What you
transactions have taken place within five years, might cali a deposit on current account without
or upon which no interest has been paid during interest?
the five years prior to the date of the statement; Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
and a proviso is added that in the case of money Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In sucl a
deposited for a fixed period, the period of five case the statute of limitation would apply.
vears above referred to shall be reckoned
from the date of the termination of such fixed Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the majority of
period. So it entirely covers the case which the cases, even where there is a flxed deposit, as on a
hon. gentleman has stated of a person who wished deposit receipt, tbe interest is fot carried to credit,
to deposit money for his children or for his wife or uuless the receipt is produced and tbe iaterest
foir a friend, and does niot wisb the faut to be made drawu aud recredited on the receipt.
public. If the money has to be paid only when the Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The custou
chili cornes of age, that makes it a fixedl period, of banks differs materially ini that respect. No
and this provision I think covers ail that class of doubt, in mauy cases it is so, but in some cases it
cases. Then wben you take the other two classes is not. Although no doubt the law is as the Miin-
in w-bicb interest bas been paid, or in respect to ister of Justice stated, I think that the general
whli transactions have taken place, tbey cox er duistom of banking nearly ail over tbe world, deters
ail possible dividends or balances about which banks fromn ever making use of tbe statute of
there can be any desired secrecy, any agreement or limitations agaiust tbeir customers. It is, I
any coutract. It is c;uite riglit that ail those three believe, both tbe custom. and in the interest of
points sbould be carefully guardedc in the interests banks, ot to put the statute of limitations in
of thosewbodepositintbatwy. Sotbereisnotb- force against any party establisbing a daim to a
ing substautially niew, and I would like very well, sum of money deposited witb tbem. Tbat being
uiless there is very decided objection offered, that the case, the question arises w eter the ter of
we sould discuss this provision and pass it, sud five years which the bion. gentleman bas fixed-
that would not prevet ay bon, gentleman here and wbicb I presume from some of the statements
after coming back to tbe clause. ade, bad somie reference to the statute of limi-

Mr. M LOCK. The ouly thing whic causes tations-is not undul sbort. I sould be disposed
whic toraeanacios h then lattei, tbt aver to tbink, taking ail tbings into consideration, tbat
ii ps financial autbority ln this country, on two hat from ever makine of te stutocanb at esi secrec, anyaredet any detriment to the obet sougte t by tbe Gover -ae aontrat ot i prignht coull ntoe thm ment, sud without any risk of injury or inconve-pots shulde carthef guardeiond n he ieres bience to the public. If that reasonable extensionproved. I refer to the proposition contained in were mains any party estbihn y muth
this the wben it was first introduned into thisa thade, t qudsto the tluek a r oe prtt m co
wuse, and in regard to wbicb, tbe Finance Mi an ivte oectionsi tte claus g an hasfied-to

afe coigbc o h lue bae hadsmd eeecet.h ttueo ii

ter, aiter a months consideration, deciarecd that
while there might be some other defects in this
measure, it was simply perfection in regard to this
question of claimed balances, and he stood on that
principle with both feet.

Mr. TISDALE. The Minister of Finance did
not understand me on the point I raised, or else I
did not make myself plain. Most of the cases I
referred to will not be for fixed periods. They do
not deposit them for fixed periods, because they
always want to take them out when they please, or
lu case of their being dissatisfied with the strength
or arrangements of the bank. For instance, take the
case of a wife who has an improvident husband,
and who is putting by a fund to provide for a
rainy day. She does not fix the period, but at the
end of five years the fact of lier having that fund
would be disclosed, What I endeavored to make
plain, as one of my objections, was, that a large
number of these cases would not be for fixed
periods.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did I under-
stand the hon. Minister of Justice to say that he
was clearly of opinion that when money had been
deposited with a bank, and no interest had been
paid, although instead of accumulating it it had
been entered to credit in the bank's books during
a period of six years, that the statute of limita-
tions would apply ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would not say that
i th t~ tVI dJLI~. i i h U~~IUL

Mr. MITCHELL. I think there is a great deal
in the point raised by the bon. member for South
Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale), and as be has asked that
this clause be allowedto standuntil hehas an oppor-
tunity of considering it, Ithink it would be desirable
that his request should be acceded to. There ought,
in my opinion, to be a special clause in this Act,
stating that the statute of limitations should not
be used by a bank against persons who claim the
unpaid balances such as we referred to in the Bill.
I think there is also objection, as my bon. friend
stated, to the mianner of making these returns.
There should be a return made somewhere, and
there should be a source through which people who
may imagine themselves interested in a balance or
balances at a bank or banks, should be able to get
that information. The objection taken by the hon.
member for Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale), is that a publi-
City is given to the general public who have no
interest whatever in the individual accounts, in so
far as this concerns that secrecy which ought to
surround transactions in banks. No doubt a great
many people have a great aversion to have other
people know their business. The instances the
hon. gentleman has given are such as to convince
this Committee, I think, that a great deal of care
should be used to guard against any undue publi-
city being given to the public, with reference to
these unpaid balances. I think the request of my
hon. friend, to have a little time to consider this
matter, is reasonable and should be granted.

e y were entere to cr tb e accoun1t,the statute of limitations would apply. I am Mr. GUILLET. After listening to the objec-
assuming that there is simply a deposit. tions nade by the hon. member for South Norfolk
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(Mr. Tisdale) it occurred to me that there were
several reasons why depositors would object to
depositing for a fixed period. They might wish to
reserve the right to draw the deposit in case of
urgent need, or in case that the bank became
weakened, and they considered their deposits were
not safe there, and wished to place them in
another institution. These are reasons why a
depositor would not desire to make a deposit for
an indefinite period. I know of the case of a
friend of mine who left for foreign parts, and
deposited his money, expecting to return soon ;
but lie was not heard from for ten years, when lie
sent for and obtained his deposit. The case of
another gentleman occurs to me, who deposited a
considerable sum, expecting to return to Canada
the following year, but he was required to leave
for India on business, and did not return to this
country for nine years. It appears to me that
no returu should be made in these cases. The
fact that there are respectable and strong
private banks in the country, which have the
confidence of the people, will, it seems to me,
cause this clause to operate in favor of these
institutions and unfavorable to the chartered
banks, inasmuch as the private banks are not
required under the Act to make this return.
There is a valuable institution of this kind called
the Midland Banking Company, in the county
adjoining mine, and it bas obtained a large
measure of confidence from the people, and receives
a large amount of deposits. I am quite sure that
it would be unfair to the chartered banks to
impose upon them these restrictions, especially
for the limited period which is named, when the
unchartered banks not being subject to the provi-
sion will thereby receive perhaps great benefit and
advantage. It seems to me that this provision
will operate in favor of other institutions-for in-
stance, trust and loan societies--which receive large
deposits. There is no provision requiring them to
report their unclaimed deposits. For these rea-
sons, I think there should be, at least, an extension
of the period.

Mr. MITCHELL. Now that the Minister of
Finance is put upon the track of other moneys
that may be got, I have no doubt that we will fol-
low up this Bill with one to amend the Loan
Companies' Act.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I cannot agree with the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
with regard to the objection made by the hon.
member for South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale). If I
understood him aright, the principal objection lie
made was to the exposé of a private transaction
between a bank and an individual. He instances
the case of money being deposited to be drawn by
certain beneficiaries at a certain time. I submit
that the amendment proposed by the hon. Minister
of Finance makes abundant provisionfor that case.
If the money is deposited for a fixed period, the
return is not to be made until five years after that
fixed period expires. If it is not deposited for a
fixed period, all that the depositor needs to do is,
a little while before the five years expire, to go to
the bank and pay in a dollar or two, or draw a
dollar or two out, and the deposit is not subject to
a return. I think the amendment exactly meets
the case ; I fully approve of it ; I do not think
the hon. Finance Minister could have done any-

Mr. Gumr.

thing better; and I intend to support it just as it
stands.

Mr. McMTLLEN. I think the period of five
years is too short. I think it might libe well to
extend it to ten years, which would go a long way
to meet the objections of the hon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale). Then, I do not
think it is absolutely necessary that the return
should be laid before Parliament every year. I
think it would be sufficient to have the return pre-
sented to the Finance Minister or the Receiver
General. Then it would always be subject to the
order of Parliament, and could be brought down
when wanted, by a resolution of the House.

Mr. TAYLOR. I think the section might be
amended by providing that all unclaimed balances
or dividends remaining unpaid for a term of five
years or ten years, whatever the limit may be,
should be returned provided the owner is unknown
to the bank. As to the proviso with regard to
moneys deposited for a fixed period, I am not
aware whether there is such a thing as a fixed
period in the depositing of moneys in banks. I
think money is deposited either on current
account or by deposit receipt, or on the savings
bank plan ; but I am not acquainted with any
arrangement for fixed periods, and I would like
hon. gentlemen who are interested in banks to say
whether there is any or not. Then, what is meant
by the phrase, " where no transaction bas taken
place ? " If the money is in the bank and the in-
terest is added to it every six months, is that a
transaction ? If these points are made clear, per-
haps the clause as it stands will answer the pur-
pose ; but I should think that unless the owner
of the money is out of the country or is unknown
to the bank, the bank should not be called upon to
disclose his account.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I understand that
it is not usual to deposit money for a fixed period.
Money is sometimes deposited on the condition
that unless it is left on deposit for a certain period,
it may be for one or two or three months, a certain
rate of interest will not be allowed ; that is the
only fixed period that I know of. As regards the
statute of limitations, it has certainly not been
understood by the banks to apply to any moneys
or deposits left with them ; in fact they have acted
entirely in the contrary sense. In the case of one
bank which has been in existence for a long time,
deposited moneys have been paid out, not merely
after five or six years, but after fifteen, twenty or
thirty years. I do think myself that the period
spoken of is far too short, and I should like to see
it extended, not to ten years, but if we are to have
that clause at all, to twenty years.

Mr. FOSTER. Say a hundred.

Sir DONALD SMITH. We might not be able
to keep track of it for a hundred years; many
might be able to do so for twenty years, and I
trust that the hon. gentleman is among that nui-
ber, although I cannot, perhaps, look forward so
far. But we are speaking at this moment of things
which are practicable. It may be proper that
there should be some means providing for the banks
communicating with those who are interested. I
believe that the banks themselves take kuch means
as may be in their power, when application has not
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been made to them within a certain number of
vears, to find out if the people who have deposits
with them are in existence or not ; and it might be
very well that there should be some provision re-
quiring the banks, when they cannot find an owner
for moneys on deposit, after having made proper
enquiry through the post in the usual way, to
make a return of the names of those who have
noney on deposit and who cannot be found. And
it should be so made that it will be sufficiently
explicit for those who have an interest in it. For
myself, I should much prefer to see the clause
struck out altogether. The present law has
ivorked well, without any injury to anybody, and
it would be found that there would not be any,
great hurt done to anybody for the next ten years
by leaving it as it is. I trust the hon. the Minis-
ter will see his way either to leave it as it is, or to
extend the time very materially, and also to
eliminate that portion which calls for amounts
w hich may be due.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not rise to add anything
in a lengthened way to the discussion, but I want
to ask the Committee not to consider only one class
of illustrations. There is another class. Suppose
a laboring man comes out from England to this
country, leaving his wife and family behind. He
works upon a railway here for several years and
amasses, over and above what he has sent to his
wife and family and what lie required for personal
expenses, say $1,000, which he bas deposited in
bank. He meets with an accident, is drowned for
instance, and his bank book disappears with him
and is never recovered. There is a case in which
his wife and children would be deprived of this
money. Whose money is it? It certainly does
not belong to the bank. The man's family have
no knowledge of it, and no way of finding out,
unless the fact be published. I think that woman
and ber family would consider five years long
enough for the bank to keep this money which
belongs to ber. I shall not consent to strike out
this clause. The Bill may go, but the clause shall
not, as far as I am concerned.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It occurs to
me that such a person as the hon. gentleman
describes would be more likely to deposit his money
i a savings bank, and, perhaps, by preference, the

-Government savings bank. Ras the Govcrnment
given orders that such lists should be published
with reference to the savings banks under their
control ? If they have not they should do so
-forthwith ,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is hardly worth
while to do that until we test the policy of this
Ilouse on the subject.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Your sense
of justice should move you to do it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Private institutions
should have no right to keep other people's
money as their own, or, 'at least, they should be
made to disclose what balances they have. I
should have been exceedingly surprised at the
remarks of the hon. member for Montreal (Sir
Donald Smith) if he had mot explained, at the close
of his observations, that he was opposed to the
clause entirely. Any person opposed to such a
provision of the Bill can suggest means by which.
it can be made practically useless. The hon. gen-

tieman suggests that the clause should only
apply to balances lying unclaimed for twenty
years. I think such a provision would be quite as
useful, and not more useful, than a provision
applying to balances lying unclaimed for 100
years. It might also be rendered perfectly
useless by saying that it can only apply to naines
and not anmounts. It may be of some importance
to prevent absolute publicity as to the amount,
but there cannot be a doubt in the mind of any
one who is in favor of this return being made, of
the necessity of having the return made to the
Finance Minister of the ainounts as well as the
names. The great object of the return is to indi-
cate to those persons, who are rightfully entitled
to the money, not only the bare fact that the
person himself, or those who represent him, has a
sum of money in a bank, but the amount which
they are entitled to claim from the bank. Let us
suppose that a deposit to which this section shall
apply is only returned under the name of A. B.,
without any indication of the amount. What
means would there be of rendering that practi-
cally useful for the purpose of recovering the
amount fron the bank. The bank would say
" We have made all the return the law requires;
we admit that A. B. had money in this bank;
prove how much or how little ;" and the represen-
tative would be forced, in order to recover the
balance, to commence an action, the costs of which
may be $300, while the balance may turn out to be
$5. You can likewise succeed in defeating all the
usefulness of the clause if you surround it with the
other guards which the hon. member for Montreal
(Sir Donald Smith) mentioned, as, for instance,
making it apply only to cases where the bank has
endeavored but failed to find out the whereabouts
of the depositor. That endeavor might be made in
a perfunctory manner; there is no check on the
fidelity with which it is made. We ought to have
a return of all the balances, irrespective of any
efforts that may or may not be made to discover
the whereabouts of the depositor. With regard to
the period, it seems to me that five years is a very
convenient and proper time. It is the period
of limitations i Quebec, and it is desirable
to have the period uniform all through Canada.
Lt miglit have been made six ycars, to suit the
statute of limitations in other Provinces, but we
thought it better to have it uniform ; and, there-
fore, made the period that fixed by the law of the
Province of Quebec, not because the statute of
limitations will apply to these deposits, be-
cause we intend to prevent that, but because for
a very long period that has been considered,
and wisely considered everywhere, as about the
time when a debt should be collected, if it is to be
collected at all. The policy on which the statute
of limitations was founded is the policy which
indicates that that is a fair period to fix in this
regard. Upon that ground it would be well not to
enlarge to any great extent this period ; and on the
whole, I am strongly inclined to think the period is
a fair one, and the most convenient one to work,
being the one generally followed.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I doubt very much,
and I do claim to know something of the matter,
if there would be found one case on the list of
unclaimed balances, such as that conjured up by
the bon. the Finance Minister in favor of the
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orphan and widow. I doubt if any one case can question of the unclaiined balances, I do not think
be found such as that. Some such balances of you will find in the history of the oldest bank in
small amounts there may be, but when you speak Canada any amount which appeared either at
of anything like $1,000, or even $100, it will be the credit of a current account or the amount
found that there are none such on those lists. of an old deposit receipt, ever carried to the

profit and loss account. It stands as one of the
Mr. FOSTER. The same principle would apply liabilities of the bank, and has invariably been so

if only $25. recognised by every bank in Canada. Reference.

Sir DONALD SMITH. The principle would has been made to the statute of limitations, and the
apply certainly, but, it is a very different thing possibility of a bank pleading that statute in regard
from saying that to propose to extend the time toa balance due either on current account or on a
to twenty years, we are not to have any list at all. deposit receipt. I think this buse should so
But if twenty years is too long, although I cannot legisiate that it should not be possible for any bank
think myself it is, then it should be made ten to plead the statute of limitations. The Minister
years, which will bring us to the next period for of Finance stated that lis proposal contained
yearswt an hres 1d rs, hteýe nothing substantially new. As I understand thedealing with bank charters. I do0 trust, that even
now the hon. Minister will see his way to modify bank charters of Canada, they have been twice
what he proposes, and to extend the time, and not renewe ice C eeraton and thiss t
to require the publication of the exact amount. time shn it bclaised considd not to

Mr. KENNY. The hon. member for South ering. Therefore, the hou. gentleman must re-
Leeds (.Mr. Taylor) asked what the practice was cognise that it is very substantially ew, and
anong the banks in regard to, these balances he must not be surprised if the chartered banks
which would be affected by this clause. Speaking of Canada seek for some very satisfactory ex-
only from. a knowlege of the manner in w-hich the planation before they are prepared to, accept
banks in the Maritime Provinces are conducted, I an innovation like this upon the charters under
may say that these balances arise either ou current which they have been worki g for very many
accounts or on deposit receipts. The deposit years. think it is hardly fair to Say that the
receipt, bearing interest, is usually a demand banks desire to pocket other people's money, when
obligation, the bank claiming at the same tipe we see that they make every effort-in the
that it shahl not be compelled to pay without a matter of current accounts and deposit receipts-
certain notice. As regards the unclaimed to ascertai the whereabouts of their depositors.
balances on current accounts, the Minister of Jus- It wouid seem to me that, as f ar as the public
tice bas said that the information which the baoks interest is concerned, if it was thought wise, where
endeavor to obtain is obtained in a perfunctory the address of a depositor is not known, or after
inanner. The hon. gentleman must permit me to, the lapse of 10, 15 or 20 years lis whereabouts
say, that that is hardly an accurate description of caunot be ascertained, it might be well that a
the manner in which the bankb discharge their return should be made of bis name, of the fact
duty in regard to rcurrent account balances. Hou. that he is a depositor in a certain bank, that on a
gentlemen wbo are acquainted with the management certain day he made a deposit in a certain agency
of batks will recognise that it is absolutely impos- of that bak, and the return might state the last
sible for a correct inspection of a bank to be made k sown address of the depositor, or, if that is not
unles each curret account is certified to. kuown, the last known address of is heirs or of
It is within the knowledge of everyone who those kuowu to be interested in his estate. If
keeps an account in a ba k that at least that was given, I think ah the protection neces-
once ayear the bank sends to each of its creditors sary would be accorded to the public. That such
a certificate for hlm to sigu as to the accuracy of the must be the feeling of the GoverEment is evident
balance which he has at his credit on current ac- from the fact that they have neyer thought it
count. When an inspection takes place at any bank necessary to advertise or to notify the public in
agency, it is one of the most imperative duties of any way as to the amounts lying to the credit of
the inspector to ascertain that the balance at the depositors in the Governmet savigs banks. If
credit of each current account is so, certified. So this matter is so, important, I should think it would
I think hou, gentlemen will recognise that it is be the first duty of the Governmeut to advertise the
esseutial in the interests of the banks that they names of those persons to whose credit stand the un-
shal ascertain positively and beyond peradveuture claimeç balances whlch have accrued lu their ow
that the current account balances shal be certfied savings banks. With ail due deference to my hou
to every time when au inspection takes place at an friend the Minister of Justice, he must permit me to,
agency, and at least once a year at the head office. say that five years seems to be an unconscionably
Everyose who has a baunk account must know that short time. e says that in the Province of Quebec it
this is done, and that, if the certificate is not given, might be possible for the banks topead the statute
he is importuned by the bank until he certifies to of limitations. I do not think that statute has ever
the correctness of the balance account. That is oue been pleaded by any bak in Canada, and I do
nmanner in which the banks have adopted for their thlnk we should legisiate that it should be impos
own protection, that they endeavor to, satisf y them- sible for auy bank in Canada to plead the statute of
selves as to the accuraey of curren accounts As limitations. I should think it would be possible
to the deposit receipts it is not so easy for the to incorporate a clause in the Bill to prevent auy
bank to ascertain the whereabouts of each depo- bank pleading the statute of limitations. I think
sitor, and a depos t receipt, like a bill of exchange, the time should be very much extended even if the
nca be negotiable anywhere, and the bank may be overnment insist upon ths provision.
a ced uponten, fifteen or twenty years after issuing

a deposit receipt, to pay the amount. As to the An hon. MEMBER. Why?
Si Doot Smi.
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Mr. KENNY. Especially as regards deposit order. He endorses that over. John Brown makes
receipts. That is a contract made with an in- a deposit of $1,000 i the bank -and he takes a
dividual where the bank binds itself to pay that deposit receipt, and six months afterwards he dis-
individual or his representative a certain sum of poses of that deposit receipt to Richard Doe, and
inoney whenever he calls for it. Now, the bank Richard Doe puts it in his strong box, and perhaps
stands in a little different position relative to a it happens to hin, as in the case the Minister of
current account, because in a current account Finance las depicted with sucl vividness, that he
balance a man has money immediately available is lost in a ship, or he is burnt up, and he disap-
at his credit, but he holds no voucher from the pears, and then the return is publisd that this
bank. But the deposit receipt is very often put money is at the credit of John Brown, whereas
away ; the money is put in by individuals who do John Brown is not entitled to it, nor is John
not desire to touch it for a lengthened period. Now Brown's representatives. John Brown has got
yon compel these persons to go to the bank at the value for it, John Brown has sold the deposit
end of some fixed period, and I say that for that receipt, and Richard Ioe or his representatives
reason, and for many others, the period of five are entitled to it. low are you going to meet that
years is decidedly too short, case?

Mr. BOWELL. The bank will let hm keep it,
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. a congratulate the s suppose.

Uinister of Finance in making one modification 0f Mr KIRKPATRICK. Then, w at is the use of
this clause as he originally proposed it, and Ihi
think lie lias gone i the right direction. 1 amoey is t the crditt e of Jn B neros

e receBpts. Suppose George Foster is a party to the
original proposition which was practically con- transaction. I say if John Brown deposits goney
fiscation of the oney, But te canges e as r o ote it
madle, while they are in tlie riglit direction, I n rnfr eep oGog otr ti
think, do not go f ar enoug. He has limited the George Foster who is entitled to the money, and
time for making a return of these unclaimaed not John Brown, and there y8 no use in pueishing

Sa yearsame. Again, this principle that you are

diviend an baancs, o fve ear. Nw, hy r.i BOW ELL. frthe bak l lt im ee prit,

is that period taken? I suppose it is taken for the supose
reason given by the Minister of Justice, that it o ciple, and any new prinCple of legislation ought to
th is p lause a h ii nal proposedof lm it a n I le adopted only to redress some grievance, and

thin eo has gone the righuto diecation in theseretun il nota mnneniet thecae, o de si

the Province of Quebec bars actions, and ie says p
oriialeroptonae whi sae litactiol on- rmeance ias ever been suggested to exist, ir fact weition ot the omion But I tain tichang find here in ti e statutes of tie Dominion the verynotae wgho thee ason. B e c i ng the s tai contrary provision, wc find that with regard tootik atons, o far as reoga H has th e s the Post Office savings hanks the postmasters and theirstaten aginst s balances, ad fi e erns Npoi whe officers shae not disclose the name of any depositor.is thateriod ?ud esuandps it is taen fonrthe Tere is a statute passed in 1886 by this Govern-tis gvenn to proinstdet t Jsthe n t i ment in which the principle of secrecy is recog-the perod at whc the statte of k imaccepting nadised y whih th Dres ome grievane

a charter under tlis Act slallnot lie allowed to plead ,oenmn h aig bnams shl or e sos nthe statute of limitations to any action brought Goeren so atig ansonvmens c he, b o dievos-
to recover uetlaimed dividends and unclaimed ancehsy vouer the ngated toes of h Deos
balances; and if a clause of that kind is inserted fine hae the f sthe hatered ans of the Dom -e

thntieago reason. ti tWer can chang rsd' inae theisauecnrr rsine dincod totwith puegcadt

of lmthin so tli s erds t hi e settins of ts the amounts standing to their credit? I sa thatinerson thise as und ve t is tur ata even if the names are publised, there is no reasonihsrto eu hictsha e aloed tope nl whniy the amount should be gven, and I hope thete s e ofliitton to Dans aof sns rot Minister of Finance will strike ont that clause re-are dead, or have disappeared, or who have lost
sight of the money to their credit, and fi ers garding tlie aofounts to be given, and that the
is too short for that. People fay have left it shere names and addresses only shosld te published after
wilingly for five years, tley want tolet the interest a period of ten years.
accumulate; they may have died a year after, Sir JOHN THOMPSON., I suppose it would
and if they have, there it no reason why tueir heirs answer the purposes of the banks as well not only
should not watg t. But think a sufficiently short to strike ont the amounts, but to strike ont the
time would re the duration of the charter whic names, too. My hon. friend cails attention to this
we are gtvig the ban. We are giving these banks fact, that deposit receipts are negotiahde instru-
a charter for ten years, let that he the period. ments, and because deposits are sometimes trans-
Let any bank hold a balance for ten years, ferred, the publication of the name, le says, would
and then let a return ie made. I think -not le useful. It is not difficult te suggest cases in
that is quite short enouga time te require which the publication of ths return would not nle
theo t nake a return, especialy if the people useful. There may e cases in which the person
are not known to ther. If the people are known having a deposit las left no living relative, and
to them, the bank will find them out; in order t the publication would serve no usefil purpose in
aiake a return the bank will hunt them. up, and it lis cae. We are using a retur, and we are
is reasoable that thley should have, at least, ten proposing legislation for the great clasas of case
years before disclosing the names of their deposi- in whic it may le useful, although it as quite
tors. Now, a very practical question cores in possible to conceive that in some cases it may e
aere with regard te one cIas of these deposits, it of no use at ah. With regard t the proposai
is the cane of depouits for which a deposit receipt that it shah ye for the ife of the charter oi the
is given. Now, a deposit receipt is a negotiable bank, it amounts to this : the Goverument having
instrument, it is payable to the depositor or hie conceded all that the banks professed to wiah,
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iamely, that the money should not be taken from
them, and at the same time the banks having
proclaimed in the loudest tones their anxiety that
there should be a publication of the nanes of
depositors, that there might be the fullest publicity
and frankness with the whole public-the banks
now say this : Oh, don't put that into force
until this Act expires, then we will use some
force and pressure again to prevent it being
put in the new charters. There would be no
return and no publication, except as to past
balances, until a Banking Act should be brought
<down at the end of the next decade, and there
would be the same fight on the floor of Par-
liament to defeat that to which the bankers have
agreed every time they have opened their mouths
on this subject. The junior member for Halifax
(Mr. Kenny) s-tid I had asserted that the way in
which the banks made their enquiries as regards
the whereabouts of depositors was purely perfunc-
tory. I did not say so. But from the manner in
which this clause is objected to, obstructed and its
operation endeavored to be defeated, I would not
wonder if it should be so. All I said in that re-
gard was this: that if you say that returns need
not be made, if the banks have ascertained the
whereabouts or taken reliable measures to as-
certain the whereabouts of the depositors, you
will have no supervision over the operation of
your section, and no check whatever. The most
perfunctory method may be adopted. I have not
said that all this business is done perfunctorily now.
I am pointing out now that, if Parliament should
require no restriction, the whole operation of the
section would be defeated. The banks themselves
would be the only judges -as to whether they had
proper information as to the whereabouts of their
depositors or not, and it would be equivalent to
saying that the returns should be made as the
banks please, and that if the banks did not please
there. should be no returns at all. My hon. friend
has almost intimated that the pleading of the statute
of limitations is unknown in the history of banking.
Perhaps it bas not been pleaded in Canada. I
have no doubt that banking in this country, as re-
gards unclaimed deposits to which the statute of
limitations applies, is fair. I do not dispute that the
banks have not set up the statute of limitations,
and no respectable bank in Canada would do so.
But the point has beenraised, it hasbeen raised by a
wicked banksomewhere else, andithas been made
the established law of England ; and being so, shall
we reverse that principle or not, and shal we give
the relatives of depositors, before they are grey-
haired old men and do not want the money, or have
passed out of existence, the information that there
is money in the name of their deceased ancestors, or
"hall we simply say that John Doe or Richard Roe
had some money there, and that it is none of your
business what it was or what is the amount. Inas-
inuch as this is an entirely new question, I
admit authority does not count for very much ;
but if we can get a little light from auth-
ority on such a question, it is useful, because it
brings to our notice the reasons which may exist
with respect to the usefulness of such a provision.
Among legal practitioners the Law Journal, I need
not say, is one of very great value and of high
authority. in its number of 22nd March, 1890,
it calls attention to the fact that a recent edition
of "Chitty on Contracts," emphaaises the rule laid

Sir JoHN THOMPSON.
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down in the case of Pott vs. Clegg, 16 M. and
W. 321 ; 16 Law J. Rep. Excheq. 201, 11 Jur. 289,
to the effect:

" That moneys left with a banker if not drawn upon forsix years becomes at the end of that time the absolute
property of the banker by virtue of the statute of limit-
ations. The suggestion has been made that some legisia-
tion is desirable to avoid or mitigate the occasion of great
hardships which this rule might cause as where a person
should die leaving a large balance at this bank unknown
to his executors, and this suggestion seems reasonable
enough."

As regards the period of time this authority
says :

" We do not think, bowever, it would be desirable to
extend the period of limitation. A fair and just reform
would be to provide that during the last two of the six
years bankers should be compelled to advertise particu-
lars of such unclaimed balances, and at the end of six
years they should become the property of the bankers,
indeed as at present, but subject to a very substantial
elaim for special duty on the part of the transfer of the
exchequer."

The provision that unclaimed balances should be
divided between the banks and the Government,
would not be considered a fair proposition in this
country. But the Committee will observe that
those who make such a proposition to readjust the
law with respect to the operation of the statute
of limitations, as regards bank deposits, contend
that particulars of all deposits should be pub-
lished at the end of four years. Such legisla-
tion exists in New Zealand, but there, not only
is the list with all the amounts of deposits and the
names published in extenso iu the official organ of
the Government, but the list is sent to the office
of the High Commissioner or Agent for New Zealand,
in London, and an advertisement is there inserted
calling the attention of the British public to the
fact that the list is in that office for their inspec-
tion, in order that relatives of personswho have gone
to the colony shall have ready access to full particu-
lars as to moneys that lie unclaimed in the New Zea-
land banks. Let me refer to a book familiar to all
of us. I admit, with respect to the whole of this
matter, I am not using these references for authority
properly so-called, but for the little light they give
and for the illustrations afforded. I refer to Whit-
tacker's almanac, which, referring to this subject,
says:

" By the East India Unclaimed Stocks Act, 1885 pro-
vision is made for the transfer to the Government of India
of all unclaimed Indian stocks till claimants appear,
and, judging by discussion at the recent eolonial con-
ference, legislation may shortly be looked fcr with refer-
ence to unclaimed dividends on all colonial stocks."

As to unelaimed dividends of companies, and divi-
dends generally, the author goes on to say:

"That the public would largely gain by the proposal of
publicity may easily be judged of by the perusal of the

alance sheets of the leading railway, banking and in-
surance companies. The amount invested in railwaYs
exceeds £800,000,000, and the item, unclaimed dividends,
amounts in most cases to several thousand pounds. A verY
remarkable claim against the Royal Exchange Assurance
Company may be noted - the representative of an original
one hundred pound stockholder recovering no less than
£3,600, and after 168 years non claimed."

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The statute of limita-
tions was not pleaded.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Evidently not.
Whether that poor man would have fared as weU in
Canada, in view of. the attitude taken by certain
hon. members in this House who take the banker's
view is not ao clear.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Tihat is a reflection on some
of us which is vnjust. I advocated that the sta-
tute of limitations should not be pleaded.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I understood so. The
hon. gentleman took the view of the hon. member
for South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale).

Mr. TISDALE. I think the hon. gentleman
cannot refer to my position. I understood the hon.
gentleman was going to introduce a clause stating
that the statute of limitations could not be pleaded.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; I did not refer
to the hon. gentleman.

Mr. KIRKPAT#ICK. Then the hon. gentleman
must refer to me. I made the same remark, that
I thought a clause would be introduced providing
that the statute of limitations could not be pleaded.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I did not mean to
refer to the hon. gentleman as a poor man. On the
contrary, by the attitude he has taken on this
question, I supposed he had largely invested in
bank stocks.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Well, I have not.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am sorry for it.
Mr. MITCHELL. It must have been the

junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny), the hon.
gentleman referred to.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Let us proceed a
minute until we see some of the instances which
iy hon. friend from Montreal (Sir Donald Smith),
might say, if we suggested them, here were cases
that we had conjured up.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I hope the hon. Minister
will not direct any remark to me.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think I can
possibly nake any more exceptions.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I do not think there
were any such instances in Canada 160 years ago.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Let us see further
what this says about unclaimed bank deposits :

" Unclaimed bank deposits.-Strange as it may seem,
it is nevertheless a fact that many deposits made with
bankers years ago for safe custody, are still lying musty,
dusty, and, in some cases, rotting away. If particulars
of these deposits were published, many interesting and
valuable 'flnds' in the sape of family titie deeds, plate,
jewellery &c., would be the result. For instance, in the
case of the winding-up of a Dublin bank the following
(among other) items were advertised in the newspapers:

" Box, containing diamonds and articles of jewellery,
lodged by Doctor Andrew Blake and George Jennings on
22nd December, 1795.

" Box, containing thirty-nine articles of plate, some of
them bearing a coronet.

" A perusal of the foregoing facts and figures would
seem to show the desirability of the Government intro-
ducing some comprehensive scheme, dealing with ail un-
claimed funds. The result would be a great public benefit.
Newspapers would no doubt give publicity to the Govern-
ment returns, while sums unclaimed for a certain number
of years, mi t then, without injustice, fall into the
national exeequer, and be utilised as many other un-
claimed funds have been, towards the reduction of the
national debt."
These are illustrations which indicate that in a
growing country like Caada, with its growing
commerce, and I hope, its growing wealth, there
will be cases in which the provisions of a Bill like
this will be found eminently useful.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I put a question to
the hon. Minister of Justice some time ago, and I
saw from his answer that the question was not
rightly arehended. I suppose I did not put it
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with sufficient clearness. I do not exactly know
upon what ground the Government are proposing
legislation, in the direction they have intimated
it is their intention to legislate. Of course, if the
Government chooses to declare banks the trustees
of all these unclaimed balances, then the statute
of limitations would not apply, because the statute
does not apply against trustees, and by publication
it would be known for all time to come to whom
this property belonged, if there was any rightful
claim upon the property. My enquiry some time
ago arose from the fact that I thought the legisla-
tion that the Government proposed in the Bill as
it now stands, that the alteration which the
Minister of Finance had proposed, proceeded upon
the assumption that the Government of Canada was
the rightful claimant of all these balances, when no
heir could be found to the persons who deposited the
money in the bank. I do not know whether that
is the position taken by the Government or not,
but it seemed to me that both what was contained
in the Bill previously, and that which is now pro-
posed to be substituted for it, are based upon this
assumption. I cannot see that property in bank
stock, or in bank deposits, would in any way
differ from any other kind of personal property.
It belongs to the person, and is under the protec-
tion of the law of the Province in which he resides,
so far as it is his property. It seems to me, that
where there is a depositor residing in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, and if he dies without heirs, his
property deposited in the bank would pass to the
Attorney General of the Province, as representing
the Crown in that Province, and so in other Pro-
vinces, and if his home was in England, it would
pass, not to the Government of Canada, or to any
one of the Provinces, but to the Imperial Crown of
the United Kingdom. The Government, it is true,
in making provisions for banking may provide that
it shall become the trustee for persons who die
holding either bank stock or deposits in banks ;
but it would be equally proper and serve an
equally efficient purpose, if the Government were
to make the bank the trustee. It could be as well
provided that the bank should be the trustee, as
that the Government should be the trustee, or the
personal representative of the parties. I can see
a very great deal to be said in the favor of notice
of unclaimed balances being given, at least as often
as once in five years. There may be creditors of
the parties who have money deposited who may
have an interest in knowing whether there are
such deposits or not, and in making distribution
among the creditors of the deceased person, the
amount which they receive may often depend upon
the fact of the deposits in the bank being known.
It is, therefore, important that this information
should be given. There might be serious objec-
tions to publishing the exact amount, because if
that were donc it might invite spurious claims
from persons who thought there was an oppor-
tunity of successfully imposing upon the estate of
the depositor. I am at a loss to know upon what
ground the Government are proceeding, or whether
they are really making a claim to the property
where the person dies without heirs.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I fully agree with the
remarks of some hon. gentlemen who have spoken,
that. in dealing with this matter we have to
thoroughly guard the interesta of the public, and
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at the same time to do what we think is just tc
the monetary institutions of the country. It is
conceded by the Committee that the law should be
that banks shall not be able to plead the statute of
limitations in regard to any unclaimed dividends,
or unclaimed balances of deposits. As I understand
it, that, at present, is the practice of the banks of
this country, and I think it would be a very sorry
day, indeed, for any bank which would introduce
the practice of pleading the statute of limitations
against such claims. I fancy their deposits would
diminish in proportion as their conduct deserves.
This section provides for a return in two classes
of cases, that is to say, a deposit in respect of
which no transaction has taken place, or in which
no interest has been paid during the five years
prior to the date of such statement. It has been
stated that the difficulty might be easily overcome
by the deposit or withdrawal of a dollar during the
period. That is a formality which would prac-
tically be a farce; and it would seem to be too
much to require that formality to be gone through
in order to protect the deposit froni publication.
I have a suggestion to make to the Finance Minis-
ter which I think will meet the case. The mean-
ing of it is that an account which is not a live
account at the end of five years, or in which no
dealings have taken place during the five years,
should be published. It is said that in many cases
the publication would be of great value to the
public, and I agree that it would. At the same
time, there is another class of cases in which the
publication would not be desirable. Take the case of
a man who has a deposit which has existed for four
years or a little longer, and who is about going away
on a trip to Europe. He does not think anything
about the account, and he does not want it
made public; but his absence is the cause of the
bank publishing to the world his whole business
with them. I would suggest, therefore, that you
should provide for another class of cases in which
the bank should not be required to make the
publication, by adding, " or in respect of which
the bank has been requested in writing in the year
next previous to the expiration of the five years,
not to publish any particular in respect of such
deposit or such money. " Then, a person being
absent, would simply require to write to the bank
prior to the expiration of the time, saying : " I do
not require you to inake any publication of my
deposit. " I am very glad that the Minister of
Finance has adopted what I believe is the general
view of the Committee in respect to taking over
the unclaimed dividends, and we have now only to
settle this one question of the publication. When
the period is decided upon, I think sone such
addition as I have submitted might, with very
great service to depositors, be added.

Mr. TISDALE. The great objection I have to
the short time, is based on the very principle which
the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Moncrieff)
mentions ; and if you can draw a distinction in
words between a live account and a dead account,
I do not see that the extent of the period makes
any difference. I have not the slightest objection
to five years, if that distinction can be made ; in
fact, in that case, I think the sooner we know about
the dead accounts the better. But if the provision
applies simply to an account existing for a certain
number of years, live and dead accounts must go in

Mr. MoNca1yrF.

together. I have the strongest repugnance to
making any changes in the bank charters unless
for good reason. The Finance Minister has acted
very fairly in regard to this matter- He has changed
this clause, expunging the portion which I consider
the most objectionable, and introducing a new
principle, of which I heartily approve ; and the
only thing to be done now is to qualify that, so
that it will not do more harm than good. I have
looked up some statistics, and I find that in the
State of Massachusetts, where.there is $294, 000,000
on deposit, there is less than one-eighth of one per
cent. of unclaimed balances or dead accounts. If
the distinction between live And dead accounts
could be clearly drawn, I am satisfied that the
unanimous feeling of the Committee would be met
on that point. I see a difficulty in wording the
clause, but I thought there was a good deal in the
suggestion of the bon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor),
that the banks should publish only the names of
people whom they did not know to be alive.

Mr. EDGAR. With reference to the desire
which the hon. member for South Norfolk (Mr.
Tisdale) evinces, of having only dead accounts
dealt with, I really think the accounts the Govern-
ment propose to deal with are dead enough,
because it is only in the cases of balances, in
respect of which no transactions have taken place
and no interest has been paid during the five years,
that this provision is made. Whether the people
are alive or not, the account is practically dead.

Mr. TISDALE. A credit of interest would not
keep it alive, as-that would not be a transaction.

Mr. EDGAR. Most people in the legal profes-
sion ivho have had to do with the administration
of the estates of intestates have had experience of
many cases where justice would have been served
by a publication of balances of this kind. I have,
in my own practice, seen many instances in which
it was only by the merest accident that balances
were found to exist in the banks, though, I admit,
chiefly savings banks. There is another class of
cases in which I have seen the same practical
difficulty arise-the administration of lunatics'
estates. It will be a great advantage, when lunatics
have been confined in the asylums for years and
are unable to give information as to the condition
of affairs, to have these returns published. I
cannot really see why there should be any objec-
tion to having the name and amounts stated.
There is no objection in the case of bank shares.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I wish to answer a
question asked by the bon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills). It is not claimed that the legislation
on the subject of the statute of limitations would
be based on any claim of the Crown to succeed to
personal property by analogy to escheats. I do
not say that it might not be based upon that, but
the law upon that subject is too unsettled to jus-
tify its being based upon that principle. I think it
comes within the principle of the Banking Act.
We say that no institutions, except those author-
ised by Parliament, shal carry on the business of
banking. We have the right to limit the extent
to which they shall do business, and decide what
kind of business they shall do. We have the right
to authorise their receiving money on deposit or to
prohibit their so doing ; and we have the right to
say on what terms they shall receive the deposits,
what interest they shall pay, and how long they
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shall keep them without availing themselves of any
period of prescription. We might provide a forni
of return of unpaid dividends and balances, which
should itself contain an admission that would take
the case out of the statute of limitations. I would
rather not discuss the way it should be dealt with
until we propose the clause itself. There are
several ways it can be done, and it will be incon-
venient at this stage to discuss the propriety of
any particular method.

Mr. HESSON. I cannot understand the argu-
ment of the hon. member for South Norfolk. He
speaks strongly against the existence of this clause
as an injury and injustice to depositors through the
fact being made known that there are moneys lying
to their credit, and then he tells us that there are
no such funds worth speaking of-that j of 1 per
cent. would cover the amount. I do not see how it
can injure anybody to have it made public that lie
has a balance at the bank. It is not a question of
breach of faith or trust between the depositors and
the banks, when the banks are only carrying out
the law which requires that this thing should be
done. If any depositor objects to having his balance
made known, all he has to do is to have a change
made in his account, which he can do very easily
by drawing some money, or making a deposit, or
having the interest entered up; and if five years
have-been allowed to elapse without any change
having been made in the account, that is good
ground for believing that something is wrong and
that those entitled to the money should be made
known of its existence. If it is not offensive to
shareholders of banks to have the stock list pub-
lished, I lo not see why it should be offensive to
depositors to have their deposits made known after
the five years' period.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I think we are unne-
cessarily drawing suspicion on the good faith of
the banks by suggesting that they would discharge
in a perfunctory way the duty of finding out to
whom balances belong. As the hon. member for
Halifax has mentioned, the banks not only give
the balances every year, but, further than that,
they remind all their customers of anything they
may have in the bank's keeping, in the shape of
bonds, debentures or other securities ; and these
depositors are asked to sign a certain form to show
if the statement is correct, and if there is no res-
ponse the bank takes it for granted that it is. The
following six months there is a similar intimation
made. The hon. the Minister of Justice pointed
to certain thiugs that were found to have been
left with the Dublin Bank, but these were of an
entirely different character. A bank does not
assume a responsibility for diamonds, plate, or
other sinilar articles, left with it merely for safe
keeping, and consequently does not consider it
necessary to make a return. But all I wish, in
rising now, to say is that I consider that the banks i
take the best possible means within their power s
Of informing all who have balances that those
balances are there for them at any time that they
may desire to call for them. t

Mr. FOSTER. We have had a pretty long dis-
cussion on this clause, and I think, or at least I t
hope, that I will be voicing the sense of the House a
when I state that I do not think the period of five
years can be increased. I would ither make it
much less, if I had my own way about it. In s

reference to what several gentlemen have spoken
about very strongly, I have to reiterate what I
said before, that there is no intention to make the
banks, against their own interests, or the interests
of the depositors, divulge any agreement entered
into in secrecy, and we believe that these clauses
nost effectually guard against that. I think it

would be well if the Committee can see its way to
pass this clause now. Afterwards I will go over
it very carefully with the Minister of Justice in
order to see if it is necessary to guard it in any
additional way. Several suggestions have been
made, and they will not be lost sight of.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I think it would be fair
to ascertain the feeling of the Committee in regard
to the time. I, therefore, iove that five years be
changed to ten years.

Mr. KENNY. I would ask the Minister of
Justice if it is correct that before this time would
elapse-the bank charters having expired-it
would really have any legal effect ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It would have no
effect at all. It is simply during the life of this
Act.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Then would it not have
any effect in reference to the balances which had
accrued during the currency of the last charters?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It will apply to the
past balances, but not in regard to transactions
where the ten years have already accrued. It will
apply where the time is unexpired.

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose that, to-morrow,
the several banks who have had these accruing
balances for the last 10, 20, 50, and 100 years
should transfer them to profit and loss. Would the
passage of this Act have a retroactive effect against
a transaction of the kind ? It has just struck me
that it is possible that all the past balances might
be provided for in that way, and that would be a
way of defeating the Bill.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think the
Bill could be defeated in that way by any transac-
tion of that kind, but I can only say that, if such
a thing were possible, we would prosecute to the
last resort the fraudulent bank that would attempt
such a vile proceeding.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. As I read the Act, after
it comes into force, the very first year and every
year thereafter, the banks will have to make a
return of the balances that have been lying with
them for five years or more. So, if the word
"ten" were substituted for the word "five," it
would not be nugatory.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Not entirely so.
Mr. MITCHELL. The Minister of Justice says

he would prosecute banks which acted as I have
uggested with the utmost rigor of the law.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Wlhat I meant to say

vas that we would certainly test the validity of
heir action.

Mr. MITCHELL. As the banks now can plead
he statute of limitations, as I understand, if they
ppropriated aIl unp aid balances that accrued
during the period before the last six years, that
Vould be no violation of the law. It is quite pos-
ible, though I do not say the banks would do it.
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Mr. KIRKPATRICK. We would take away
the charter of any bank that did it. It would be
conspiracy.

Mr. McMULLEN. When these lapsed balances
are published the first year, would the Provincial
Government have the power of imposing a tax
upon those unclaimed balances?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think they would.
Mr. McMULLEN. If they did, could they call

upon the bank to pay the taxes?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Provincial Legis-

latures have the right to tax banks as they have
the right to tax any person doing business in the
Province.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I think it is very
likely that the Provincial Governnent of Quebec,
who have exercised great ingenuity in their finan-
cial methods,,will be likely to follow the example
of the Minister of Finance and to secure plunder
in that way.

Mr. McMULLEN. Suppose the Provincial
Government has power to impose that tax, then
would the payment of that tax on the part of the
bank be a transaction in connection with that
money?

Amendment of Mr. Kirkpatrick substituting the
word " ten " for " five " negatived.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Do I understand from
the Minister of Finance that in arranging this
clause the Government will take suggestions ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Then I have one to

make. I voted against a motion made by the hon.
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), not
because I agree with the object and spirit of this
section at all, but because I believe that a prefer-
able modification can be made. Now, I under-
stand that the Government desires to get at the
case of depositors of the bank who have died,
leaving heirs possibly, possibly leaving no heirs,
but whose heirs, if there are any, are unaware of
the fact that those deposits remain in the bank to
their credit. It was the intention at first to appro-
riate this money to the benefit of the Treasury,

but the Government has thought better of that
determination, and has dropped the clause alto-
gether. Now, it seems to me that there is a broad
distinction between the case of a dead account and
a live account, a distinction pressed by the hon.
member for South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) with a
great deal of force this evening. What the Govern-
ment are aiming at in this clause is to make this
distinction mnanifest in the wording of it, and I
would suggest that it should read something like
this:

The banks shall deliver to the Finance Minister and
Receiver General, to be laid by him before Parliament, a
statement of all amounts or balances in respect of wbich
no transactions have taken place, or upon which no in-
terest had been paid during the five years prior to the
date of such statement, and in respect of which the where-
abouts of the principal is unknown.
And also to provide that when the whereabouts
of the principal is known.to the bank, the bank
shall notify him at the end of every five years that
certain balances remain to his credit. Now, the
consequences of such a change would be this: that
where a depositor died leaving heirs, the name at
the end of five years, would be returned to the

Mr. MrrHELa .

Government and laid before Parliament and pub-
lished to the world, so that the heirs might become
aware of the fact ; and that where, in the case of
a live account, the principal depositor was known
to the bank, he should be notified at the end of
every five years, by the bank, of the fact that he
had this money remaining to his credit. In that
way it seems to me the distinction between a live
and a dead account would be observed, and that
justice would be done to the banks and to the de-
positors. I do not move this as an amendment,
but I merely offer it as a suggestion.

Primary amendment of Mr. Foster agreed to.
Progress reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at

12.10 a.m. (Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 5th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE MEMBER FOR LINCOLN.
Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform

the House that John Charles Rykert, Esq.,
member for the Electoral District of Lincoln and
Town of Niagara, having in his place in the House
resigned his seat, I have issued my warrant to the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to make out a new
writ of election for the said electoral district.

OFFICIAL DEBATES.
Mr. DAVIN presented third report of the Com-

mittee appointed to supervise the official reports
of the Debates of the House.

HEREFORD RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. IVES moved :
That all rules and orders of the House be suspended

as regards the Bill respecting the Hereford Railway
Company and Maine Central Railway Company, and that
leave be given to bring in the said Bill.
He said : I do this under the authority of Rule 69,
which provides, that in Acts of urgent and pressing
necessity, the rules may be suspendel. I presume
the House would like to have some little explana-
tion. ~ The original Act of incorporation of the
Hereford Railway Company, passed in the Session
of 1887, gave power to that company to make
arrangements, by lease or sale, with the Boston
and Montreal Railway Company, and also the
Atlantic and North-West Railway Company, but
at that time it was not contemplated that the
Maine Central Railway Company would be in
a position to connect with the Hereford Com-
pany, and power was not taken in the Act of
incorporation to make a lease with the Maine
Central. Since that time, the Maine Central has
become a very active and enterprising corporation
and has been extending itaelf in the direction of
the Canadian frontier ; and on the lst of May last,
a preliminary arrangement was made for the
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leasing of the Hereford Railway by the directors
of that company, to the Maine Central. Of course
the matter has arisen suddenly, and there has
been no time to give notice, and at this stage of
the Session there is no time for pursuing the
ordinary formalities of referring to the Committee
of Standing Orders the petition, &c. It seems to
me, however, that it would be a inere matter of
form, and the matter is one of very considerable
importance to that section of the country. It is of
great necessity that connection should be made
with the Maine Central, giving access to Portland,
Boston, and all the southern seaports. There has
been no time to give notice, and I propose, not
that we should pass the Bill, as has been done in
some other cases, on record in our Journals, but to
take, with the permission of the House, the first
and second reading to-day, and refer the Bill to
the Railway Committee. That Committee will
have time on Wednesday to consider this Bill, and
if there is no objection to it and it is reported back
to the House, we should have a chance of examin-
ing it in the Committee of the Whole, and it
seems to me there will be no difficulty about it.
There are only two clauses in the Bill. The first
clause authorises the Hereford Railway Company
to make a lease of their railway to the Maine
Central, upon the usual conditions contained in
the inodel Bill, namely, the approval of the share-
holders and the sanction of the Governor General
in Council. The second clause provides that, in
case the lease be made before the passing of the
Act, it shall be legal and binding, provided the
approval of the shareholders and the sanction of
the Governor General in Council be obtained.

Mr. LAURIER. Of course I take it for granted
that everything stated by the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Ives), is correct, and the proposed reference to the
Committee on Railways, will give an opportunity
of the Bill being sifted, so that we can weigh its
provisions before deciding on its merits.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is the best
course.

Motion agreed to, and Bill introduced.
Bill (No. 147) respecting the Hereford Railway

Company was read the first and second times.
PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS-EX-

MEMBER FOR LINCOLN.
Mr. GIROUARD presented the first report of

the Committee on Privileges and Elections.
Mr. BLAKE. I would ask my hon. friend the

chairman of the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, on what day lie proposes to ask the
House to proceed to the consideration of this
report ?

Mr. GIROUARD. I do not know, because
every day now is a Government day.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend the First
Minister gave an understanding to the House that
an opportunity should be afforded to consider this
report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before that is
done, I think the evidence should be printed in
the Votes and Proceedings. At all events, I will
iake a statement on the subject to-morrow.

THE BREMNER FURS.
Mr. LAURIER. I would remind the hon.

gentleman at the' same time, that the evidence

taken by the reporters in connection with the
committee on Bremner's claim, has not yet been
brought down.

LABOR STATISTICS.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 148) to provide for the collection and
publishing of Labor Statistics. He said: The
character of the Bill is already known. It has
often been mentioned in the public press, that a
necessity existed of publishing special statistics
concerning the relations between capital and labor.
Without entering into the question itself, I may
say that it has often been stated as one of the
grievances of the laboring classes that the different
statistics obtained by Governments and published
by them were not such as would put their claims,
their wants, their just demands before the public
and before Parliament. The necessity for the esta-
blishment of a Bureau of Statistics has been often
admitted, and it has been brought under the con-
sideration of the Government and of Parliament,
by the trades unions and the other labor organi-
sations of the country. Promises were made that
the attention of Parliament would be called to
this matter, and that a measure would be intro-
duced with that effect. This is the measure. In
this we are following the example given to us by
the neighboring country, where a Labor Bureau is
established. This Bill consists in provisions for
the organisation of such a bureau. It is proposed
to establish a new branch under the Minister of
Agriculture, as a branch to attend to labor statis-
tics. The Minister presiding over that Depart-
ment will be the Conmissioner of Labor Statistics.
He will have the right to appoint an assistant,
whose duty it will be to collect these statistics. I
may say here that, if this measure has not been
presented by the Minister of Agriculture, it is
because I was charged at the beginning of the
Session with matters of legislation affecting the
relations between capital and labor. I have pre-
pared this Bill, which is a very inoffensive, if not
ineffectual, one, and there should be no need to
say, as some of the press of the country have said,
that it was a slur upon one of my colleagues
because this Bill was prepared by the Secretary
of State, and not by the Minister of Agriculture.
It .i provided that it shall be the duty of the com-
missioner to colleet from Dominion, provincial and
municipal officers, and of all officers of any publie
institutions in the nature of boards of trade, har-
bor commissioners, and of all trades unions, mutual
benefit associations, and other workingmen's asso-
ciations, all the information in their power neces-
sary to assist in carrying out the objects of this
Act. The amount of $10,000 is to be appro-
priated to provide for the working of the new
Department, including the publishing of the re-
port of the Commissioner of Labor. lie objects
of investigation will be agriculture, mining,
mechanical and manufacturing industries, trans-
portation, clerical and ail other skilled and
unskiled labor, that amoant of capital invested
in lands, buildings and machinery respectively,
and the means of production and distribution
generally ; the number, age, sex and condi-
tion of persons employed, the nature of their
employ ment, the extent to which the appren-
ticeship systeni prevails in the varions industries
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requiring skilled labor, the number of hours of
labor per day, the average time of employment per
annum, and the net wages received in each of the
industries and employments in Canada; the num-
ber and condition of the unemployed, and their age,
sex and nationality, together with the cause of
their idleness ; the sanitary condition of lands,
workshops and dwellings, the number and size of
rooms occupied by workers, &c. ; the number and
condition of the Chinese in Canada; the number,
condition and nature of the employment of the
inmatés of prisons, and so on, and all such other in-
formation as the Commissioner deems essential to
furtherthe objects of the Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE GRAIN TESTER.

Mr. HESSON (for Mr. MARSHALL) asked,
Whether it is the intention of the Government,
this present Session, to make any changes in
the, grain tester now in use and which has been
so strongly objected to by the farmers and others
throughout the country ? If so, what are the pro-
bable changes?

Mr. COSTIGAN. On Friday last I gave an
answer to a question on this subject, and I have
no need to repeat it to-day.

FISHING FOR SALMON WITH NETS.

Mr. KIRK asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to enforce the laws this year, pro-
hibiting fishing for salmon with nets above tidal
waters ? Have instructions been issued to fishery
officers to enforce the law ?

Mr. COLBY. It is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to enforce the law. Instructions have
been issued to fishery inspectors in some rivers to
enforce the law. In others, on which there is a
doubt as to the tidal boundaries which have not
yet been defined, instructions have not yet been
issued.

PURCHASE OF LAND IN ST. HYACINTHE.

Mr. BÉCHARD asked, Whether the Govern-
ment employed an advocate in connection with the
purchase of a lot of land whereon to erect a public
building at St. Hyacinthe ? If so, what is his
name, what amount of fees did he claim, and how
much has been paid to him ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Government did
employ advocates in connection with the purchase
of a lot of land. The names aré Messrs. Beau-
chemin & Mallette. The claim for their services
was $220; amount paid, $100.

CALVIE, ST. HYACINTHE.

Mr. BÉCHARD asked, Whether the Govern-
ment employed advocates to take char e of the
case of one Calvie, before the Criminal Court sit-
ting in November last at St. Hyacinthe? If so,
what are their names, what did they do in connec-
tion with the case, and how much did they receive
for the said case ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Government
employed an advocate to take charge of the case;
Mr. Hall was the advocate. Calvie was prosecuted
and sentenced to one month's imprisonment and

Mr. CHAPLEAr.

$100 fine. Mr. Hall has not yet rendered his
account, nor has he been paid.

THE SEAMEN'S ACT.

Mr. COLBY moved third reading of Bill (No.
135) to amend the Seamen's Act, chap. 74 of the
Revised Statutes.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I beg to move, in amend-
ment, that said Bill be now read the third time,
but that it be referred back to the Committee of
the Whole House, with instructions to amend the
same by providing :

The right of appeal granted by the general law against
summary convictions shall also apply to summary con-
victions pronounced under the Seamen's Act.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish to say a word with'refer-
ence to this proposed amendment in renewal of the
discussion which took place the other day. As I
understand the Act which the present Bill is pro-
posed to amend, it has reference only to the inland
waters and does not apply to ocean voyages; at
any rate it does apply to the inland waters. The
great bulk of vessels engaged on inland voyages
are engaged on a regular course, in sailing from point
to point, and the extreme voyage is, I think, two
or three weeks in length, fron Lake Superior
downward to the port of Kingston, and return.
There is, therefore, with reference to the bulk of
the cases, an opportunity of reaching once again a
point at which the difficulty arises within a very
short time, and if I am rightly informed, the
bulk of cases which come under the provisions of
this Act, arise in the Welland Canal, about nid-
way in the voyage. I make this statement be-
cause t seems to me to be not unimportant to con-
sider whether there is, in any point of view, an
absolute necessity for what I must call a denial of
justice. I think there is in no case such an abso-
lute necessity as that you should wholly deny
justice, but I say that here the inconvenience which
is suggested as a cause for the denial of justice, is
a minor degree of inconvenience altogether, and
that, by the adoption of the right of appeal with
reference to the inland voyage, possibly with some
further precautions, possibly with some pre-
cautions as to the facilities for taking and recording
evidence for use on the appeal, and with some
other provisions suitable to the case, we could
overcome any of those difficulties and prevent the
risk of gross injustice resulting. We have found
it necessary to establish appeals from courts coin-
posed of judges of great experience, of great
dignity, of much learning, who discharge their
business in the light of day, with the assistance
of trained advocates, and with all the advantages,
and also with all the checks and precautions, which
the ordinary course of a public court provides.
How much more important it is that we should,
with respect to magistrates such as those who are
called upon to deal with the cases, give some
better opportunity than a certiorari gives-we all
know how very poor and narrow that remedy is-
against the injustice which such a magistrate may
commit. A case which has been laid before me,
and, I think, it is a case which has been laid
before the Minister of Justice also, I bring before
the notice of the House as the kind of thing
which may happen, because it is a kind of thing
which has. happened under the law, and is not
remedie4 under the law as it will be altered by
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this Bill. At a certain time the person of whom I
arn speaking was summoned to appear before the
police magistrate at Port Colborne, charged with
the offence of pe'rsuading, or trying to persuade, the
crew of a schooner to leave or quit their work.
lie appeared, and asked that the case might be
adjourned till the next day in order to secure the
services of a lawyer ; but that was refused, and the
magistrate declared that the case must proceed at
once. The captain, who swore out the warrant,
could give no direct evidence that he had seen the
person either on board the vessel or talking to the
nien. The men were necessarily sent for, and
when they were summoned, they were asked
whether they were under articles, and they
proved that they were not under articles, in
which case the Act had really no application
whatever. The individual charged then de-
manded to be acquitted, but the magistrate
determined that he must be convicted, and he sen-
tenced him to gaol for one month at hard labor.
He said to the magistrate that he would appeal,
but the magistrate told him there was no
appeal for him. He telegraphed for the assistance
of a lawyer, and the lawyer came down the next
day. He saw him. The lawyer told him there was
no appeal under the law. An effort was made to get
a copy of the evidence, but there was great diffi-
culty in procuring it, and a threat had to be made
to proceed against the magistrate before even a
copy of the evidence could be procured and sent
to the Law Clerk at Welland, and then it was made
clear that there was no appeal or redress. That is
the state of things, I am informed, which has
happened under the Act, and that state of things
may happei under the Act notwithstanding this
anendment. It seems to be a blot upon the admin-
istration of justice that such a condition of things
should continue, and, so thinking, I propose to vote
for the amenIment, in the hope that, with certain
precautions, it may be effectual.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I should like to ask
if the hon. member is sure that the Act only
applies to inland waters? I was so informed, but
that is a mistake.

Mr. BLAKE. The law to which I referred was
confined to the waters about Quebec, and it was
so stated at the commencement of the statute.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is an Act relating
to the shipping of seamen.

Mr. BLAKE. I was told that there was a
statute that did so confine it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 1, also, was so in-
formed, but I was informed incorrectly.

Mr. BLAKE. There is a statute which con-
tains these provisions.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Not that which con-
tains the provisions we are amending. This is an
Act in regard to the shipping of seamen, and it
refers to sea-going ships as well.

-Mr. BLAKE. If that be so, all the observations
I made as to the inland voyage would apply to
this proposed amendment, and the change might
be left to the inland voyage, the outgoing voyage
being left as it is.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am not able to
favor that proposition. The Act is one which is of
the greatest importance in carrying on the shipping

business of the country. It relates to all sea-going
ships, as well as to vessels on the inland waters.
It is the statute which relates not only to offences
committed by seamen, but also to offences commit-
ted against seamen, as, for instance, the crimping
business, which was put down by this Act, it
provides also penalties for desertion and other
offences committed by seamen themselves. The
particular character of the offences against seamen
or by seamen, I pointed out the other evening.
They are offences which must be speedily tried or
not tried at all, and to establish a different rule
with respect to vessels on the inland waters from
that which prevails with respect to sea-going ships
would be very unwise and rather unphiosophical.
The offence of crimping is, perhaps, not well
known outside seaport towns, and even to the
people of some of the seaport towns outside of
Quebec. We know it was very prevalent, and
that it required to be put down with a strong hand
in Quebec city. It has existed to some extent also
in the Maritime Provinces, in St. John and Halifax.
It is the offence of taking charge of seanen, keep-
ing them, as is often done, in a state of intoxica-
tion, and carrying them on board ship forcibly for
the purpose of procuring their advance wages.
This is a very serious offence. It is an
offence that should be put down by immediate
prosecution, and if we are to permit an appeal to
be had and the ship kept in port and witnesses
summoned, every crimp will take an appeal for the
purpose of defeating justice. It is in the interests
of the seamen thenselves that such cases should
be promptly decided. If we allow an appeal to be
taken in every case, the witnesses must be held or
the prosecution be abandoned, and it would be, in
my opinion, a rptrograde step in regard to offences
of this kind, to have the remedies in one Province
different from those prevailing in another. There
has been a very strong remonstrance from the
Board of Trade of the city of Quebee, against the
passage, even, of this Bill, on the ground that it is
one liable to lead to a revival of the crimping busi-
ness. I do not think that is a fair judgment on the
Bill. I think it is reasonable and fair, that after
the offence has been committed and conviction has
taken place, and even after the ship has sailed,
there may be an enquiry as to the regularity by
the Superior Court. But to permit an appeal and
a new trial, is to afford doubtful justice to ship
owners and ship captains.

Mr. LAURIER. I understand the only objec-
tion the hon. Minister seems to think arises with
respect to the right of appeal, is, that as it will
virtually involve a new trial, the witnesses would
all have left the country when the trial came on.
The difficulty might, however, be obviated in the
same manner as it was obviated in a Bill proposed
by the hon. gentleman himself during this Session,
in which it was providled that in certain cases
when an appeal was heard, and the witnesses can-
not be secured, the depositions given by those
witnesses before a magistrate were accepted. If
we adopted that principle sonie three or four
weeks ago, I see no reason why it should not apply
in this instance. We all desire to protect the navi-
gation interests of the country, but there are
certain rights belonging to the individual which we
are bound to guard, and cases of gross injustice,
under the present Act, have been brought to our
attention.
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Mr. JONES (Halifax). I was not in the House
when the hon. Minister of Justice explained the
Bill on a former occasion, but I am glad to observe
the strong ground he has taken on this measure.
Connected, as I long have been, with the shipping
interests of the country, I have found it of the
greatest advantage to be able to deal with these
questions promptly. When sailors engage to ship
on board a vessel, and which they have always
done some days before the vessel is about to pro-
ceed to sea, and when, as it very frequently happens,
they refuse to go on board, we can deal promptly
with them by bringing them before a magistrate,
asnd if they still refuse to go on board a vessel,
he has the power to send them to gaol for a certain
time. If the Act requires longer delay, and that
the captain and the witnesses also remain, together
with the ship, until an appeal is heard, it will
cause very great hardship and loss to the ship-
owner. If the Act contemplates that, it is one that
will be strongly opposed by the shipping interests.

Amendment of Mr. Wilson (Elgin) negatived on
a division, and Bill read the third time and passed.

BOUNTY ON PIG IRON.

Mr. FOSTER moved that resolution respecting
bounty to be paid on all pig iron manufactured in
Canada fron Canadian ore, reported from Coi-
mittee, be read a second tinie and concurred in.

House divided :
YEAs:

Amyot,
Audet,
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burns,
Cargill,
Carling,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chapleau,
Coch rane,
Colby,
Corby,
Costigàn,
Coughlin,
Curran,
Daly,
Davin,
Davis,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson
Ferguson (Renfrew),
Ferguson (Welland),
Foster,
Gigault,
Gordon,
Guillet,
Hall,
Hesson,
Hudspeth,
Joncas,
Jones (Digby),

Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Campbell,
Casgrain,

Mr. LAURER.

Messieurs
Kenny,
Kirkpatrick,
Langevin (Sir Hector),
Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
Macdonald'(Sir John),
McCulla,
McDonald (Victoria),
McDougald (Pictou),

MeNeill,
Madil1,
Masson,
Mills (Annapolis),
Moncrieff,
Montagne,
O'Brien,
Patterson (Essex),
Porter,
Putnam,
Riopel,
Robillard,
Small.
Sproule,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tisdale,
Tyrwhitt,
Wallace,
Weldon (Albert),
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot,
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Wright .- 69.

NAYs:
Messieurs

Innes,
Jones (Halifax),
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Lovitt
Macdonald (Huron),
Mackenzie
MeMillan (Huron),
MeMullen,
Mills (Bothwell),
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Charlton,
Couture,
Davies,
De St. Georges,
Doyon,
Edgar,
Eisenhauer,
Ellis,
Fiset,
Fisher,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Godbout,

Resolution agreed to.

Mulock,
Neveu,
Paterson (Brant),
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Scriver,
Semple,
Somerville,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John),
Welsh,
Wilson (Elgin),-45.

Mr. FISET. Mr. Speaker, the hon. member
for Jacques Cartier lias not voted.

Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. Speaker, I am paired
with the hon. member for Kanouraska (Mr. Des-
saint), otherwise I would have voted for the reso-
lution.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. member for South
Perth (Mr. Trow) has not voted.

Mr. TROW. I paired with the hon. member
for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) up to three o'clock. I see
he is not here, and I continue my pair.

Mr. SMALL. The hon. member for Guysborough
(Mr. Kirk) has not voted.

Mr. KIRK. I am paired with the hon. member
for Inverness (Mr. Cameron). I would have voted
against the resolution.

Mr. FOSTER moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 149), to provide for the payment of a bounty
on pig iron made from Canadian ore.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMISSORY
NOTES.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved further con-
sideration of amendments made by the Senate to
Bill (No. 6) relating to Bills of Exchange, cheques
and Promissory Notes.

On the third amendment,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This is an amendment

to section 19 which refers to a qualified acceptance,
that is to say, acceptance payable at a particular
place. The object of the amendment made by the
Senate is to provide that a bill payable at a parti-
cular place is not thereby a qualified acceptance.
They leave out sub-section 3 of the Bill, and, later
on, it is provided that the bill shall be presented at
the place indieated, and the effect of non-present-
ment is, as to the acceptor, simply a question of
costs in the discretion of the court, in any suit
which may arise. The amendment gets rid of the
words : "payable only there and not elsewnere."
It establishes the principle that an acceptance pay-
able at a particular place is not a qualfied accept-
ance within the meaning of this Act, and that,
therefore, an acceptance in that form, does not
discharge the other parties to the instrument. It
goes on to provide that there must be a presentment
at that place.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I wish to ascertain
from the hon. luinister, whether there can be a
qualified acceptance, as to place ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes,therecanbe; but
the result of that qualification le not the discharge
of any previous party to the bill. The result is
simply that it muet be there presented, under the
penalty of costs in regard to the acceptor.
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On the fourth amendment,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This amendment is

subsidiary to the last. It merely leaves out sub-
section c of section 19, regarding a local accept-
ance.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) So that, suppose a bill
is made payable at a particular place and not else-
where, it is not a qualified acceptance.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; there is no quali-
fied acceptance, within the original meaning of the
termi, as the Bill left this House except as to the
endorser.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. I.) Then, the Senate have
deviated from the English statute.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Ves. If a man ac-
cepts a bill payable at the Bank of Montreal and
not elsewhere, lie is still liable at any place, pro-
vided the bill is presented at the Bank of NWontreal.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) How about the en-
dorser?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He is in the same
position as before. Presentment is necessary as to
him.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I understand that by
the common law, which this Bill leaves when not
expressly altered, if n acceptor accepts payment
at a particular place and not elsewhere, you must,
to hold the endorser liable, present the bill on the
day it falls due at that place.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I do not understand

that there is any express stipulation in this Bill
altering that common law by making the endorser
continue liable, whether the presentation be made
according to the expressed contract or not.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think, if we find
that the Senate amendments have not worked out
that properly, we-should amend the amendments,
so far as the endorsers are concerned, but I think
I found the other day that that was worked out.

On the fifth amendment,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This embodies an

amendment to the law with regard to forgery.
The House will remember that, the other afternoon,
when the Bill was before the House, I urged that
a section should be adopted to relieve the bank
from the consequences of paying on a forged en-
dorsement. The Senate has gone to some extent
in that direction. They provide the following
amendment:-

"Page 8 line 8.-After 'forgery' insert 'And provided
also, that if a cheque, payable to order, is paid by the
drawee upon a forged endorsement out of the funds of the
drawer, or is so paid and charged to his account, the
drawer shall have no right of action against the drawee
for the recovery back of the amount so paid, or no defence
to any claim to the drawee for the anount so paid, as the
case may be, unless he gives notice in writisg of such
forgery to tle drawee within one year from the date at
which he has received notice of such payient, by the
delivery to him of such cheque, of any book or statement
containing an entry of such payment, or otherwise; and
in case of failure by the drawer to give such notice within
the said period, such cheque shall be held to have been
paid in due course, as respects every other party thereto
or namedtherein, who has not previously instituted pro-
ceedings for the protection of his rights."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think that is
reasonable enough, with the exception of the pro-
vision that notice must be given in writing. If

that were struck out, the banks would still have
to be notified, but not necessarily in writing. In
these days, business is done to a considerable
extent through the telephones or verbally, and
when a merchant finds out that a forged check has
been charged to his bank account, he may, not
being acquainted with the law, simply notify the
bank through the telephone. If the bank clerk to
whom the notification was given omitted to attend
to the matter, the merchant, thinking no more
about it, might at the end of the year be held
responsible through having given insufficient notifi-
cation.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman
would get rid of a very small amount of present
trouble at the expense of a great deal of future
litigation. There is nothing more calculated to
bring about trouble than telephone communica-
tions in matters cf this kind, and nothing concern-
ing which there would be so much contradictory
testimony. It is a very easy matter for the
merchant to send a notice in writing, and no
practical inconvenience would arise from this
clause.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In the case men-
tioned by the lion. member for Brant of a telephone
message, au investigation would follow, as a matter
of course, but to allow the notification being made
verbally would only create confusion. There is no
evidence so conflicting as that with regard to verbal
statements.

Mr. CAMPBELL. The practice has always
been heretofore that if the bank pays a cheque
bearing a forged signature, it is held liable. A
great many people do business with banks, who
have very little knowledge of the formus of law, and
would not be likely to know what is required
under this law ; and as soon as the bank got notice,
whether by telephone or in any other way, that
the signature was a forged one, that ought to be
sufficient. If you insist on notice being given in
writing, you will create a great deal of confusion
among those who are not conversant with the
requirements of the law. When you provide that
the bank shall have notice, I do not think it mat-
ters much whether the notice be by telephone or
otherwise.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). When the cheque is
charged against the account, the merchant will
soon see that proper notice be given.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). But as soon as the
notice is given through the telephone, the cheque.
would be struck off his account, and there would
be no charge for it against him ; but at the end of
the year, simply because he did not give written
notice, the cheque might be charged again.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). There are so many
circumstances surrounding a forgery, that an in-
vestigation would be sure to be held, and a verbal
notification would give rise to a good deal of con-
tradictory evidence.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In 99 cases out of-
100 the information cornes to a person who is
charged with a cheque within a month or two
after the forgery can have been effectual or after
the money has been paid, and, if we allow a year,.
I think we are giving a very liberal time. If we
allow the notice to be given verbally, there may
be some misunderstanding in the conferences that
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will ensue, and the result may be doubtful as to
whether the bank understood that the cheque would
be repudiated or not. I think it is better that
this should be clearly stated.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). This amendment pro-
vides that the notice may be given by the
delivery of the cheque, or any book or statement
containing the cheque, or otherwise. I think the
delivery of the cheque should be sufficient. The
-delivery of the pass-book containing an entry of
the cheque would not be sufficient, because most
people receive their pass-books at the end of the
month and see a cheque they have given charged
to them, and do not enquire further.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) If any man received
his pass-book he would certainly check over the
cheques which were entered against him and see
whether they were forgeries or not.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). This is a question of
a forged endorsement.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I can see the dif-
ficulty. The delivery of the pass-book would
hardly be giving notice of a forged endorsement.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). The cheque may have
been properly issued, but, if the cheque itself is
not shown to the drawer, he cannot tell whether
the endorsement has been forged or not.

Mr.PATERSON(Brant). Itmustberemembered
that this is a concession to the banks in compari-
son with the old law. It might be impossible
for a person, even after he had the cheque in his
hands, to tell whether it was a forgery or not. It
has been customary amongst business men, that
when a person who has an account sends them a
-cheque payable to their order, they are careless
whether they get a receipt or not, because they
take it for granted that the cheque is properly
made. Here you require that notice must be
given in writing. A great deal of this business is
done over the telephone. A conversation might
take place over the telephone with the bank, and
that would not be sufficient. The Minister of
Justice and some of my hon. friends on this side
of the JIouse say that it would lead to litigation
afterwards ; but it seems to me, that two or three
verbal communications of that kind with the bank
would prove beyond a doubt that they had the
notice, because the bank clerks could not forget
that they had received the notice in regard to that
particular note. A person not conversant with
the law might allow the note to remain in abey-
ance, thinking it was perfectly understood in the
bank, and would not give the notice in writing.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I can understand
the difficulty suggested in reference to the pass-
book. But a man finds a cheque charged against
him payable to John Smith. He has given a
cheque to John Smith, and he thinks it is all
right ; but, if he gets the cheque returned to him,
I think, in nine times out of ten, he will know the
handwriting of the endorser.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Not at all.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). It seems to me that

if you sent a cheque to a man and did not get it
back within a year, you would enquire in regard
to it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think there is some-
thing in what my hon. friend from Renfrew (Mr.

Sir JoHN THOMPSON.

White) says, but I think the return of the cheque
should be sufficient, because the drawer is the
person primarily responsible for having made it,
and it is for his convenience that it was made, and
if lie gets an endorsement he ought to be responsible
for it. That does not aeprive the endorser of any
rights against the drawer of the cheque. I would
propose an amendment to amend the amendment.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Before that is moved,
I would say that my hon. friend (Mr. Weldon,
St. John) is quite wrong in stating that it
would be known whether many of these endorse-
nients were forged or not. Many cheques are
made payable to order, and you do not know the
signature of the party to whose order the cheque is
made payable. This is a concession to the bank.
The cheque is given from Ottawa payable at Mont-
real, where'it is cashed. The diligence of ascer-
taining that this is not forged should rest upon the
bank in Montreal, who have better means of
knowing it than the person here. It requires cau-
tion on the part of the bank. By adopting this
provision you relax the vigilance required on the
part of the bank.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It is not the case,
as my hon. friend puts it, that the bank can wait
48 hours before making enquiries. It would be
unfair to the bank that a man should wait five
years and eleven months and then come in and say
that the check was forged. If the cheque is given
to the individual himself and he loses it, the
drawer is charged, but if he sends the cheque
through by letter and it never reaches the drawee
and falls into the hands of other parties, then of
course the drawer is not relieved. If my hon.
friend, in the course of business, sent a cheque to a
firm in Montreal and did not get an early acknow-
ledgment, lie would feel disquieted.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. There is no doubt, that
in the many hundreds of thousands of cases where
these cheques have gone through banks, we have
very seldoni heard any cases of payment of forged
cheques or forged endorsements. The reason of that
is, that the banks have been heretofore liable for it,
they have exercised great vigilance in seeing that
the person to whom they pay the cheque is known
to them. If the cheque is sent fromi here to
Montreal, it is paid through an agent to the bank
there, and the man who goes to get that cheque
cashed must be known to the bank. They could
refuse to pay it at Montreal, unless they were
satisfied of the identity of the applicant. It is only
done there as a matter of courtesy. He has not
got his account there. It is paid to whom it is
sent, and the party generally deposits it in his
bank. Any amendment to this law which will
relax the vigilance of the banks, I think, is to be
deprecated. I think we would be better without
any amendient at all.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Then my hon. friend
would say that a man could lie by untiltthe expira-
tion of six years and then come in and say the
endorsement is forged. What position would that
bank be in then? In England, where they under-
stand these things, they have chosen to alter the
law, and I think we have a right to do it also.
According to the ion. member for Frontenac, the
bank has got to run the risk of refusing the cheque,
and be responsible to the drawer of the check for
damages.
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Mr. KIRKPATRICK. No ; the account is here.

They do not promise to pay that cheque in Montreal.
If the agency of the bank pays it in Montreal, they
must have the person identified who comes for the
money. They ought to be vigilant in seeing that
the person to whom it is paid, is the person for
whom it is intended.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In ninety-nine cases
out of a hundred, cheques are paid at the bank in
the place where they are drawn.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I understand that the
Minister of Justice accepts the amendment of the
member for Renfrew (Mr. White). I think that
removes any grievance that can exist.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think we can ap-
preciate the full weight of the objection to the
change by testing the illustration of my hon.
friend from Brant (Mr. Paterson). He puts the
case of a merchant, say in Ottawa, sending a cheque
to his creditor in Montreal. He admits that there
is no hardship at all, provided the drawer knows
the endorsement of the person to whom he makes
the cheque payable. There, surely, can be no hard-
ship in that case. He receives back his cheque.
He either knows, or does not know, that the en-
dorsement is a forgery ; lie ought to know it, be-
cause he has required bis bank to pay on the en-
dorsement of that person. Surely he cannot say
the loss by any forgery should fall on the bank for
not knowing the signature of the person to whom
he has made the cheque payable, and whose signa-
ture he does not know himself, and if lie does not
know it, he has twelve months to find it out, and
there is hardly one business transaction in a
thousand in which lie would not find it out by
having information from his creditor that he had
not received bis remittance. Now, the hon. gen-
tleman says that the bank in Montreal would not
be obliged to pay and could demand identification.
But the bank in Ottawa on whom, perhaps, the
cheque is drawn, would not be bound by the identi-
fication in Montreal either, nor would that be any
information to the bank in Ottawa. The bank in
Ottawa must pay on its judgment of whether the
signature is forged. The true test of the genuine-
ness of the signature, I think, is to give the man
back bis cheque, and give him twelve months
to ascertain whether that is a correct signature or
not.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Minister must
not lose sight of the fact that we are speaking
about what has been the law and the custom. W
this clause is struck out altogether and the law
stands as it has been for years, I do not see what
hardship it could be to the bank. The established
custom for years among business men has been to
draw a cheque payable to the order of one of their
creditors, and when that has been done they have
been very careless as to whether the receipt was
given or not, because the very fact of drawing their
cheque payable to order and getting that cheque
back, paid by the bank, having it in their posses-
sion, they have considered it equivalent to a statute.
It would be quite natural if, not having heard from
the creditor, not having received a receipt from
him, they should be careless and say : Well, accord-
ing to our custom we have made it payable to order,
and the cheque is either not charged against us,
or if it is charged against us, it stands as a receipt.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not seebwh any change
in the law, which has always workedwell and m
respect of which no complaints have been made
by the banks, should be made. It is one that is
now thoroughly understood and to which the
people have become accustomed. If I draw a
cheque on the bank of Ottawa to the order of
John Smith payable in Montreal, and John Smith
takes that cheque to the Bank of Montreal in
Montreal, the bank need not pay the cheque unless
they please to do so. But before they do pay it,
they use due diligence to see that the cheque ia
properly endorsed by John Smith, and if they do
not know him, they ask that he be identified. If
payment is made by the Bank of Montreal, the
onus rests on that bank. A long period may
elapse before a forgery is discovered, as you may
have a running account with a business man and no
settlement be arrived at, and you do not take the
trouble to notice whether you receive an acknow-
ledgment of every cheque or not. Unless there
can be some reason shown why the law should be
changed, and unless the banks have suffered some
hardship, we should not readily change the law to
which the people have become accustomed, and
which has given general satisfaction.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This matter is, in a
large degree, one of convenience. In the vast ma-
jority of cases there is no loss sustained, either by
the banks or by the makers of the cheques. Under
the present law, and with the responsibility resting
on the banks, they are called upon to ascertain
whether the party who presents the cheque is the
party entitled. If it be presented by a stranger,
the bank usually asks him to come with some one
known to the bank. Do away with that responsi-
bility, and that precaution taken by the banks is
not adopted. A dishonest man very seldom likes
to face the bank, and a refusal to present a person
to identify him at once places the bank on its guard.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The argument of the
hon. member for Bothwell would have been a verv
good one in favor of the original clause of the Bill,
which would have relieved the banks of all respon-
sibility. If this amendment is adopted, the banks
will not relax their vigilance in regard to the pay-
ment of cheques; but, if the maker of a cheque
has ascertained that a forgery has been committed,
he is bound to give notice to the bank at an early
day. At the present time that notice may be de-
layed five years and eleven months, until it is im-
possible to find out the guilty party.

Mr. TISDALE. I have a very strong objection
to any change being made in the law. The clause
was thoroughly threshed out before in this House,
and no cause for any change bas been adduced.
The people have become accustomed to the prac-
tice, and the bankers are not put to any unneces-
sary trouble and meet no loses. I am opposed to
any provision that will tend to relaxation of
diligence on the part of the banks.

Mr. CHARLTON. I thoroughly agree with what
bas fallen from the hon. member for South Norfolk
(Mr. Tisdale). I am unable to see why the Govern-
ment should not with as great propriety legislate
for the repayment of money which one party has
habded to another party, but has been lost by him.
Under the old law when a man drew a choque
payable to order, the bank was responsible if they
paid that cheque to the wrong party. That was
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an equitable arrangement, because the bank had
the benefit of the deposit, and the cheque was paid
out of funds left in the hands of the bank for such
purpose. The law has worked well as it is, and
as no cause of complaint has been made out, it
should he allowed to remain, and this amendment
should not be agreed to.

Mr. BLAKE. I would not object to a provision
that if we limit the time to a very short time after
the drawing of the cheque within which to ascertain
whether it was a forgery, a notice should be given
to the bank.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Minister of
Justice previously yielded the point in deference
to the wishes of a large number of members of the
House, and I ask the hon. gentleman to maintain
his position and strike out this clause.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will try the sense
of the House first on the motion which I now move
to strike out the following words in page 8, line 8,
" on any book or statement containing an entry of
such payment or otherwise." Subsequently, I will
take the sense of the House on the clause as
amended.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I move concurrence

in the amendment as amended.
Mr. McMULLEN. I think the expression of

opinion given on both sides of this House, by the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
and by the hon. member for South Norfolk (Mr.
Tisdale), should meet with the general approval of
this House. The business transactions of the
country in the use of cheques, have been carried on
in the past without any serious complaints from
the banks, and I do not think this innovation should
be made. If a man makes a cheque payable to a
person at a distant point, it facilitates his business,
and it is the duty of the bank to take precaution
to see that the endorsement of the party to whom
the cheque is made payable is properly made. The
best evidence that the old system has been sucess-
fully operated in the past is that few, if any, diffi-
culties have arisen under it. When this law has
worked so admirably in the past, it would be im-
prudent on the part of this House to alter the prin-
ciples on which business has been transacted in this
country for many years. If this amendment is
accepted you will find that banks will overlook the
precautions they have taken in the past and the
drawers of cheques will be put to considerable
inconvenience and loss. I think we should con-
tinue in force a law which has given such general
satisfaction, and not make an alteration in it
which will place the trading public in an awkward
position. In my opinion it is the duty of the bank
to see that a cheque is properly endorsed.

Mr. BLAKE. I move " that the amendment be
further amended by leaving out all the words after
" one'" down to " payment " and inserting the
words, " a month after he has acquired notice of
such forgery. "

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Before the question
is taken I would like to say that, for my part, I
would be quite willing to adopt that amendment.
Instead of going to the trouble of taking a vote,
I would like to have some -expression of opinion
from hon. gentlemen on the matter.

Mr. CHARLTON.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think that amend-
ment seems to meet the case.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would prefer to have the
amendment dropped out altogether, and leave the
law as it formerly stood.

General LAURIE. I shiould prefer to see the
clause dropped out altogether.

Mr. TISDALE. So should I.
General LAURIE. The system at present pre-

vailing has worked exceedingly well in the past,
especially for those who live at long distances from
banks. Our only means of paying accounts has
been by sending cheques, and we have had to trust
to parties receiving them endorsing the cheque as
a receipt. I have very much to regret that any
other plan should be adopted.

Mr. BLAKE. I hope the hon. gentleman will
see that the proposed amendment is not open to
this objection. The amendment is: that if you
have acquired notice of the fact that the cheque is
forged, you ought, within a month, to give notice
to the bank. You are not to hold it in your
pocket for five years and eleven months.

Mr. TISDALE. This amendment is sure to lead
to a great deal of trouble and confusion as to what
notice is. I think the safer way is to. leave the
law as it stands at present.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). My opinion is, that if
the drawer of a cheque gets notice of a forged en-
dorsement, he is not likely to keep it in his posses-
sion for five years and eleven months. He is more
than likely to give the bank notice just as soon as
it comes to his knowledge that the cheque is forged.
But the law as it has stood heretofore seems to
have worked without any considerable friction,
and, for my part, I would prefer leaving it as it is,
and striking out the Senate amendment altogether.

Mr. BOYLE. I prefer the amendment of the
hon. member for West Durham to the proposition
of the hon. Minister of Justice, but I prefer the
old law to either of them. But I am in this diffi-
culty, that by voting for the amendment of the
hon. member for West Durham, I would commit
myself to the amendment of the lion. Minister of
Justice. Under these circumstances, I feel that
the only safe course for me to take will be to vote
against the amendment of the hon. member for
West Durham and also against the proposition of
the hon. Minister of Justice. The law has worked
so well that I think no change should be made,
unless some improvement on this amendment is
proposed.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman will observe
that by voting for my amendment, which he pre-
fers, he may carry it; and after carrying it, he is
quite at liberty to vote against the amendment as
amended; whereas, if he votes against my amend-
ment, he may have the worse proposition carripd,
instead of the better.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). A cheque payable
to order is reall an innovation. The effect of the
amendment wil be that the bankers, to protect
themselves, will revert to the old system.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I do not see how anyone
can object to the amendment proposed by the hon.
member for West Durham. That a man who has
drawn a cheque and receives notice that its en-
dorsement has been forged, should give the bank
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notice within a month, is not an unreasonable
proposition. There can be no possible injustice to
any one in such an arrangement.

Mr. CHARLTON. With regard to the asser-
tion of the hon. menmber for St. John (Mr. Weldon),
that cheques are generally made payable to
bearer, my experience has been quite the reverse.
For my part, I never make a cheque payable to
bearer, in order to guard the interests of the per-
son who receives the cheque. The amendment
proposed by the hon. member for West Durham is
a very great improvement, which I am willing to
accept, if afterwards I shall be free to vote to
leave the law as it was before. I would ask
whether we can do that ?

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly. If my amendinent
were carried, the clause as amended would be
before the House, and the hon. gentleman could
vote yea or nay on the clause.

Amendment of Mr. Blake agreed to.

House divided on amendment as amended-

YEÂs:

Messieurs
Armstrong,
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Boisvert,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Brown,
Cameron,
Carling,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Casgrain,
Chapleau,
Colby,
Costigan,
Daly,
Davies,
Davin,
Dickinson,
Edgar,
Eisenhauer,
Ferguson (Renfrew)
Foster,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Godbout,
Grandbois,

Amyot,
Audet
Bain (Wentworth).
Boyle,
Brien,
Burns,
Campbell,
CharIton,
Cochrane,
Coughlin,
Davis,
Doyon,
Dupont,
Els,
Ferguson (Welland),
Gigault,
Gordon,
Guillet,
Hesson,
Hiudspeth,
Kirkpatrick,
laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),

Mr. SMALL. The
Cartier has not voted.

Innes,
Jones (Digby),
Jones (Halifax),
Kenny,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langevin (Sir Hector),
Laurier,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Sir John),
McCulla,
MeDougald (Pictou),
MeMullen,
Mills (Annapolis),
Milis (Bothwell),
Moncrieif,
Neveu,
O'Brien,
Putnam,
Riopel,
Robillard,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Small,
Somerville,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tyrwhitt,
Weldon (St. John).-58.

NÀYs :

Messieurs
McDonald (Victoria),
MeMillan (Huron),
Madill,
Masson,
Montagne,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Porter,
Purcell,
Seriver,
Semple,
Sproule,
Tisdale,
Wallace,
Watson,
White (ardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot
Wilson ?Elgin),
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland).-43

hon. member for Jacques

Mr. GIROUARD. I am paired with the hon.
member for Kamouraska (Mr. Dessaint) ; other-
wise I would have voted for the amendment.

Amendment, as amended, agreed to ; and it
being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
On amendment 30,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This it to omit section

96 altogether.
Amendment concurred in.

INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
140), to amend chapter 127 of the Revised Statutes
of Canada, intituled: "An Act respecting In-
terest."

(In the Committee.)
On the preamble,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). It seems to me it

is desirable to repeal those special sections re-
garding New Brunswick, namely, from 18 to 23 in-
clusive, as they are not necessary.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not see why
they should not be repealed. There are special
provisions all throngh this Act relating to the
different Provinces, the policy being apparently to
keep in force parts of the old usury laws of the Pro-
vinces while there was a possibility of contracts
made under those parts of old usury laws having
force, and preserving likewise the penalties so far
as they relate to such contracts. We have,
however, run through a period of twenty-three
years, and I think that the effect of these provisions
has ceased. It is on that principle, apparently,
that the Senate has adopted the second clause of
the Bill which repeals certain provisions relating
to Ontario and Quebec. ,I have no objections to
the hon. gentleman's proposal to repeal the special
provisions relating to New Brunswick.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). My view is to make
the whole thing uniform throughout the Dominion.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. .) The last three sections,
which relate to Prince Edward Island, are quite
unnecessary. The interest is controlled by sub-
section 2 of section 1. It merely enacts that
where there is no special contract 6 per
cent. shall be exacted. That is provided for by sub-
section 2 of section 1. These three sections, 28,
29 and 30, might well be repealed.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. member for
St. John wants sections 18 to 23 repealed.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Would it not be better
that the Committee should now rise in order that
the subject may be further considered ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). At the time the
Provinces went into Confederation there were
various statutes in force regulating the rates of
interest, which were different in the respective
Provinces. In 1875 a general Act was passed, of
which this is a consolidation. I think it would be
better to repeal al the sections after section 8 and
make the law uniform throughout the Dominion.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We had better pass
the clause we have in the Bill.

Progres reported.
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BANKS AND BANKING.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 127) respecting Banks and Banking.

(In the Committee.)
On section 91,
Mr. FOSTER. There is a slight change in this

section. The old Act provided that the suspension
of payment by a bank for ninety days constituted
a bank's insolvency. The words " consecutively
or at intervals within twelve consecutive months"
are added.

On section 96,
Mr. FOSTER. After the word " or," in line 39

of this section, I wish to substitute the following :-
Or persons whose subscriptions to the stock of the

bank have been cancelled in manner hereinbefore pro-
vided, within a period of three months before the com-
mencement of the suspension of payment by the bank,
shall be liable to all calls on such shares held by them.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I see the period is
changed from thirty days to three months. It
seems to me that unless there is some very good
reasons for this, the change would be very undesir-
able.

Mr. FOSTER. The change is to afford greater
security against the transference of shares, and of
responsibility, on the bank becoming suspected of
being weak. This section makes the different
classes of shareholders, namely, those who transfer
their shares, those who have had their shares can-
celled in accordance with the powers given under
section 30, and those who have had their shares
forfeited on account of non-payment or otherwise.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) It is very hard to de-
fend the fixing of any arbitrary period, and we
must just take such period as in the good sense of
the Committee it thinks would be a fair time to
cover fraudulent transferences. It does seem to
me that the thirty days limit was reasonable, and
that the extending of it "for three months would
make the time so long that it would impair con-
tracts which are made bond fide in the open
markets by those who could not have knowledge
or even suspicion of the possible failure of the
bank. If a man buys or sells stock in the month
of May or June, the presumption is rather against
his having any knowledge that the bank might
fail in September. I think a bonafde contract of
sale, made three months before the bank becomes
insolvent, ought be protected. Perhaps the hon.
gentleman can tell me, if the thirty days arrange
ment, in the old Act, was found to be incon-
venient. Instances may have arisen out of the
Exchange Bank, which may have suggested this
change. With regard to the bank I had a per-
sonal knowledge of and whose failure took place
one or two years ago, we found this period of
thirty days to act very well. It does seem that
three mouths is rather an abnormal extension of
the time.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the thirty
days period has been found in practice to be too
short. It is very easy for a bank whose condition
is hopeless to be kept running for thirty days,
and in that thirty days the directors themselves
and their friends could get out of the liability.
The old provision has been found in practice to
work so that the extension of the period is thought
necessary.

Sir JoHN THOMPsON.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Perhaps that pro-
vision could be directed so far as the directors are
concerned, but it seems to me very hard that it
should apply in relation to bona jîde transactions.
I know that in nearly every instance in the Mari-
time Bank case, that the sales were all bond Jfde up
to a very short period of the bank's suspension. If
this could be directed against the directors or
persons connected with the bank, it would be a
different thing, for the very instant they attempt
to sell or put their stock in the market, it creates
a suspicion. In the case of the Maritime Bank
there were some cases of very great hardship,
both parties believing the stock good, and they
had not the least suspicion of the bank.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think that opening
up all sales for three months before the suspension
of the bank would be rather dangerous.

Mr. FOSTER. The period of one month will
be admitted by the Committee to be too short.
Suppose we make it sixty days ?

Some lion. MEMBERS. That is satisfactory.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you throw

the onus on the party, if the transaction was a
bond fîde one, or do you cancel the sale altogether ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The sale is not good.
The transferee is practically liable for the double
liability.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The man who
accepted the stock is also liable.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He has recourse
against the vendee unless lie sold to a man of
straw.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Suppose the holder of
the shares at the time the bank fails, does not pay,
and you go back to the original vendor who sold
the shares three months previously; what recourse
would he have unless you give him special recourse
by statute ? I cannot see where the implied con-
tract would come in under the common law?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The vendee has
purchased the shares, and the coutract implies that
he will take them with the liability that attaches
to them. It is not worth while to discuss what
the vendor's remedy will be, because the liqui-
dator of the bank will find out that the vendee is
worthless before lie calls on the vendor.

On section 99,
Mr. SPROULE. I would like to ask the Min-

ister whether this section will apply to private
banks doing business throughout the country.
Some years ago, a provision was adopted in this
House requiring private banks to put on their
signs the words, " not incorporated." There are
still a number of these banks doing business, and
some of them think this clause as it stands, may
interfere with their operations.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Only the names that
are expressly mentioned here would be prohibited.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If they use the words,
"not incorporated," could they then use any of
the titles mentioned in this section?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.

On section 102,
Mr. FOSTER. I wish to change this, to make

it read as follows -
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The bank shall not charge any discount or commis-

sion for cashing any official cheque of the Government of
Canada, or of any Departmentthereof, whether drawn on
itself or on another bank.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) This change, as I un-
derstand, merely removes the compulsion, and
requires that the banks, if they cash Government
cheques, shall not charge any discount.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

On schedule D,
Mr. MULOCK. I would suggest a change in

schedule D. I would suggest that, in the column
of liabilities, after the figure 8, the word " balance "
be struck out and " deposit " substituted, and the
same after figure 9 ; and that in the column of
assets, after figure 7, the word "balance" be
struck out and the word " sums " be substituted,
and the same after figure 8. At present you will
see, by looking at the list of liabilities, that it
reads : balance due to agencies of the bank or to
other banks or agencies in foreign countries.
Under that provision, the bank is only obliged to
publish a return of the net balance of its assets
over liabilities, or vice versa, so that the official
return to the Government does not give a full
statement of the liabilities of the bank or of its
assets. To illustrate that, I have just made a
rough comparison between the return made in De-
cember last by a certain bank, under the general
Act, and its return to its own shareholders. I find,
according to the London Economist of Sth March,
1890, a return showing the assets and liabilities of a
certain bank. I will only take the column of liabi-
lities as a matter of comparison. Under that column
it appears this bank had liabilities amounting to
£5,555,989 13s. lld. Deducting from that colunm
certain liabilities to certain shareholders, it leaves
a balance of liabilities due to the public of
£3,257,506, or, in currency, $15,831,479. That
was this bank's admitted liability to the public
according to its return to its own shareholders,
which, I presume, is a return according to the
requirements of the English Act. Turn to the
return made under the Banking Act here, and
you find that its liabilities to the public at large
amount to $8,827,014; so that, according to the
return under our Banking Act, the bank only
owes to the general public $8,827,000, whereas,
under its return to its shareholders, it owed to
the general public $15,000,000. The reason of the
difference of the result is that, according to our
Act, the banks are not obliged to give the full
extent of their liabilities hi foreign countries, but
are allowed to deduct their assets in foreign
countries, for example, money deposited with
them in foreign countries, and only declare their net
balances, whatever it be. If the form is to be com-
plete, this other information should be given as well.
I do not think it would be wise to prevent
Canadian banks, to a limited extent, from being
able to carry on business outaide of the Dominion.
We know there are times-it may be at all times-
when it might be well that a bank might have a
considerable amount of assets invested in a
foreign country, say in New York, where its
assets could be immediately convertible, and there-
fore, available in our own country in a few hours. I
an not making this suggestion with any view to
hamper the banka, but simply to have a full return
made.
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Mr. KENNY. I do not think the Committee
thoroughly appreciates the object of the hon.
member for North York (Mr. Mulock). I under-
stand that he advises the change of the word
"balances" into the word "sums." The hon.
gentleman will see that No. 8 shows the liabilities
of the Canadian banks to their foreign correspon-
dents and amongst the assets is also shown the in-
debtedness of their foreign correspondents to them.
Taking the return of the 31st March, I find that
the Canadian banks show indebtedness to their for-
eign correspondents amounting to $193,921, and the
same statement shows that they had at their credit
in the hands of their foreign correspondents
$10,393,027. I contend that that shows the exact
business relations at that date of the Canadian
banks with their foreign correspondents.

Mr. MULOCK. That is all of them grouped to-
gether.

Mr. KENNY. It gives the accurate condition
of those accounts with our banks.

Mr. MULOCK. I say, that at present there is
no obligation upon any bank to show how much it
owes to a foreign agency as gross liabilities, or
what are its gross assets in that foreign agency. It
is only obliged to show the balance. A bank may,
at its foreign agency, owe $15,000,000 to the gen-
eral public, and yet, according to our present law,
it is only obliged to show a net balance or liability,
which might be $8,000,000.

Mr. KENNY. Does the bank to which the
hon. gentleman refers enjoy any special privileges?
Is it a bank working under an English charter?

Mr. MULOCK. Every bank in Canada has to
work under the same provisions. The schedules
are sent out by the Government. The Government
have no right to demand further returns than the
law requires. Any bank in Canada which has an
agency in New York may have a deposit there of
$15,000,000. It owes that amount beyond all
question. It may have discounted American
paper there for $20,000,000. What is the state of
the bank ? There is no doubt about the $15,000,-
000 which it has to pay. Then it reckons $20,-
000,000 owing to it by the Americans. If that is
all paid, there is a net balance of $5,000,000, but
there may be a loss. Still, that $5,000,000 is the
net balance shown under the present law, whereas
I contend that they should show that they have
liabilities of $15,00,000 to that agency and that
$20,000,000 is due by that agency. It is for the
public then to say what inference they draw from
the operations of the bank.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears
to me that my hon. friend Mr. Mulock is right,
and as a matter of fact that state of things may
and probably does exist. If we want an accurate
statement of the banks' affairs, the liabilities and
the assets ought to be both put in.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. While that matter is
being considered, I will ask the Committee to
revert to clause 37, in which I propose to insert
after the words "null and void:"

" Saving, however, as to a purchaser not having know-
ledge of the defect, his rights and remedies under the con-
tract of sale."
Another amendment is required in line 20 of the
same section. Just before we corne to that are
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these words " unless lie shall be at the time thereof
the registered owner in the books of the bank of
the share or shares so sold or transferred, or in-
tended or purported so to be." I want to add the
words: " or shall have the assent of the registered
owner to the sale, or acting with the assent of the
registered owner."

Mr. TISDALE. There is no provision for the
recording of proxies in section 18, and I propose to
put in after the word " hold," in line 5 of subsec-
tion 1, the following :-" A record to be made of
proxies and the time prior to the meeting when
proxies must be produced and recorded in order to
entitle the holder to act thereon.,

Progress reported.

CALGARY AND EDMONTON RAILWAY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the
House resolve itself into Committee on resolution
(p. 4261) respecting the proposed contract of the
Calgary and Edmonton Railway Company.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the
hon. gentleman will explain what lie proposes to
do, and give his reasons ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This resolution
is for the purpose of giving similar pecuniary aid,
and in a similar way, to the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake
and Prince Albert Railway. The House will remem-
ber that last Session there was an agreement, or
contract, made with the railway giving it $50,000
a year as a loan, or an annual payment for ten
years of $5,000 a year, as soon as the railway was
completed to Battleford, which was increased to
$80,000 when completed to Prince Albert. The
railway company had up to 1892 to finish the work.
As the House knows, there bas been series of char-
ters granted with land subsidies attached, but,
with one or two exceptions, these land grants have
not been sufficient to induce investors to undertake
the task of constructing those roads. In order,
therefore, to make a connection between the rail-
way line across the continent and our great line of
water communication, also across the continent,
the Saskatchewan, the Government asked Parlia-
ment to make an arrangement, and Parliament
did so, by which, in addition to the grant of 6,400
acres of land, they should receive an annual grant
of money, and for such grants the road was obliged
to do all the transport work, carry the mails,
officers and other passengers on Government busi-
ness, transport all goods and Indian supplies and
supplies for the Mounted Police, and so on, and
that an annual account should be kept of all the
work done, fair prices to be agreed upon between
the Government and the railway, and the earnings
for the year should be credited against the advance
of $80,000 a year. One-third of the land grant was
to be held as security for the annual deficiency, if
any. The proposition worked like magic, and a
contract was made at once. Capitalists were found
to build the road, and I am glad to be able to in-
form the House that, although the time allowed
for building the road will not expire until 1892,
the railway will be finished by lst July to Saska-
toon, and by 1st January next year to Prince
Albert. So there will be a connection of 240
miles made between our great means of trans-
port across the continent by water and land.
Tlhe other great line which the Government, and 1

Sir JOHN TuOMPSON.

hope Parliament, will see to be equally important
is the line connecting Calgary with Edmonton.
The House knows that is the great ranching
country. It is at present one of the most favored
localities in the great North-West for immigration,
and for the investment of capital in cattle-raising
and other industries. The necessity of a railway
in that region has long been admitted by Parlia-
ment, but that district has been singularly unfor-
tunate inregard tosecuring railwayaccommodation.
A charter was granted with the usual land grant
of 6,400 acres per mile, some years ago, to a num-
ber of gentlemen, some Americans and some Cana-
dians, to build that road. They failed altogether.
Two years ago negotiations took place with some
English capitalists, including two leading members
of two banking establishments in London. Both
of those houses are exceedingly respectable, and
the individual members of the two houses, who
became promoters of the undertaking, are gentle-
men of very good standing, and they made every
bond fide exertion to raise sufficient capital to
build that railway. As the Government and
Parliament thought it was of great importance that
the road should be built as speedily as possible,
and as an inducement to construct the road within
three years, the land grant was increased to
10,000 acres a mile, instead of 6,400 acres. The
syndicate did all they could to obtain sufficient
capital for the purpose of completing the work,
but they failed and acknowledged that they had
to give up the task. When that country was
almost in despair, the sane parties who raised the
money to build the Qu'Appelle and the Prince
Albert roads, and the same contractors, agreed to
build a road from Calgary to a point near Edmon-
ton, and also to build from Calgary to the fron-
tier. The $80,000 a year subsidy which we propose
to give, is applicable only to the line between
Calgary and Edmonton ; that is the purely Can-
adian portion of it, and the company is to earn for
doing Government work, in the same way as the
other roads. They propose to commence the road
next year and to complete it in 1893. While they
stipulate this period for commencement and com-
pletion, they intend to finish it much before that
period, as they have done in the case of the Qu'-
Appelle road. For fear of accident, however, they
want to have the time I have mentioned specified,
and the House will admit that is to be a very
speedy construction of a road upwards of 200 miles
long.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
distance from Calgary to Edmonton?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 200 miles.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you pro-

pose to give 10,000 acres?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no. As they

are to get this annual payment, they are only to
get, as in the case of the Qu'Appelle Railway,
6,400 acres; but they wil receive no money contri-
bution for the road south of Calgary running to
the boundary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But they
would get the land.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They would get
6,400 acres. These were the terms, as far as the
land grant is concerned, that were given to the
other railway companies. The additional assist-
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ance, without which I think there would be no induced-at the earnest request of the railway
chance of the road being built, is the $80,000 a year, companies themselves, and also at the request of
and we retain a-third of the land, in addition to the Government-to give up to them, without any
any earnings of the company, as security for the payment, the lands which had been granted here-
ultimate payment of the whole advance. Whether tofore to certain railroads similarly circumstanced,
we will do so or not, one cannot say, as that de- on which the Government had reserved a dollar an
pends on the amount of the earnings, I fancy. They acre ; I called the right hon. gentleman's attention
have made arrangements, also, with the Canadian to the fact that there was great danger that these
Pacific Railway, similar to these made between the lands would to a large extent go into mortinan:
Canadian Pacific Railway and the Qu'Appelle Rail- unless some precautions were taken by the Govern-
way, that is, the Canadian Pacific Railway under- ment, when making these grants, to see that they
takes to run the line, furnishing the rolling stock, would be put on the market at a reasonable rate,
and doing all the work of the railway, in fact, for so that settlers, if they choose, might get possession
six years from the time of the completion of the of them. i am alluding more particularly to the
road, when it is handed over to them. case of the land which we granted in Southern

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Cana- Manitoba to the Manitoba and South-Western
dian Pacific Railway, as I understand you, are Railway, and which afterwards passed into the
virtually going to lease this road ? hands of the Canadian Pacific Railway. I have had

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They lease it in innumerable communications from settlers in that

fact for six years, furnishing the rolling stock, as country on this matter, and I am personally ac-
is done in the case of the Qu'Appelle road. I hope, quainted with the fact, that after these roads

and indeed I am almost satisfied, that the expecta- were handed over by the Government, free of

tion that the road will be completed as expedi- charge, and after we had abandoned our prior lien,
tiously as the other road was, will be fully realised. of a dollar an acre on these lands, the company, for
As I said already, the parties who furnish the reasons best known to themselves, put these lands
money, undertake to negotiate the lans iniEng- n the market at a practically prohibitory ice, and
an, tlieae as inetliase ofthe u'Appinelle the settiement and progress of Southern Mranitobaland th saie a in he ase f te QuApp li as been in consequence enorrnously retarded ever
road, and the contractor, Mr. James Ross, wom whehr eve at to ret oment

undertaken to build the road and topush it forward these lands are offered at a reasonable rate, but my
to completion, with the same energy that lie dis- information is that they are not. By some arrange-
played in the construction of the Qu'Appelle road. ment, which I al not exactly conversant with, the
He expects to finish one hundred miles this year, company are able to hold the land without payng
and to complete the line to Edmonton by 1891, al- taxation, and one of the worst evils that was
thiough, in the terms of the contract, the time is apprehended., lias resulted from the neglect of the
ete n one ors wof ear lonr tGovernment to take the course which I then advis-extended one or two years longer. ed. Now, if we are going to give to these roads

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, bonuses to the extent proposed, which I think
no doubt in the present position of affairs in the amount to something like $1,000,000 in cash-that
North-West Territories, any proposition to open is converting the $80,000 for twenty years into its
up that country, and to increase settlement there, present cash equivalent-together with 1,280,000
deserves our best consideration. But there are two acres of land, I think we ought in all conscience,
or three things in connection with this, to which I in our interest and in the interest of the public, to
would like to call the attention of the House, and insist that these lands should be offered to the
as well, the attention of the First Minister, who is public, at least for a term of years, at a reasonable
especially charged with this matter. I dare say rate. Of course, I would not object to reasonable
the right lion. gentleman recollects that last year, reservations for stations and other purposes of that
in reply to a question put by myself to the Minis- kind. I do not object to this rate being placed
ter of the Interior, it appeared that he had al- fairly high, but it ought to be reasonable,
most entirely parted with the control of the and based on reasonable terms of payment.
arable land between the Red River and the Rocky If we put ont of our hands huge tracts of land like
Mountains; that is to say, that we had pledged this, the settler, who is the person we desire to
ourselves to grants, which, if we continue our pre- encourage, and for whose benefit alone we are jus-
sent practice of giving acre for acre to the settler tified in using the money of the people to this
there, would practically exhaust the land at our extent and parting with any portion of the public
disposal. I think the First Minister was in the domain, should not be, as he has been elsewhere,
House at the time the discussion took place ; but excluded on one pretence or another from a large
if not, he can refresh his memory by looking at part of the land. Nothing has retarded the set-
Hcansard. My impression was then, that very tlement of portions of that region more than the
great care would need to be exercised against introduction of what is called the checker-board
making indiscriminate grants in the future, if we system, whereby each alternate mile has been
desired to realise anything at all-as the hon. handed over to the companies, and in many cases
First Minister in former times hoped to do--to- practically taken out of the market. I do not
wards recouping the people of the older Pro- know whether the Government have altered their
vinces for the enormous sums of money which policy in this respect, as the late Mr. White stated
have been expended in our western country. they intended to do, and purpose granting the
However that is, perhaps, a minor considera- land in alternate townships. I think, however,
tion. There is another point connected with that it would be in the general interest, if it ap-
these grants to r8ilroads, to which I would pears good to the House to make these granta,
like to call the hon. gentleman's special at- that some precaution in the line I have indicated
tention. A good many years ago when we were should be taken to ensure actual settlers being
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able to get lands at a reasonable rate. At presen
I shall not make any suggestion, but I hope th
Government will consider the advisability of fixinà
sote rate. I can assure the hon. First Ministei
that the evil I speak of has resulted in great injur3
to the southern part of the Province of Manitoba
where, if I am not misinformed, it has cost us
many thousand settlers, besides greatly retarding
the progress of the country for the settlers already
there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With regard to
the danger of the land being held in mortmain, I
do not think there is any real danger of the land
being held by the railway companies from pur-
chasers. The hon. gentleman knows that they
look for traffic as their chief source of income ; they
cannot have traffic unless they have population ;
it is to'their interest ; and so far as I hear, they
are aware of that, and have offered their lands at
reasonable rates. The hon. gentleman says one
thing that is true to a certain extent, that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, by their
charter, are not obliged to pay taxes on their land
until it is sold.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon.
gentleman will excuse me, in the case to which I
referred the charter did not apply. The Canadian
Pacific Railway Company held the lands as the as-
signees of the Manitoba South-Western Railway
Coiipany, who had no such privilege; and it was.
their arrangement, not with this Government, but
with the Local Government, by whieh they
succeeded in having their lands exempted from
taxation in Southern Manitoba. The point
to which I called his attention was this:
When I took this objection with respect
to the lands in Southern Manitoba, the hon.
First Minister stated then, not unreasonably,
precisely what he say s now, that the interest of the
companies would prevent their doing this thing.
More than five years have elapsed, and they have
continued to do it during the whole time, and I
eau assure him that if he enquires, he will find that
settlement has been enormously retarded in con-
sequence. I think myself that the company has
been injured also. But it has occurred.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot see how
that could have occurred to any great extent, be-
cause the even-numbered sections are free home-
steads, and I scarcely think they have all been
taken up. We grant lands to the railway com-
panies in the expectation that they will make
money out of them. The chances the shareholders
of the different companies have of ultimate profit
are rather doubtful. I have not lately enquired
at what prices the Canadian PacificRailway Com-
pany are offering their lands; but I know that
they have been offering a great portion of them at
$2.50 an acre. In more favored positions they
have sold them at $4 or $5 an acre, while for vil-
lage or town lots they may have charged and got
more. But unless they make money out of the
lands, they are really of no value to them. With
respect to the block system, I may state that in
this instance the land is to be granted in alternate
townships instead of alternate sections.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I can assure
the hon. gentleman, speaking from my personal
knowledge, and with the list of prices furnished
me by the Canadian Pacifie Railway land agent at

Sir RicHARD CARTWRIGHT.

t Winnipeg, that in the section to which I refer,
where the company got us to throw off a dollar an
acre on the ground that we were asking too much
their minimum price was $5 an acre, and the price
ranged from that up to $10 an acre. The resuit
was that after the free homesteads were pretty well
occupied, settlement was wholly checked by the
action of the railway company in Southern Mani-
toba, and many thousand settlers who were desir-
ous of going there, were driven out by the high
prices, and many of them fled to Dakota and be-
came settlers there. A grave injury has been done
there, which I think might have been easily
averted by taking the precaution of compelling the
company to sell at reasonable rates, which would
have amply indemnified them for the construction
of the road. By the present proposition the hon.
gentleman proposes to give 6,400 acres a mile for
200 miles, and a cash bonus of about $1,000,000,
in instalments of $80,000 over 20 years. The
1,280,000 acres which he proposes to give would,
at $2 per acre, realise about $2,500,000, which,
with the cash subsidy of $1,000,000, makes a bonus
equivalent to $3,500,000, or $17,500 a mile for
the construction of this road, which I think
is a prairie road chiefly. Unless it is excep-
tionally difficult of construction, the gentlemen
who take up the enterprise do not risk much,
provided any population at all goes in. Of
course there may be circumstances that would
modify that, but having seen and known what I
have seen and known as to the conduct of these
companies in holding public lands, im the case I
have named more particularly, I think it would be
well to consider whether we ought not to put some
limitation on their power.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to
this region, it is not prairie country, every acre of
which, with the exception of some arid sections, is
fitted for agricultural purposes. It is a cattle-
raising country, and this road will be exceptionally
expensive in comparison with a prairie road, be-
cause it is in that rolling country as it approaches
the Rocky Mountains, and will have to cross all
those streams which flow between Calgary and
Edmonton from the Rocky Mountain boundary.
Again, the company will have to get their land in
places not in the immediate vicinity of their road,
as the reserve north of Calgary, including the
regions north of the Saskatchewan, belonging to
the Canadian Pacific Railway, approximates 18,-
000,000 to 19,000,000 acres, and the odd-numbered
sections in that reserve are kept as homesteads for
homesteaders. Therefore this company will be
obliged to look for land perhaps to the north of
that reserve, and it will be some time before that
land will be sought after by settlers, though eventu-
ally it will be an exceedingly valuable portion of
the North-West. There are good indications of
petroleum there, over a large area, which will make
this country eventually of very considerable value.

Mr. LAURIER. Do not promise too much.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gen-

tleman will look at the report of the Director of
the Geological Survey, he will find a very satisfac-
tory statement as to the existence of that material
north of the Saskatchewan. It is of great impor-
tance that the flow of capital *nd the immigration
of gentlemen from England, wbo have taken a
fancy to that country and are spending large sums
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of money in ranches, raising cattle and horses,
should not be checked, as it will be pretty soon if
means of transport are not furnished for the cattle ;
and I am therefore extremely anxious that this
road should be built as soon as possible.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I cannot, approve of
the policy indicated by the Government in the pro-
position now before the House. I think it has
been unfortunate for the country that railways
were extended or projected all over the North-
West Territories, when we have so very small a
population there. It would have been a great deal
better for the settlers and the country if an attempt
had been made to confine the population within
narrower limits; and it does seem to me that with
so large as extent of fertile territory lying within
the Province of Manitoba still unsettled, it
is not in the publie interest to undertake to
spread the very small number of settlers we are
likely to receive for many years to come, over such
an extent of territory. The right hou. the First
Minister says it is of great consequence that no
check should be given to those engaged in ranching.
If there is any employment in the world in which
a railway can be dispensed with, in the immediate
vicinity of those who reside in the country, it is
the business of ranching, for there is no difficulty
in driving cattle one or two hundred miles to a
railway station for shipment. It has also been
unfortunate in the railway projects all through the
North-West Territories, that they should have
been taken up, in many cases, by parties without
any capital, merely for the purpose of speculation,
nerely for the purpose of being hawked about New

York or London in order to secure a certain amount
of money for the charter from those'disposed to,
invest in railway enterprises. It seems to me
it would have been of very great value if the
Govermnent had secured a topical survey of the
country in advance of those railway enterprises,
in order that some attention should be given to the
location of the roads before the charters were
given,if thesystdm of incorporation by chartergrant-
ed by Parliament is to be continued. I do not see
what theparticularobject is in building a railway in
this section. The hon. gentleman proposes a road
that is to be but 200 miles in length. That will
carry the produce of the ranches but a very short
distance. Almost 200 miles, in the business of
ranching, is in the vicinity of the CanadianPacific
Railway, and the number of persons whoarelikely
to go into the country for'the purpose of sustaining
railway traffic is very little indeed. If there was
likely to be a settlement of the country at all, it
seemas to me that the interests of the population
would be much more likely to be promoted by the
road which has been projected in the direction of
Battleford and the Saskatchewan River, and from,
the districts the lion. gentleman has mentionedthe
navigable waters could be employed, because the
railway which will run to Battleford, which road
is now under construction, will take parties, who
wish to go to the country, very nearly to the dis-
trict to which the hon. gentleman refers; and
the road running from Edmonton near the
base of the Rocky Mountains southwards, would
be a road running one side almost of a right angle
triangle. It is not running in the direction in
which the produce is carried, and is simply length-
ening the distance every day that produce must be

carried. I do think all our expenditures in this
way have been, to a very considerable extent, a
waste of the public resources. Because, in a very
short time, if the progress of settlement were to go
on and extend westward, the necessities of the
country would secure the construction of the road
with hardly any cost to the public treasury. With
the immense territories we have, with the millions
of acres which are unoccupied in Manitoba and in
the immediate vicinity of Manitoba, I do not think
it is in the public interest to assist railway con-
struction further west, with the result of scattering
a population which ought to be converged within
more narrow limits.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope lion.
gentlemen opposite and this House will not sup-
pose that that country is only a ranching country.
When I spoke of ranching in that country, I spoke
of it as being the-industry which seems to attract
a great many immigrants there at the present time.
There are several who have gone there with con-
siderable sums of money, and have had large
ranches and large flocks and herds ; but that
country is admirably adapted for farming, It is
beautifully watered, and all the banks of the rivers
are bordered by most fertile lands. I have no
doubt that by degrees the horse, and the cow, and
the ox will be supplanted by the agricultural
settler.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then the rivers will
furnish ingress and egress.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think very
few of those rivers are navigable. Hon. gentlemen
will remember that the people in the districts of
Edmonton and Prince Albert went in there in the
expectation that they would soon have railway
accommodation. The railway, as first projected,
went considerably north of the present lne, and
many settlers have gone north of the North Sas-
katchewan. That is a fine river, but a very un-
satisfactory river for navigation. It is only a
question as to what amount of snow will come
down from the mountains whether that river is
navigable for three or four months. It is very
shallow, and is, unlike the St. Lawrence or any of
our large rivers in the east, not a satisfactory
mode of transport. The company which is con-
structing, or 1 may say has constructed, the line
to Prince Albert, has asked for a vote for the Une
to Battleford. There has been no advance for
that. The money advanced is only to Prince
Albert, and this is only for the line to Battleford.

Mr. CHARLTON. We seem to have a very
comprehensive railway system blocked out in
the North-West, and I see but one defect in
relation to the scheme, and that is the want of
population. If we were receiving 200,000 or 300,-
000 immigrants a year into that country, if we had
two or three million people there, then the railway
schemes we have on foot would be comprehensible;
but, with a populationof not more than300,000 souls
between Lake Superior and the Pacific Ocean, this
policy of railway construction seemas to be one of a
very extravagant character, and the policy of the
Gyovernment seems to be one of a scattering nature.
If, in marking out a Canadian Pacific Railway
policy, we had extended that road westward as
the settlement of the country require<d, we would
not have built it so rapidly, but we would have
concentrated the population, we would have saved
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money, and the condition of the country would have
been much better. Now we have a number of railway
schemes proposed. There are 200 miles to be built
along the foot hills of the Rocky Mountains. Thenwe
have the Canadian Pacific Railway running through
that country with very little population along the
line, and one result of embarking upon those rail-
way enterprises is that we are obliged to give
charters to companies and lock up the lands, or to
offer undue inducements to companies to build rail-
ways through the wilderness. If the country were
being -ettled, if the mixed farming to which the
First Minister refers were being prosecuted exten-
sively, there would be very little difficulty in ob-
tainingthe capital required and in finding the people
to embark upon these enterprises; but at present the
Government feels bound to offer as much i inoney
and land at a moderate price as this line will cost.
The line will be built at the cost of the country, and,
if we are to embark in this business, we ought to
adopt some safeguard to protect the interests of the
settlers who are to go into the North-West. We
ought to realise the fact that the land there is now
being placed in the hands of corporations and mono-
polies, and that there will be very little land left for
settlers, but that they will have to look to land com-
panies and railway companies for the land they de-
sire. It is very well to say that the interests of
these companies will dictate to them that they
should sell the land at a reasonable price, but it is
quite possible that they may not know what their
own interests are. They may take the Govern-
ment subsidy, issue bonds and raise money, and it
may be to their advantage to hold these lands
for many years in order to sell them at a
price they think they may ultimately obtain. 1,
therefore, think there should be a reasonable limit
fixed as to the price at which these lands shall be
sold, so as to guard the people from the extortion
of the companies. That is a common sense provi-
sion which the Government should make, but, in
locking up the public domain in the hands of cor-
porations, the Government is not adopting proper
safeguards in the interests of the great mass of the
people. Undoubtedly the provision for the con-
struction of this road is premature. The settle-
ment is not in the country, and the inducements
offered to secure the construction of the road are
too great. If the hon. gentleman would wait for a
while, the outlay would be much less, and the road
would be constructed as soon as the country re-
quires it. If the First Minister would look at this
matter in the right light and would place a limit
beyond which the company could not go, he would
confer a benefit on the country at large.

Mr. LAURIER. There is no desire on this side
of the House to prevent the hon. gentleman from
taking the stage he desires on these resolutions
this evening, but, before we come to another stage,
we expect he will give more information than he
has given us this evening. Of course, we are all
pretty well informed as to the general character of
the country. As to that we may differ with him,
but it is only fair to the House that the hon. gen-
tleman should give us all the information he has
concerning this company, and the reasons which
have induced him to give them this aid. This is
not the first time this company has come to this
Parliament for aid ; we have already given them,
as explained this evening, a subsidy of 10,000 acres

Mr. CHARLTON.

per mile, but it appears this is not sufficient, and
I presume the company have asked him for more.
I think he ought to inform us what are the grounds
of their expectations, and we ought also to have
the correspondence which he has on the subject,
before we finally consent to this grant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think
my hon. friend quite apprehends the position of
matters. This is a new company ; the charter was
only granted this Session, and it received the royal
assent the first time that His Excellency came
down. The first charter was granted some years
ago to a company composed partially of Canadians
and partially of Americans living south of the line.
That company failed altogether. It was, I am
afraid, a good deal of a speculative enterprise, and
was not formed so much for the sake of construct-
ing a railway as for the prospective profits that
might be made out of it. Then, two other gentle-
men, Mr. Praed and Mr. Wiguelin, belonging to
respectable banking houses in England, took it up
with a bona fide desii e to raise the money and con-
struct the road. They are gentlemen of high stand-
ing, and their banking houses, as no doubt the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
is aware, are most respectable moneyed institu-
tions. But they were not fortunate enough to be
able to raise the money, so they candidly wrote
out that they could not raise it, and they aban-
doned the enterprise. And so instead of going by
the circuitous route of getting them to assign over
their interest in the old charter, I thought it better
to advise the present promoters, who I believe will
build the road, to apply for a new charter, which
was granted here the other day, so they have no
connection with the two companies that failed.
They start now as if there had been no previous
charter to anybody. I do not know that I can
give the hon. gentleman any further information
than I have already done. The hon. gentleman,
I am sure, as every Canadian has done, has in-
formed himself about that beautiful country ; I do
not know whether he has visited it himself, but if
he has, I have no doubt the charm of the country
will induce him to desire very much to see a rail-
way built there, so that he might visit other por-
tions of that magnificent region.

Mr. LAURIER. That is a very pertinent argu-
ment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I forgot to say
that the company are going to build simultaneously
to the south, that is from Calgary to the bound-
ary, 130 miles. They expect that the Canadian
Pacific Railway in running it will generate a very
large business almost immediately; we are only
giving, however, as I have already stated, 6,400
acres for the railway running to the south. The
whole road will then be 330 miles long, and I am
satisfied from the character of the parties who have
taken it up, and from the fact that the Canadian
Pacific Railway have taken hold of it and agreed
to run it for six years, that it will be a very valua-
ble road. I will not trouble the House by going
into a discussion as to the propriety of origi nally
putting a limitation on the price of the land; but
1 can say, with respect to this road, that that would
be an exceptional restriction, and being an excep-
tional restriction on this road, would destroy al
chances of getting money. There was no such
restriction on the Canadian Pacific Railway nor on
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the other railways that have got grants ; especially
there was no restriction put upon the Qu'Appelle
and Prince Albert Railway ; therefore, if this road
had less favorable terms than the other one, it
would just completely throw over all chances
of its being built. We have discussed in years
gone by, when we had the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way question up, the policy of spreading railways
all over the country, and of endeavoring to restrict
settlement within comparatively small limits.
I ventured to differ with some of my hon. friends
opposite on that question. I believe that the expe-
rience of the United States has shown us that there
is no means of limiting settlement, or the area of
settlement. People will go where their fancy takes
them, they will scatter all over, as they scattered
all over the western counties of the United States,
and they are still doing so. It would be one means
of keeping immigration out altogether to sayto them
that they must settle there and nowhere else. I
amn satisfied that policy hasbeen a failure. Whether,
my hon. friends opposite were right or whether we
were right, the policy bas now gone on so far that
we cannot go back to any mode of limiting the
settlement of that country. I would again press
my hon. friend and this House to agree to this
measure ; I feel that it would be a great mistake
to lose this chance of building this road, and I
think on very favorable terms.

Mr. LAURIER. Am I to understand there is
no application on the part of this company for this
subsidy ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes; there
is an application. I have the letter in my hands,
and I will send it to my hon. friend.

Mr. TROW. I was going to remark that it is
commendable, in my estimation, onthe part of the
Government to endeavor to develop that portion of
the North-West. If there is any portion of that
North-West country that we ought to develop by
railway entreprises, it is that portion from Calgary
to Edmonton. I think, however, it was a mistake,
on the part of the Government, to divert the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway through a territory that is
not adapted for successful settlement for three or
four hundred miles. Had this line followed the
old original Mackenzie survey, it would have passed
Prince Albert and gone through Edmonton, through
a portion of the country that is well timbered and
well watered. The present line of the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway for -hundreds of miles passes through
a section denuded of its timber, if it ever had any,
and is not adapted for successful settlement. But
this portion of the country, which the Government
are now going to develop, I think, is nearly the
best portion of the North-West, and I predict that
in a very few years after that road is constructed
there will be thousands of settlers in that section
as soon as people become aware that they will have
good facilities of getting out their surplus produce.
I hope the Government will place sufficient safe-
guards so that settlers will be protected from any
monopoly in being charged extra prices for their
lands. Settlers require all the leniency you can s-
sibly give them on account of the great hardsips
they have to undergo, and, I repeat, that I hope
the Government wil place sufficient safeguards to
protect the honest settler and that the company
will be compelled ,to sell their lands at moderate
prices.

Mr. WATSON. I desire to offer a few remarks,
as I have some knowledge of the working of land
grants in the North-West. Some suggestions
thrown out by hon. gentlemen on this side of the
House are well worthy of the consideration of the
Government, and one is in regard to giving the
land grant in alternate townships instead of in
alternate sections.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is going to be
doue in this case.

Mr. WATSON. I am very glad to hear it.
I also think the Government should place a limit
on the price of the land. This policy bas long been
advocated by this side of the House, and any one
living in Manitoba knows that the Canadian
Pacifc Railway lands there are held entirely for
speculative purposes and are held at extravagant
prices. A settler cannot buy an acre of their lands
in Manitoba for less than $4 to $10 an acre. The
hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly), who is well
acquainted,with Southern Manitoba, knows that the
Canadian Pacific Railway land there is held at
those prices, which are speculative prices. In the
interests of the settler there should be an upset
price placed on the lands of this railway company,
and a settler looking for land should know that he
can take up vacant land at a certain fixed upset
price. It has been argued that $2.50 should be
that upset price, but even if it were $5 it would
be better than no upset price being fixed. It is,
moreover, I argue in the interests of the company
as vell as in the interests of the country and the
settler. In regard to the railway lands being
exempted from taxation, I suppose they Will be
exempt for a certain time, so long as the company
holds them, probably 20 years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no such
a stipulation. That applies only to the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and this is not the Canadian
Pacific Railway.

Mr. WATSON. Will their lands not be exempt ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. So long as they
are Crown lands they are exempt from taxation,
but when they are conveyed from the Crown to
the company they are no longer exempt.

Mr. WATSON. Certainly ; that is the position
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. The
Canadian Pacific Railway have only got a very
smail portion of their land grant transferred, and
the balance stands as Crown lands and is non-
taxable. The right hon. gentleman says that every
squatter would be protected. Do I understand
that if a squatter settles on an odd section, lie will
be protected in bis holding ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not state
that. If he bas taken a homestead and walks over
and squats on the next lot, he, of course, has no
claim. He has bis homestead, and that should be
sufficient.

Mr. WATSON. Suppose bis homestead is on
an odd section. I am not going to oppose the Bill,
for it is a desirable road and a good country to
settle. It is not a country that is only fit for
rinching, for outside of the 24-mile belt of the
Canadian Pacific Railway y ou immediately strike
a good country for mixed farming. I do not anti-
cipate that any portion of the land grant will lie in
the ranching country, because the Canadian Pacifie
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Railway monopolises most of that to the North.
In regard to the company seeking to place sett-
lers on their land, I may say that the only company
pretending to do so is the only r.oad independent
of the Canadian Pacific Railway in Manitoba, and
that is the Manitoba and North-Western. I consi-
der that this road now under the consideration of
the House will be built, for I look upon it as nothing
more than a branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway.
It is true the charter is graaited to other gentlemen,
but the Canadian Paciie Railway will no doubt
acquire it, and it will be another means of procu-
ring for them a large tract of lan i and a handsome
subsidy. The right hon. gentleman is doing a
good deal for that country, and I was a little sur-
prised that he should h2ýve shut off, as he did the
other day, in the Railway Conmittee, another road
that would have been built, within 100 miles of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, which would have
struck more settlements than many other roads to
which he has granted charters. It was proposed to
build it through a tract of country well occupied,
but the hon. gentleman refused to grant it a charter;
and yet he goes 800 or 900 miles further west and
comes here and tells this House that that section of
country should be covered with railways, leaving
portions well settled inside of Manitoba still with-
out railway communication.

Mr. DALY. In regard to the remarks that have
been made as to the value of Canadian Pacific
Railway lands in Southern Manitoba, the hon.
member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) is per-
fectly correct that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company are selling them at from $4 to $10 an
acre. That is the true value of those lands, and
the farmers there will not sell their lands, the even
sections for which they have patents, for one cent
less. Three or four years ago that price was a
very high one, but during the last three or four
years lands have doubled in price in Southern
Manitoba which is one of the most thickly settled
portions of the Province, and you cannot buy lands
from private individuals in that section for less
than from $5 to $10 per acre, that is for unim-
proved lands. As to placing restrictions on the
lands tci be given to this particular railway com-
pany, it is not very likely, from the knowledge I
have of the Canadian Pacific Railway land subsidy,
there will be any land available for this railway
company alongl its own route between Calgary
and Edmonton. Most of that land will be covered
by the Canadian Pacific Railway 24-mile belt. No
doubt land will be taken further to the north and it
would be unfair, under such circumstances, to place a
fixed value on that land. Such a restriction has not
been made to any chartered railway to which a
land subsidy has been given. When the Canadian
Pacific Railway built the road in Southern Mani-
toba, I took exception in a communication to the
land commissioner to the high prices at which
the company held their lands. That was some
years ago. To-day it is a moral impossibility to
buy land there for less than the Canadian Pacific
Railway are asking for their lands. In Souris
County, the most western and south-western in
Manitoba, since the Souris branch was proposed,
land has risen in value 50 per cent., and the state
of affairs that existed in Southern Manitoba will
not exist in the country through which this line
will run. I must take exception to the remarks of

Mr. WATSON.

the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
that there is no settlement in that country, and
that what the country wants is people, and we
should not build railways until we have people. I
have heard the hon. gentleman speak of the
wonderful development of the Western States.
Did the people who built railways across the
western prairies of the United States wait
for settlement before they built the railways ?
The whole Reforn party in our western country
will take issue with the lion. gentleman on this
statement. We all agree, no matter what polities
we may profess, that what we need are railways,
and the trae policy of filling up the western
country is shown to be by railways, by the wonder-
ful developmnent of the Western States. Railways
are our best immigration agents, and when you get
a company with a land grant of 6,400 acres per
mile, that company is as much interested in
populating the district as is the Government or any
one else. Nearly all the companies that have land
subsidies are now interesting the people in England
with a view to settling immigrants on those lands.
You will find in to-day's despatches that the Mani-
toba and North-Western Railway Company have
sold their lands to a land corporation at $2 per acre.
The people who bought those lands do not only ex-
pect to make money out of them by selling thiem at
so much per acre, but they intend to bring people
here to settle on these lands. I am satisfied, so far
as this line of railway is concerned, that it is going
to open up a magnificent tract of country. I had
the pleasure, in company with the hon. member
for South Perth (Mr. Trow), to listen recently in
this city, to a lecture delivered by the Rev. Leonard
Gaetz, and any one who listened to that reverend
gentleman could not but come to the conclusion that
lie was located in one of the most magnificent
portions of that grand country of ours. Mr; Gaetz
is settled at Red Deer River, which this line of
railway will cross, and the statements lie made in
the course of his lecture were such as to justify me,
as well as any person who listened to him, in
coming to the conclusion that this was one of the
choicest portions of that whole western country.
There has been a large settlement at Edmonton
for years past, and as the riglit hon. gentle-
man has stated, there are petroleum wells,
and valuable mineral deposits to the north of
that. I am satisfied, that as soon as this
line of railway is built, the settlers will .corne
into the country, and that they will not come
if there is not a railway. I maintain that every
acre of land granted by the Canadian Par-
liament, for lines of railway, both in Mani-
toba and the North-West, will bear tenfold
fruit to the whole of Canada. As to the policy of
scattering the settlers, which hon. gentlemen
opposite have referred to, I can only say, from D'y
knowledge of the early settlement of that country,
that it would be a moral impossibility, to keep
settlers within any particular bounds. I remember
very well, in the spring of 1882, when the terminus
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway was at Oak Lake,
some 150 miles west of Winnipeg, that the settlers
passed through thousands of acres of the choicest
lands of the Province of Manitoba, and rushed to
the Qu'Appelle Valley, where there was not a line
of railway, and where there is not a railway to-
day. You cannot confine people in a western
country like that, within any particular bonds.
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An hon. MEMBER. Yes, you can,

Mr. DALY. I beg your pardon, sir, if you can
,confine the settiers of that or any other western
country within certain limits, you will do some-
thing that the people of the United States have
fot been able te do, and something that our people
in the Province of Manitoba and the North-West
Territories have not been able to do either. The
people will go where they think the choicest land
is, and no matter from what part of our country a
man cornes, he will tell you that he lives in the
choicest portion of Manitoba and the North-West
Territories, as the case may be. I am satisfied
that, if the House assents to the proposition now
made by the right hon. the Preiiiier, not one hon.
gentleman opposite, nor on1e member of this Ilouse,
nor will the country either, have any reason to re-
gret giving this aid to that railway. I believe that
the proplesy made by the hon. member for South
Pertli (Mr. Trow), who lias been through that
country, will be fulfilled, and that this railway
will open up to settlement, and will develop, one
of the choicest portions of th.e North-West Terri-
tories.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I will not detain the
Committee but for a few moments, on the subject
of this resolution. I do not agree with the obser-
vations which have been addressed to the House
by the hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) to the
effect that you carnot confine the pttlers of the
North-West to a particular district. Now, Mr.
Speaker, our experience in our Territories-and it
does not differ frorn the experience of our neigh-
bors in the United States-is, that settlers go
where they expect facilities will be furnished them
for entering the country, and for sending their
products out of the country. When the settlers
went in the direction of the Little Saskatchewan
and Battleford, and up the Saskatchewan River,
they went there because the line of the Canadian
Pacific Railway had been surveyed through that
country, and because they expected the road would
be constructed there in a very short time after
they had settled. The hon. gentleman says: we
require to construct these roads to furnish facili-
ties for settling up that country. Why, we have
hundreds of miles of roads there, .where there are
very few settlers. The whole population of the
North-WestTerritoriesisfarlessthanthepopulation
settled along some railways in Ontario, which are
less than 100 miles in length. It is no facility for
the settlement of the country if we construct an
immense mileage of railway in advance of settlement.
It is true that in a prairie country your railway
ought to be in advance of settlement, or at all
events along with settlement, but you have done
that already. You have now roads built far in
advance of settlement. These sections of territory
have yet to be developed, and you have every pos-
sible motive for securing immigration with the pre-
sent railway facilities, which you will have if this
proposed road were built. I suppose, Sir, that the
right hon. gentleman has determined upon the
construction of the road, if possible, and that the
amount will be voted, and the lands granted, and
the enterprise pushed forward if possible. We

might, therefore, consider some matters in connec-
tion with that, upon the assumption that that rond
will be built. The hon. gentleman says that the
question as to whether you will scatter the popu-
lation over the entire country, or seek to confine it
within narrow limits, lias already been settled. I
know that the attempt had been determined upon,
but I thought that the actual settlement had fallen
so far short of the right hon. gentleman's expect-
ations, he would have found by this time, that it
was still an open question. It is an open question
at all events, so far as the actual population is
concerned, and the hon. gentleman must be satis-
fied that his ten years' experiment of the course
which he believed best in the public interest, has
not been successful; that r feact it has been a
fail-ure, and that if the other experirnent liad been
tried and had not been more successful, it would
have been a failure likewise. So, the bon. gentle-
man las not at the present time an open question
before him, because the experiment has been tried
for a long period. There are thousands of miles of
railway constructed and the people are not there,
and as the idea of populating the country was the
chief object for undertaking these works, the experi-
ment cannot be said to be a success, notwithstand-
ing the confident expression of opinion made by the
hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly). There are
some other considerations connected with this
matter. We know, if that country is settled, Pro-
vinces will be established, and revenues for the
maintenance of the Governments of these Provinces
will be required. Where is that revenue to corne
from ? Some of the older Provinces have not shown
a very great anxiety to give up indirect taxation
and to rely upon direct taxation for the purposes
of revenue. They relied very largely upon the
timber products of these Provinces, as a means of
revenue, for the purpose of supplementing the
grant which is received from the treasury of the
Dominion. Now, there are in the North-West
Territories considerable sources of revenue in the
mines, if a proper policy is adopted in regard to
them. I never could understand why we should
part with the fee in the mines as well as in the soil
in that country, or why a man engaged in agricul-
ture should receive with his patent the mines in his
land, which are of no use tohim except for specu-
lative purposes. I do not see why ail the mines
should not be put upon the same footing as those
containing the precious metals. The hon. gentle-
man has spoken of the large petroleum springs in
the very portion of the country where he is grant-
ing these lands.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No ; north of
them.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Why should the Crown
not reserve these mineral beds as a source of revenue
to the Provinces which are to be established there
in the future, instead of allowing them to be
squandered? The hon. gentleman has said that it
is desirable not to set a fixed price on those lands,
because that might hinder the enterprise, The
Government could go this far: they could say
that after a certain sum was realised from the sale
of these lands, the interest of the company in them
should cease, and revenues thereafter derived from
them should belong to the Crown. Then the coin-
pany would have an interest in not asking an ex-
cessive price from the settlers, because they would
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know that when they approached the utmost limit
fixed, they would be obliged to hand over the
revenues remaining to the Crown. I think a maxi-
mum sum could be fixed which would be no impedi-
ment whatever to the settlement of the country or
to the company undertaking the enterprise ; and in
fixing it, the Government would prevent abuses such
as those described by my hon. friend. I remember
myself a case which was brought to my notice of a
young Englishmanwho entered on a lot w hich he had
got from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
expecting to pay $2.50 an acre for it. He told me
that after he had spent $1,600 on improvements,
the company had added $10 an acre to the price,
equal to the whole cost of his improvements, leav-
ing him free to pay for his own improvements or to
leave his land, like the landlords in lreland. I have
no doubt there are other cases of the saie sort.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man says that my expectations as to the settlement
of the country have failed. It is my great disap-
pointment that settlement did not go on as fast as
I predicted ; but when I did so I underrated the
influence of hon. gentlemen opposite, not only on
this continent, but on the other. I bow to the
superior power of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
confess that I really did underrate the influence of
their arguments. I will say one thing about the
price of the land. The hon. member from Selkirk
says that the price of the land in that section has
increased very much-that the price of land in the
hands of private individuals ranges from $5 to $10
an acre. I dare say some hon. gentlemen opposite
do not know that ; perhaps the hon. member for
South Oxford, who has been very enterprising in
that part of the country, has found out that land
has increased considerably in value, and has found
-I am very glad it is so-the advantage of that
increase. The only consequence of putting a limit
upon the price of the land in the hands of the
railway company would be this : We might
require the railway to sell it at $2.50 an
acre, and enterprising gentlemen like the hon.
member for South Oxford would buy it and after-
wards ell it at $9 ; unless we adopted this other
provision, which has been tried both in Canada and
the United States, and has always resulted in fail-
ure, of saying to the settler: " You shall not get
your deed unless you have made certain improve-
ments. " The settlers will not go on the land under
such a condition. Suppose these lands are given to
the railway companies to be sold by them so as to
recoup them to a certain extent. It is to be hoped,
unless my expectations are again disappointed,
that settlers will settle along this line, and that
traffic will spring up. But in the meantime it is
the case of " Live, horse, and you will get oats."
We know that some of the railways in the United
States, as was the case of the Northern Pacific,
were originally utterly insolvent; although they
had large quantities of land they could not sell it.
Therefore, these railway companies must sell their
lands et once in order to pay their interest on their
bonds; and if we limited them in price, we should
really be giving them little or nothing. If the
grant were altogether in money, instead of in land
and money, you might as well say to the company :
" Now, you must keep an account of what the
cost of the railway is, and what a fair profit to be
realised from the road is, and you shall hand back

Mr. MnaLs (Bothwell).

all the money you make over what will be a reason-
able compensation to you." That would be an
absurd bargain if applied to the money, and equally
absurd, I think, if applied to the land.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman has indulged in some chaff, which has
not been infrequent on his part, as to the influence
of this side of the House. If our word goes for a
great deal more than his with the people of this
country and the people of other countries, there
are good reasons, I have no doubt, why that should
be the case. However, that is not, as lie very well
knows, the reason. The reason is that his railway
policy, and his land policy, and his tariff policy,
have been singularly ill-adapted to develop the
North-West. We have expended over a $100,000,-
000 in trying to settle up the North-West; and
had that money resulted in bringing us a million
settlers, as it might have done, I would have said
that the money was well spent. But when I
remember the records of the census, it appears that
all we got for about one hundred millions of money
spent in the North-West was the bringing in prob-
ably of 12,000 families. I cannot but feel, and the
country cannot but feel, that the very grossest
mismanagement alone could have produced such
pitiable results in a country naturally so well
adapted for settlement as a great deal of that is.
However, that is a point we have over and over agaîn
discussed in this House, and concerning which I
shall not alter my opinion, and I am afraid the
hon. gentleman is too old to alter his, at any rate,
until the public at large force my views upon him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hope told a
flattering tale.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes; when
the hon. gentleman promised us $55,000,000 by
the first of January, 1891, as the net proceeds of
the sales of land in the North-West, almost as
flattering as his colleague's prediction that we
should have 640,000,000 bushels of wheat as the
annual produet from that territory. I wish to
point out one or two matters. First, as regards
the disposition of the lands at reasonable , fixed
rates and condition of settlement. That is preci-
sely what has been done, and pretty successfully
done, by the Canadian Pacific Railway, as their
land commissioner informed me. That company
fixed its condition of settlement, and succeeded in
carrying them otit in many cases. I only state this
to show the thing can be done. There is another
consideration, but I do not know that it applies to
this case, because I suppose these lands will not be
exempt from taxation. The difference between the
Canadian Pacific Railway and the private holders
was this, that the private holders were taxed to
the full selling value of their lands and the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway were not; consequently no
benefit whatever accrued to the people there
from holding, and there was no inducement for the
company to sell unless they thought they would
get more by selling at once than by holding, which
is by no means always the case. This road is not
before us for the first time ; this charter was grant-
ed four or five years ago. I think in cases like
this at any rate, it was a duty of the Government,
before making propositions to the House involving
a grant of a million of money, or the equivalent,
and 12,000,000 acres of land, to have obtained in-
formation from these parties as to the character of
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the road and the cost of building it ; and I wish to
know whether any surveys have been submitted to
the hon. gentleman's Department. I do not mean
elaborate surveys, but any rough location surveys,
from which a fair idea can be formed of what this
road will actually cost and how much?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot state
that to the hon. gentleman just now, but Mr.
Ross, who is the contractor of the QuAppelle road,
and who, I hope, will be the contractor to build
this road, had his men go over the country and
look at the general lie of the land, the quantity
of bridges and all that kind of thing. It was
simply a rough examination rather than a survey.
I have not the particulars of that, but no doubt Mr.
Ross who is in town will give them to me.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon.
gentleman supply us with them before the next
stage ?

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. Beforethe Billgoes
through I will do it. The Minister of the Interior
informs me that the calculation of the last com-
pany, which was in the first place promoted by a
Mr. Lloyd, a well known railway man in England,
and subsequently examined for Mr. Ross, is from
824,000 to $26,000 a mile.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman stated that the Qu'Appelle were to lease
this for some six years, with, in all probability, a
right to purchase.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I guess so.

I understood something of that kind was in con-
templation. It appears to me we had better deal
directly with the Canadian Pacifie Railway them-
selves. What are these gentleman going to do?
Are they going to put in the difference of money
or to get the Canadian Pacifie Railway to finance
for them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. . They will
finance themselves.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And then
lease the road?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes ; for six
years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A curious
arrangement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is the same
arrangement which has been successful with the
Qu'Appelle company.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do the Can-
adian Pacific Railway agree to lease that also?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; for six
years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On terms sub-
mitted for approval by the Railway Department ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes ; the terms
and the contract.

Mr. DALY. On the line of the railway there is
the Bow River, the Red Deer River and the
Saskatchewan, which are all large streams to bridge,
and there are, besides, ten or fifteen small streams
running from the mountain. The expense of
building that road will exceed that of building an
ordinary prairie road.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In reply to what the
First Minister said with reference to fixing the
price of land sold to railways, I would inform him
that the Minnesota Railway have fixed the price for
their lands at $2.50 per acre. The lands were
sold, and they remitted one-half to the settler on
every acre brought under cultivation. That was
found to be a profitable arrangement, because they
made a larger sum from the produce of the lands
thus brought under cultivation than they did by
adding $1.25 extra per acre.

Mr. DALY. That same policy was adopted by
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. All the lands they
sold in the counties of Brandon and Denis and
south of the Canadian Pacific Railway main line
were sold in 1881, 1882, 1883 and 1884, at the same
price as to-day, $2.50 per acre, with a rebate of
$1.25. But they have ceased to give the rebate,
because it imposed conditions which the parties
could not carry out. For instance if a party pur-
chased 320 acres, he found breaking 160 acres
was too much for him. I would not like the
House to run away with the idea that, so far as
the Canadian Pacific Railway is concerned, they
have not sold lands at $2.50. Nearly all the lands
sold in Turtle Mountain, Brandon and Souris
River, with the exception of the last two years
when there has been a rise in the value of the
land, was sol4 at $2.50, and until four years ago
on the principle of $1.25 rebate.

Mr. WATSON. The conditions were such that
the settlers could not carry them out. The settler
got 160 acres, and he had to bring half of that
under cultivation, and could not comply with
that condition. Not one-tenth of the settlers
are able to comply with the terms at all.
The First Minister has stated that, if these lands
were held at a low price, hon. gentlemen would
have no opportunity of speculating. It is not
in connection with speculation that I speak. I
do not ask the Government to provide a lower
price for speculators, but I do say that, when an
actual settler is willing to go in and perform his
homestead duties, he should get the land at an
upset price. I do not care if the railway company
charges speculators $10 an acre. If all the lands in
Southern Manitoba to-day were held at an upset
price of, say, $4 an acre, which I think would be
ample to pay a company to build a road through a
prairie country, I think all the settlers would be
satisfied and the people would settle on those lands
instead of going to the far west. There has been too
much of a rush to the far west for speculative pur-
poses and not for settlement. The speculators have
thought they could get town sites and other advan-
tages, and so they have gone far west. For some
years it was impossible to get homesteads in Mani-
toba at the very time when we were getting people
to come to that Province to settle. Unfortunately
they went south, but I am glad to say that many of
them are coming back now, because they find that
Manitoba is better than the land to the south.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Mr. WATSON. There is no doubt about it. If

the hon. gentleman had pursued a better policy
we would have had these people in Manitoba to-day,
settled, instead of their migrating back and for.
wards as they have been dong. There should be
an upset price on those lands in Southern Manitoba,
of $4 or $5 per acre. I know some of the lands
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that would be occupied at once if they could be
got for $5 or $6 an acre, but they are held for
what they are worth, $10 or $12 an acre, just as a
private individual would hold them for speculative
purposes. I think we, as guardians of the public
domain, should make arrangements in the interest
of the Dominion as a whole.

Resolution reported.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved second

reading of resolution.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Within what

limit do you propose to allow the company to take
this land ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As they earn it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is the

limit of time. I mean within what distance from
the line of their railroad are they to be allowed to
select their land?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Order in Council states
that they may take it within twelve miles on each
side of their line, and any balance of the land from
contiguous lands at the disposal of the Govern-
ment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you give
them the right to choose anywhere ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It must be as contiguous as
possible.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But if there
is no available land contiguous, how far can they
roam?

Mr. WATSON. As I understand, the Canadian
Pacific Railway have reserved for them all the
land north of latitude 52. Does the Government
intend to keep that immense reserve now that they
have taken back a portion of their land? That is
an immerse blanket of land reserved from any
other company.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, we
must take back our lands.

Mr. WATSON. Where are you going to take
them from ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We hope to
have ai that settled during 180. I have no
doubt the Canadian Pacific Railway Company will
make their selection during this year.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is very little
doubt that the 17,000,000 acres, or whatever it may
be, which the Canadian Pacifie Railway still claim,
are equal to all the lands which have been reserved
for them, and that the Government lands which
have been bought back from them are nowhere.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Govern-
ment lands have to be equal in average value to
the land retained by the company.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But, as I understand,
the area the company are still entitled to may be
taken within the belt, or from the reserved dis-
trict, and these very lands lying alongside this
road may be claimed by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and this company may have to go elsewhere.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The land will
run twelve miles on each side of this road f rom the
northern extremity of the original grant of land,
known as the Canadian Pacifie Railway belt, until
it strikes the 52nd degree of north latitude, which
is, the southern boundary of the reserve. This
road cannot go into that reserve until the Canadian

Mr. WATSON.

Pacifie Railway and the Government make an ar-
rangement as to where the balance of the land is
to be taken within that reserve.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How far is
the 52nd degree north of Calgary? I think it must
be about 40 miles.

Mr. DEWDNEY. More than that; but I have
had a map prepared which I will bring down.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it is
120 miles from the boundary line to Calgary. That
is two degrees. If Calgary is two degrees north of
the 49th parallel, you have only one degree be-
tween that and the southern boundary of the
reserve. Then you have to deduct 24 miles for
the Canadian Pacifie Railway belt, so that you
would have only about 35 miles before you struck
the belt from which the lands for this road could
be selected.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have to
get the rest of the land where they can get it.

Mr. WATSON. I thought they would be able
to get their land within the railway reserve north
of line 52.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not unless the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company consents, but,
as the Canadian Pacifie Railway is to run the road,
there will probably be less difficulty than under
other circumstances in arranging this matter, if
the Government conveys to then the land lying
along their line.

Mr. WATSON. That is the great trouble I see
-that a great tract of country is reserved for the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. There is no disguising
the fact that this road is practically a branch of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. That being the
case, we are now allowing another million and a
quarter acres of land to be reserved in some other
locality outside that tract of country, and the
whole North-West country will be tied up under
that company, and no other railway company can
get a land grant in that reserve unless they make an
arrangement with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. CHARLTON. It would be well if the
Government would profit by the exper ience of 'he
United States in the matter of railway grants.
They have been very liberal with railway landgrants
in that country, and their experience shows that
the policy pursued in that respect is a very unwise
one. Roads, when required, have been built with-
out land grants, and the Government of this coun-
try are actually squandering the heritage of the
people in the lands of the North-West by granting
to these corporations land to induce them to build
roads in advance of the wants of the country. It
is a most lamentable policy, and we shall see the
e-vil effects of it soon enough, no doubt.

Resolution concurred in.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave

to introduce Bill (No. 150) respecting a certain
agreement therein mentioned with the Calgary
and Edmonton Railway.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE SAFETY OF FISHERMEN.
Mr. JONES (Halifax) moved that the House

resolve itself into Committee on Bill (No. 96)
for the better securing the safety of certain
fishermen. He said: This bill pased the Sen-
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ate after a very full discussion. It is a Bill that
has been considered necessary in the public inte-
rest, to provide some means of greater security for
the fishermen engaged, notably, in the bank fish-
eries of the Maritime Provinces. This question has
been discussed at considerable length in the United
States, and I notice that a proposal has been made
there to introduce similar provisions into their
laws. This Act has also engaged the attention of
our people at various times, and has been suggested
here, as the hon. Minister is aware, on a previous
occasion. It is intended to provide by the first
section that no boat shall be launched or set ont
from any vessel engaged in the deep or bank fish-
ery for the purpose of fishing without having on
board an accurate and serviceable mariner's compass,
and unless there is placed in such boat at
least two quarts of drinking water and two
pounds of solid food for each man of the crew
of said boat. That is intended to remedy
an evil which is found to exist in the
prosecution of the fisheries. Sometimes the boats
are set off from the vessel in a hurry, and unfor-
tunately they have sometimes been lost in the fog,
and the people have suffered great hardship before
they could reach their vessel again ; and in some
cases these boats have never regained the ship
which they left. The Act provides that when
these dories, as they are called, leave the vessel for
fishing purposes, they shall carry enough water
and provisions to last them at least 48 hours.
The expense will be very small; in that respect it
is a very small matter indeed ; perhaps the com-
pass would cost a couple of dollars, not more, and
the food and water can easily be placed in one end
of the boat in a place which will be provided when
the boat is originally constructed. Those inter-
ested in the bank fishery in our Province, notably
the hon. member for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer),
have long seen the necessity of some provision of
this kind. In many instances the fishermen have
voluntarily provided what this Bill calls for, and
at other times these precautions have been neg-
lected ; therefore it has been thought advisable to
make it compulsory on owners of vessels to provide
these safeguards for the preservation of the crew
engaged in the bank fisheries, and to impose a
moderate penalty for their failing to do so. I
have not heard of any opppsition to this Bill from
people in our own Province who are largely inter-
ested in this fishery ; I think there can be no solid
argument against a measure of this kind which is
intended to benefit a class of people who require
the protection of Parliament.

Mr. COLBY. There is no doubt that the hon.
gentleman has been animated by philanthropic and
humanitarian motives in introducing tiTis Bill.
But so far as I am able to ascertain from the
officers of the Department, and so far as the
Department has been able to ascertain from prac-
tical men who are consulted by the Department
under such circumstances, the Bill is not considered
a necessary one. It is considered to be a useless
Bill, to be inconvenient, expensive, and burden-
some upon the class of people whom it proposes to
protect. If I understand correctly the fishing on
the banks-and I understood the hon. member to
say it was mostly to protect that class of fishermen
-fishing on the banks is mostly done by the
fishermen who are theiselves interested in the

catch, who charter their own vessels, who select
their own captains, and who benefit in the result
of the voyage. Now, I think that is not always
the case. I think the hon. gentleman fron Lunen-
burg (Mr. Eisenhauer) is an exception, and I
think there are some other fishermen like him ;
but I have the authority of a gentleman from the
Maritime Provinces whose opinion is entitled to
weight, that the statement I have just made is
correct. The hon. gentleman himself, of course,
knows whetherIam correct or not in this statement.
Now, if that be the case, it is simply saying to
these fishermen who charter the vessels, the inter-
ested parties, that they shall be compelled to adopt
precautions for their own safety, which they are
privileged to adopt now or not, as they choose. It
is their affair altogether, if the rules which regulate
the safety of vessels and of passengers are not en-
forced and observed in case of these fishing vessels
-this is a matter which concerns the fishernien
themselves. Now, I am very confident that no
representations have come from the fishermen ask-
ing for this legislation. I have taken particular
pains to ascertain this fact. The Department has
not been applied to by the fishermen whom the
hon. gentleman's Bill is designed to protect, for
any such legislation. There is one feature of the
hon. member's Bill, which, I think, certainly ought
not to be adopted, and that is the clause which
imposes a penalty upon a master of a vessel
who permits, under any circumstances what-
ever, a dory to leave the vessel without carry-
ing on each occasion a compass and provisions.
If I understand the matter rightly,, 8 or 10 dories
start from the vessel in the early morning, and if,
by any neglect in any instance a dory should be
permitted to leave without this equipinent, the
master of the vessel would be liable to a very
severe fine, $100, or imprisonment. I think that
is a very hard imposition, and a very severe res-
triction. If it was a matter affecting the safety of
passengers whose lives where dependent on the
regulations to be observed, it would be a different
matter altogether, but it affects fishermen, who, if
they chose, could for a very small expense outfit
themselves, if they thought this a necessary and
proper protection. I am told that this compass
would be of no earthly use so far as regards re-
turning to the vessel in case of fog, or in case of
drifting away unless the bearings of the vessel
were first taken. I am told also that in very many
instances these fishermen would be incapable of
using the compass. I am told further that in the
construction of the dory there are no places
to which the compass could be attached and provi-
sions stored, and thattheequipmentwould have to be
attached to the person and not to the boat. That
kind of compass would be rather a toy compass, I
fancy. While the motive was evidently a good
one which caused this Bill to be introduced, yet,
inasinuch as it was not asked by the only class of
people who could be affected by it, the fishermen
themselves, men of mature years who are accus-
tomed to the perils of the sea and inured to a sea-
faring life, I do not think it should be proceeded
with. I understand they are not a wealthy clas,
and not a class that can bear very heavy burdens,
and this class should be permitted to judge for
themselves as to whether they desire to take on
themselves the expense of this outfit. If they do
think so, it is optional for them to do it now.
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If not, I think it would be burdensome if we com-
pelled thein to do it. I am informed no such
legislation exists in any other country. With the
long experience of Great Britain, United States
and Newfoundland with regard to these fishing
vessels, those countries have not thought it neces-
sary in any instance to impose similar legislation
and similar requirements upon their fishermen. If
the fishermen came to Parliament and said that
their calling was made more hazardous in conse-
quence of this provision not being made by the
owners of the vessels, that would be another ques-
tion altogether. I would say at once that such a
request should be acceded to, and perhaps a charge
should be levied on the owners of the vessels ; but
it is not asked by them in a single instance, and,
on the other hand, it would prove a positive bur-
den on them, and inasmuch as there is no analogy
for it in any country, I do not think at this time
that we should initiate this legislatioi. This is
not the first time this Bill has been before the
House; I think it was before the House last Ses-
sion, and it did not receive favor at that time. I
have voluminous reports here on the subject. The
Department, of which I am the unworthy repre-
sentative, had no prejudice against the Bill, and if
it was a useful Bill they were prepared to accept
it ; but the result of enquiries which had been
made from persons in whom the Department have
great confidence, has led the Department to be-
lieve that it is not desired by the fishermen, that
it would not be wise legislation, and the infor-
mation which the Department has collected is not
favorable to the passage of the Bill. I therefore
feel it my duty to move :

That all the words after " That " be struck out and the
following inserted instead thereof:-" the House do
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the said
Bill this day six months."

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is evident the lion.
gentleman has been misinformed in several parti-
culars, judging by the observations he has
addressed to the House. He said this Bill would
be expensive and burdensome to the fishermen.
The lion. gentleman is perhaps not aware that
when a vessel fits out for the bank fishing, whether
owned by several parties or by one individual, the
outfit forms part of the expenditure of the voyage,
and under the circumstances there would be no
additional expense whatever in taking those pro-
visions on board of the dories when they leave the
vessel to go to their trawls. The provisions and
the compass are there. The hon. gentleman is
aware that the compass is a very snall instrument,
and can be placed in any part of the boat, and all
that would be required would be a small cover for
it. The owners of the vessel find the provisions
and outfit for the voyage, and the fishermen do not
pay one cent towards that expense. They go on
the vessel for the trip or for the season, and when the
vessel returns the owners receive one-half the catch
as belonging to the vessel, while the other half is
divided batween the captain and the crew, and in
that way they receive compensation for their sum-
mer's work. The hon. gentleman says that the
compass would be of no value to them. That
statement occurred no doubt from the lion. gentle-
man not having been informed by those who made
representations to him that the trawls are set in
a certain position from the fishing vessel,
and when the men leave the vessel they take the

Mr. COLBY.

bearings of the trawls, and consequently when
they reach the trawl and have taken their observa-
tions before leaving, if the weather is foggy, all
they have to do is to go back again by the com-
pass to reach the ship. The hon. gentleman
has been informed on this point by a person who
is not familar with the modes in which this
very important industry is conducted ; lie has
evidently been informed by some person in the
Department, I presume in Halifax, because this
Bill did not originate in the Department, and he
thought fit to make objection. But there is
not any objection raised by the lion. Minister
that cannot be met by any practical man at all
familiar with our mode of conducting our fish-
ing. It is only in the deep sea fishing where
people leaving vessels may be exposed to the dan-
ger of being left in the fog not only for hours but

for days, away from their vessel unless the fog
clears up, and if they have no provisions or water
to sustain them, they may be unable to reach their
vessel again. The hon. gentleman says lie is
not aware of this law having been required
or in force in any other country. I am not aware
that there is, but within the United States that
has been the subject of discussion for some years,
and I have no doubt it will become law before
long. In Newfoundland, they have almost entirely
a shore fishery, and therefore they do not require
the saine protection which our Nova Scotia
vessels do, in the deep sea fisheries. Under these
circumstances no comparison can be made. The
hon. gentleman says there has been no application
from the fishermen requiring this Act. Well,
we pass a great many Acts in this House which
have never been asked for by parties interested.
The Government has adopted measures year after
year, for the preservation and safety of people on
rairoads, steamboats and otherwise, which have
not been asked for, but simply because it was
considered that it would be wise and prudent to
inake such provisions. In the present case accidents
have occurred with us and dories have been lost,
because of neglect to take the precautions which the
Bill proposes shall be taken. In my opinion the
hon. the President of the Council has not given
any argument against this Bill. I am aware lie is
not familiar with it himself, and acting as the head
of the Department, in the absence of the Minister
of Marine, lie has taken the information which has
been given probably by some person in Halifax,
who, I repeat, cannot be as familiar with the ques-
tion as ny lion. friend from Lunenburg (Mr.
Eisenhauer) who has been engaged very largely in
that branch of commerce, and who recognises the
importance and necessity of this Bill. I think the
Government would have done well to have accepted
this Bill, because it is in the interest of the fisher-
men. The fishermen are a peculiar class of people.
They would go on from year to year, and would
probably not ask for any of these precautions.
They are naturally a careless class of people. They
are careless about danger, they hardly know the
risks they run themselves, and they are so
accustomed to the dangers of the sea from
their boyhood, that they look with indifference
upon them, and accidents do occur frequently,
because of the neglect of precaution which we are
endeavoring to remedy by this Bill. It is the
duty of the Government to see that the dangers
incident to the hazardous calling of the fishermen
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should be minimized. This Bill was not of my own
introduction, it was proposed by an hon. member
of the Senate and brought down to this House, but
when it was explained to me, and when I had a
conference with the hon. member for Yarmouth
(Mr. Lovitt) and the hon. member for Lunenburg
(Mr. Eisenhauer) and other hon. gentlemen from
the Maritime Provinces, and from my own experi-
ence, and the discussions which have taken place
from last year to the present time, I was persuaded
that the Government would do a great injustice to
the fishermen if they did not allow this Bill to
become law. 1 hope the hon. Minister will even
now reconsider his statement, and allow the Bill to
pass.

Mr. EISENHAUR. I think that with the excep-
tion of the heavy penalty provided, this Bill is a
good one. It would not, however, affect our fisher-
men, for we have already complied with the pro-
visions of the Bill, and the necessary water, and
food, and compasses are carried in their boats. I
know to my personal knowledge, that since they
have taken these precautions, the loss of fishermen
has been far less, and there has been less hardship
and loss of life experienced in cases where they
strayed away from their fishing vessels. As my
hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Jones) has stated,
the expense will not devolve upon the fishermen at
all, as the articles specified are found by the
owners of the vessels. In the county which I have
thehonor to represent, the fishermen, I believe, have
found their own compasses, which are small brass
instruments, three or four inches in diameter and
which cost only about 75 or 80 cents. The
men are quite willing to procure these com-
passes at their own expense, but as it is well
known the provisions are supplied by the owners
of the vessels. The hon. the President of the
Council is altogether mistaken in stating that
these vessels are chartered. As my hon. friend
from Halifax (Mr. Jones) has stated the men get
half the proceeds and everything is found flor
them. I think the $100 penalty mentioned in the
Bill is altogether too high, for in mnany cases, if
the Bill became law, it would be violated uninten-
tionally. Sometimes these crews are called upon
to jump into their boats in a great hurry, and
probably they might forget the necessary supplies.
This might be the case also when the fish are
plenty. There is great rivalry as to who will bring
in the most fish, and sometimes they leave the vessel
without taking time to provide for supplies in the
boat. If this Bill is adopted, I would suggest that
a penalty not exceeding $50 would be ample,
instead of the $100 fine now proposed.

General LAURIE. My hon. friend fr'om
Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer) Las given the very
strongest reasons why the Bill should not pass.
The Bill provides what is required to be placed in
the dory, and the penalty is to be inflicted on the
captain or owner of the vessel, if the regulations
therein set forth are not carried out. As my hon.
friend from Lunenberg (Mr. Eisenhauer) says the
food is provided by the owners of the vessels, and
if the men do not take it in their boats, it is their
own fault. Why should a penalty be imposed on a
captain or owner, if the fishermen being provided
with these things, do not see fit to take them for
their own safety. It is quite true as the hon.
gentleman states that the vessels are, in the main,

worked by the crews on shares, and there is great
rivalry among them as to who will take thermostfish.
They get away in their dorys as quickly as they
can in the early morning, and it would be practi-
cally impossible for the captain to keep the whole
of the crew around his vessel, with the boats
bumping against the sides, if a heavy sea was
running, while he examined the dories to see if
food, water and compasses were carried in every
case. It is out of the question. that the captain of
a vessel should be held responsible in a fine of $100
or imprisonment because the men may so far
neglect their own comfort or safety, as not to
take the necessary articles in their boats.
Then, again, to insist on finding the owner or
captain of the vessel in case the men go out with-
out a fog-horn in their dory, seems to me unreason-
able. The object is that the dory shall get back
to the vessel, and not that the vessel shall go to
the dory. The vessel is provided with a fog-horn,
or bell, or guns ; and when the dory is absent, and a
fog comes on, the fog-horn is sounded on the vessel,
and the dory in that way is brought back. Even
if the men had fog-horns with them, the vessel
could not go tg them;. she would be at anchor,
and she would not lift her anchor every time the
dory was away. It seems to me that the men's
self-interest in their own safety, is the best pre-
caution we can have; and it would be most unrea-
sonable to inflict a heavy penalty on the captain
or owner of the vessel because they neglected their
own safety. The fishermen are often reckless and
daring; their desire is to bring back a full take
to their vessel, and, if possible, to make her high
line in the fleet when they come back to port, and
in their desire to excel they often neglect their
own safety ; and I think it would be hard to inflict
the penalty of their neglect upon the owner or
captain of the vessel.

Mr. KIRK. If the penalty alone is the only ob-
jection the hon. member for Shelburne (Gen. Lau-
rie) has to the Bill, that is a matter which could
easily be remedied in Committee. For my part,
I think the principle of the Bill is a very good one.
There does seem to be a necessity for something of
this kind being done to protect the lives of the
fishermen. Scarcely a year passes without our
hearing of fishermen getting astray in consequence
of fogs, and enduring great suffering. A few years
ago two or three men went away in their boat, and
lost their vessel in a fog, they were away so long
that one or two of them actually died, and the sur-
vivors were actually obliged to drink the blood of
their comrades, and I am not sure but they had to
eat their flesh also to keep themselves alive. It
seems to me that if anything could be done to pre-
vent such suffering, it ought to be done. It
is quite clear that the hon. gentleman
who has charge of the Fisheries Department,
and who has objected to the Bill, is not at
all acquainted with the business. His statement
that the fishermen would incur great expense in
fitting out their vessels if this Bill passed, has al-
ready been shown to be incorrect by the hon.
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) and the hon. mem-
ber for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer). The fisher.
ermen do not share in the expense of fitting out
the vessel; that is done by the owner of the ves-
sel, and I am sure that the expense would not be
very heavy if they were required to furnish a com-
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pass for every boat. I do not think it would be a
hardship on the owners of the vessels if this Bill
were enacted, and I am sure it would not be .a
hardship on the fishermen themselves, but a great
relief to them.

Mr. KENNY. I am sure that the House will
recognise that it is a duty incumbent upon us to do
all we can to protect the lives of the fishermen en-
gaged in the prosecution of their very precarious
calling. I have listened carefully to this discussion
and the arguments advanced in favor of the Bill
now before the House. I do not pretend to have
that intimateacquaintance with the fishing industry
which the hon. member for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisen-
hauer) possesses. I am aware that during the past
few years nany of our fishermen have lost their
lives while engaged in dory fishing ; but I cannot
see that in the absence of the Minister of Fisheries,
who has, I believe, paid special attention to this
matter, any great barm could result in letting the
Bill stand until next year. My hon. friend from
Guysborough (Mr. Kirk) has pointed out a fact with
which we are painfully familiar, that during the past
year or two some of these dory fishermen have
died of starvation ; but we must recognise that
two quarts of water and two pounds of bread in
each dory would hardly have saved the lives of
these men. My hon. friend from Shelburne (Gen.
Laurie) has pointed out that the penalty, which is
really the most important part of the Bill, would
be very oppressive on the owners and captains of
the vessels. It has also d>een mentioned in the
course of the debate that these vessels are now
amply provided with provisionsand with compasses,
and that, consequently, it must be the fault of the
fishermen themselves if they do not take the neces-
sary provisions and the compass with them. The
hon. niember for Lunenberg says that the fisher-
men sometimes forget to take them, or intention-
ally violate this precaution. Well, does my hon.
friend contend that if the fishermen forget to take
the provisions or compass, or intentionally violate
the regulations of the vessel, the captain, who is
really to some extent a co-partner with them in the
enterprise, should be subjected to the whole pe-
nalty ? While I am very anxious that we should
adopt such Jegislation as would protect the dory
fishermen, I do not see what great harm could
result from allowing this Bill to stand over for one
year ; and I would respectfully suggest to the
Department of Fisheries that they might, during
the coming season, institute enquiries along the
fishing coasts of our Province, as to the manner in
which the dory fishing is prosecuted. The fact
has been elicited that in no other country in the
world has similar legislation to that proposed in
this Bill been enacted; and if it is not demanded
by the fishermen who are the most immediately
concerned, I think no great harm can result in
letting it stand over for another year.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. junior member for
Halifax (Mr. Kenny) does not pretend to call in
question the statement which has been made that
loss of life has resulted from failure to comply with
the precautions which this Bill provides shall be
tomplied with ; but he deems this matter to be
one of small importance, evidently, as compared
with the inconvenience of dealing with it during
the absence of the Minister. Now, if the state-
ment made by the lion. member for Guysborough

Mr. Kmx.

(Mr. Kirk) is correct, that instances have occurred
of boat crews starving in consequence of their
failure to provide themselves with food, and if
these occurrences are liable to happen again, surely
there is reason for the passage of this Bill. The
expense to be incurred is a very slight one--a
small compass which can be procured for $1.50 or
$1, and a small quantity of provisions. It may be
true that the fishermen should make provision
themselves to secure thenselves against distress ;
but let it be incumbent on the owners, and loss of
life and much suffering would be prevented. If
the facts are as presented there is pressing necessity
for the passing of this Bill. It is not sufficient
reason to assign that the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries is absent from his post, and therefore the
condition of things which we deplore should con-
tinue for another year.

Mr. ELLIS. The argument with which the
Government endeavor to head off this proposed
legislation is entirely inconsistent with the argu-
ment they advanced last year in the case of pro-
tecting seamen on the upper lakes. It was then
contended that it was a matter of free will to these
seamen, to engage on board of the old vessels
complained of, but nevertheless the Department
supported its legislation entirely on the ground
that it was in the interest of the seamen and
necessary for their safety. Now the argument is
entirely opposite. It is that the men can protect
themselves. Everybody who knows anything of
the fisheries in the fishing season knows that cases
are constantly occurring of boats getting lost during
foggy weather. Sometimes for three or four days
the whole fishing population, indeed the whole
population of the Provinces, * are excited
over the fact that three or four boats have
gone astray and have not been picked up.
The men no doubt have neglected to make any
arrangements for themselves, and the owners make
no arrangements for them, and the consequence is
that the men suffer great privation and often
die. This may be a matter of no great concern to
the Legislature, but the Legislature does deal with
questions of this kind, and in this case it ought to
take hold of this matter and make some provision
for the fishermen who are largely at the mercy of
the captains of vessels and the men who employ
them. With regard to the penalty, it seems to me
a heavy penalty, but a provision could be made
requiring these dories to be provided in the way
prescribed by the Bill.

Amendment of Mr. Colby (six months' hoist)
agreed to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 12.15
a.m. (Tuesday).

HROUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 6th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYEnS.

OTTAWA ELECTION.
Mr. SPEAKER informed the louse that the

Clerk of the House had received from the Clerk of
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the Crown in Chancery a certificate of the election
and return of Charles Herbert Mackintosh, Esq.,
to represent the electoral district of the city of
Ottawa.

THE BREMNER FURS.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I would ask the Government
whether we will soon receive the printed evidence
in the Middleton and Bremner case. I understood
it was to be printed as soon as possible.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think it has been printed.
Mr. CASGRAIN. It has not been distributed.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. My neighbor here shows

me a copy lie has received.

Mr. LAURIER. We have noue.

Mr. DAVIN. It cannot have been distributed,
for I did not get one.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I will see that it is distri-
buted.

Mr. BLAKE. I have understood that the hon.
gentleman got many things in advance. A state-
ment was made yesterday, that to-day we would
be informed when the consideration of the report
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections
would take place.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Prime Min-
ister is not here now, and the hon. gentleman
might repeat his question when lie is here.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When I receive anything
in advance, I do not desire to keep it to myself.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES ACT.

Mr. DEWDNEY moved second reading of Bill
(No. 146) to amend the Acts respecting the North-
West Territories. He said: The principal provisions
in this Act are the following :-It is deemed advis-
able to define the Territories more particularly
than they are at present defined, and to change
their name to the Western Territories of Canada.
This is proposed to be done by section 3 of the
Bill. Sections 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 contain the provi-
sions which are to govern the composition of the
Legislative Assembly, the periods at which sittings
thereof are to be held, and the mode of proceedings
for electing a new Assembly, or for filling a vacancy.
Section 10 defines the classes of subjects respecting
which the Legislative Assembly may make ordi-
nances. By section 13 of the Bill the powers of a
single judge are to be extended and defined. By
the same section the confirmation, reversal, or
modification, by the Court of Appeal, of the
decision of a single judge is to be provided for. By
section 14 provision is to be made for the perform
ance of the duties of a sheriff or a clerk in
the event of a vacancy through death or otherwise.
By section 18 provision is to be made to empower
each judge of the Supreme Court of thetFerritories
to be ex-of)icio a district magistrate for the Terri-
tories, and also to sit as a criminal court to try and
determine charges preferred against any persons
for the offences which are specified in that sec-
tion. -By section 22 of the Bill provision is to be
made as to the manner of indicting persons so
charged. By section 23 provision is to be made
for the transmission, by a justice of the peace or
magistrate holding a preliminary investigation
imto any criminal offence, which inay not be tried
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under " The Sumnary Convictions Act," of the
records of such investigation; and for the notifica-
tion of a judge, with the object of affording the
person charged with the crime, a speedy trial.
By section 24 those persons convicted of a breach
of a municipal by-law and sentenced to imprison-
ment on account of such breach, are to be excepted
from the provisions of section 79 of chapter 50 of
the Revised Statutes, unless the municipality shall
arrange with the Commissioner of the North-
West Mounted Police for the maintenance of
the person so convicted during the period of his
sentence. By section 30 the wording of section
108 of the said chapter 50 is to be slightly changed,
and two sub-sections are to be added thereto.
The first of these sub-sections fixes the width of
public highways, roads or trails which existed in
the Territories prior to survey, and also provides
for the improvement of the location thereof by the
surveyor, if necessary. The second retains the
title to the highways in the town for the public
uses of the Territories, and provides that such
roads cannot be altered and that the land cannot
be sold except by consent of the Governor in
Council. The amendment proposed by section 31
to section 110 of the said chapter 50 will give the
Legislative Assembly which will be elected to
succeed the present one the right to regulate and
to decide the manner of recording and publishing
its proceedings. By section 32 of the Bill it
is to be provided that no change shall be made in
the existing law of the Territories concerning
intoxicating liquor until the dissolution of the
present Assembly has afforded the inhabitants an
opportunity of expressing their opinion with
regard to the nature of sueh change. The other
sections of the Bill contain no material alterations
of the present law.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman has only
given us a synopsis of what the Bill coutains, but
no explanations as to the reasons of the alterations
made in the Act. I think no more important sub-
ject could be brought before this House at the
present time than a Bill legislating in regard to the
North-West Territories, and the House, I am
sure, will be disappointed at the more than dry
manner in which the hon. gentleman has introduced
this subject, but I cannot blame him very much
for that, because the Bill itself is a very dry one,
and the changes made in the present law are mostly
technical, with the exception of section 13, which
is clothing the Legislature of the North-West
Territories with powers similar to those now en-
joyed by the Provinces. In fact, section 13, as
amended by this Bill, is largely borrowed from
section 92 of the Confederation Act, which gives
the powers now enjoyed by the Provinces. I do
not find fault with the Administration for enlarg-
ing, to that extent, the powers now enjoyed by the
Legislature, but it seems to me that while the
Government was making that concession, it would
have been opportune to supplement it with another
concession by giving responsible government to the
Territories. The Territories are not progressing
very fast, but still the population which goes
there is an advanced population, well educated,
and already showing great powers of self-govern-
ment. There are some subjects of a nature which
had better be entrusted to them than kept in this
House. They are the best judges of what is best
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for them in their present condition. It is felt that
the powers which they have already received are
inadequate, and I question very much whether
this small measure of reform, though it may be
accepted for what it is worth, will meet the condi-
tion of the people of the Territories. If the Gov-
ernment had seen fit to give them a responsible
government, or «t least a larger measure of self-
government, than they have at the present time,
many of the difficulties which may come before
this House at some time or another, and many of
the difficulties which may arise in the Territories
themselves, under the present system, would in all
probability be avoided. All the difficulties that
have arisen between the Lieutenant Governor and
the Legislature-and they have had some difficul-
ties during the last Session-arose from the fact
that the Governor had not a responsible body of
advisers who were answerable to the House, and
this fact shows the necessity for some larger mea-
sure of responsible government. Under the cir-
cumstances, I do not venture at this moment any
further criticism of this Bill than to say that, in
my judgment, it falls short of what should be the
proper remedy for the difficulties which may arise,
not only in this House but in the Territories
themselves.

Mr. DAVIN. I sympathise, to some extent,
with the remarks that have fallen from the leader
of the Opposition. Thoge remarks are not couched
in a spirit of hostility to the Government or to
this Act. In fact, this Act is travelling along the
road that the hon. and learned gentleman wishes
it to go, but he would have it go further. I think
that so long as the Act remained as it was there
was a very large section of the people in the North-
West who were well content. I may tell the lion.
gentleman that though there was some difficulty in
the Assembly last year, I believe as a fact that the
weight of opinion in the North-West was with the
minority of that Assembly. By the 1 lth sub-clause
of section 10, that is to say, section 13 of the
Revised Statutes, whichli has been put in by the
Senate, all the powers that call for responsibility
are gi'ven, as we find by these words:

" The expenditure of such portion of any moneys appro-
priated by Parliament for the Territories as the Governor
in Council may instruct the Lieutenant Governor to
expend by and with the advice of the Legislative Assem-
bly."
I am afraid that unless some form of responsible
government is given, that money will be worse
than wasted ; that money will be expended-
how ? It will be expended by the Lieutenant
Governor by and with the advice of the Leg-
islative Assembly. Why, Sir, what will happen ?
You will have that money log-rolled, as we know
has often happened in the history of such Gov-
ernments. Suppose moneys were voted here in
Committee of Supply ; if you allowed those
moneys to be expended by the advice of this
Parliament without any Government to be respon-
sible therefor to the people, the result would be
that vast sums that are now carefully expended,
would be worse than wasted. With regard to the
local fund which they raise now, amounting, I
think, to some $16,000 or $17,000, that sum is log-
rolled. The manner in which that sum is expended is
this : It is divided by 22, and the quotient given
to each member, and whether he needs it or not, he
naturally takes it,although sometimes lie may have

Mr. LAURIiR.

to fall back upon his inventive faculties for ways
of expending it. Yet, of course, lie does expend it.
One case happened where an hon. gentleman spent
the money on purposes that never could have been
contemplated when it was voted ; and, therefore,
I think, as we have gone thus far, probably it
would be as well to go still further and to give
them a little government. I think there are some
parts of the Bill that will be found an improve-
ment ; but, when we come to the clause dealing
with the appointment of deputy sheriffs, I will ask
the Committee to accept an amendment. It seens
to me that is indefensible ; it is vicious in principle,
to have the Assembly provide for the appointment
of deputy sheriffs ; it would be much better to
have the judges provide for the necessity of the
appointment of deputy sheriffs, because if you have
this work devolving on the Assembly, every mem-
ber of the Assembly will be troubled with requests
from every little town in his district to have a
deputy sheriff appointed, because every little place
would think it would obtain a certain importance
if it had a deputy sheriff. The subject was dis-
cussed elsewhere, if I may refer to it in passing,
and all the North-West opinion was in the direc-
tion which I now express myself. I will ask the
Government to consider that point, because, as I
say, you will have such a large number of deputy
sheriffs that the receipts will not be enough to give
them bread and salt. I think, on the whole, there
are very good reforms in the Bill, and the North-
West will welcome it.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it impossible to attach
too much importance to the point on which the
hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) has
just enlarged. We are proposing to make a
departure from the principles of responsible
government, as we understand them, in a most
important particular. I admit that it is difficult
to deal with the exigency otherwise than it is
dealt with by this Bill, without responsible govern-
ment. The principle, as I understand it, is that,
with respect to the expenditure of public moneys,
it is the Crown that initiates, not the Assembly.
The Assembly is supposed to be a check, a guard,
to keep the drag on ; that is the function of the
popular body. I quite agree that eminent states-
men, not theorising, but dealing with actual
results in late years in the mother country, have
pointed out how far the English House of Com-
mons has departed from the ancient traditions;
how far it has ceased to be a bi4lwark and support
to the Administration in matters of prudence and
economy in public expenditure. But, none the less,
I hold it to be the most important ingredient in se-
curing economy, and also good direction, in public
expenditure, that there shall be an initiative some-
where else than in the popular assembly, and, deeply
as I differ from the hon. member for West Assiniboia
(Mr. Davin) as to his characterisation of the ex-
penditures that have taken place in this House, or
rather with the sanction of this House, I say they
are, beyond all comparison, better, more prudent,
and wiser than they would have been if such a
system as we are proposing to give the North-
West Territories had existed here. We have had
a few instances, I am glad to say only a few, of
attempted departure from that system. There have
been perhaps three cases, three only occur to my
mind at this mofhent, in which select commttees
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have substantially, though not nominally, been
allowed to deal with old claims in order, I am
afraid, that the Executive might escape the re-
sponsibility, with the inevitable result that the
claims were allowed ; but, subject to those trifling
exceptions, which only mark the rule, we have
observed the rule. We are not without experience
in this matter in the old Province. In the early
days of the old Legislature of Canada, prior to
1840, when, as you know, we had a system which
was not a system of responsible government,
although there were Ministers representing the
Crown, at that time, as Mr. Bourinot says:

" All applications for pecuniary assistance were ad-
dressed directly to the House of Assembly, and every
Governor, especially Lord Sydenham, has given his testi-
nony as to the injurious effect of the system. The Union

Act of 1840 placed the initiation of many votes in the
Crown, and this wisepractice was always strictly followed
up to 1867, wheu the new Constitution came into force."

And we know the language of the present Constitu-
tion pt ovides expressly :

" It shall not be lawful for the House of Commons to
adopt or pass any vote, resolution, address or Bill for the
appropriation of any part of the public revenue, or of any
tax or impost, to any purpose that has not been first re-
comnended by a Message of the Governor General, in the
the Session in which such vote, resolution, address, or
Bill is proposed."
A similar provision is inserted in the Constitution
of each Provincial Legislature. Now, as I have
said, I see the difficulty in which hon. gentlemen
opposite were plunged when they came to deal
with this question, because they have got one or
two alternatives to adopt. They have to adopt
the language we find here, which says:

" The expenditure of such portion of any moneys appro-
priated by Parliament for the Territories, as the Governor
in Couneil may instruct the Lieutenant Governor to ex-
pend, by and with the advice of the Legislative Assem-

county is decided according to constitutional princi-
ple, while the detailed application has been left, with
very injurious results, to the local imembers. But
the hon. gentleman tells us, that in this case the
total fund to be disposed of is divided by the nuin-
ber of constituencies, and each member is given his
equal share. Of course, it is impossible to sup-
pose, that in a territory like the North-West, in
which, with the best possible desire, you cannot
have equal areas with equal wants all over, that
an equal division of money all over is a just
division. Why, it is beyond all possibility that
such an arrangement can be just, and it is im-
portant that what scanty funds are available should
be expended for such objects as may on the advice
of responsible Ministers, be submitted to the As-
sembly and as shall by the Assembly be deemed to
be for the.general good. It might be that a par-
ticular district might be infinitely more benefited
in reality by the whole fund being expended out-
side of it, in an adjoining district; its own im-
niediate local interests mighlt be better served
by a large expenditure on a bridge or other means
of public communication, than by being frittered
away in the district itself. Such a system as
this is one which certainly does not encourage
us in the scheme of placing more funds in
this present fashion under the control of the
Assembly. I think, therefore, we are face to
face with a very serious question when we are en-
gaged in the work commenced in 1875, that high
and noble work for any Legislative Assembly, the
task of improving, as we were engaged then in the
task of inaugurating, the institutions under which
a large territory, to be inhabited at some future
day, we hope, by millions, may grow up and
prosper.

bly." Mr. LARIVIÈRE. In the early part of this
That is to say, the advice of the Assembly is to rule. Session, a question closeiy connected with the pre-
They had that course open to them. Or the course sent legislation which we are now called upon to
was open to them of providing that the Lieutenant examine was raised in this fouse, and it was then
Governor should send down his Message, and with- stated althongh the population of the North-West
out that Message it should not be competent for the Territories was largely composed of a class of
LegislativeAssembly to deal with the questionatall. people using the French language, it was astonish-
There you would at once be face to face with irres- ing that in the North-West Council, composed of
ponsible rule. The Legislative Assembly cannot 22 members, not one had beeu returned Who
condemin the Lieutenant Governor, or dismiss belonged to the French Canadian nationality. This
him, or alter his position in any way, his advisory was due to the fact that the electoral divisions
council is not responsible ; and you are brouglit face were so arranged, that tie French population could
to face with a difficulty which must subsist for the not muster a sufficient number of electors to elect
want of responsible government. But, on the other one of themselves to represent their interests in
hand, what are we doing by the proposed plan ? We that Council. I expected that the present Bih
are deliberately initiating that system which was would contain such provisions, as would alter the
deliberately abandoned in the early history of the electoral divisions so as to give the French popula-
old Province, where it was tried with injurious tion of the North-West Territories a chance of
results, which has been deliberately rendered having representatives upon the 6oor of their
impossible by the constitutional Act, as to this Council. The hon. member for Saskatchewan (Mr.
Assembly and as to the Provincial Legisla- Macdowall) uade at the time a suggestion, that
tures, and which is decidedly opposed to the when amendnients should be framed to the North-
spirit of the British Constitution. The hon. gen- West Territories Act, they should contain such
tleman from Assiniboia has told us of the method changea as would help the French ppulation
of the expenditure of the scanty funds, which to b properîy represented and if My
up to this time the Legislative Assembly has memory serves me right, the promise was
been allowed to expend. It is not an entirely iven to him, that when such legisiation wouid be
new method of expenditure, because, I happen brought before this fouse, it would contain apro-
to know, that in the Province of Nova Scotia there vision whereby the desired change would be effeet-
are certain moneys called "road moneys," the ed, and whereby the interests of those which are
disposal of whioh has been placed under the to-day unrepresented in that body, would be pro-
control of members ; but, even there, the ques- tected. I am sorry to sec, that when a suggestion
tion of deciding as to how much shall go to c was made to the Senate tec that effet, it waa fot
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accepted by those who had the Bill in charge ;
and the Bill which now comes before this House
is, consequently, without such provision. Out of
22 members composing the North-West Council,
as I have said, not one belonged either to the
French nationality, or even to the Catholie religion,
although one-fifth of the North-West is French.
The population of the North- West Territories, ac-
cording to the last census, was 22,000 or 27,000
inhabitants, out of which 4,800 were of French
origin, and these people, as I repeat, are without
representation in the North-West Assembly.
Before this Bill is adopted by the House, I hope
that such an amendment as will rectify this state
of affairs will be incorporated. When a Constitu-
tion was given to the Province of Quebec, at Confe-
deration, the framers were very careful to set apart
a certain number of counties which were called the
English counties ; and by the Constitution, the
Legislature of the Province of Quebec could not
interfere with the limits of these counties, so that
the Protestant minority of the Province would
have their representatives, and would thus be pro-
tected against the majority. I say that this was well
done. Although there was no danger, still it was
right, I believe, that the minority should be pro-
tected against the majority. If we had this pro-
tection in the Province of Manitoba, we would not
have had to regret the legislation recently adopted
in that Province. I maintain that it is within
our duty, as representatives of the people here, to
see that the minority is protected in the North-
West Territories, as it is in the Province of Mani-
toba by the Constitution, and as the Protestant and
English minority of the Province of Quebec is also
protected by the Constitution. I repeat expressing
the hope that, before this Bill is put through all its
stages in this House, such provision will be incor-
porated as shall protect the minority of the North-
West Territories, as far as their right to fair repre-
sentation at least, is concerned.

Mr. McCARTHY. I agree with a great deal
which has been said by my hon. friend from West
Durham (Mr. Blake), but I do not think lie has
quite stated the law ; he has not stated it, at all
events, as I understand it. The difficulty with the
North-West Territories is, that the Advisory Coun-
cil is not responsible as a Government would be ;
although it is stated that the Lieutenant Governor
has to consult the Advisory Council with regard to
the expenditure of noneys. It is a hybrid system.
It is neither a system of responsible government,
such as we are accustomed to understand it, nor is
it a system by which the Executive-that is, the
Lieutenant Governor of the N orth-West Territories
-- is responsible, and, I suppose, solely responsible to
his official head. But I think the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) was wrongin this respect.
As I understand the effect of the amendment now
proposed, it is this : that in addition to the moneys
which the people of the North-West vote them-
selves, and which, according to the present practice,
they are supposed to have control over ; they are
to have control over such further sums of money,
under the ilth sub-section :

" As the Governor in Couneil may instruct the Lieuten-
ant Governor to expend, by and with the advice of the
Legislative AssembIy."
My hon. friend will see that under another clause
of the North-West Territories Amending Act of

Mr. LARIVERE

1888, these moneys so expended will have to be
recommended by the Lieutenant Governor ; so, in
point of fact, one of the mischiefs -he pointed
out, that that would be an expenditure without
any responsibility, is, as I conceive, the result of
the present scheme ; the Lieutenant Governor is
not responsible, as the hon. gentleman pointed
out, but no money can be expended by the Council
without his recommendation. To my mind, that
is a most unfortunate condition of things, and I
join with the hon. gentlemen of the Opposition in
thinking that, if the day bas not come, it is fast
approaching, when responsible government might
well be given to the North-West Territories, in some
degree at all events. I do not mean to say that
we should give them control of the public lands,
but I believe that responsible government might
well be given in a very large degree to the people of
the North-West Territories. A Bill of a sinilar
nature to this is now before the British Parlianene
with regard to West Australia, and although the
population there is 65,000 only-not so much at
the population of the North-West Territories,
if my memory serves me right-the Imperial
Government have introduced a Bill proposing
to confer on West Australia responsible govern-
ment, though not giving them absolute control
over the great public lands of that country. With
that exception, I do not know why our North-
West Territories, with 100,000 inhabitants, as,
I think, they clain themselves to be, should not
be entrusted with responsible government, instead
of the extraordinary system which is perpetuated
to some extent by this neasure. Any one who
reads the difficulties of the last session of the
North-West Assembly will see how important it
is in the interests of that country that this ques-
tion should be settled, and settled promptly. We
find that in the early days of the last meeting of
the Legislative Assembly, Mr. Haultain's Admin-
istration resigned, because the Licutenant Gover-
nor declined to account for the expenditure which
had been voted by the Assembly the preceding
session. Then we find, that a new Advisory Board
having been selected, the Council promptly voted
want of confidence in them, and the Advisory Board
having refused to resign on account of that, the
Legislative Assembly refused to vote money which
had been recommended by the Lieutenant Governor.
There is a deadlock ; it is a deadlock that this
measure is certainly not going to get rid of in any
way ; the same difficulty will arise next session ;
and I really think that when the Bill is before us,
some more adequate provision should be made for
getting rid of a difficulty which is calculated to
create uneasiness and disturbance in the North-
West, the result of which we must all deplore.
I notice, too--though it is perhaps not intentional-
that the effect of the Bill is rather to limit the
authority of the Legislative Assembly of the
North-West. The 9th sub-section of section 13
simply gives power to the North-West Assembly
to constitute courts of civil jurisdiction ; but that
Assembly has up to this time had power, which it
will cease to have if this Bill becomes law, to consti-
tute courts of criminal jurisdiction as well. I do not
know the reason for that change. However, these
are provisions which will, perhaps, undergo dis-
cussion in committee, and I merely refer to them
now, without in any sense opposing the second
reading. I regret that this Bill has not been
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brought down earlier in the Session. Dealing as it withtha exception of this new and small Party which las
does with a territory of such vast extent and with l ' sprung up-as a solution of the difficulty which can
such a large population, I think it is not too much reasonablybe accepted."
to say, that it is one of the most important, Well, I do not understand, and on endeavoring to
if not the most important measure of the whole recaîl the discussion, 1 cannot now derive froni it,
Session, and I think it is a pity that it has been aithougl I paid pretty close attention to it, how
left to be considered in the dying h'ours of the this compromise was agreed to. 1 do remember, that
,Session. But, when the proper time comes, I will ry hon. friend frorn West Assiuiboia (Mr. Davin)
muove with regard to one or two clauses-one mov d a resolution proposing that the whole suhject
clause which I see in the Bill, and another which should le left to the people of the North-West after
I object to not seeing there, if that is not a Hiber- the general elections; I understood that a large pro-
nianisi. I propose to ask the Committee to recon- portion of the fouse were in favor of that; 1 heard
sider the resolution which is now to be found the right lon. gentleman who leads the fouse
embodied in the 31st clause of the Bill: applaud the sentiment, and I think, if I arn not

" Either the English or the French language may be niistaken. that le spoke lu favor of it. Shortly
used by any person in the debates of the Legislativa afterwards, the hon. mamber for West Durlin
Assembly of the Territories and in the proeeedings before (Mr. Blake) made a proposition, he not being
the courts; and both those languages shall be used in the satisfied either vith the Bill or the arndmant of
records and iournals of such Assembly: and all ordinan-
ces made under this Act shall be printed in both those the hou. member for West Assiniboia. Within
languages: Provided, however, that after the next twenty-four hours afterwards, this other amend-
general election of the Legislative Assembly, such ment was suggested, but it was not suggested as
Assenbly may, by ordinance or otherwise, regulate its
proceedings, and the manner of recording and publishing the resuit of a compromise or anything of the
the same: and the regulations so made shall be embodied kind. Perhaps the leader of the other fouse
in a proclamation which shall be forthwith made and knows more about it than I do; ah 1 kuow of it was
published by the Lieutenant Governor in conformity with
the law, and thereafter shall have full force and effect."

what 1 protest against, ia that Parliamient should
Now, I subimit that this clause does not at all le supposed to li bound by any arrangement corne
dispose of the question of the dual language. I to on that occasion. I ventured to Say then, an( 1
notice that the hon. gentleman who represents the now, that that is not going to settle the
Government in the other House calls it a compro- difhculty. If this dual lauguage discussion is
umise. If it is a compromise, 1 do not know who caîcuîated to arouse passions and feelings whîch
were the parties to that compromise. I do nlot had better not be aroused, then the proper thiug
know why the Upper House should have felt bound for Parliarent to do la to settie the question once
or precluded by some arrangement or compromise
made with regard to this question. Who were the does it do? It merely leaves to the Asscmbly of
parties to the compromise ? Were the people of the the Territories the power to say tlat the Journals
North-West consulted ? Had they any notice of it, shah be priuted in the way they thiuk fit ; in
or did they assent to it? other words, they shah ot bc priuted in both

languages ; andi further, that but one lauguage.
MEMBER INTRODUCED. if théy please, shah bi spoken lu the Assenbly. I

CHAnLES H. MAcKINToSH, Esq., Member for the have not the slightest doubt that, without any law
Electoral District of the City of Ottawa, introduced by at ail, any reasonable body of inen mcd I take it
Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr. Robillard. that the members of the North-Wcst Absembly

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES ACT. are reasouable suen-would permit une of itsmenibers to speak in any language which suited
Mr. McCARTIY. I was pointing out that it hlm, lu which they could follow him. I

had been urged in the other branch of the Legisla- (u not think they require any law for that.
ture that this compromise had been agreed to, and Io not think that is the grievance wbîch was
that by reason of the compromise it was not in the complaie of. Whut the peuple of the North-
public interest that this agitation, as it was termed, Mest comnplaiued of, and what they stili, if 1 rend
shouli be prolonged or renewed. What I want to their press aright, complain of, is that this la a
know is, who were the parties to the compromise, perpetuation of the systen of dual languages, and,
and why should we be bound or precluded by an therefore, calculated to do a great deal of mis-
arrangement when we cannot even tell who were chief, uuless put an end to at an early day.
the parties to it. It was not stated on the floor of That systen is shil maintained lu the courts.
this House that there had been any arrangement; I du not objeet, nor need anybody objet,
certainly no arrangement was agreed to on the to the printing of the laws iu as inany i
floor of the flouse other than that found in the guages as the Assembly thinka necessary; it is
vote that was cast. Then, was the arrangement not necessary to impose by this Act îmuperati-ely
made outside of the House ? If so, who were the upon the Assembly that the laws sial1 be printed
parties to it ? It was stated, I see, by the hon. in French and Engliali, as that is a matter which
gentleman who represents the Government in the reasouabie men wonld leal with properly and
other Chamber fairly. What I feel, an w-at I think inost peu-

"The reason is precisely the one which my hon. friend pie feel on this subject, la the mischief resulting
from Ottawa stated, and it is the one which actuates from the policy of perpetuating the dual systen of
probably nearly every man in this Chamber who votes language. I do fot propose to renew the discus-
for the proviso, namely, that by the introduction of the
proviso it is intended not to prolong or increase or re-
new the agitation on this subject, but, by accepting it, to tention of the fouse to an omission which is par-
seek to put an end to the agitation on this subject, becausLe haps stili more serions lu this Bil, and that is witl
it represents something in the nature of a compromise reference to the question of education. By the
which has been impliedly entered into and agreed uponhy the leaders of ail parties in politics lu this country- law, as it now stands, separate achools have
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been, since 1875, absolutely imposed upon the
people of the North-West Territories. The
majority constitutes its school and then the
minority, whether Protestant or Catholic, bas a
separate school. This system differs from the
system prevailing in Ontario in this way, that in
Ontario we have the public schools, which are the
general schools, and then we have the separate
schools which are the schools of the Roman Catholic
minority. But in the North-West Territories the
law is the sanie as in the Province of Quebec, I
believe; at all events, it is that the majority
having forned their school, the minority, whether
Protestant or Catholic, are then entitled to form
theirs. So that there are in most of the districts
two schools-the school of the niajority, whether
Roman Catholic or Protestant, and that of the
minority. The intention of our Constitution is to
give the Local Assemblies absolute and com-
plete control over education. That is the scheme
of our Constitution. In the cases of Quebec
and Ontario, special restrictions were imposed
on both these Provinces ; but in all the other
Provinces of the Dominion there is no restriction
wvhatever, and the question is left to be settled by
the local authorities, who are the most competent
to deal with it. I propose to ask the Committee,
when this Bill is in committee, to place the
law in the North-West Territories exactly in that
position. When this law was passed, it was said
there were only five hundred people in the North-
West Territories. It was passed, so far as the
Senate was concerned, in opposition to a very
large number of Senators. I have here the debate
on the subject, and I find that this clause of the
Bill was only carried by a majority of two, it hav-
ing been opposed on a motion made by Senator
Aikins and strongly supported by the Hon.
George Brown. The late Mr. Brown opposed it
on the ground that it was contrary to the spirit of
the Constitution, as the British North America
Act gave the matter of education absolutely to the
Provinces, and that, as at that time, the North-
West Territories were being endowed with certain
powers, the power should be given to them of
dealing with this question. Mr. Brown spoke,
according to the official reports of the Senate, as
follows :

" He held this provision was quite contrary to the
British North America Act. Nothing was more clear

was up-a similar law. Well, I have learned from
members coming from New Brunswick that the
school system there has acted satisfactorily, and
that there is no substantial grievance complained
of by the minority, who do not find that, in attend-
ing the ordinary public schools, they are suffering
any great wrong. We know that in the Province
of Ontario, in many places, all classes of religion
attend the public schools. I know of one place in
my own riding where the Roman Catholics have
always refused to have separate schools, althougli
they are a very large body in that particular town-
ship. They are quite content, rather more
than content, to send their children to the
public schools, confident that by joining
with the others they would get a much better
education than by dividing the schools into two
smaller bodies. The suggestions, therefore, which
were made in the Senate in support of this clause
of the Bill, experience has shown to be not war-
ranted by the results. It is urged that this
and kindred questions should not be dealt with
until after the next elections, and I propose to
move an amendment in that sense. The Legislative
Assembly has unanimously petitioned that the
clause to which I refer should be amended in the
direction I speak of. I find, upon the 29th of
October, on motion of Mr. Richardson, seconded
by Mr. Brett, it was resolved

" That an humble Address be presented to lis Exeell-
ency, the Governor General in Council, the Senate and the
Bouse of Commons, praying that an Act be passed to
amend the North-West Territories Act by repealing sub-
section 1, of section 14, after the word education ' in
the second line."

In other words, simply giving the North-West
Assembly power to deal with the subject of educa-
tion. A special committee was thereupon ap-
pointed to draft a petition, and both these motions
were carried unanimously ; and I find on page 65
of the Journals of the North-West Assembly, that a
petition to the same effect was presented and
again unanimously adopted. However, if there is
any doubt about the propriety of asking the
North-West Assembly to deal with this question at
present, I am quite willing to yield to that doubt,
because a year or two cannot make any great
difference. Therefore, I propose to move in Coni-
mittee that after the next election they shall have
power to deal with this subject of education in an
unrestricted manner.

that each Province should have absolute control over
education. He beld that was the only principle on whieh Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. regret I was
the Union Act could be continued. If the Dominion
Government interfered in local matters we would get
into inextricable confusion with the Provinces. The this debate, and that I had not the advantage of
safe way for us was to let each Province suit itself in this hearing all the argument of the lon. member for
matter. The country was filled with people of all classes r
and creeds, and there would be no end to confusion if each
class had to have its own peculiar school system. It had In any way to le eitler a consolidation of the laws
been said this clause was put in for the protection of the respecting the North-West Territories or to make
Protestants against the Catholics, the latter being the anysubstantial ainendments, except to renove the
most numerous. But he, speaking for the Protestants,
was in a position to say that we did not want that pro- c h etucation and leavîng to a
tection. In this case, it was proposed that the national future Parliament tle discussion of tle whole
machinery should be used for the imposition and collec- syste o
tion of taxes upon persons of peculiar denominations
for the support of schools of their kind. It was n , n a very few years, the population there
attempt to enforce uvon that country peculiar views with will be sucl as to call for the division of the
regard to education. Territories into Provinces. Then I have no doubt
Now, what was the argument against this conten- a constitution will be adopted similar in substance
tion ? It was that the system of separate schools to the constitutions that prevail in the varions
and public schools was prevailing in Ontario and existing Provinces of the Dominion. Tle legis-
Quebec, and that it was the subject of very great hature of Canada has proceeded, witl reference to
regret that there was not in New Brunswick-be- the organisation of the North-West, with great
cause at that time the New Brunswick question care and caution. It will be remembered that at

Mr. MJCARTOiy.
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first that country was governed by a Lieutenant
Governor with a council appointed, I think, alto-
gether by the Crown, and afterwards with a council
couposed of a certain number of Crown nominees
and a certain number of elected councillors. The
governor was practically without responsibility to
the Legislature, and I have no doubt that was
designedlyso, the Governor being responsible to the
central Government, and that central Government
or Cabinet being responsible to the Dominion
Parliament. The amended measure which was
introduced, I think, by my hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) made a further advance and
provided that when the population amounted to a
certain number-

Mr. BLAKE. That was introduced by the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg the hon.
gentleman's pardon for the error. That provided
that, when the number of the elected members
amounted to 21, the nominated council should
disappear, and it should be changed from a council
to an assembly, and the Governor would then sever
himself-if I recollect aright-from the council of
which before he was merely a member, and would
assume a more distinct political existence, in fact,
would assume by degrees the position of the
representative of the Crown in a Province. Still,
there was no responsible government provided for
in so nany words in that Act. In 1888, the last
Act was passed, by which without the Lieutenant
Governor having a responsible government as we
understand it, without having advisers selected
froin the assemnbly and obliged to go back to their
constituents for re-election upon being appointed
advisers of the Crown, it was provided that
further steps should be taken towards the assimil-
ation of the system there to that which prevails in
the Provinces, so that the Lieutenant Governor
should have an advisory board taken froin the
Assembly, and so on. The difficulty-if difficulty
it nay be called-the difference of opinion in the
North-West arose from the fact that the Assembly at
once assuned that they had a constitution similar
to a Provincial constitution. As to the danger
that was alluded to by the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake), or rather the practice
in the olden days-I am old enough to remember
them-the Lieutenant Governor of Upper Canada
did not look after the finances at all except those
which were derived from Imperial revenues, such
as Customs, for instance.

Mr. BLAKE. And the post office.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Also the post

office and the Indian revenue quoad the Indians.
The Lieutenant Governor managed those revenues
autocratically, but, I believe, with a praiseworthy
desire to meet the views of the people, though he
was not obliged to do so. As to the revenues
which came within the governance of the Legisla-
ture, I am afraid there was a great deal of what
the hon. member for Western Assiniboia (Mr.
Davin) calls log-rolling. At all events, there were
Acts passed appropriating the revenue at the in-
stance of any member who moved a Bill-some-
thing like the system which now prevailsin the
American Congress. There were ludicrous instances
of Bills being passed for certain purposes when
there was no money in the treasury te carry ont
the purposes for which they were adopted. Year

after year statutes were adopted enabling the
Province to borrow money when there was really
no power to borrow, and when, if there had been
the power, they had not sufficient credit to raise
the money required by the Bill. You will find a
semi-indignant, but somewhat cynical account of
these proceedings in the report of Lord Sydenham.
This state of affairs was cured in 1863. In this
case no such action can be taken except on the
initiative of the Governor, who is responsible to
the Parliament of Canada as a Dominion officer,
but he had always the power in that country to
act at first on his own discretion. In
1878, there was an attempt made to provide
an embryotic Ministry or Council, to allow the
Lieutenant (overnor to select four advisers, from
those he thought, from their commercial and
financial experience, were best fitted to discharge
that duty. That was all that was then done in
the direction of establishing responsible govern-
ment. Whether the time has come, or not, when
responsible government in its fullest extent should
be established in those Territories, I am unable to
say, but I can say this, that almost every gentle-
man from the North-West with whom I have
communicated, either personally or by letter, on
the subject, has objected very much to the pre-
mature introduction of the system which now
prevails in the Province of Manitoba. They say
that they are warned by the results of Provincial
Government ia Manitoba ; that, there not being
included in the population of that Province men
of poitical experience, men acquainted with con-
stitutional principles ; they say-I arn not ex-
pressing my opinion on the subject-that the
experience of Manitoba, and the enormous ex-
penditure in that Province, has warned them
against havimg that system prematurely extended
to the North-West. I shall not enter into the
discussion as to the dual language or the separate
schools. The hon. member for North Sîmcoe
(Mr. McCarthy) has promised to express his views
by resolution wben we are going into Committee
of the Whole. I hope, therefore, that the Bill
will pass the second reading, and will be set down
for an early day, when we can discuss those ques-
tions. I regret that my absence from the House
at the time prevented my hearing the speech of
the hon. gentleman, and, therefore, no doubt, my
remarks are very much short of being an answer
to that speech.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I agree with the hon.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), in
saying that the measure now under our considera-
tion is one of the most important, perhaps the
most important, that has been before the Ilouse
this Session, and I feel in my own mind 1hat it is
quite impossible at this period of the Session to
give to a measure of this importance that full and
exhaustive consideration which it ought to receive
from this House. The principles involved in the
measure are of very great importance, and ought
to receive very f ull consideration, and ought to be
discussed from every possible standpoint by the
members of this House, before any final action is
taken. Now, the hon. gentleman has stated that
it is not proper at the present time that responsible
grov-ernment should be introduced in the North-
West Territories. Well, it does seem to me an

-extremely unsatisfactory condition of things that
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you have given to the people of that country a
representative Assembly, but that you should
withhold from them executive responsibility. The
hon. the First Minister has referred to the Lieute-
nant Governor as a party who is responsible for
the executive government in those Territories.
Well, he is only responsible in the same way that
the Governor appointed by the Imperial Ministry
for this country was responsible to Downing
Street before responsible government was con-
ceded. The Lieutenant Governor of the North-
West Territories is responsible to the Adminis-
tration here ; lie is not responsible at all in the
sense in which we understand the expression. It is
an Administration, or an Executive, that is respon-
sible to the representatives of the people within
the Territories for the purposes for which that repre-
sentative Assembly is constituted. Now, there has
been a good deal of discussion in the House, not on
this question but on another question, that pre-
ceded it this Session, which shows that to some
extent there is confusion in the minds, I think, of
the members of this House, and also perhaps, in
public estimation, with regard to the differences
that exist between a Territorial Government and a
Provincial Government. We recognise this differ-
ence in every Bill that we introduce to this House,
and we have recognised it in the measure that is
now before us. But whether we give to the Terri-
torial Legislature large power, or whether we give
to it little power, whatever power is conferred
upon it should be exercised, it seems to me, under
the control of a responsible Administration. I do
not see how it is possible that you can have any-
thing like permanency in public policy in regard to
measures which may be brought before that Legis-
lature for consideration, unless you have an Admi-
nistration controlling the legislation and respon-
sible for its due execution. You may have measures
carried through the Territorial Legislature to-day,
which will be repealed next Session, because there
is no Administration existing which will, in any
proper sense, be responsible for the conduct of
public affairs. Now, I admit that in a new country.
people must be content with narrower powers than
we have in au older country, which is more densely
settled,- where the population has grown more
wealthy, where their wants are more varied. We
recognise this difference in the growth of Provincial
establishments under responsible governments.
We are not content to-day with the amount of
power that was possessed by the old Legislature of
the Provinces after responsible government was
first introduced. Our population has become more
dense, their interests have become more varied,
they have external as well as domestic relations,
and so they require and ask for a voice in con-
trolling their external as well as their domestic
affairs. This may make a difference between the
extent of power which we confer upon a Local
Legislature under a territorial system, and upon a
Local Legislature that isconstituted under a Provin-
cial organisation. But all these matters are mattérs
that require very careful consideration. I was
astonished at the change of sentiment indicated by
the speech of the hon. inember for North Simcoe
here to-day, in discussing the subject of the dual
language. The hon. gentleman expressed sentiments
to-dlay with which I, in a great measure, aordially
agree ; they were those which I enunciated in dis-
cussing this Bill at, an earlier period of the Session.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

The hon. gentleman has had new light, and I an
glad to see that the views whichjie expressed to-
day are more nearly in consonance with those
entertained by the majority of this flouse. Now,
I am sure that some of the parties outside of the
House will be disappointed. Let me tell the hon,
gentleman this: A Frenchman and a countryinan
of his, in this city, were discussing this question of
the dual language yesterday, and his countryman
said to his French friend : " Ah, ye may use your
French lingo to-day, but wait till the Great
McCarthy has done wid ye, and ye will only be
able to make signs then." I am sure if the hon.
gentleman's countryman had heard his speech here
to-day, he would be satisfied that the Frenchman,
after all, might be able to do something more than
make signs after the hon. gentleman had done with
him. The hon. gentleman bas recognised to-day
the principle that language used for public purposes,
like language used for private purposes, is a
matter of convenience. The hon. gentleman said
that we ought not to force two languages upon a
population. Well, I do not think we are doing
that. I was opposed to that in the first instance,
but I never supposed for one moment that if
the members of the Council were Frenchmen and
could not speak English, they would be debarred
from speaking French. That was their privilege.
When that Council was first created the Crown
appointed to the Council, upon our advice, a
half-breed who could not speak a word of English,
and we appointed him because he was a inan of
immense influence over the half-breed population
and one in whom they had the utmost confidence;
and I am perfectly sure that we carried on the
government of that country during the remainiig
period of our administration, with very mucli
smaller police force to maintain peace in that
country, than if we had appointed a member to
the Council in whom the people of the Territories
had not the utmost confidence. I observe that
the hon. gentleman has by this Bill, in section 3,
provided that the " territories formerly known as
Rupert's Land and the North-West Territories
shall be " so and so. Well, the hon. gentleman

1 will see, from looking at any old work on the sub-
ject of Hudson's Bay, or any old nap representimg
that territory, that Rupert's Land embraced the
territory east of Hudson's Bay as well as the
territories on the west, and that the designation
of the North-West Territories applied rather to the
territories extending eastward from the Bay, and
that Rupert's Land was, on most old maps, marked
as the territory laying on the east and south-east
of that Bay. The hon. gentleman will remiember
that the territory is not embraced in any Province
at the present time ; it is not embraced in the
Territory of Keewatin, and so there ought to be
some phraseology used to show what precise terri-
tories are intended to be embraced under the
provisions of this Bill. I notice there are some
provisions providing for the appointment of
legal experts, for the appointient of a fixed
number of members of the Territories, which is,
no doubt, right and proper in the first instance ;
but the limits of the territorial districts and
the 'number of members to be elected, ought to
be left to the people of the Territories through the
Legislature which they have constituted. I would

just say one thing more with regard to the general
principles embodied in this Bill, and that is with
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reference to any appropriation that may be made
by this Parliament and placed at the disposal of
the Legislature of that Territory. I think that an
amount of money ought to be appropriated upon
some principle such as was recognised in making
an appropriation out of the revenue for the use of
a Province, and it ought to be as absolutely under
the control of the Legislature and its responsible
executive as an appropriation that is made by this
Parliament under the constitution is under the
con trol of the Legislature of the Province to which
it is made. It is impossible that the government
of that country can be fairly carried on with the
very small appropriation that is made, nor is it at
all adequate when we compare the number of the
population with the number of the people in any
one of the Provinces. It does seem to me, when
we look at the fact that the Territories have no
resources whatever except those received by direct
taxation or those derived from grants made by this
House, that an appropriation ought to be placed at
the disposal of the Legislature of the Territories
for territorial purposes, and it should be as coin-
pletely under their control and as free from inter-
ference as if it were made to a Province regularly
constituted.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)

On section 3,

Mr. DAWSON. Perhaps the hon. Minister will
allow me to direct his attention to a teclnical
matter; if is that, I think, the description might
be somewhat improved. It at present reads :

" All that portion of the Dominion of Canada which is
bounded as follows that is to say: Beginning at the point!
of intersection of the western boundary of the Province
of Manitoba and the international boundary hne dividing
Canada from the United States; thence westerly along
the said international boundary line to the line of the
watershed dividing the waters flowing into the Pacific
Ocean from those flowing into the Arctic Sea or Hudson's
Bay."

The international boundary line does not touch
the watershed of the Arctic Sea at all, but it
crosses the watershed separating the waters flow-
ing into Hudson's Bay from the waters running to
the Pacific Ocean. The description would be bet-
ter in this way:

"Dividing the waters flowing into the Pacific Ocean
from those flowing into the Gulf of Mexico and Hudson'sBay."ý

I believe that in the Rocky Mountains the inter-
national boundary line actually touches on the
sources of the Mississippi, but certainly it does
not touch on any river flowing into the Arctic
Ocean. It also touches the head waters of the
south branch of the Saskatchewan. The hon.
Minister lias officers in his Departnent who could
draw up a very good description. As it stands
n1ow, it is not a great deal better than the descrip-
tion drawn by the Imperial Privy Council of the
boundaries between Manitoba and Ontario, where
a very large portion of the United States is given
to one of the Provinces. I merely throw out the
suggestion.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The officers of the Depart-
ment have taken much trouble in preparing this
description; but if the hon. gentleman will send to

me in writing any suggestion he has to offer, it
will be considered.

Mr. CHARLTON. I doubt very much whether
it is advisable to change the name of the country
from the North-West Territories to the Western
Territories of Canada. The new name is not as
convenient as the old one, because there are more
words in it. The country has been for many
years known as the North-West Territories, and it
will very likely continue to be so known despite
this legislation changing its name. I question very
much the propriety of making any change, and I
move that we retain the old name, North-West
Territories.

Mr. BLAKE. It occurred to me that it is a
very awkward naine that is proposed. If you do
not use a name that is easily spoken, it will not be
used at all. I felt some difficulty about naking a
change, but it occurs to me that if a change is to
be made it would be a much easier mouthful to say,
Western Canadian Territories.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The name might
be changed to Western Territories. Objection has
been taken to the word " North " as conveying to
the general public the idea of an arctic condition,
that the country was not very like the American
North-West, but was further north, and possessed
a more severe climate, a shorter summer and a
longer winter, and for these reasons it was suggested
to drop the word " North."

Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me that the old name,
after all, was not devoid of truth, and the change
proposed will not alter the thermometer in winter
or in summer in any way whatever. My impres-
sion is that any announcenent made to the world
at large, and particularly to the imîmigrating public,
with the view of persuading them that they are
not going to cold winters in the North-West, will
not have any effect on any sensible man.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). These Territories have
been designated by the present name for half a cen-
tury, and are known to the geographical *orld by
that name, which we should retain. The naine
nerely expresses its relation to the other portions
of Canada. In 1787, the territories between the
Ohio, Lake Erie and Mississippi, were called the
North-West Territories of the United States, and
they were so-called because of the geographical po-
sition of the territory to that enbraced within the
thirteen States of the Union. So I think those
territories may very well retain the naine of
North-West Territories, considering their relation
to the rest of Canada. This section would re-
quire to be somewhat altered so as to describe
the Territory of Keewatin, and the north and west
of the Province of Manitoba ; otherwise you have
not a proper description.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As to the naine,
I do not suppose there will be any serions quarrel
about it. My lion. friend from Bothwell (Mr.
Mills), as did my lion. friend fron Algoma (Mr.
Dawson), suggested that the description was in-
accurate. My hon. friend said that Rupert's
Land was understood to be the land that lay to
the south and south-east of Hudson Bay. If that
is the case, the North-West Territories, which
was one time held under license, would be sup-
posed to lie to the south-west of Rupert's Land. [
would suggest that the clause should be allowed to
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stand until the Minister of the Interior has time
to consider the matter.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Rupert's Land lies east
of the Territory of Keewatin. The hon. gentle-
man does not propose to embrace all that territory
under this jurisdiction. All the territories this
Bill deals with lie west of the Territory of Keewa-
tin, and, therefore, it should not refer to Rupert's
Land at all.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The simplest way would
be to leave out "Rupert's Land" altogether.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think it is a great mistake to
change the name. There is a sort of historical
interest attached to the nane of the " North-
West," and when you speak of the North-West in
Dakota or the Western States, the people know at
once that you refer to the North-West Territories
of Canada. It is a more euphonious nane than
the one you now propose, and in all respects a
better one in iny opinion.

Mr. DAVIS (Alberta). 1 think we should
call it the South-West Territories instead of the
North-West, for there are plenty of lands which
remain there which you can call the North-West
if you so.wish.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In that case the hon.
gentleman ouglit to propose to exclude fron this Bill
all the territories lying north of the Saskatchewan,
but this Bill embraces all the territories to the
mouth of the Mackenzie River, and the hon. gen-
tleman will hardly call the territories lying around
the Mackenzie and Copper Mine Rivers the "South-
West."

Mr. CHARLTON. The change proposed by the
hon. gentleman would lead to the supposition that
we had been acquiring territories in Central Ame-
rica.

Mr. DEWDNEY. There are a number of peo-
ple throughout Canada who have a very strong
feeling on this matter. The naine of the North-
West often leads to a confusion between our coun-
try and the United States. I saw, no later than
a few days ago, in our local paper here, a statement
as to a snowstorn in the North-West Territory,
and people looking at the item though it referred
to the North-West of Canada, and congratulated
themselves that the snow would do good to the
fields. I have frequently had letters from the old
country, sympathising with us on accoant of storms
and cyclones, which were experienced in the West-
ern States of the Union, but the people thought
they had occurred in our North-West. That is one
of the principal reasons that we proposed to change
the niame. I do not think the name should be
struck out of the Bill without consideration, and
I think it is better to allow the clause to stand for
the present.

Mr. AMYOT. I did not raise an objection that
this Bill was not translated into French as I did
not wish te delay the House at this late period of
the Session, but I should like te know froin the
Minister of the Interior before I vote for this, what
is the translation into French of the name lie has
suggested. If the hon. Minister cannot answer me,
perhaps the lion. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy) can.

Mr. McCARTHY. I decline.
Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Nobody knows that better
than my hon. friend froin Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot).

Mr. DEW DNEY. I am sorry 1 cannot give
the hon. gentleman the name in French.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. member
for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) is too good a French
scholar not to be able to translate that hinself,
but no doubt lie wanted to have a little joke on
my hon. friend the Minister of the Interior, who is
not, perhaps, so fluent in French as lie is in English.
I suppose the translation would be : " Territoires
Occidentaux du Canada." That will be rather a
long naine, but I believe it will be a good transla-
tion.

Mr. AMYOT. I am glad this has drawn
some compliments to my humble self from the
Minister of Public Works. I am not used to them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will let the
section stand.

On section 5,
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this section is

objectionable in this, that it ouglit to provide for
a fixed number of members until the Legislature
otherwise determines. The Legislature ought to
have an opportunity of altering the boundaries of
constittiencies, or increasing the number of mem-
bers. It may be convenient, on account of settle-
ment going on more rapidly in one division than in
another, to divide it and give it two representa-
tives. Then, I can see no object in having three
legal experts.

Mr. DEWDNEY. With regard to the twenty-
two electoral districts, I may state, that that
number was agreed to during my term as Lieu-
tenant Governor, and a great deal of trouble was
taken in the division of the electoral districts. The
members were naturally jealous for their districts,
desiring to get as many members for them as
possible; but after a good deal of negotiation, the
number of twenty-two was agreed to as a com-
promise. I am not aware whether there will be
any objection to giving to the Legislative Assembly
power to increase their number ; I think they
would probably know the position of affairs better
than any one else. With regard to the legal
experts, during my time they were of very great
service in the Council, and I believe they are still
felt to be of great service, and I think it would be
a pity at present to make any change with regard
to them.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If it is found necessary
that parties with legal knowledge should be in the
Assenbly to advise, the constituencies ought te do
just as is done in regard to this House-they ouglit
to return a certain nunber of legal gentlemen to
the Legislature, who would give them the legal
advice they require.

Mr. DAVIN. I do not think there is any sub-
stantial reason for changing this clause. It is
only a temporary arrangement, and at present it
works very well. I may say that the members of
the North-West Council pretty well fixed on the
number of the constituencies before we fixed on it
here. I do not think there is any sense of griev-
ance with regard to this clause at all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Bill of my
hon. friend opposite (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) made
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provision for twenty-one elected members when-
ever the population arrived at a certain point;
and there was frequent request from the North-
West to alter the constitution to allow of twenty-
one elected members. When the Council met to-
gether, they found that it would be more conveni-
ent, that it would make a better readjustment-a
better gerrymander, as the hon. gentleman would
call it-if there were twenty-two elected inembers
instead of twenty-one. That was their own de-
liberate recommendation, and I think we ought to
leave the provision as it is until they ask for an
alteration ; because the House must remember
that the expenses of the Legislature are defrayed
out of the Dominion treasury. By-and-bye, when
the North-West Territories become Provinces, they
will, of course, have all the powers which Provinces
have.

Mr. LAURIER. There are at present nineteen
territorial divisions, two of which, Edmonton and
Calgary, I think, elect two members each. I think
it would be wise to adopt the suggestion made by
mv hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that as
the population increases in any division, the Legis-
lature should have power to increase the number
of representatives for that division. Not later
than yesterday, the hon. gentleman introduced a
Bill wn-hich be hoped would very much increase the
population in a certain section of the country, that
is to say, the section which already rettirns two
members, Calgary and Ednonton. Under such
circumstances, it seems to me that the suggestion
made by the hon. member for Bothwell bas a good
deal to commend it.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The difficulty I see about it
would be this : that if one district proposed to
increase its nuniber, every other district would
also insist on au increase.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Why should you un-
dertake, once you have created a representative
body, to tie it up in this way. There is none of
the Provinces tied up by the Constitution in that
way. The hon. gentleman is just creating a diffi-
culty similar to the one which was raised here
during this Session over the clause relating to the
dual language, a clause which was wholly unneces-
sary to secure the use of both languages. Now.
you propose by this restriction to force these peo-
ple to come here and occupy the time of this
House in making a change which they could, if
you gave thei the power, better make for them-
selves, as they are better judges in that matter
than we can be. Suppose one of these districts in
the next few years increases in population while
the others scarcely increase at all, that district
will require additional representation; and that is
a point which the Legislative Assembly is best
fitted to pronounce upon. All that it is necessary
is to say that the Legislative Assembly shall be
composed, until the Assembly otherwise deter-
mines, of twenty-two members. There is no dan-
ger of the Assembly wasting its resources lightly
by undertaking to increase the number of repre-
sentatives beyond the actual requirements. If
any such a thing were attempted, the people would
send other men to represent them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The noney does
not come out^of the local revenues, but out of the
Dominion treasury.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). These people are con-
tributors to the Dominion treasury. You give to
every Province a certain revenue per head
according to the population. Are you prepared to
give them the saie revenue to be at their own dis-
posal ? I think we should. I think, that as soon
as they increase in numbers sufficiently to be enti-
tled to have a competent representative Assembly,
they ought to have control of the revenues required
to carry on the Government, and those revenues
should be voted by this Legislature on some intel-
ligible principles recognised by the British North
America Act as applicable to the Provinces.

Mr. DAVIN. I have always contended that we
should have a revenue granted on the saine prin-
ciples as those on which revenues are given to the
Provinces. But the reason I do not think it neces-
sary that this clause should be changed, is that I
have heard no desire expressed on the part of the
members for a change, and have seen no evidence of
grievance whatever in that connection. The only
thing I have noticed in connection with this clause,
is that there is a kind of defiance on the part of the
members-of three judges who are there. I do not
know why they should dislike to have them there,
since they cannot vote, and only one of them
speaks.

Mr. McCARTHY. He speaks very long.
Mr. DAVIN. No ; he does not. He lias only

spoken once or twice. The experience, patience
and'labor of Judge Richardson, as the hon. the
Minister of the Interior well knows, are invaluable
to that Assembly ; and Judge McLeod is a man
of considerable experience and ability ; and I
cannot un derstand why there should be, anong
quite a number of the members, a certain im-
patience at having these gentlemen there. So far
as I can see, they do nothing but good. They do not
vote, and take no part in the discussions. There is
only one subject on which the learned judge ever
took a prominent part, and that is the subject of
the dual language clause. I do not sec much ne-
cessity of changing this clause ; but if, later on,
when you come to the clause giving the Assembly
power in great part over the revenue, you should
make a change so as to give it a little executivz,
then, on the third reading, you could recom-
mit this Bill, and alter, as you logically should,
this clause. The hon. niember for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) says that three or four years hence it may
be found necessary to add to the nunmber of the
Assembly. Why, Sir, before three or four years
pass, we shall require to have another North-West
Territories Bill in this House. We shall have a
census taken ; and I venture to say that we shall
find a far larger number in the North-West Terri-
tories than hon. gentlemen, who always speak dis-
paragingly of that country, give it credit for; and
that being the case, something will have to be done
then in order to readjust the representation. If
the hon. gentleman had proposed a practical plan,
I should see no insuperable difficulty in altering
this clause ; but, as a matter of fact, there is no
grievance. I have never heard a single complaint
about the number ; I have never heard any of the
members declare that they ought to be able to con-
trol it ; and the only murmur I have heard-
in fact they have petitioned-was that they
objected, for soine inscrutable reason, to having
the three legal experts there. At present I think
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it is an advantage to have them there. Our ex-
perience has shown that the members of the
Assembly found it convenient to make use of these
gentlemen's experience and legal knowledge.

Mr. BLAKE. As long as we have not decided
to alter fundamentally the system which exists, and
which it is proposed by this Bill to continue, I do
not see, in the absence of any complaint from the
Assembly, why we should interfere with the three
legal experts who do not vote. The only com-
plaint that eau be made is that which the hon.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) suggest-
ed, that their speeches are rather long.

Mr. McCARTHY. There is a petition against
them.

Mr. BLAKE. I was not aware of that ; I did not
find, on looking at the petitions, that there was
any complaint against them. My own impression
strongly is, that if a small executive council were
granted to the Territories, which, I think, ought
to be granted, the experts should disappear; and
my opinion is that the people of the country themu-
selves would find it necessary to elect to the Assem-
bly a certain limited number of gentlemen experi-
enced in the law, so that their Assembly might not
be a parlianentum indoctum, as a well-known Parlia-
ment was, from which, I believe, the lawyers were
altogether excluded. They would thus obtain as
much trained assistance as they thought necessary ;
and if they chose to do without it, nobody but
themselves would be the sufferers. With refer-
ence to the number of members, I was not in a
position, of course, to hear the whispers of the
North-West; but I heard what were not whispers
here. I heard the hon. member for Saskatchewan,
at an early period of the Session, declare that
complaints were made with reference to the dis-
tribution of districts in the North-West, and
particularly with reference to those in the region he
represents; and, if necessary, some remed y ought to
be applied to that. If there be a subject with which
the Territorial Assembly might be supposed to be
better competent to deal than any other, it is in
what way the country should be divided for local
representation. How is it possible for us to form
an intelligent appreciation of that subject ? We
have to take upon trust the statement of the
Minister who studies the subject, with his know-
ledge of the country from the maps, and the state-
ments of the four members froiu the North-West
Territories. We cannot judge how things are.
We cannot give an intelligent vote upon the ques-
tion of the arrangement of districts. They are,
in a country of that description, arrangements
which require an intelligent acquaintance, not
merely with the census, but with the prospects of
growth and with the particular regions in which
those prospects are brightest. It is an evil to
change frequently, and in this country we know
that, in older days, when changes were made, we
recognised the view that newer sections-as, for
example, the County of Bruce and the County of
Renfrew-should be, as regarded population, over-
represented for a while, because we expected that an
influx of population would redress the difference.
.That is all a matter to be best considered by the
Assembly itself, and, therefore, I think that the
readjustment of the electoral districts might be
well left to the Assembly. The only question is
whether we should give them the power to increase

Mr. DAviN.

the number of districts, and the only difficulty in
regard to that is what the First Minister has sug-
gested, that they may unduly increase the number
of districts because it is a popular thing to do, be-
cause there are many who in small districts might
thus obtain positions of prominence, and possibly of
emolument, which they otherwise could not. If
we think it necessary so far to hamper and restrain
the action of the Assembly, that difficulty might
be remedied by providing a maximum numberwhich
would cover all demands for increased representa-
ticn for the next few years. We might say the
number should be thirty. We might give the new
Assembly, elected after the people have had that
question before them, the power to readjust the
districts, while not giving them the power to
increase the number of districts beyond a certain
maximum.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The advantage of not
contining the number of the Assembly to twenty-
two is that, if you have a large increase in popu-
lation you have it met by a division of the districts,
but, if you fix the number at twenty-two, it may
entail a readjustment of the entire territory.

Mr. McCARTHY. I am entirely in favor of
the view expressed by the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills). It seems to me that we
are treating the people of the North-West as if
they were unfitted for responsible institutions.
M ost of these people coie from the older Pro-
vinces, and they are generally well trained in
regard to political institutions. From the short
visit which I paid to the North-West, it appeared
to me that they were particularly well fitted in
that respect, though the hon. member for West
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) seems to think that tley
do not occupy the same plane as miembers of this
H ouse.

Mr. DAVIN. No.

Mr. McCARTHY. That seemed to be the tone
of the hon. gentleman's remarks. We ought not
always to be tinkering with this question of the
North-West. We cannot here be competent to
reassign and readjust the boundaries of the dis-
tricts in the North-West. If the Legislative
Assembly there are to have the power to readjust
the boundaries, we should give them the power to
increase the districts when, in their judgment, it is
necessary. It may be said that these 22 men have
not the ability to do anything until after the next
election. That, at all events, is the theory which
has been already adopted by this Parliament. At
all events, they might be given the power to do it
after the next election. I dare say that, if you take
many of the districts since the Act was passed
two years ago, you will find the changes in popula-
tion so great that the present representation is not
a fair one. . I press upon the Committee that a
change should be made in the direction suggested
by the hon. memuber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills).

Mr. DAVIN. I wish to repudiate in the strong-
est manner the language of the hon. member for
North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy). He said that I
put the representatives in the Assembly on a lower
plane than the members composing this Parliament.
On the contrary, I have again and again asserted
in this House that we have a representation in that
Assembly which would do credit to any Assembly
in the world. I congratulate the North-West on
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the sudden accession of popularity which it has
obtained, because in 1887, 1888 and 1889, when I
brought forward the question and moved for a rep-
resentative government there, I found there was
very little interest taken in the subject either by
lion. gentlemen on the Reform side, or by hon.
gentlemen on the Ministerial side of the House.
My hon. friend from Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) must
remember that he should not taunt me, who have
been a veteran in the service of the North-West,
because he is now animated by the warm zeal of a
couvert. I am glad to welcome him as a
couvert, but confessedly it is a recent interest on
his part, confessedly it is a new love, and it bas all
the warmth and perhaps some of the imprudence
of a new attachment. So lie must not taunt me,
who have been fighting the battles of this people,
and have contended in this House for responsi-
ble government for them. If you give them
representative goveruinent now, I want to be
logical, and I think that clause should be changed.
I think now, when you are going to give them con-
trol over the funds, you should do what the hon.
imember for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) contends,
namely, strike an average as to the population-
you can easily find ont what the population is, you
can go far below what the actual population is, and
still give us far more than we get now ; you can
give us an adequate income, loose our bands and
set us free ; give us our majority and let us do the
best we can for our country ; give us our executive,
and then we can go back to this clause and change
it, if necessary. But the reason why I desire not
to change the clause now is that, after the census
which is close at hand, is taken, you cannot deny
us responsible government. My hon. friend (Mr.
McCarthy) says lie has been in that country, and
le must know that the people of the North-West
are, in intelligence, above the population of any
other part of Canada. I mean that there is a
greater average intelligence amongst them than
there is ainongst the people in any other part of
the country. In fact we have had an immigration
tlélite.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Dual language.
Mr. DAVIN. I do not feel anxious about this

clause, but I congratulate the North-West, and I
may say, I congratulate myself, on the deep
interest which is shown in the North-West this
year, because, when I came first in 1887 and in
subsequent years to advocate their cause, my
words fell on languid ears; but each year this
House has taken more interest in the North-West,
and I think nothing could be of more happy omen
than this fact.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin)
seems to think that until lie came here no one took
any interest in the North-West, but the fact is
that the North-West owes whatever it possesses
of responsible government to the wisdom and
prescience of my hon. friend from East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), who, in 1875, proposed a measure
which contained the germ of ail the representative
institutions the North-West bas to-day. The hon.
gentleman may learn, what he evidently does not
know, that for many years gentlemen on this side
of the House pressed upon the Government, by
speech and by vote, the necessity of extending the
representative principle here to the North-West
of responsible government : and I am sure that,

whatever doubts and fears we may have had before,
we may now congratulate ourselves upon the
inestimable blessings conferred upon the whole of
Canada, upon the North-West, and upon ourselves,
in having introduced my hon. friend to this House.
He says in the North-West there has been an
immigration d'élite, and we here have the élite
of the élite, and we may judge what is
left there by the sample which they send us.
But the hon. gentleman is quite right. So far as
the emigration from Ontario is concerned, and I
presume it is the same from the other Provinces,
there can be no doubt that by a process of natural
selection they have got amongst the best and most
energetic men that vere to be found among us ; and
I have no doubt whatever that that immigration,
taken on the whole, is of a very superior character-
just as, upon the same principles, the upper Pro,
vince was originally settled. I am old enougb to re-
member the character of those settlers, at least of
some of them, living at an extreme old age, and I
can bear testimony that a great many of the earlier
settlers who came to this country ut a period when
it was very different froin what it is to-day, when
there was no assisted emigration, no steamships,
no cleared lands, when bears and Indians were
supposed to be the attractions of that country,
were men of the first rank. Those circumstances
indicate of themselves that the early settlers were
men of superior force of character, men, I am afraid,
we must confess with humility, better, upon the av-
erage, than many of theirsons and grandsons are. So,
in degree, though not to the sane extent, is the char-
acter of the immigration to the North-West ; and
we must not, of course, keep such people as that in
leading strings ; we must deal with them as men of
capacity, as men of will, as men of resolution and
ability; and we must trust them with their own
fortunes, confident that if they make mistakes, as
it is they who will suffer the consequences, so they
will be able to repair their errors. Such is the gen-
eral principle upon which we ought to deal with
them, and in that view I am disposed-not forget-
ting that we have certain responsibilities towards
them and towards Canada until such period as we
give themt full Provincial rights--I am disposed
largely to listen with great respect and attention
and deference to the decided and clearly expressed
voice of the Territories theinselves as to what is
for their advantage.

Mr. McCARTHY. Perhaps an apology is due
by me to the hon. member for West Assiniboia.
(Mr. Davin) for the insinuation I ventured to make,
but really, if I misunderstood him, lie is himself
to blame. In the observations he made on the
second reading of the Bill, he rather intimated that
the representatives in the North-West Assembly
were in the habit of disposing of public moneys
by lot, by soume system of log-rolling, to use his
own expression, dividing it amongst them and
expending the money in some way, being even
driven to imagine how they could expendit. Well, I
should have not imagined that was the way in which
the North-West Legislative Assembly were in the
habit of discharging their duties. But if that was
a true and correct statement, as no doubt it was
according to the hon. gentleman's light, he does
not represent them to be a very high class of legis-
lators. That is what I referred to ; therefore, I
think the bon. gentleman should see that I was
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not altogether to blame for the statement I made.
Now, Sir, as to the new zeal that J an displaying
in regard to the North-West. In admitting it is
new, I hope it will be permanent, and I hope it
will not be imprudent either, as the hon. gentle-
man seems to imagine.' But I was astonished at
the proposition that the people of the North-West
were not able to govern themselves; perhaps I
had judged the North-West too mnuch by the élite
of the élite they had sent to this House, and not
enough by what was left behind. When I visited
the North-West, from what I saw of the people up
there, I am satisfied that this House would be
making a very great mistake indeed if they do not
realise that they are quite competent to manage
their own affairs, and that we ought to give them
the power to do it, instead of keeping them in
leading strings, and dealing out authority piece by
piece, as if they were children.

Mr. DAVIN. My bon. friend refers to the re-
marks I made on the second reading. Now, Sir,
permit me to explain that what I meant by log-
rolling is a thing that any Assembly, that this
Assembly, the lion. gentlemen around me, might
fall into it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. DAVIN. I do not condemn them for doing
so ; but let me point out my meaning by facts.
What did one gentleman do ?-and he is not the
least intelligent member of that Assembly, not the
least energetic, not the man with the least ambi-
tion. When he got his quotient of the sum
divided by twenty-two, he had such difficulty in
knowing how to spend that money that he took a
legal opinion as to whether he could not spend it
on sidewalks for his own town, and he spent it on
sidewalks. Another gentleman, a member of that
Assembly, told me frankly that as the roads and
bridges had all been made in his district, he did not
know what to do with the money. As the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) pointed out,
when you have mnoney administered by an Assembly
like that, you will have it expended in one quarter
where it is not needed, whereas the money of an-
other man will be expended in another quarter
where it is direly needed. As the hon. member
pointed out, it would sometime be the proper way
to govern the country, and best for the whole of
it, that the great portion of the sum should be ex-
pended in one district. Suppose in one district
there is absolute need of a first-class bridge,
the road of which would serve not merely that dis-
trict, but half a dozen districts; is it not clear that
the half a dozen districts would be better served if
all the money that is given to the most of them, or
the greater portion of that money, were to be spent
in the one district where the work that related to
the whole of them belongs ? Now, I was not
ignorant of the fact that the hon. member for
West Durham and his colleagues have taken in the
p ast an interest in the North-West. I have
listened, from that gallery, to some of his very
brief speeches on that subject; I have listened to
that compressed and caustic eloquence of which
be is master, when dealing with the North- West,
and, of course, I have been proportionately struck.
But I have noticed this in the speakers on the
Opposition side of the House-although the hon.
gentleman from North York (Mr. Mackenzie) did
inaugurate a certain policy that is even now

Mr. MCCARTuy.

bearing fruit-I have noticed that there was not
the saine evidence of insight as to the needs of
the North-West, and as to those things that
are necessary to give to the North-West pro-
gress, that J have seen on the side of the House to
which I belong, since the right hon. gentleman and
his friends came into power. I do not forget those
long and interminable speeches of the hon. member
for West Durham, I do not forget all the eloquence
that has been lavished upon the North-West; but,
Sir, I say this, " nevertheless and notwith-
standing, " to use a locution of which the hon.
gentleman is fond, that when I came forward in
1887 and proposed a motion to give the North-
West responsible government, the Opposition
benches were dumb-I got no support from
them whatever. J got no support from the
lion. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy).
At that time he was not enlightened, at that timne
his eyes were not open, at that time he was in the
gall of bitterness, in respect to true views regard-
ing our great western country ; but now his eyes
are open, and he thoroughly understands the
wants of the North-West. I am very glad of
it ; I do not care whether he assists me or I assist
him ; I do not care who does the work provided the
work is done. For there is much work to be floue
for the North-West. J am sure that I am express-
ing the belief of every hon. getleman who listens
to me when I say that there is, to-day, more inte-
rest in this House in the North-West than there
was in 1887. I do not say it is due to the humble
voice--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIN. I do not say it is due to what my

hon. friend from West Durham called the élite of
the élite, or the crême de la creme-I do not suppose
that,Sir,as the hon.member for West Durham seems
to think. And let me congratulate the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham, and congratulate the North-
West, on the genial manner in which he has dealt
with this question to-day. The North-West, that
vast country, with its great capacities, its inspiring
possibilities, has acted on his imagination and on
his heart, and I never heard him speak more genial-
ly; because, Sir, I sometimes think that that hon.
gentleman, so superior, so learned, is not merely the
créme de la crême, but he is the cream of tartar as
well.

Mr. WATSON. We are all gratified to listen
to the hon. gentleman. He says the hon. member
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) is cream of tartar ;
probably it is because he makes a fizz when united
with another mixture. The hon. member for West
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) is a kind of mixture, and it
is very difficult for the House to understand what
he wants and what were the requirements of the
North-West from the hon. gentleman's speeches.
He delivers himself on every occasion on any
matter connected with the North-West that comes
up for discussion. Only a short time ago, he told
us that he had in 1887 and 1888, advocated a full
measure of responsible government for the North-
West, but that, after going home and visiting his
constituents, he found out he had made a mistake,
and he found only one man in his constituency in
favor of such a step.

Mr. DAVIN. That is so.
Mr. WATSON. Still the hon. gentleman calls

for responsible government for the North-West,
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when, on his own admission, the people do not
want it. I would not have said anything on this
question except for a reflection passed on the
Province of Manitoba. The First Minister stated
that nearly all the representations lie had received
from the North-West were to the effect that the
people would be in a very much worse position
than they occupied to-day if they were governed
by the sort of Government they had in Manitoba.
I consider that a reflection on the Government of
that Province, whoever imay be the right hon.
gentleman's informants, whether members of this
House or persons outside the House ; and as a
resident of Manitoba, and I know I am speaking
the opinion of the great majority of that Province,
I say the people are thankful we have a respon-
sible Local Legislature there, and the right hon.
gentleman no doubt would nuch prefer to have a
Council similar to that in the North- West, and one
subject to his dictation. But we have a Legisla-
turc which has protested against the unjust acts
of the right hon. gentleman, and we are now
reaping the benefits of responsible government. I
do not think we should consider the individual
acts of any member of the North-West Council
to-day, as has been done by the hon. member
for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). It is sufficient
for us to know that the Council is composed
of an able body of men, as has been admitted by
the hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin),
and I am satisfied, although I do not know the in-
dividual members of that body, that the represen-
tations of the North-West Council should have
more wveight in this House than the views of an
individual member from the North-West ; and if
the North-West Council recommend to this House
the granting of responsible government to that
country, it is in the interest of this House to con-
sider the advisability of granting it, and if they
object to having legal advisers appointed, who
must have certain weight in the Assembly, the
gentlemen composing that Council are men who
are quite competent to elect men who are able to
fulfil the positions of the legal advisers. I have
no doubt that if the North-West Council and the
people, through their representatives in this
House, were listened to by this Parliament, and if
it would act on their advice, we would do very
nearly what is right for the North-West. They
are more interested in its welfare than are people
2,000 miles away. We should endeavor, as nearly
as possible, to carry out'the wishes of the North-
West Council, and I repeat, if they wish to have
the legal experts abolished, this should be doue.
In the North-West, as in Manitoba, we must have
minorities, and the hon. inember for Provencher
(Mr. LaRivière) represents a class that think
they nust have all the rights and privileges which
the majority possess in the Province and in the
Legislature. We must expect these things to oc-
cur, but the rights of the majority under the
British North America Act must prevail, and
those constituting the minority must submit to
such legislation as is carried by the majority.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 'The hon. gentle-
man says that no doubt I would prefer to have
Manitoba governed as the North-West Territories
are governed, -because it would bring the Pro-
vince more under the power of the Government.
The hon. gentleman must have forgotten that the

Government of which I was a member gave the
constitution to the Province of Manitoba. The
hon. gentleman might, if he had looked back at
Hansard of that day, have found that when I pro-
posed there should be two representatives from
that Province in this House, the proposal was op-
posed by hon. gentlemen opposite, on the ground
that the population of the Province did not au-
thorise the returning of such a number, and I was
laughed at when I said that I wanted more than
one to come, as one would be lonely coming such a
long distance. It is quite true, what the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) has said,
that the credit of giving representative institu-
tions to that Province is to a certain extent due to
the Governent of which the hon. member for
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was the head. But
the hon. gentleman must not deprive me of my
four lambs from the North-West, the four repre-
sentatives from the North-West, and the fact that
representation was given to the North-West Terri-
tories by the Government of which I was a member.
But, speaking in regard to this measure now under
consideration, the discussion has gone on as if we were
settling a new constitution for the North-West, as if
we were applying ourselves to the remodelling of
that whole system. If that were so, it would
require more consideration than can possibly be
given to the subject at this period of the Session,
and it must be remenbered that this Bill was
introduced for the purpose of making such amend-
ments as were wanted for the present, and not for
the purpose of arranging a new constitution for the
North-West, as when we were settling the Quebec
resolutions giving a constitution to the Dominion
of Canada. It is impossible that we can endeavor
in the discussion of this Bill, which is a practical
one, to discuss it with any such view. In order to
do justice to the measure, we would be kept here
for weeks and weeks. And, therefore, the Govern-
ment mnust either ask the House to take such pro-
visions as are unobjectionable and adopt them for
the nonce, for this Session, or we must ask the
House to support the majority, or we must with-
draw the Bill. We cannot set to work and settle
now a new constitution for the North- West.

Mr. BLAKE. The right hon. gentleman is
quite correct in the two statements of fact he has
made. It is quite true that the right hon. gentle-
man gave to Manitoba its present popular Constitu-
tion ; it is also true that the right hon. gentleman
gave the North-West Territories their representa-
tion in the House of Commons, and obtained his
four lambs, as he called them, but I prefer to call
them sheep, and I will not say of what color.
Revenons à nos moutons. I should like to tell
the reason why the right hon. gentleman gave
popular institutions to Manitoba, and gave repre-
sentation in this House to the North-West
Territories. That supervened which generally does
supervene before a Tory reform. There was a
rebellion first. The right hon. gentleman gave the
people of Manitoba a paternal Constitution ; he sent
up there a Lieutenant Governor, who never got into
the country; and an alien Council, which could not
get in either. The people rose in rebellion against
him ; and then he came down here and gave them,
forsooth, provincial rights. And he now claims
credit for having given that which they obtained
at the point of the bayonet. So much for Manitoba.
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Then as to the Territories. Year after year we
in this House, sitting on this side of the House,
inveighed against the absence of representation
froni the Territories. We pointed out their distance,
their remoteness, the inurmurs of complaint which
came from that country, and we said it was abso-
lutely essential there should be a safety-valve, at
all events, for then, and guidance for ourselves.
We did not indeed know then how extensive, or
expansive, or expensive,that safety-valve would be;
but we called for a safety-valve for them, for light
and information for ourselves. We asked for it,
we called for it, we pressed for it, we moved for it.
Deaf ears were presented to us on those benches.
Another rebellion came, and the year after his
second rebellion the hon. gentleman gave repre-
sentation to the North-\West Territories.

Mr. MULOCK. I understand the member for
North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) to say, that there
have been petitions presented froin the North-
West Territories asking for some changes in the
system of Government. I think it is material
that the Committee should know what were the
views submitted to the Government by the repre-
sentatives of the North-West Territories.

Mr. McCARTHY. The papers were brought
down, and are now before the House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are they printed ?
Mr. McCARTHY. They are printed in the

proceedings of the North-West Assembly.
Mr. BLAKE. Are they printed in both lan-

guages?
Mr. McCARTHY. I am afraid not. The Bill

of the Minister of the Interior of last Session,
which was submitted to the Legislative Assembly,
was criticised by them, and they say that section
10 of the Bill should be amended, so as to dis-
pense with the sitting of legal experts in the
Assembly.

Mr. MULOCK. How does the Minister pro-
pose to get over that ? I presume it is the ex-
pression of opinion of the people of the North-
West Territories. I am glad to have the question
introduced by my hon. friend from North Simcoe
(Mr. McCarthy) I can congratulate him on his
increasing light, for I think it is only a year ago
since he professed to be a Tory of the Tories.

Mr. McCARTHY. I am still.
Mr. MULOCK. At any rate, the hon. gentle-

man is repudiating some of the old Tory principles.
I think we ought give effect to this expression of
opinion of the people of the North-West.

Progress reported.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY-SUP-
PLEMENTARY ESTIMATES.

Mr. FOSTER presented a Message from His
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-

STANLEY OF PREsTON.
The Governor Geea transmits to the Hoiue offCom-

Mr. FOSTER moved that the Message of His
Excellency and the Estimates be referred to Coin-
mittee of Supply.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 151) respecting Railways.--(Sir John
A. Macdonald.)

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Comittee of
Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. FOSTER. I have moved the House into

Committee of Ways and Means for the purpose of
moving an amendment to item 5 in the Tariff Bill,
which now reads as follows:-

" Animals, living, viz.: cattle, sheep and hogs, 30 per
cent. ad valorem."

I desire. to take out the word " hogs," and to make
another item, as follows:-

"Live hogs, 2 cents per lb."
The object of this is to equalise the duty on the
live hog with the duty of 3 cents or 1l cents per lb.
on the dead product of the hog, so as to prevent
the live animal being imported and made up into
meat here in competition with our own live hogs,
at a lesser rate of duty than that imposed on
the dead meat.

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume that the hon.
Minister makes this change with the view of carry-
ing out the National Policy, and encouraging the
Canadian farmer. Now, as there is a certain class
of hog that is not raised in this country, I mean
the hog that makes the clear and mess pork, does
he not think that it would be more in accord with
the course decided upon when the duty was reduced
from 6 cents to 3 cents per lb. on clear and mess
pork, if we were to make a distinction between the
hogs that make mess pork and the hogs that make
prime and prime mess?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I imagine 2
cents per pound live weight would be an enormous
increase in the heavy duty which the hon. gentle-
man originally proposed. The average value of a
hog could hardly exceed $6 or $8, so that this
would be a duty of at least 50 or 60 per cent. It
appears to me that this is practically a prohibitory
duty, and a mischievous duty in every sense, inas-
much as it will probably lead to a suspension of
trade, and expose our people to retaliation. Now, as
far as the Province of Ontario is concerned, the
practical result of this tax would be that, as we im-
ported two live swine, our farmers would receive
a protection to the extent of $4.

Mr. FOSTER. Then we would not get a large
increase of duty in that case.

mons, Supplementary Estimates of sums required for the Mr. MITCHELL. No; but you would inflict
service of the Dominion, for the year ending 30th June
1891; and, in accordance with the provisions of " The serjous charges on the lumbermen.
British North America Act 1867," he recommends these
Estimates to the House of Commons. Si ICtR CAT IG T wit trd l oe
GOVERNMENT HOUsE,

OTTAWA, 6th May, 1890. quarters. Of all that the hon. gentleman has said
Mr. BLAK.
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nothing, and I do not know whether he has con-
sidered the question at all. It would be worth
our while to look into it. So far as Ontario is
concerned we imported two live swine and we sold
a thousand thereabouts, so that the practical re-
suit would be that we would exclude these two
swine and would lose the sale of the thousand.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is in keeping with
their general policy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In British
Columbia, which is a small Province, they im-
ported nearly 3,000 ; and no doubt under the new
law the hon. gentleman would pretty corpletely
extinguish that traffic. If the British Columbians
like that, it is their own affair ; apparently they
do. I must again point out to the hon. gentle-
man, that the more he raises these taxes, the more
he invites retaliation, and the more sure he will
be of getting it.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would like to know if the
Finance Minister is not disposed to admit for
feeding purposes hogs which are not fattened,
without imposing that duty? If he did that, the
farmers might bring in f oreign hogs, and produce
the pork here. I sympathise considerably with
the remarks of the hon. gentleman from Northum-
berland, who seems disposed to pronounce it a
hoggish business all through. My impression is,
that this is not going to be any advantage to the
farming community, and I would suggest to the
Finance Minister, if it would not be well to make
the change I recommend.

Mr. SPROULE. I do not think that the argu-
ment applies so much to what was brought in in
the past, as to what is likely to be brought in in
the future, under the change in the tariff. If
there was a difference made between the dead
ineat and the live mneat in favor of the live meat,
the effect would be to bring in more of the latter.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Do you think it likely to
increase the amount to four?

Mr. SCRIVER. Has the hon. Minister of
Finance any estimate of what tbis duty would
represent on the dressed product ?

Mr. FOSTER. My object in going into Con-
mittee of Ways and Means in order to put this
duty of 2 cents per pound on the live hog, is to
make an equalisation as far as possible between the
duty on the live hog and the duty upon the dead pro-
duct. A hog of 250 or 260 pounds, allowing for
the waste and shrinkage, would about make a
barrel of pork of 200 pounds. If that were mess
pork at li cents per pound, the duty would be $3.
If it were other than mess pork, at a duty of 3
cents per pound, the duty would be $6. Well, if
you take a live hog of 250 pounds, the worth of
that would be about 4 cents per pound, or $10,
30 per cent. on which would be only $3; and as
the dead meat coming in may be charged 6 cents, you
could import sufficient live stock to make a barrel
of 200 pounds and pay only $3, and thus defeat
the object of the tariff. You would allow the
product, which is ready, or nearly ready to be
slaughtered, to be brought in at a less rate of duty
than the finished product in the dead condition;
and it is to equalise the two that the duty on the
live product must necessarily be higher than 30
per cent. Hon, gentlemen opposite would be the
first to speak of the anomaly of a tariff, which,
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under the idea of protecting the meat industry,
would allow the raw material, ready to be slaugh-
tered, to be brought in at half the duty placed on
the dead product.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman makes a
distinction with regard to dead pork. Was it not
clearly understood, on a former occasion, that the
clear pork should come in at the saine rate as
mess ?

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend knows that
when that subject was last debated, it stood over
for revision, and I will have something to say with
regard to it in a little while.

Mr. MITCHELL. The reason I spoke of that
now was the fancy distinction which the hon.
gentleman made in discussing the raw material
and the dressed product.

Mr. BROWN. The hon. gentleman for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) bas evidently
conveyed a wrong impression to the House. I
understood him to convey the idea that the im-
portation of live hogs into Ontario amounted only
to two hogs. The thing is too ridiculous. It
amounts to something like 5,000,000 lbs.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Brought in
alive ?

Mr. BROWN. Certainly; and paid the duty.
The idea of two hogs coming into Ontario from
the States is absurd.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am a little surprised at
the hon. gentleman for Northumberland opposing
an increase on the duty, because I find, from the
Trade and Navigation Returns of last year, there
was imported into New Brunswick one hog-

Mr. HOLTON. Who was he?
Mr. LANDERKIN-and into Nova Scotia

three hogs, and into Ontario two hogs. Now, the
boon which the Minister of Finance is going to
confer upon the farmers in those Provinces, is to
prevent this one hog, and these two and three
hogs, from being brought in to slaughter the
markets in these Provinces. The hon. member for
Hamilton had better look at the Trade and Navi-
gation Returns before he begins to speak on this
subject. He is generally well informed, but in a
matter of this kind he is informed without the
book. In British Columbia some hogs are im-
ported, but I presume they find it necessary to
import them, or they would not do so, and on all
they do import there will be an additional tax.
The only result to them from this change is an
increase tax on the people of British Columbia, but
if they are willing to stand that, we can.

Mr. .BOWELL. It is quite evident the hon.
gentleman who has just spoken, as well as the
hon. gentleman for South Oxford, did not look at
the full return when they made their remarks. It
is true only two live hogs were imported into
Canada, and sold alive, but if these hon. gentle-
men will look at the sixth line below that they
will find that swine were imported and slaughtered
in bond in Canada to the extent of 4,823,475
lbs. Now, if the duty of 30 per cent. was the
only duty imposed upon the swine brought into
Canada for slaughter, they could be slaughtered
and sold in the market here at a much less rate of
duty than the 3 cents a pound imposed upon the
lighter kinds of pork, while the duty on the others
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would be as low as 1½ cents a pound. The inten-
tion of the Finance Minister in making this change
is to prevent the tariff being evaded by the impor-
tation of the live animal, its being slaughtered in
Canada, and sold in place of that pork which
would be imported at 3 cents per pound for
general consumption, at lý cents a pound.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon.
gentleman mean to say that lie intends to tax swine
imported in bond for exportation abroad ; because
that would be a new departure with a vengeance.
Swine are imported and slaughtered in bond in
large quantities to the profit of our carriers and
pork packers. Surely the hon. gentleman does not
intend te interfere with that. That would not affect
the argument one way or the other. We want, if
possible, te allow our people te bring in pork in
bond and export it after slaughter, and that does
not conflict with the interests of the farmers or of
any one else.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think my remarks
could by any possibility be twisted into any such
meaning as the lion. gentleman has attempted te
convey te the House. I said nothing about live
animals imported to be slaughtered in bond for
exportation, but I said that an animal which is
imported in bond and slaughtered, and then put on
the market, nust pay the duty. There is no inten-
tion on the part of the Government te interfere
with the trade te which the hon. gentleman refers.
On the contrary, the slaughtering in bond for
exportation, which gives our people work, the
present system will be continued.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My bon.
friend states that the only swine imported into
Ontario for consumption last year were these two
hogs, that all the rest were for exportation abroad,
and, therefore, this does not affect the question at
all.

Mr. BOWELL. As the hon. gentleman (Sir
Richard Cartwright) must know froin his expe-
rience in the Government, there are many articles
entered in bond for the purpose of exportation
which afterwards go into consumption when the
duties are paid.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The Public Accounts
would show that.

Mr. BOWELL. No. If 1,000 lbs. weight of
pork was imported alive and slaughtered in bond,
with the original intention of exporting, and the
party who slaughtered it and packed it found lie
could do better by putting it on the market here,
he would make the entry, pay the duty, and sell
it in the market. In such a case the entry would
have te be made and carried intothe statistics as
having been entered for consumption.

Mr. MITCHELL. Surely the hon. gentleman
does not mean that. If I understand his conten-
tion, it is that, as 4,000,000 lbs. of hogs have been
imported in bond for the purpose of slaughter and
exportation, if 2,000,000 Ibs. should be diverted
from the original intention and put upon the local
market for domestie use-does my hon. friend mean
te say that would not be shown in the Trade and
Navigation Returns, because if it would not be
shown those returns are very defective ?

Mr. BOWELL. These returns show that
no portion of the 4,000,000 lbs. was entered for
home consumption. But what I said was that, if

Mr. BowELL.

the disparity in the duty between the live and the
dead hog was se great, that would be the effect.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So you are
speaking infuturem.

Mr. BOWELL. The live hog would be entered
in bond and slaughtered in bond for exportation,
and yet that could go into consumption as pork
paying much less than 3 cents a pound duty.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the contention of my
hon. friend from South Oxford is correct, that the
only pork which went into the domestic market
of that which was imported was these two hogs.

Mr. BOWELL. The disparity between the
duty on the live hog and the dead pork did not
exist then.

Mr. HESSON. I see that 3,900 hogs were
imported last year.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Into Ontario?

Mr. HESSON. We are not talking Ontario
politics. The hon. gentleman desires to convey to
the people the idea that only two or three hogs
were imported into the country, but he overlooks
the fact that 3,900 hogs were imported into the
Dominion last year, and slaughtered for home con-
sumption. Beyond that, the Minister desires to
protect the people against the importation of hogs
in bond for the purpose of exportation, which are
afterwards slaughtered for home consumption, and
the duty of 25 per cent. was not sufficient to
prevent that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The lion. gentleman (Mr.
Hesson) has apparently been asleep. I stated the
results in several Provinces. I quoted the case of
British Columbia, and I said that, if the members
for British Columbia were willing to stand this tax,
we could stand it.

Mr. FOSTER. There is one more resolution I
wish to offer:

Resolved, That section 276, 49 Victoria, chapter 33, be
repealed, and that it be enacted as follows -

Glove leathers when imported by glove manufacturers
for use in their factories in the manufacture of gloves.
namely, kid, buck. deer, antelope and water hog, tanned
or dressed, colored or uncolored, to be rated at 10 per
cent.
That is the old section of the Act. We reduce
fine kid, imported for making gloves, from the pre-
sent duty of 20 per cent. to 10 per cent.

Resolutions referred te Conmittee on Bill.

CUSTOMS DUTIES.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 143) to amend the Acts respecting Customs
Duties.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. FOSTER. I find, in taking up this Bill,
that the Law Clerk has left out froui this section,
one item which was reported from the Committee,
and I wish te have that inserted. It will be item
j in the first resolution, stating that the initials
"F.O.B." represent the words " free on board."
In section 2, there have been left out of the report
as it came from the Committee the words "or in
any other Act relating te the Customs," which I
wish to have inserted after the word I Act " in the
third line.
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On section 3,
Mr. MITCHELL. I will make one last appeal

to the hon. gentleman on this corn business, to see
whether he will not allow corn to comle in free as
well as cornmeal. I am not going to make a
speech, but I am only going to appeal to the hon.
gentleman, as a matter of common justice, whe-
ther he will not allow corn to come in free of duty
for human food and the cornmeal to come in free
also.

Mr. FOSTER. I am very sorry to say to the
hon. gentleman that, after the very full discussion
we had on this subject, and the agreement arrived
at by the House, I hardly think I could go
against the expressed will of the House, even to
oblige the hon. gentleman, which I would 'other-
wise do.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not like any hypocrisy
about this matter.

Mr. FOSTER. I was trying to be as pleasant
as possible.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman ought
also to be honest. This course is taken because
the Government have so determined, not because
it is according to the will of the House. The hon.
gentlemen behind him would as soon support what I
asked, if the hon. gentleman had adopted that
view, as they have supported the Government
view. The Finance Minister should consider the
condition of some other portions of the Dominion
outside of Ontario, in regard to the corn qugýstio-.

Mr. McMULLEN. There is one point in regard
to the corn question to which I would like to call
attention. A change has been made to prevent
the importation of a certain class of pork except at
a very high duty. It is well known that that
class of pork cannot be produced without using
corn. If you permitted the importation of corn
for feeding purposes free, you would greatly aid in
producing the quality of pork required for lumber-
mg operations. When you exact a duty on corn
and make the farmers pay it, you hamper them in
producing a commodity which you tax to keep out
of the country. Pease will not produce the quality
of pork that corn will produce, and in order to
make the production of the quality of pork re-
quired by lumbermen a lucrative% calling for the
farmers, you should permit corn to come in free for
feeding purposes.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am ready to believe
that the Government, in framing this clause, were
animated by a desire to relieve the consumers of
cornmeal from the duty which formerly applied
to it. I would ask the Minister of Finance if he
thinks it is possible to frame an Order in Council
that will enable the Department to completely
control the meal after it leaves the miller's posses-
sion ? I have thought the subject over and I have
conversed with merchants who handle cornmeal,
and I am satisfied the Government will be unable
to frame an Order in Council which will enable
them to keep track of the cornmeal and establish
the fact that it is to be used for human food. It
would be better to strike out the provision, because
the seller will have to take an obligation from the
party who buys a single barrel that none of it is to
be used except for human food. An old woman
could not give her chickens a feed of cornmeal
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without violating the provisions of this Bill. In
regard to the question raised by the hon. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), as to having the corn
ground, I think that clause should be removed as
well. I invite the attention of the Ministers to
these two points, as the adoption of the suggestions
made by me would relieve the Department of much
trouble, and would also place the consumers of corn-
meal in a better position.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have had some
communications on this subject from those in the
trade, and it has been pointed out that an honest
miller will not be able to make a declaration that
the cornmeal is used for human food, because he
sells it in small lots and does not know how it will
be used. On the other hand, a man less conscien-
tious would be able to get such a statement and
get the benefit of the rebate.

Mr. FOSTER. This matter has been very
carefully considered. As the hon. members are
aware it was discussed before in committee, and I
do not see any way of making the clause different
from what it is at present, nainely, that all corn
shall be kiln dried before it is ground.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What is the object ?
Mr. FOSTER. The keeping qualities of the

cormneal are increased by the corn being kiln-
dried before it is ground. It is quite true that you
may grind corn without its being kiln-dried if it is
for early consumption, but that does not militate
against the fact that the bulk of the cornmeal
used for human food and an article of commerce is
kiln-dried. As to the Customs regulations, the
Minister of Customs and myself have very care-
fully considered that. It would not be well
to leave this matter without any regulations for the
prevention of gross frauds. It will be found
possible to give very great relief to those who
import corn for meal for human food, amounting to
nearly the whole of the duty paid on the corn
which goes into the meal, without any ill effects
resulting in other respects. I do not see how this
provision can be changed.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman
says the Government will return nearly all the
duty. That is another reason why the hon.
gentleman might as well dispense with the re-
striction. If they returned only a small portion
of the duty, I could well understand the objection
of the hon. gentleman. In this, there is only 10
per cent. retained on the duty, and it would
amount to very little indeed. The hon. gentleman
says it is usual to kiln-dry meal so that it will
stand longer, but sometimes it is not kiln-dried,
and if the millers who handle the corn are willing
to run the risk, I think it would be a great deal
better not to place any restrictions upon them.

Mr, GILLMOR. I do not know whether it is
any use speaking about this matter further ; but
if the Minister of Finance wants to encourage
manufactures in Canada, he has now an oppor-
tunity to find work for the grist mills on the
frontier. In my county, there are four grist
mills grinding corn. It is not at all important
that thlis meal should be kiln-dried, because it goes
into immediate use for consumption, all over the
county, to a population of 26,000 people, and it
la not even barrelled, but placed in bags. You
will encourage these mills, if you allow them to
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grind the meal without kiln-drying it. If it were draught horses they need. Therefore, I think we
going to be exported, or to remain a long time in are entitled to some protection for that industry.
barrels, it would have to be kiln - dried, Mr. BLAKE. I think that every vacant and
but we have only a very snall export of undisuuised statement of the obiects of protection
meal from Canada. This meal goes into imme-
diate use, and a restriction should not be
put upon its manufacture. This kiln-dried meal
is used for animals as well as for the food of human
beings, and my neighbors and myself have been in
the habit of using it for cattle. The Government
would be doing a great favor to the mills in my
county, if they allowed them to use their corn
without kiln-drying it. If you do not allow them,
they will have to put up some sort of a pretence of
a kiln, and go to that expense, which will not add
a single cent to the value of the corn. I think it
is consistent with your National Policy to
encourage these grist mnills to grind the corn which
is used in the country, instead of compelling them
to bring their kiln-dried meal from the States and
to pay a duty upon it. If you enforce this provi-
sion, the difficulty reinains that it is almost impos-
sible to tell when a man takes a bag of meal from
the mill, whether it is going to be used for human
food or food for animals. Some of it is used for
feeding the turkeys and the hens, and of course if
the people eat the turkeys I suppose they would
be complying with the law. This kiln-dried.meal
is also fed to the cows, and the cow suckles the
calf, and when you kill the calf you eat the veal.
Now, what is the difference whether you take it in
meal or take it in veal ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). After the statement
made by the hon. member for Charlotte (Mr.
Gillmor) I think that this word " kiln-dried "
should be struck out. If not it will cause a great
deal of expense to the millers.

Mr. FOSTER. It is not expensive.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is expensive, and, be-

sides. it is utterly useless.

On section 10,
Mr. FOSTER. I propose, in item 5 of this

section, to strike out the word " hogs " and make
that item read " cattle and sheep, 30 per cent. ad
valorem," also I propose that item 5½ should read
"live hogs, 2 cents per pound."

Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest to the Minister
of Finance, that he should substitute the word
"horses" for "hogs." My opinion is, that, in the
interest of the part of the country from which I
come, there should be this protection afforded for
the breeding of horses. We have been breeding
horses for about five years, but they can breed
horses in the United States cheaper than we can,
as they have been at it longer. They send them in
here, suffering from glanders and other diseases, to
spread the contagion throughout this country, and
they pay only 20 per cent. duty. If there is any
industry in the country that should be protected,
it is that of raising horses in the North-West. We
have taken a great deal of pains to introduce a
first-class breed of horses into that country. During
the last five years there have been introduced from
England, the United States, and other countries,
at least 150 of the best stallions in the world. We
are trying to breed a class of horses that will be
suitable for shipment to the old country for the
English army, and we also expeet to supply the
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec with all the

Mr. GiuLmox.

ought to entitle the hon. gentleman's claim to the
favorable consideration of hon. gentlemen op-
posite.

Mr. FOSTER. Item 5 was inserted as part of
the general policy of the Government with respect
to the protection of meat products ; and the three
kinds of animals mentioned here, cattle, sheep
and hogs, are those from which the meats are pro-
duced. Horses come under a different category.
They have now, I think, a duty of 20 per cent.,
which is a pretty fair duty. My hon. friend
speaks about diseased horses coming into the
North-West from the United States; but a duty
of 30 per cent. would scarcely prevent their intro-
duction, I suppose, if a duty of 20 per cent. does
not. I think there is a pretty large proportion of
horses at present imported into the country ; but
by-and-bye, when the North-West develops, and
the production of horses is carried on there on a
larger scale than at present, perhaps my hon.
friend's suggestion will have more weight. At
the present time I do not think the Government
feel thenselves in a position to increase the duty
on horses.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is very
hard, Mr. Chairman. Here, when we import two
hogs from the United States, the hon. gentleman
is willing to put a duty upon them; but when we
import only 4,000 horses from the United States,
valued at $175,000, and send to the United States
only 56,000 horses valued at $2,113,000, it is quite
contrary to the hon. gentleman's principles to give
the trifling favor which his supporter seeks. It
is all in accord with the hon. gentleman's whole
policy.

Mr. BLAKE. Besides, I thought the principle
of protection was to protect the infant industry
and nurse it into vigor; whereas the hon. gentle-
man says that when this infant industry has
increased itself and gets stronger, then he may
give it some protection.

Mr. McMULLEN. I must, for the last time,
enter iny solewn protest against this duty of 30
per cent. on sheep. It is well known that at the
present moment the United States are considering
a proposition to increase their tariff on sheep and
lambs going from this country to the United
States, where we send about a thousand lambs per
day. I think it is to be regretted that the Govern-
ment of the Dominion should take the lead in
increasing the duty on this article. They are
assuming the responsibility of virtually saying to
the Americans: " Go on, gentlemen, we are
ahead of you." If they had waited until the
Americans had imposed their duty, and had been
driven to the necessity of retaliating, the increase
might have been pardonable ; but to act in the way
they are doing, in the face of the enormous trade
which exists at the present time, is simply to
strengthen the hands of the party on the other
side, who are moving in the same direction.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. FOSTER. After item 22, the following
item which was agreed to by the House, has been
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inadvertently omitted from the Bill, and I propose put a duty of 1½ cents per pound upon the heavy
that it be reinserted :- pork commonly known as mess pork, made from

Buttons of hoof, rubber, vulcanite or composition, 5 the sides of heavy hogs, according to the definition
cents per gross and 20 per cent. ad vaorem. in our own Inspection Act of hogs not less than 2.

pounds weight, and which is used very largely in
In item 32, "collars, of cotton, linen, celluloid the lumber districts. This deinition takes in no
or xylonite, " I, wish to add 'xyolite." In item part of the pork except between the ham and the
45, I wish to insert the same word. In item 67 shoulders, and the size of the hog is defined by the
there is an error in the print ; " one cents" should number of pieces which must be in a barrel. It
be "two cents. " In item 69 after the word "manu- takes a hog that weighs 250 pounds or there-
factures," insert the words " of glass, " making it abouts to nake a barreI of sixteen pieces which
" all other glass and manufactures of glass. " The will come under this definition.
next item is No. 83, which has crept into this by
inistake. It was repealed in the Committee and Mr. MITCHELL. The definition given by the
should be left out. That is the item dealing with Minister now is not that which he gave to this
wrought iron tubes. In item 84, insert in the last House in the previous discussion, because my hon.
line the words " N. E. S." Items 85 and 86 I wish to friend will observe that what he is now describing
drop and leave the duty exactly as it was before. is clearly what is purely known among business
This is iron sheared and unsheared, sheet iron, men as mess pork, and not what we were contend-
common or black, not thinner than No. 20 gauge, ing for before, namnely, clear pork. Clear pork

N.E.S." may have more than sixteen pieces in a barrel. It

Sic RICHAPD CARTWRIGHT. What is the may be cut out of the portions of the hogs, as de-
reason for that? scribed by iny hon. friend, between the shoulders

and the ham; but yet, having more than sixteen
Mr. FOSTER. I made the change in order to pieces in the barrel, it would corne under the duty

take skelp iron out of the duty- placed upon it of 3 cents per pound. Now, that is not what was
under the impression that it was not made in this tacitly understood and practically agreed to by the
country. We found out it is made by nearly all hon. gentleman when this su.bject was discussed in
the rolling mills in the country. The only reason detail before, and I think my hon. friend is not
which induced the change, namely, that it was not carrying out what he led this House to believe
made in the country, havirg fallen to the ground, would be consented to by the Governnent. I
we revert to the original duty. would ask him to reconsider that and include in

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that an the 1ý cents per pound rate those portions of the
increase or a diminution? hog between the shonîders, whether or not there

Mr. FOSTER. It is exactly what it was are more than sîxteen pieces in the harrel.
before. It is practically an increase on skelp Mc. GILLMOR. This definition will drive al
iron, as proposed in the new item. Items 85 the clear pork into the c1ass of $6 a bacrel, because
and 86 are dropped. After 95, I wish to intro- there must be fifteen or sixteen pieces or more in a
duce a resolution passed by the Committee with barrel of clear pork. Tbis definition is just the
reference to glove leathers. We will call it 95f. opposite of what 1 nnderstood from the Finance
Glove leather at present pays a duty of 10 per Minister was bis intention before. This is thcow-
cent., and, I wish to add to that the item of kid ing ail the clear pork that I know of, cnt from the
glove leather, which now pays 15 or 20 per cent. saine part of the hog as the mess pock, into the
I now come to the item of pork. It will be dnty of 3 cents a pound, because the thin part of
remembered that the result of a discussion on this the belly of the pig is made into bacon, and the
item went to show that the definition was a loose Minîster of C'storns understood that exactly. He
one, owing to the different brands and great said be would take that off and caîl that bacon.
variety of mess pork which cornes in, in various The part next the backbone of the pig, wbich is
ways, and is put up in different sized pieces, and messpock, is cnt into pieces of four ponnds, five
very different parts of the hog, cqnsisting of parts pon s, six pouuds and seven pounds, and this is
of heavy hogs and of light hogs as well, branded just throwing ail the cicar pock, which cores ont
each in a separate way. After taking into account of the saine part of the bog, with the bones taken
the varying character of the pork coming in branded ont, into the 3 cents a pound dnty. It was under-
as mess pork, and then the inconvenience which stood that you bad fixed upon a definîtion and
might arise from the definition of mess pork as that it would not be necessary to gay any more
stated in the general Inspection Act, it is consid- about it, but now we see that ah the clear pock
ered best to define the pork which comes in at l will corne under the dnty of $6 a barrel.
cents per pound as follows Mr. JONES (Halifax). I presume that is the

Barrelled pork in brine made from the sides of heavy object of the Minister. He gave the Cormittee
hogs, after the hams and shoulders are eut off, and con- to uudecstand that mess pock and clear cut pork
taimnng not more than sixteen pieces to a barrel of 200 coresponding to mess pork, wold corne in at
pounds weight. the lower rate of duty. That was the impres-
That is a deflnition which can be easily deter- sion left on this side of the House by the Minister,
mined. but, wheu the discussion care up on the second

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How are you going to occasion, he was taken rather roughly to task by
find out? some of bis followers, who, I suppose, have

brought pressure upon hirn to make this dlefinition.
Mr. FOSTER. In the sane way as now, by But he is only inaking trouble more confounded.

actual inspection there is no other way to carry He says this rnust be cnt from a hog weighing not
out the idea- with which the Government started, less tha,2<) lbs. 1s he going to obai a butch-
and which I explained to the Comrnittee - to er's certificate or a coroners certificat that these
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hogs, when they were slaughtered, weighed not
less than 20W lbs ? He must have some certificate,
or it will not be possible to enter these at the
lower rate of duty. Then, if the bones are taken
out of the mess pork, and it is made clear pork,
which is of more value, of course, these pieces will
weigh so much less, and it may take more than
the sixteen pieces which the hon. gentleman has
stated are to constitute a barrel of pork. Conse-
quently, that will be under the higher rate of
duty. I think this interpretation will cause end-
less trouble. The Department will have to open
every barrel and have every piece counted, the brine
will have to be taken off, and they will require a
certificate of the birth and the weight of the hogs
when they were slaughtered. The bon. gentleman
is going to give himself endless trouble, and is
going to make the clear pork subject to the higher
duty. Our fishermen do not always use the saie
kind of pork, but whatever pork they do use will
come under the higher rate. I again protest
against this interpretation. I think it is a most
ridiculous one and one which the Government will
find it difficult to carry out with any regularity,
because what may be called mess pork in one
Custom house may be given another character in
another Custom bouse, and there will be favoritism
which will lead to a great deal of difficulty, with
the result that the honest man will be defrauded,
while those who desire to defraud will escape.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. gentleman
cannot have listened to the explanation. I under-
stood that the pork mnust be made out of a hog
weighing not less than 200 lbs., but that this
classification contemplated using heavy hogs requir-
ing only sixteen pieces to make a barrel. I think
this definition is preferable to that which was pro-
posed before.

Mr. MITCHELL. The objection I have taken
bas not been answered. The class of pork now
recognised as clear pork will often contain more
than sixteen pieces to the barrel. That is the
class of pork largely used by fishermen and lum-
bermen, as well as by the laboring class in the
towns. That will not be classed as mess pork,
and will, therefore, be charged at 3 cents a pound,
according to the interpretation which the Minister
now contends for. In Chicago, while the clear pork
realises more than the mess pork, seeing that mess
pork is the pork of commerce, when speculation is
rife and pork is largely speculated upon, the mess
pork, which is inferior to the clear pork, will
sometimes sell for $1 to $1.50 a barrel more than
the clear pork, which is worth from 50 cents to $1
a barrel intrinsically more than the mess pork. It
seems that I have failed to convey to the hon.
gentleman the distinction I have made between
the two classes of pork, but I think it would be
well for him not to put such an inconsistent reg.-
lation as this in force, but while be permits the
mess pork to come in for half the price of the clear
pork, he should, to be consistent, let them both in
at the same rate of 1½ cents. They are both cut
from the sanie part of the hog, between the shoul-
ders and the hams. The people who eut up these
hogs often cannot cut up the hog so as to get only
the sixteen pieces into the barrel, and, if there is
one more piece in the barrel, it will be liable to be
charged 3 cents a pound instead of li cents.

Mr. FOSTER. Carried.
Mr. JoNxs (Halifax).

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, if hon. gentlemen
choose to treat reasonable objections from this side
of the House with that silent contempt which they
have chosen to adopt towards me during the last
hour, all I can say is, perhaps, it will not facilitate
getting on their business. I would like to have
the hon. gentleman explainto this House why itis
that reasonable objections are not answered, and
why the Finance Minister treats with silent
contempt just objections that are made from this
side of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. I am sure that my hon. friend
would not ask me to be always on my feet answer-
ing every objection the hon. gentleman so often
reiterates ; though it is not out of any want of
courtesy to himself or to the TIouse that I did
not answer him. The very same objection that
my bon. friend made to-night he made when we
discussed this for hours in the Committee, and the
answer was given at that time over and over
again. It was simply because of that state of
things that I did not reply to my hon. friend, but
if he wishes, I will give him again the reasons
which I thought I stated a moment or two ago.
The Government set out with the idea of placing a
less rate of duty upon that kind of pork made
from heavy hogs which bas been less produced in
this country, and is, at the present time, less pro-
duced in this country than pork of lighter hogs, and
which is used by the lumbermen more especially,
and by the fishermen to some extent. We set out
with the idea of placing a lighter duty upon that
than upon the lighter pork. Then came up the
question of the definition. The definition that
was discussed in the House before was ad m'itted on
all sides to be indefinite, and the object was to
make a definition based upon the principle which
I have just stated and which would clearly define
the article to be introduced at li cents a pound,
in order that the trade and the Customs officials
should understand just what was dutiable, and to
what extent. Now, in pork which is made and
barrelled from hogs of more than 200 pounds
weight-and that was the definition with which
we set out, and it was based upon the principle on
which we set out, and that is the same principle
which is kept in view the present clause which I
an proposing to substitute for the other-that
pork, made from the sides of heavy hogs, with the
bam and shoulders off, whether it be clear pork or
rib pork, whether it be mess pork, as is generally
understood, or with the rib out, and therefore
clear pork, if made from the heavy hog, and
if it fulfils those conditions with which we set
out that it should be made from hogs of 200
lbs. and more, that pork shall come in at the
lesser rate. This tariff was franied for the
purpose of pubting a higher degree of protection
upon that class of pork which is more largely
raised and which is more easily raised in Canada,
and to allow this heavy hog pork to come in at a
less rate of duty. For the reasons I have stated
this definition carries that out. I would be infini-
tely sorry if my explanation does not satisfy my
hon. friend. But that is the definition which we
intend to submit to the sense of the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has
stated that the definition which he has placed upon
this class of pork was the sane that was under-
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stood to be adopted when this matter was discussei
before.

Mr. FOSTER. I say it is based upon the sam
principle.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not the same. He le
this House to understand that this pork, know.
as clear pork, should come in at l cents per pound
The hon. gentleman now comes in with anothe
explanation. I have no fault to find with th
explanation. He has at last treated me court
eously-

Mr. FOSTER. I always do.
Mr. MITCHELL-by giving such explanation

as I think I had a right to demand. But still, h
says on the one hand that the pork which i
allowed to corne in at the lI cents per pound duty i
pork cut from the shoulders to the hams of hog
over 200 Ibs. in weight, but in the next breath h
says there shall not be moi than sixteen piece
in the barrel. There is where the whole ru]
comes in. The fact is that pork is not all cut ul
so as to make just sixteen pieces in the barrel
In the case of clear pork you will find, as the hon
member for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) correctl3
stated, sometimes twenty or thirty pieces, but i
is all pork cut from between the two poinu
mentioned, it is cut from between the shoulders
and the hams, but in consequence of the way i
is put up, which gives it the definition of cleai
pork, there are more than sixteen pieces in th
barrel. I object to that limitation of sixteen
pieces. I quite agree with my hon. friend that the
pork to be admitted at a cheap rate shall be pork
from hogs over 200 lbs. in weight, cut fron the
shoulders to the hams. That is right enough, but
let iù be all the pork that is cut between those
points, and do not put any limitation as to the
number of pieces in the barrel; then you will gel
clear pork in as well as mess pork at l cents
per lb. I am sure my hon. friend, in one
portion of his explanations, led this Hous
to believe that by the wording of his resolu.
tion he cuts away clear pork and allows it tc
corne in at 3 cents a pound. If my hon. friend
means to let clear pork corne in at 3 cents a pound,
we can understand it, but if he means, what his
words would imply, that all pork cut from the
shoulder to the ham of pigs over 200 lbs. weight,
should corne in at li cents duty, then I say the reso-
lution does not carry that out.

Mr. FOSTER. Now that my hon. friend is
down to a more reasonabile basis, I want tô say
one word to him to show that there is no inconsis-
tency between my present reasoning and the state-
ment I made before. I have only to recall his at-
tention to this fact, that by the definition given in
the general Inspection Act, it was very plainly
stated that the hog must be of more than 200
lbs. in weight.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not object to that.
Mr. FOSTER. Then, if my hon. friend admits

that, he admits that I am consistent, because to-
day I allow to corne in by this definition the
parts fron the same hogs, cut between the shoulder
and the ham, of more than 200 lbs. weight.
But my hon. friend says, we ought not to define
the number of pieces-" that is where the rub is."
If there were no pieces defined there would be no
rub at all, for the smnailest kind of pork, so long

-1 as lt is cnt frorn between the ham, and the shoul-
der, could corne in. Mou rnight take hogs of 100

e lbs., or 50 Ibs.;, and as long as you eut themn
up between the harn, and the shoulder and have
no mile as to, the number of pieces, they conld al

icorne in, and the very object we had in introdue-
n ing titis measure, which was to provide that the

.largest rate shonld be paid by the srnaller kinds of
r pork, wonld not be, attained. So my hon. friend
e sees that I arn consistent, and the very fact that I

arn consistent drives me to, adopt the definition
Inow propose.

Mr. MITCHELL. Your hon. friend sees that
s yon are not consistent. I agree with you that
e hogs, making mness pork and clear pork, should be
s over 200 lbs. in weight. Bat there is a great
s deal of pork cnt ont of these hogs besides these
s large round pieces that go to make up mess pork ;
e it la those srnaller pieces ont of the large hogs ont
s of which mess pork is cnt, that makes clear pork.

)My hon. friend, in pretending that I arn inconsis-
Stent, has failed to realise this fact, that in the hog

of 200 lbs. weight, in addition to the large pieces
that are cnt frorn the centre of the back aronnd to

r the belly, there are pieces that are not cnt
t in that way ; there is still pork frorn a 200 lbs.

hog cnt between the shoulders and the harns,
that is clear pork ; and what I want to, accomplish
lai that the whole of these portions of the hogs of
over 200 Ibs. in weight, cnt bet\veen the shoul-
der and the bain, shall be inclnded and corne in at

i U~ cents a Ponnd.

Mr. GILIMOR. I thonght this was well
understood. The Minister of Finance and Minister
of Customs in conversation across the floor both
publicly and privately stated there was no difficulty
about the definition. The Finance Minister now
has rightly said that the- nunîber of pieces is iviat
fixes his definition. What is the difference whether
yon get 32- pieces of pork in a barrel or 16 if tleey
corne ont of the saine sized hog?

*Mr. FOSTER. H-ow do you propose to find ont
>whether a barrel of pork, which has 50 pieces of
*clear pork in it, contains pieces every one of which

came ont of a 200 lbs. hog ?

*Mr. MITCHELL. That is one of the difliculties
of yotir system.

-Mr. GILLMOR. Mou would ascertain it predi-
sely the saine as yon would ascertain any snch
matter in a private transaction. The difference
wouid consiat in the 8ize of the pieces and their
weight. The Minister of Finance will not deny
that ail this la clearly defined, andt we feit satisfied
that clear pork imported wonld cost 01113 lý
cents a ponnd duty. 'New light has, however,
dawned on the hon. gentlemnans mmd, and tIse
result is that lumbermen and fishermen will be
called upon to pay a dnty of $6 per barrel instead
of $3, becanse there are 32 pieces in the barrel and
not 16. I regret very much this change in the
defiaition has taken place, but the resuit is we
will have Vo, pay $6 per barrel diity instead of $3.

Mm. COOK. To what duty will mess% pork be
subjected ?

Mr. FOSTER. If lt is cnt from a hog that
weights 200 lbs. or more lt wili corne in at li
cents, provided that theme are not more than 16
pieces in the barmel.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose in accordance
with the hon. gentleman's plan he does not pro-
pose to reduce the duty on lard.

Mr. FOSTER. I think it is a fair duty consider-
ing the rate of duty on the meat product.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). In regard to item
152, I should like the duty to be struck off timothy
and clover seeds, which we are not able to raise in
sufficient quantities for our own consumption.
Almost all of that imported should be admitted
free of duty.

Mr. FOSTER. The former duty was 15 per
cent. and it has been reduced to 10 per cent. Last
season was a rather poor season for raising these
seeds and consequently a pretty large importation
is shown, but the returns also show a large ex-
portation. A fair protection of 10 per cent. is
due to the farmers who raise those seeds in this
country. I do not think better timothy seed is
grown anywhere than by our own farmers.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman takes
credit for giving the farmer 10 er cent. protec-
tion on his seeds, while the implement manufac-
turer, from whom the farmer has to buy his im-
plements, has to pay 35 per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the hon. gentleman ask
me to raise the duty of 35 per cent. on timoth3
and clover seeds ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man to take the duty off agricultural implements
and also seeds. We do not grow enough timothy
and clover in our country for the needs of the
farmers.

Mr. FOSTER. That is the reason w hy the duty
was made low. It is a question of farmer against
farmer to a certain extent. One farmer produces
the seed, but the majority must buy it.

Mr. MITCHELL. As a matter of fact, a large
quantity of timothy and clover used in this
country is imported, and that is so, particularly in
the part of the country I come from.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). We raise some
timothy, but we have been unable to raise almost
any clover for five or six years past, since the
clover midge came in.

Mr. FOSTER. The clover midge cannot last
for ever.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). It may last as long
as the Government last.

Mr. FOSTER. It would have a long life if it
did.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do not pro-
phesy unless you know.

Mr. McMULLEN. Judging by your past
prophesies, they are not to be relied upon.

Mr. FOSTER. On item 152, I propose to add
after the word " bases" the words " matrices and
copper shells."

Mr. MITCHELL. I appealed to the bon.
gentleman on a former occasion in relation to these
electrotypes. I suppose there is no use appealing
to him again when he bas made up his mind he
woull change nothing.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, there is use; and in con-
sequence of the fervent appeal of my hon. friend,
added to other representations that have been

Mr. FOSTER.

made, I have introduced this change in order to
reduce the duty on these from 2 cents to § of a
cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. I quite approve of that re-
duction, but I did not hear the hon. gentleman
make that statement at the outset.

Items 178 and 179,
Mr. FOSTER. I propose to reduce the duty on

these to 3 cents instead of 4 and 5 cents.

On item 254, .
Mr. FOSTER. With reference to the ensilage

corn, the Committee will see that this limits it to
t wo varieties ; the variety known as " Southern
Dent Corn," namely, " Mammoth Southern Sweet,"
"Western Dent Corn," and "Golden Beauty." I
have f ound that that limits it altogether too
much, and that there are kinds of corn of a dif-
ferent name, but in which there is very little
difference of quality, which are just as good, and
which are more used for soiling and for ensilage
purposes. I propose to widen that clause by mak-
ing it read:

Indian corn of the varieties known as Southern White
Dent, or Horse Tooth ensilage corn, and Western Yellow
Dent, or Horse Tooth ensilage corn for soiling or ensilage.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I would just say to
the Finance Minister, that I pay double the amount
for corn for seed purposes that I do for corn for
feeding purposes, so that no farmer will buy corn
for seed and feed it to his cattle.

Mr. FOSTER. What do you pay for seed corn?
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Sixty or 70 cents for

seed corn, and 35 or 40 cents for corn for feeding
purposes.

Mr. FOSTER. In item 305, I wish to add to
the free list, " and hard rubber in sheets but not
further manufactured." I wish also to add to the
free list, " florists' stock, namely, palms, orchids,
azaleas, cacti, and flower bulbs of all kinds."

Mr. MITCHELL. In item 151 the hon. gentle-
man charges 2 cents per square inch for stereo-
types, and in 152 he charges two-thirds of a cent
for the same article.

Mr. FOSTER. In 152 they are used for books.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why should the same

articles, when used for newspapers, be charged 2
cents per square inch, and in other cases be charg-
ed only two-thirds of a cent? That is not treating
the press fairly.

Mr. FOSTER. The object of 151 and 153 is to
make the printers do the work here. Al that
class of work can be done as well here. With
reference to the books, these matrices and copper
shells must be imported.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is matrices and copper
shells in 151 also.

Mr. FOSTER. But the class of work there is
almanacs, calendars, illustrated pamphlets and
other like work for commercial purposes.

Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot see why the book
printers should get their stuff in at § of a cent per
square inch while the newspaper men have to pay
2 cents for the very same thing. We cannot get
these things here. We have to import themn.
I believe there is a one-horse shop in Toronto
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which does something in that way, but it cannot Mr. BOWELL. That is what is intended in
supply the demand for the trade. order to prevent the importation of stereotyped

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think we can change plates which are put into newspapers, of adver-
this. tising matter chiefly.

Mr. BROWN. There is the article of sumac Mr. MITCHELL. Why should you prevent
and the extract of sumac which is largely used as that ?
dye stuff in the cotton mills. I would ask that Mr. BOWELL. Whenadvertisements of quack
that go into the free list. medicines or matters of that kind are brought

Mr. FOSTER. I will put that in. in for newspapers, they should pay a higher price.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would the hou. member for Mr. MITCHELL. Why not charge the same

Hamilton kindly interest himself in one or two duty upon the bookmakers' material in item 152?
things, which I wish to have considered ?'He Mr. BOWELL. That distinction has always
appears to be the only man who can get anything been drawn in the tariff.
doue. Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I desire to refer to

Mr. MULOCK. Do I understand the Minister section 154.
of Finance to say that the duty in item 151 of 2
cents per square inch on stereotypes and electro- Mr. FOSTER. That has reference to binding
types is in the interest of printers emploved on twine, and was fully discussed in Committee, and
newspapers and that such was the reason for that the sense of the House was tested in regard to it
duty ? on a motion of the member for Marquette (Mr.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. Watson). Surely my hon. friend does not desire
to press the matter any further.

Mr. MULOCK. Then how is it that in item
153, stereotypes, electrotypes and celluloids of Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I only desire to say
newspaper columns are charged only - cent per that this is very hard upon the farners. We have
square inch, if 2 cents are necessary in item 151 ? first to pay 35 per cent. duty on implements, that

is on the binder, and then we have to pay 25 per
Mr. BOWELL. The first is to protect that cent. on binding twine, which places the fariner in

kind of work which can be done and is doue in such a position that be is likely to put his binder
every printing office in the country. It refers to aside and tic up his grain by hand as formerly.
almanacs, calendars, illustrated pamphlets, news- Mr. FOSTER moved that the Committee risepaper advertisements or engravngs. I might
add that since the high duty bas been placed sud report the resolutions.
on this kind of work, it has increased a thou- Mr. LANDERKIN. It is very much to be
sandfold in this country. It used to be im- regretted that before the tariff was changed the
ported principally from the neighboring republic. Budget Speech should have been printed in full.
In 152 the duty is at a low rate to cover books, If the tariff had been amended first, that speech
whether copyrighted or not, and which are pro- might have been of great service to the country.
duced principally in England. In purchasing the Last year we paid for the Budget Speech something
copyrights, the parties also purchase at the in the neigbborbood of $2,500. Now, the Budget
saine time either the matrices from which the Speech goes forth as the tariff was brougbt down,
stereotype is made in this country, or the and with the tariff incorrect in that Budget Speech.
stereotype in England. In 153, the three-fourths If we could only have had that speech printed after
of a cent per square inch and the 2 cents is to pro- the tariff was amended so that the people could
tect the typos in this country, who set type in have been benefited by it, I do not think they
the different printing offices. would have objected to the money being spent for

Mr. MULOCK. On one class there is only a r.
duty of tbree-fourths of a cent. Mr. FOSTER. My bon. frieud sees that the

Mr. BOWELL. Three-fourths of a cent per Budget Speech must be the Budget Speech if it
square inch on the stereotypes, but it is 2 cents purports to be so, sud tbat bas been prmted sud
per square inch on the matrices or copper shells. distributed, and is the speech as it was delivered

p by the Finance Minister. That bas always been
Mr. MULOCK. The three-fourths of a cent is the custom. The tarif changes as proposed by the

for one thing and the 2 cents for something else. Finance Minister are a part of the speech, and are
Mr. BOWELL. The 2 cents is on what they printed with it. They do not purport to be the

call plate matter imported from the United States tariff as it is enacted, that is, the Budget Speech
and put in the newspapers as reading matter. does not purport to be the law, but simply contains

Mr. MULOCK. The duty on that is three- the propositions brought down by the Finance
fourths of a cent and that is for newspapers, yet in Minister. The tariff, when it becomes law, will
151, the duty on stereotypes, electrotypes and be distributed by my bon. friend the Minister of
celluloids for newspaper work is 2 cents per square Customs, who then puts it into the hands of all
inch. In item 151, a part of the material used his oflicers, and, with his usual generosity, gives
by printers is protected 2 cents per square inch, copies to any person who may wish for thei.
and in item 153, part of the same material is Mr. LANDERKIN. The Finance Minister will
protected at three-fourths of a cent per square inch. see that if it were not issued so early, all these

Mr. BOWELL. If you reckon that up, you amendments conld be included, and the people
will find it is equal to what is paid for composi- would be better informed on the tariff.
tion in newspaper offices. Bill reported.

Mr. MITCHELL. Are you going to have two Order that the House again resolve itself i-to
classes of duty for the same thing ? . Çommittee of Supply, read.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is objec-

tionable. We have not had time to examine these
items, and a good many of thein require to be exa-
mined in detail.. I do not want to obstruct busi-
ness, but it is not fair to bring down Estimates
embracing a million and a half dollars, covering
nearly a hundred items, at six o'clock, and ask the
House to pass them at eleven o'clock, with a long
intervening debate.

Mr. FOSTER. As the House is anxious to get
through with the business we might take up those
items to which there can be no objection, and allow
those to stand which hon. gentlemen desire to dis-
cuss at length.

Mr. LAURIER. There is no reason in the
world why these Estimates should not have been
brought down before to-day. The hon. gentleman
is not treating the House fairly, when he brings
these Estimates at the eleventh hour and asks the
House to go into them at the twelfth hour.

Mr. FOSTER. I am willing to acknowledge
that the Estimates should have been down before.

Mr. MULOCK. I think it is not fair that the
House should be asked to take up these Estimates
to-night. They involve a million and a half dollars
of the people's money, and they -were only made
known to the House at six o'clock this even-
ing. Now, I think that a great deal of time will
be saved by allowing the members to have an
opportunity to consider these items. If you force
the House into committee on them to-night, I very
much doubt if you will make as much progress as
you would if you allowed the House an opportunity
to consider them. If it is despatch you want, I
think the suggestion of the hon. memuber for South
Oxford will promote that end. For my part I
strongly object to this course. I believe it is a
vicious course. It is a bad precedent, it is encou-
raging the Administration next year to repeat the
very shortcoming which the Finance Minister says
he has been guilty of in this instance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that as
the hon. gentlemen opposite have been assisting
the Government a good deal to-day in carrying on
business, and as we are in sight of prorogation.
perhaps if we allow hon. gentlemen to go home to-
night they will return to-morrow with renewed
spirits prepared to carry the Estimates. So 1 will
move that we now adjourn, and we will go home
and sleep over mess pork.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at il
p.m.

TOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNESDAY, 7th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE HEREFORD RAILWAY COMPANY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that Bill
(No. 147 ) respecting the Hereford Railway
Company and the Maine Central Railway
Company be placed on the Orders of the Day, for
consideration in Committee of the whole House
immediately after Routine Proceedings, in accord-
ance with the recorpmendation contained in the

MR. LANDERKIN,

seventeenth report of the Committee on Railways,
Canals and Telegraph Lines.

Motion agreed to.

P. R. A. BELANGER.

Mr. TURCOT asked, What is the daily salary of
P. R. A. Bélanger, surveyor, of L'Islet; how niany
days did he work in 1889 ; and how much money
remains due to him ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Mr. Bélanger is not now in
the employment of this Department. He was em-
ployed for 232 days. Mr. Bélanger's accounts with
this Department are yet unadjusted, and it is,
therefore, impossible to state at present whether
any money remains due to him.

CUSTOMS OFFICER McLAGAN.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) asked, Have the
charges of improper conduct made against Cus-
toms Officer McLagan, of Sarnia, been brought to
the notice of the Minister of Customs ? If so,
what action has been taken?

Mr. FOSTER. In the absence of the Minister
of Customs, 1 may say that charges have been
made against himi, and they are now under inves-
tigation.

THE NEW YORK MERCURY.

Mr. SCRIVER asked, Whether the attention
of the Postinaster General has been called to the
fact that a newspaper called the New York Mer-
cury, containing matter of an immoral character,
is being circulated in the Dominion? And if so,
whether it is his intention to take steps to put a
stop to the further importation and circulation of
the said newspaper?

Mr. HAGGART. My attention has been called
to the fact that a newspaper called the New York
Mercury, containing matter of an immoral charac-
ter, is being circulated in the Dominion. What
is to be done in the matter, is at present under the
consideration of the Government.

THE QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. BARRoN) asked, Has
the attention of the Government, or of any
member thereof, been called to the following pub-
lication contained in the issue of the newspaper
called Le Canadien, published at Quebec on the
20th April, 1890, that is to say :

6 STATEMENT OF MR. 0. E. MURPHY.
"I have been a member of the firm of Larkin, Connolly

& Co., since........ our firstwork being the Graving Dock
at St. Joseph, Lévis, a contract made with the Harbor
Commissioners, Quebec.

" In 1882, our firm made another contract for dredging
in connection with the harbor improvements, with the
Harbor Commissioners.

" It was with this contract that I first became
acquainted with Robert H. McGreevy, Queber (brother -of
the Hon. Thomas McGreevy, a member of the IHarbor
Commission, and a member of the House of Commons of
Canada), and who became a partuer with us (Larkin,
Connolly & Co.) for the contract of dredging, becoming
interested to the extent of 30 per cent. The Hon. Thomas
McGreevy was aware of bis brother's interest in this
work; an agreement in writing was made by Larkin.
Connolly & Co., setting forth his interest.

" I. In the spring of 1883, we (Larkin, Connolly & Co.>
tendered for the construction of the cross wall in connec-
tion with the harbor improvements, Mr. Robert McGreevY
becoming interested to the extent of 30 percent., by a writ-
ten agreement signed by us all. The Hon. Thomas Me-
Greevy was aware of this before the tenders went in.
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Wre (Larkin, Connolly & Co.) became aware of the po-
sition we held as tenderers before being informed offici-
ally, and governed ourselves accordingly by the with-
drawal of John Gallagher's and George Beaucage's
tenders; and in consideration of $25,000 paid to R. H.
McGreevy, in presence of the Hon. Thomas McGreevy,
we obtained the contract. This payment of $25,000 was
made in June, 1883, by promissory notes made by one
inember of the firm and endorsed by another, which notes
were subsequently retired by the firm at maturity, and
charged to expense account.

" Il. On or about the 23rd June, 1884 Larkin, Connolly &
Co. signed a su pplementary contract or certain works for
completion of the Graving Dock at St. Joseph, Lévis,
and erection of the Caisson, with the Harbor Commis-
sioners, for the obtaining of which contract Larkin
Connolly & Co. paid the Messrs. McGreevy the sum of
$22,000 in promissory notes of one member of the firm to
another, which notes were subsequently paid.

"III. On or about November, 1884 Messrs. Larkin
Connolly & Co. sig-ned a contract with tie Department o#
Public Works of Canada for the erection and completion
of the Graving Dock at Esquimalt, in British Columbia,
Mr. R. H. McGreevy being, with his brother's (the Hon.
Thomas McGreevy) knowledge, a partner in the said
contract. That immediately after the signing of the said
contract, I paid the sum of S5 000 in promissory notes of
Laikin, Connolly & Co., for obtaining said contract and
for his services to be given to have changes made for the
benefit of the firm of Larkin, Connolly & Co.; and later
on, and to the end of the work, varions large sums were
Said to, or for him on said contract, amounting in all
exclusive of R. H. McGreevy's share of the profits) to

$10,000, as per statement of the accountant of the firm.
" IV. That on or about the month of January, 1887, on

a proposition made by the Hon. Thomas McGreevy, our
firn met and agreed to pay him (the Hon. Thomas Me-
Greevy) the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000),
on condition of bis obtaimnng for us 35 cents per yard for
dredging in harbor works to the extent of 800,000 cubic
yards, or thereabouts, instead of 27 cents, our contract
average price. The money was paid most of it direct to
himself; part through Robert H. McGreevy. I have
seen a memorandum in pencil on this subject, among
others, and I recognise the handwriting of Michael Con-
nolly, on behalf of the firm. We received the 35 cents
per cubie yard for dredging afterwards, beginning with
the season of1887. * * *

" VI. That large sums of money were paid to the Hon.
Thomas McGreevy.including special ones above set forth
between 1883 and 1889, amounting to over $100,000. * * *

" VIIl. There were paid to the Hon. Thomas McGreevy
throagh Nicholas K. Connolly, $3,000 on the 29th Decem-
ber, 1883, or thereabouts, charged to the British Columbia
Dock.

" IX. I paid, on or about March, 1886, to the Hon.
Thomas McGreevy $5,00;0 on this I have letters of P.
Larkin, dealing with that sum. * * *

" I have a statement, signed by the accountant of the
firm, setting forth all the payments, and others, as
above.

"0. E. MURPHY."

" STATEMENT OF ROBERT H. M'GREEVY.

"I have read over the statement of 0. E. Murphy,
Esq., one of the firm of Larkin, Connolly & Co., for the
varions contracts of the Quebee Harbor Improvements
and Graving Dock, British Columbia. I have a know-
ledge that all the statements are correct, and add the
following:-

" To paragraph 1. That I handed the twenty-five
thousand dollars ($25,000) in notes to Thomas McGreevy
for his own use.

"To paragraph 4. That I handed ten thousand dollars
($10.000) of this sum to Thomas McGreevy. * * *

"On paragraph 9. Of this I know that it was charged
lu the accounts, and I paid my proportion.

" That I paid to Thomas McGreevy seventy-five thon-
sand dollars ($75,000) out of my share received from the
firm on these contracts, and eighty-five thousand dollars
($85,00W) or thereabout from the other sums paid by the
firm as stated by 0. E. Murphy.

'I know, that since 1884 Thomas McGreevy has been the
Owner of the steamer Admiral, subsidised by the Federal
Government, and benefited solely frim the traffie earn-
ings, the steamer being in the name of Julien Chabot,
afterwards in mine, and recently back again to that of
Julien Chabot.

" It was in February, 1888, that I got the steamer trans-
ferred to my namt, at the instance, and for the benefit of
Thomas McGreevy, and for the purpose of borrowing
from Nieholas K. Connolly the sum of twenty-five thou-

sand dollars ($25.000), which sum I handed to Thomas
McGreevy. I have never received any of the subsidy.

(Signed) " ROBERT H. McGREEVY."
And to the following publication in the same
paper of the issue of the lst May, instant, that is
to say :

" If contract is entered into with Harbor Com.........
for 800,000 yards of dredging to be at 35 cents. to be
dumped in river or in more difficult place to be paid extra,
we give...... ... 25,000. All over $200,000 at Lévis Dock.
Extra, B.C., about $73,000, of which we give $23,000.

(Signed) "LARKIN, CONNOLLY & CO.
" Jan., 1887. "

And to the following publication of the same paper
of the issue of the 2nd May instant, that is to say :

"Our friends' call for another $5,0Ô0 on account of
B. C. is notin accordancewith theagreementwe had when
the $50,000 was divided. Bear in mind, my dear fellow,
that there is a large amount due ........... and that if we
continue donating as we have been doing, there will
be nothing left to pay us except old plant. Keep the
Eleventh Commandment in view; that is, look out for
yourself. " P. LARKIN."

And to the following publication in the same paper
of the issue of the 3rd instant, that is to say :

" ESQUIMALT.

"Now, about the dock here ; if the two hundred and
fifty thousand pass in the Budget, we, of course, will have
some work to tear down, &c., but ifyou can get a lump con-
tract for extending at $250,000, we cao give fifty thousand
dollars.

"M. CONNOLLY."
" ESQuIMALT.

"I told you in a letter lately that if $250,000 were
granted for extending the dock, we would give fifty of it
for some charitable purpose. .ONNOLLY."

" Should we get an order to lengthen the dock 100 feet
or even 75 feet, I would be quite willing that $5,000 should
be given at once. " P. LARKIN."

2nd. Is the majority of the Quebec Harbor Com-
umissioners appointed by the Federal Government ?
3rd. Is it true that 35 cents per yard for dredging
in the works of the harbor mentioned in said publi-
cations has been paid to the contractors instead of
27 cents, as affirmed in the statement above referred
to? 4th. Has the contract for the building and coin-
pletion of the dry dock at Esquinalt, referred to in
the above statement, been granted to the firi of
Larkin, Connolly & Co., and has the Government
approved of said contract ? 5th. Have there subse-
quently been any changes or additions to said
contract, and have the Government approved of
the same ? 6th. Has the steamer Admiral been
subsidised by the Government, as stated in the fore-
going quotations from Le Canadien ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the
first question, the attention of the Government has
been called to that publication. In answer to the
second question, that Commission was only parti-
ally appointed by the Government. I think,
that, in the first instance, there were three ap-
pointed by the Government, and the others were
appointed by the Board of Trade and the ship-
ping interest, I believe. Since 1875 the majority
are appointed by the Government, one is appointed
by the Boards of Trade at Quebec and Lévis, and
the others by the shipping interest. In answer
to the third question, that is a matter which is
under the control of the Harbor Commissioners of
Quebec. I understand that the contract given by
the Harbor Commissioners was for 27 cents in the
inside basin and in the tidal basin it was 47 cents.
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W.hen that portion of the contract had been exe-
cuted, the Harbor Commissioners wanted to have a
greater depth in the inside basin, or the wet dock.
They asked the contractors what amount they would
charge for that. The contractors, if I ain rightly
informed, stated that having taken 27 cents in one
case, and 47 in the other and putting them together
and dividing the sum by two, they would charge
37 cents. Evidently the Harbor Comnissioners
would not assent to that, and gave them 35 cents
for the depth to be acquired. My information is ob-
tained from the Quebec Harbor Commission, whose
statement will be laid before the House, with some
other documents that I will speak of in a moment.
In reply to the fourth question, my answer is, yes.
The contract for the completion of the dry dock at
Esquimalt was granted, after public tenders had
been invited, to Larkin, Connolly & Co. ; their
tender was accepted by the Government and the
contract given to that firm. These papers, as well
as the others, will be brought down. In reply to
the fifth question, my answer is that I understand
there was some change made with respect to large
blocks of stone. The papers in connection with
that matter will also be brought down. In reply
to the sixth question, my answer is that the
steamer Admiral has been subsidised by the Gov-
ernment, and the contract was given to Mr. Julien
Chabot, the steamer to ply between Dalhousie
and the ports on the way to Gaspé. That contract
will also be brought down.

I. C. R.-COAL RATES.

Mr. JONES (Halifax) asked, The Minister of
Railways, in reply to an enquiry, having stated
that coal was carried over the Intercolonial Rail-
way from Pictou mines to the Londonderry iron
mines at 30 cents per ton, being at the rate of one-
half of a cent per ton per mile; does the Govern-
ment intend to make the same proportionate rate
apply to coal carried to Halifax for local industries
and for exportation ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is the inten-
tion of the Government to make the same pro-
portionate rate apply to coal carried to Halifax
for local industries similar to that to Londonderry
for the manufacture of iron from the ore, turning
out an equal quantity of pig and other manu-
factured iron to transport over the Intercolonial
Railway; but it is not intended at present to
make it apply to coal for exportation.

HEREFORD RAILWAY.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 147) respecting the Hereford Railway.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. COLBY. I desire to make a change in the

Bill, changing the head office of the company from
Cooksville to the city of Sherbrooke. I have here
three clauses to that effect.

Mr. LAURIER. Have these changes been con-
sidered by the Railway Committee ?

Mr. COLBY. No; but the whole Bill was con-
sidered and reported.

Mr. LAURIER. This Bill was introduced at a
very late stage of the Session; and while I have
no objection to its adoption in the form it left the
Railway Committee, I object to any further change
being made.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

Mr. COLBY. If any hon. gentleman can con-
ceive of any reasonable objection to the proposed
change, I would certainly defer to that view; but
about 2 o'clock this afternoon I received a telegram
from Mr. Ives, who is in Portland, and who is in
conference with gentlemen to whom the road is to
be leased, requesting to have this change made. It
is not of essential importance, but it might obviate
the necessity of another Bill being introduced next
Session.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not think it is advisable
to look into these amendments at all.

Mr. COLBY. If the hon. gentleman sees any
objection, I will not press the matter further.

Bill reported, and read the third time and
passed.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
First Minister stated last night that he would, on
the House meeting to-day, mention when the two
questions, that affecting the report of the Rykert

Committee and that connected with the Bremner
claim, would be taken up.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have come
to the conclusion that we can, without incon-
venience, devote the whole of next Monday to
these two subjects. We hope to get through all
important Government business to-day and the
two following days.

Mr. CHARLTON. I should like to enquire
fromn the hon. Minister of Agriculture with respect
to a return moved for on the 12th February, asking
information about six persons who were designated
as Pagans in one of the parishes of Quebec, and
wanting the original return so as to know who
they were.

Mr. CARLING. I will make enquiries at the
Department and see that the returu is brought
down.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Minister of Rail-
ways inform the House when the railway subsidies
will be submitted ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I stated yester-
day that they would be brought down to-morrow.
My answer will remain the same, in order to be
consistent. We have been going over the proposed
subsidies a good deal, and there is considerable
difficulty in regard to the descriptions of the
various railways and portions of lines to be subsi-
dised. I hope to be able to devote this afternoon
to the settlement of these technical questions.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I desire to call again
the attention of the First Minister to the fact that
a return I moved for, with respect to the cost and
number of the official cars on the Prince Edward
Island Railway, which was ordered by the House
very nany weeks ago, has not been brought down
yet.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We had to send
down to Moncton for the particulars which the
hon. gentleman wants. He will have them to-
morrow or next day.

Mr. WELDON (St. John'. I wish to ask about
a return ordered in reference to the revenue of
Digby wharf.
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We had to s
the wharfinger for the particulars. They i
here soon.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I desire to call the att
of the Secretary of State to the fact, thý
members have not yet received the report
Committee on the Bremner furs case.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not wish to b
sidered as the messenger of the House. If
was an Order of the House given they shoi
brought down.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I thought they shou
distributed, because they have been receiv
some members of the louse.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I enquired from the
of the House, and I find that no order was
for the printing and distribution of these
ments. It is for the House to give an order,
is not my duty to do so.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I certainly u
stood that a motion had been made to hai
documents printed, when the report was presi

Mr. BLAKE. We certainly understood y
day that the report was to be printed, whe
Secretary of State produced a copy of the p
report, which the Minister of Justice handed
I do not know that there is any special dis
tion to members of the Government, or to mei
of the House, of papers which are not distri
to other members of the House. It seems an,
ordinary course that an order should enabl
gentlemen on the Treasury benches to obtain p
and that there should be no order to dist
thern to members.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No doubt they were
buted to members of the Committee, but th
no order of the House to distribute them to
bers.

Mr. GIROUARD. I think I recollect the
of this case. I examined the report exhibite
terday, and I find that it was one whic]
printed for the use of the Committee.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I never received the j
myself, and I never said I received it.

Mr. GIROUARD. I think I recollect, wh
report was presented, that there was no n
made that it should be printed.

Mr. LAURIER. When that report was br
down, I asked the Government to fix a day f
discussion of it, and the Prime Minister tc
he would require time to look at the papers
that then lie would give me an answer.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I should explai
I came to have in my possession a copy of th
port. I found one on my desk, which might
been left there by some member of the Comm
and in handing the copy to the Secretary of
I presumed it had been generally distributed

Mr. WELDON (St. John). My hon. frier
chairman of the Committee (Mr. Girouard) ha
papers prepared, and I understood they had
sent to the printing office.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not say they ar
there, but I say I am not a messenger c
House, and if there is no order of the Ho
cannot give one myself.

end to Mr. fOLTON. 1 think there mustbe some dis-
vill be fribufion of this report, because I have received a

copy of if, bound in bine book f 2rm.
ention Mr. CHAPLEAU. Is not the hon. gentleman a
It the member of the Comnittee
of the Mr. fOLTON. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not suppose a member of
e con- the Committee has a preferential right f receive
there these books.

ild be Mr. CHAPLEAU. An order of the flouse has
not been given.

îld beild hy Mr. LAURIER. I understand the papers areed not printed.

Clerk Mr. CfAPLEAU. They are printed.
given Mr. LAURIER. Who is to distribute them?
docu-
but it Mr. CIAPLEAU. I do fot know. If is not

my business to give an order for the dlistribution.
inder- Mr. LAURIER. I understand that these papers
ve the are in the hon. gentlemanýs office.
ented. Mr. CfAPLEAU. They are not in my office.
ester-
in the Mr. LAURIER. Then, where are they9 If
rinted they are printed they must be somewhere.
[him. Mr. CIAPLEAU. They must have been
tribu- printed since some members have received copies,
mbers but I have not yet received one. They are probably
.buted in the Distribution office at the Government
extra- Printing Bureau, and that office is at the disposai
e hon. of the fouse.
apers,
ribute Mr. BLAKE. I suppose if is for the purpose of

distribution that the printing took place. The
clistri- printing was either authorised or unauthorised.
ere i Either these papers have been printed by
mem- authorîty, and in that case ought to be distributed,

or they have been prinfed without authority.
facts Mr. CfAPLEAU. My hon. friend knows thaf

d yes- the report of the Committee of which he was an
h was important member, was printed by order, for the

use of the Comrniftee. If they had been distributed

report he fouse, in that case if would have been an
epeinfringeent on the rights of the Committee. This

case is exactly similar. The evidence is printed,
Bn the but the Distribution office of the Printing Bureau
lotion is waiting for an Order of the fouse to distribufe

them.

ought Mr. LAURIER. I move that an order be
or the given to have tise report of the Committee, the
Id us evidence and the minutes of proceediiîgs dis-

and tributed among fthe members of the flouse.
Mr. TAYLOR. Since this discussion com-

n how menced, I sent in to my box in the post office, and
at re- I found a printed copy of the report distributed
have there, among the other bine books.

ittee;
State, Mr. BLAKE. I hope the Secretary of State~ttwill enquire who bas been guilty of this awful

*infringemeut of the rule, in distributing thaf
id the withouf authority.
id ftheýdte Mr. CHAPLEAU. Perhaps my hon. friendbeenwould see that the officers of the ouse have

done their duty by ordering the distribution, and
Me not that the papers are in his box, as in the boxes of

f the other members of the flouse. Al I have o say
use, I is that I aA U not the distributor or the messenger

of the louuse.
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BANKS AND BANKING.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 127) respecting Banks and Banking.

(In the Comnittee.)

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to take up the sections
we passed over. In section 2, line 26, I wish to
strike out the words, " and includes also specifica-
tions of timber." I find that these specifications
are only in the certificate given by the culler to the
cove-keeper, upon which the cove-keeper gives a
receipt, upon which the advance is made. Then,
I propose to drop out sub-section f of the same sec-
tion, defining the expression " ship " or " ship-
ment," as it is only used in one clause, and it does
not seem necessary to include it in the interpreta-
tion clause.

On section 18,
Mr. FOSTER. In accordance with the sugges-

tion of the hon. member for North Norfolk, I pro-
pose, in the fifth line, after the word "held," to
provide for a record to be kept of the proxies. It
will read as follows :-

A record to be kept of the proxies to a time not ex-
ceeding thirty days, within which proxies must be pro-
duced and recorded, previous to the meeting, in order to
entitle the holder to vote thereon.

On section 28,
Mr. FOSTER. This section stood because of the

objection that the directors might reduce the stock
below the amount of paid-up capital which a bank
must have in order to start, and I think the objec-
tion was well taken. I propose to add sub-section
6: " The capital shall not be reduced below the
amount of $250,000 of paid-up stock."

Mr. MULOCK. W'ith reference to section 26,
I quite approve of the direction of the proposed
legislation, namely, that there should be some
restriction placed on the powers of the bank to
increase its capital. What would be reasonable
ground for causing the Government to withhold
the certificate ? Do the Government propose, when
application is made for a certificate to allow an
increase of capital, to enquire into the correctness
of the statement made to the Government before
they grant such a certificate ? I think the power
heretofore used by banks to increase their capital,
of their own motion, is capable of being abused, if in
fact it has not already been abused. The Federal
Bank, for instance, increased its capital stock and
issued new stock at a very considerable premium, on
a statement which was unsupported bythe true con-
dition of the assets of the bank. Had there been
an examination into the affairs of the bank by
independent authority, that would probably have
resulted in the withholding of the certificate.
The report made was misleading and caused wide
disaster.

Mr. FOSTER. What is sought to be obtained
here is a sort of supervisory power by the Treasury
Board. What form that may take will have to be
regulated by the circumstances in each case. Take
the circumstance alluded to by my hon. friend,
where the bank paid a very large dividend and then
increased its stock, which it did not put upon the
market, but sold to another corporation within
itself, and so got very large deposits. That was at
the time fairly well known, and a subject such as

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

that should be taken up by the Treasury Board,
provided it had the supervisory power, and fairly
sifted.

Mr. MULOCK. If the Government take to
themselves a veto power, they also resume the
responsibility of its exercise ; and if they assent to
an increase on capital stock, they, to a certain
extent, endorse the statement given to the share-
holders and the public, on which the directors
propose to make the new issue. The Governinent
can only properly discharge that responsibility by
having a proper examination made into the report
issued by the directors, on the face of which the
shareholders and the public are asked to take up
the increased stock.

Mr. BLAKE. I fear very much that what has
fallen from both sides may lead to considerable
misconception. The suggestion of the Finance
Minister is, taking the particular instance to
which reference has been made, that some
enquiry would be made which would result in the
discovery, in such a case, that a considerable por-
tion of the stock had been floated by means of an in-
stitution created by the bank itself. That is impos-
sible. That did not and could not take place in the
case mentioned, until after the authority for the issue
of the stock had been obtained. It was not until
the stock came to be placed on the market that
the machinery referred to was used for the pur-
pose of facilitating its being taken up. I do not
know of anything that could have been done in
that matter, and I am somewhat familiar with the
circumstances, unless the Treasury had taken the
very extraordinary and invidious course, as a pre-
liminary to giving the certificate, of making such
an examination as would result in ascertaining the
value of the assets. The difficulty there was that
there were enormous assets which were alleged to
be, and I have no doubt were, regarded by all the
directors as being-I cannot say what the tem-
perament of the cashier might lead him to believe
-but they were regarded by the directors, at all
events, within a few weeks of the collapse, as
being perfectly good. The condition of the bank
appeared, long after the increase of capital, to be
perfectly good. Its real condition was only to be
shown by analysing the 'alue of its assets, by
determining whether an enormous sum should
be written off from notes and other securi-
ties which it held. Is it suggested that the
Treasury Board, as a preliminary to deciding
whether the capital stock shall be permitted to be
increased, shall enter into such an enquiry as
that? If that is not the suggestion, then I an
afraid nothing can be done. If that is the
suggestion, and if it is adopted, I fear a very great
responsibility will be incurred by the Government
of the day which announces that it has made
enquiry and that the proposal is a sound one. In
this particular case, I think the proposal was to
double the capital at a premium of forty, ro that
there would have to be au enquiry into the con-
dition of this institution, showing that its present
stock was worth at least forty, and that its earn-
ing power was such as to justify the public in sub-
scribing at forty. Nothing could be more fatal
to the public credit than to make a slight and
colorable enquiry ; nothing more arduous than an
exhaustive enquiry, and I am afraid that this clause
will lead to nothing but dißficulty.
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Mr. FOSTER. What my hon. friend has stated

as to the responsibility of the Treasury Board, by
placing this clause in the Bill, is undoubtedly true.
I suppose we would bave power to go into the
exanination of the affairs of a bank as a condition
precedent to allowing them to increase their capital
stock, but that is not the intention. It might be
that the shareholders would decide by a majority
to increase the stock, while a large and respectable
minority might not agree to that, and any repre-
sentation by that minority as to the increase or
decrease of stock might very well be taken into
consideration by the Treasury Board. If we do
not go so far as to make a thorough inspection of
the condition of the bank, which is not contem-
plated, I do not think this involves the grave
responsibility which the hon. gentleman suggests
in regard to the affairs of the bank.

Mr. BLAKE. I would suggest to the hon.
gentleman that his present view would be met by
putting in a provision that a certain majority shall
be required. If a respectable minority is to have
its weight, let that be potential; but the sugges-
tion that the hon. gentleman is going to make an
inspection as to the expediency or the justifiability
of this increase in stock, is a very dangerous one.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say that.
Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot agree with the hon.

mnemiber for West Durham (Mr. Blake) as to a
majority being allowed to regulate this matter,
because it must be recollected that we have not
only the interests of the stockholders to protect,
but also those of the general public. There might
be an object on the part of a majority to float the
stock at the advanced rate, and to get out just
after. It is true that, if this power is taken by the
Government, they assume very great responsibility.
And, if they make only a perfunctory examination,
they will not only be misleading the public, but
will be placing themselves in an indefensible
position. I think there is a great deal of danger in
that clause.

On section 53,
Mr. FOSTER. In this section I propose a new

sub-section. We bave two banks, the Bank of
British North America and the Banque du Peuple,
which are different from the other banks in not
having a double liability of the shareholders as
security for the notes in circulation. It is diflicult
to make a change and put these two banks directly
upon the saine footing as the others, as it would
disturb very much their franchises, the business
in which they are engaged, the standing of the
banks and the position of their shareholders. At
the saine time, it does not seem quite right that
they should have the saine limit of circulation as
the other banks, whose shareholders give a double
liability. I propose to introduce a clause with
reference to the Banque du Peuple and the Bank
of British North America, limiting their circulation
to 75 per cent. of the paid-up capital. If they do
not give the double liability, then they shall not
have the same limit of circulation, and that, I
think, would be a step towards bringing them
more on a parity with the other banks. I propose
the following as a sub-section:-

Notwithstanding anything contained in the preced-
ing sub-section, the total amount of circulation existing
at any time in- the Bank of British North America and
the Banque du Peuple shall not exceed 75 per cent. of th'

unimpaired paid-up capital of such banks respectively
and each of such banks may issue such notes in excess oi
the said 75 per cent. per annum upon depositing, with re-
spect to such excess, with the Mimster of Finance and the
Receiver General, in cash or bonds of the Dominion of
Canada, an amount equal to the excess; provided always,
that in no case shall the total amount of notes of either
of the said banks exceed the unimpaired paid-up capital
of such banks, and the cash or bonds so deposited shall be
available by the Minister of Finance and Receiver Gen-
eral for the redemption of the notes issued in excess as
aforesaid, in the event of the suspension of the said
banks respectively.

Mr. BLAKE. They are all bound to inake a
certain deposit.

Mr. FOSTER. It is not for the circulation
fund. The Banque du Peuple, for instance, have
$1,200,000 paid-up stock, and they can issue up to
that. We say they shall not issue beyond 75 per
cent. of that upon the security they now give. If
they go beyond they shall put up cash or bonds to
that extent.

Mr. MULOCK. Does the penalty apply to these
two banks now ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes; the penalty applies to all
the banks.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman will recollect that a little discussion
arose between the Minister of Justice and myself
on a point of grave importance with respect to the
total amount that might be drawn from the banks,
and I understood the Minister of Finance to say
that his intention was that under no circumnstances
should the banks be called upon to contribute more
than 13 or 14 per cent. Is that matter now ad-
justed?

Mr. FOSTER. I have a section for that which
I will move shortly.

Aniendinent agreed to.
Mr. FOSTER. Now, with respect to sub-section

7. After some conversation across the House, the
notice was changed to six days, and the member
for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), thought six days
was too long. I propose to suggest that three days
notice should be given.

Amendment agreed .to.

Mr. FOSTER. In sub-section 8 the following
will be the sub-section that will regulate the pay-
ment by banks towards the impairment of the
guarantee fund :-

Provided always, that each of such other banks shall
only be called upon to make good to the said fund its
share of such excess in payments not exceeding in one
year 1 per cent. of the average amount of its notes in
circulation. This circulation is to be ascertained in such
manner as the Minister of Finance and Receiver General
shall decide, and his decision shall be final.

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. FOSTER. On section 57 discussion arose

with reference to the payment of notes circulating
by the different banks, and I will suggest that
instead of the word " payment " we put the word
" circulation."

Mr. BLAKE. What does that mean?
Mr. FOSTER. That means just what we are

driving at, that the notes issued by different banks
shall not go below par, and that the banks shall
make what arrangements are necessary in order to
ensure their being circulated at par, not below par.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose we are a hard money
House and the hon. gentleman is a hard money
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man. I do not understand how we can declare
that the circulation of the bank shal be at par
without providing that it shall be payable at par.

Mr. FOSTER. The bank will have to look after
that matter.

Mr. BLAKE. I am afraid the hon. gentleman
is getting to soft noney very fast.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I want to know if by
enacting the first part of the section, declaring that
they shall make such arrangements as are necessary
to ensure the circulation of the notes at par, the
banks have to establish agencies at other places
than at those mentioned?

Mr. FOSTER. If it is necessary to ensure the
circulation of the notes at par, other agencies must
be established.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It will impose a very
heavy duty on the smaller banks, especially those
in the Maritime Provinces, if they have, in order
to ensure payment at par of the circulation through-
out the Dominion, to establish agencies in every
town and city in Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. The latter part of this clause is
not an adequate provision for the fulfilment of the
first part of it, and if it is to be interpreted as an
exposition of what the banks are to do in folfilment
of the obligation of the prior part, it is altogether
an inadequate fulfilnent. The clause would be
stronger with its original wording, and with the
latter part struck out. I feel there is a great
deal of difficulty in the direction which the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) bas pointed out.
The difficulty will be very small indeed in regard
to the large banks, each of which possesses a con-
siderable number of offices, and each of which can
compensate the other by making mutual facilities
for redemption. It is different, however, in re-
gard to the smaller banks. Take, for instance, a
note issued by the Bank of Prince Edward Island,
which is handed in for redemption at Vancouver.
If an arrangement could be made between the
banks for their mutual accommodation in this re-
gard, the difficulty might be solved.

Mr. FOSTER. The arrangement which is
indicated in section 56, is one which the banks
have voluntarily taken on themselves. It is not a
compulsion laid on them against their will, but it
is an arrangement into which they are quite willing
to enter. To the representatives of the banking
institutions, I pointed out the very -objections
which the hon. gentleman has taken. The bankers
said, that practically those objections were not for-
midable, because they were even now, and had
been during the last year, very materially altering
the condition of things by agreements made
amongst themselves, and no difficulty whatever
would be experienced. It would of course be a
quite different matter, if we proposed this coin-
pulsory clause against the wishes of the smaller
banks.

Mr. BLAKE. I quite agree with the hon. gen-
tleman's statement. If the smaller banks were
satisfied, we should be satisfied.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Has the hon. gentleman
come to the conclusion as to the desirability of in-
serting a clause, providing that notes should be
taken at par all over the Dominion and not subject
to discount by banks on each other's notes?

Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. FOSTER. I think the arrangements we
have made will bring about the object we have in
view, of preventing the notes of different banks
from circulating below par. There are some objec-
tions, I think, to the proposition of the hon. gen-
tleman to making it compulsory on every bank, if
it pays or takes the note of another bank, to do it
without discount. What we have already enact-
ed is sufficient to obtain the abject which is so
desirable, namely, that the notes should be taken
at par.

On section 57,
Mr. MULOCK. This makes the banks liable to

redeem their bills at but one place, namely, the
place where they are made payable. That is an
old section which no doubt has crept in by mis-
take.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you want
to make that intelligible you ought to add the
worch " except at the place designated."

Mr. MULOCK. You have introduced a new
idea in one section, and you let the section of the
old Act stand as it is. That is where the difficulty
comes in.

Mr. FOSTER. We will strike out all after the
word " not "- in section 57, line 50.

Mr. BLAKE. Do not you think that sections
56 and 57 conflict ? In the earlier part of section
56, a person is to get cash or the equivalent for
cash, and he cannot get any more than that.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the earlier part of
section 56, we state the purpose of the section, and
the means taken to accomplish that purpose have
been found adequate by the banks. We have no-
where made it compulsory for banks to take the
notes of other banks, nor have we in any place
made it compulsory, unless we make it compulsory
in section 57, for a bank to receive its own notes
at other than the place of payment mentioned in
the note.

On section 61,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I propose to strike

out all after the word "dollars" on the 46th line.
I shall have an amendment to offer later on.

On section 66,
Mr. FOSTER. The new words which are in

this section, over and above what were in the pre-
ceding section, are the words after "bank" in the
second line of the section. We propose to drap
out the words "which has accrued and become
payable," and leave it as it was in the old Act.
There was no limit specified in the old Act, but
if there is any great objection to the six months
mentioned here being too short, we can make it
read twelve months.

Mr. MULOCK. I think it would be in the
interests of all parties concerned to make it twelve
months.

Mr. BLAKE. As I pointed out before, I think
it is very important that the bank should, as soon
as possible, cease to be the holder of its own stock.
During this time, the double liability which
appears ta the public is wholly illusory. Any
bank, which is in a position ta go tn at ail, ought
be able to seill its stock in six months.
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Mr. TISDALE. The people who are interested have a current account, which might be in the
oulit to be entitled to some consideration. The form of renewals; but if it could be shown that
baik might be willing to sell, but it might not be his deht were part of the original deht for which
in the interests of the other parties concerned, the security was given, it would be possible to
that within such a short time as six months they defeat the security. I think it should be made
should be forced to have their assets realised upon. perfectly clear whether the provision does or does
As there was no limit mentioned in the old Act, not apply to renewals.
surely twelve months is not an unreasonable time Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not know that
to specify here. myhon.friendqi teunderstoodwhatIsaid. My

XIr. COCKBURN. It may be in the interest of idea was that we should fot give power to extend
the bank as well as in the interest of the debtor the lability merely to extend the lien. If we did
and the other creditors not to sell. Considering so, that would defeat the provision by making it
that the time was indefinite in the old Act, I do work indefinitely. But I do fot see that the clause,
not think the extension to twelve months is dian- as it stands, prevents the six months beginning to
gerous. mn fron the date of new transactions. It certainly

Mr. McCARTHY. Besides, the double liability would prevent the period beginning froin an exten-
is not affected. The bank only holds a lien, and s'on of the original îndebteduess; but if there were
the double liability stili rerains for whatever i a new transaction and a new consideration, it cer-
worth.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes; but it is the double liability
of a man who cannot pay.

Mr. COCKBURN. The same privilege should
extend to the case of an overdue debt. It might
be that the directors would carry a man for twelve
months and grant him an extension from time to
time. I do not think it fair to the other creditors,
apart from the bank altogether, that their inter est
should be sacrificed to the convenience of the bank
directors.

Mr. TISDALE. Under the section as it stands,
a bank could not even renew a debt.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to ask whether,
under the wording of the clause, the bank would
be obliged to sell in the event of the debt having
natured, or whether it would be allowed to renew
the debt ? It might happen that the bank would
desire to renew it, and I would suggest that you
add the words, " having regard to any extension or
extensions of time."

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That would defeat it
altogether.

Mr. MULOCK. As a matter of law, could the
bank renew a note for which it had this lien, or
would the lien apply to the renewed debt ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The lien would
renain as long as the party owed the debt. I see
nothing in the section to prevent the bank granting
a renewal.

Mr. TISDALE. That is a very good reason
why the old law was a wise one. I do not object
to a limit, so long as we are careful not to go too
far. Under the old law the bank could renew in-
definitely; but I am inclined to think that this
new provision woild take away the power of re-
newal from the bank. Unless the Minister's ob-
ject is not to encourage such transactions, I do
not see any reason for changing the old law ; but
if we do change it, let us allow twelve months, at
any rate, in which to realise on the security.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the law ought to be
made perfectly clear one way or the other. The
hon. Minister of Justice says that if we allowed
any extension at all, that would defeat this law.
Then, the moment the debt becomes due the time
limit begins, and when it expires, the bank cannot
have a lien on the shares with respect to that
debt. If that is the case, we are face to face with
a peculiar state of affairs. A shareholder might
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tainly wouid not apply.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It seens to me that

this security ought to be dealt with just in the
saie way as other securities obtained by the bank
for loans, and it ought not to be realised on unless,
in the judgment of the bank, the best time has
arrived for realising upon it.

Mr. FOSTER. I suggest that twelve months be
inserted in place of six nonths.

On section 67,
Mr. FOSTER. I wish to insert after "con-

veyed," in the 27th line, the word " either," and
after " acts," in the 30th line, these words : " Or
in like manner and subject to the like restrictions
as a private individual night in like circunstan
ces deal with, sell and convey the saine."

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the different Pro
vinces there are two modes of realising on collat-
eral securities. One is the method in force in the
English-speaking Provinces by which the lien
holder can sell without process of law. In the
Province of Quebec, it is necessary, in order to
realise upon collateral security, that the creditor
shall recover judgment and seize the collateral in
execution and bring it to sale. With the view of
harmonising these two systems and making the re-
medy perfectly available, we say that the bank shall
sell, either as a private individual may, or-and
this is to suit the Province of Quebec-as a bank
may do in respect of its own shares. This will
make it clear that in any case the bank will not
be required to resort to a judgment and execution
in order to bring the collateral to sale. I propose
to add at the end of these words " sold and
conveyed," " but without obligation to sell the
same within twelve months."

On section 75,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This is the section

which enables manufacturers to give a lien, by way
of security in analogy to warehouse receipts. The
changes proposed to be made in that will meet the
point raised in the discussion the other evening.
That discussion showed the extent to which the
words " or producer " might lead us, and I propose,
for that reason, to strike out in the second Une, and
in any other places where they occur, the words
" producer," " produced " and "production," so
as to leave only the word "manufacturer, &c."
Another difficulty mentioned to the Committee is
the use of the word " wholesale." It is true that
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the continuance of that word may possibly exclud
some classes of manufacturers who manufactur
agricultural implements and musical instrument
of large value, and who can bardly be saic
to be wholesale manufacturers. Nevertheless
there will be very considerable difficulty if w
leave the word " wholesale " out, by extending
the clause to manufacturers on a smnall scale
On the whole, I think it would be preferable to re
tain the word. There is this to be said in favor o
its retention, that by retaining it we are not de
priving any manufacturers, who come within the
present law, from giving this security. We are
widening the clause as regards manufacturers, and
I think the insertion of the word " wholesale " will
enable the clause to apply to every manufacturer
naned iu the present Act as entitled to give ware-
house receipts, to give that security which is in
analogy to warehouse receipts. I propose the de-
finition of the word " manufacturer " to be as fol-
lows :-

The word " manufacturer " includes maltsters, dis-
tillers, brewers, refiners and producers of petroleum,
tanners, curers, bakers, canners of meat, pork, fish, fruit
and vegetables, and any person who produces by haud,
art, process or mechanical means, any goods, wares or
merchandise.
The word " produce " was inserted in order to
cover certain classes of persons who are manu-
facturers in the strict legal sense, but not in the
ordinary understanding of the term, such as the
distillerand the brewer, who might not be supposed,
in popular understanding, to be whiskey or beer
manufacturers. The mere curer of pork might, also,
not be understood to be a manufacturer.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have great doubt
with regard to this clause, as it will enable secret
conveyances to be made, and third parties will
have no means of knowimg that they have been
made. A manufacturer may transfer to a bank in
this way, by a bill of sale, everything lie has,
and still enjoy the credit resulting from his pre-
sumed ownership of his stock on hand. This is
contrary to the policy followed im the Maritime
Provinces, and in Ontario, w-ihere the law, I believe,
is the saine as with us. In these Provinces, when
a paity gives a chattel mortgage on a hill of sale,
lie must register it, or itisof no avail against other
creditors. The effect of this clause will be that
transactions of this kind will not require to be
registered, if this Parliament has power to pass
such a law. Assuming it has the power, this
clause will enable parties, who are ostensibly
owners of their property, but whose property is
really mortgaged to banks in this way, to deceive
the publie as to their business standing.

Mr. McCARTHY. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman. I think that the wareliouse
receipt, which the banks were permitted to take,
extended as it has been, has gone far enough. I
have some doubt as to whether our present pro-
vision does iot interfere with the power of the
Provincial Legislatures. It is one thing for us to
say that the banks may take a warehouse receipt,
and it is another thing to declare how it shall effect
the transfer of property. Now it is proposed to
allow any manufacturer, and so on, by a secret con-
veyance to mortgage all his property to a bank, so
that the bank shall acquire the same rights and
powers in respect to the goods, wares and mer-
chandise covered thereby as if it had acquired the

Sir JOHN THOMPSoN.
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e same by virtue of a warehouse receipt. In fact,
e you are putting the banks in a different position
s from that of any other creditors in the country,

which, I think, is unwise, and, I believe, is uncon-
stitutional.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am sorry that my
two hon. and learned friends from North Simncoe

. (Mr. McCarthy) and from St. John (Mr. Weldon)
- were not present in the House when we adopted
f this clause after a long debate and a division, the
- only questions left being the definition of the per-

sons to whom it would apply. Of course, their
absence does not prevent their raising the question
again, but I will state, for their benefit, the points
which were taken at that time. As my hon. friends
are aware, the original legislation on the subject
of warehouse receipts proceeded on the principle
of bailment. That is, that one person being the
custodian of the goods of another, undertakes, by
a warehouse receipt, to hold those goods for the
bank or for any other person who has a lien upon
them. But we have departed from that principle
entirely, and have extended the giving of ware-
house receipts to persons who were in possession
of their own goods. It has been a struggle on the
part of one class of dealers after another to get
into the Act and to be allowed to give warehouse
receipts, so that practically the provisions of the
present banking law extend to a larger number of
persons than this clause does. These documents
are fictitiously called warehouse receipts, though
the property may be in the possession of the ow-ier,
and nay never have been in a warehouse.

Mr. MULOCK. But the giver of a receipt msust
be a warehouseman.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; lie mnay be the
captain of a boat, or a miller, or a man who never
saw a warehouse in his life, or who was iever
entrusted with any other person's property. The
change we make is to provide that the teri
" warehouse receipt" shall be restricted to the
instrument properly so-called, given by the ware-
houseman. But we do not want to cut out the
manufacturing classes of this country, who have
been accustomed to use the warehouse receipt
system, and to get large advances from the banks
on that system. We propose to leave that,
although the privilege is enjoyed by some persons
in respect of their own goods, but it will be con-
fined to the manufacturers, and we shall call it not
a warehouse receipt, but a security. It cannot be
a warehouse receipt, because the goods are not in
the warehouse, but are in possession of the manu-
facturer himself. We are not widening the clause
at all, but we are really cutting it down to the
manufacturing class only, and I think that that will
be less objectionable than the present law, mainly
from the fact that we are confining it to a class of
persons who have been accustoned to receive this
aid from the banks and in regard to whom the
public credit has been guarded in view of the
provisions already passed.

Mr. McCARTHY. I am very glad to hear the
explanations of the Minister of Justice. I am glad
to hear that the clause he refers to has been omitted
from thze statute, and L would not at all object to
the banks having the power in the limited sense
whicli he has explained; but I think that, whlien
the question is tested, it will be found that we have
not the authority to say what the conveyance shall
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-est in the banks. I think it sbould be left to the
Provinces to say how it should vest. If the Pro-
vinces choose to say that this security can be given
to the banks in this way, well and good ; but I
think that, when it is tested, it will be found that
w-e have no authority to deal with the question of
vesting the property.

Mr. TISDALE. The constitutional point raised
by the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy)
lias always existed, but the banks have gone on
under the warehouse receipt system very well, and
it would be a very serious blow to our industries
if any interference took place with the rights and
privileges of the mnerchants and others in obtaining
monîey in this way from the banks. This is con-
1'ined to a class of men who have these connections
with the banks generally. If this right is taken
away from the wholesale manufacturers, it will
seriously interfere with their power to carry on
their business. If there is anything in the consti-
tutional point, I shall be somewhat surprised,
because these warehouse receipts have existed ever
since Confederation. I think it would be an unjust
infliction upon a nost important class to be com-
pelled to do their banking in any other way than
this. They are willing to take their chances on it ;
and I think the bon. niember for West Durhar
(Mr. Blake) showed conclusively the other night
that, though there might be a doubt in regard to
the matter, it would be well for us not to narrow
the provisions of the statute ourselves. This
subject was very fully discussed the other
night, and I thought the whole question was
settled except the definition. There nay be
members here who did not hear anything in regard
to that matter, and I would point out the serious
interference with our industries which would result,
if this privilege is taken away from them,
particularly as regards the manufacturers, to whom
it would be a great hardship.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). My hon. friend
seems to think this section is an old one. This is
entirely a new section.

Mr. TISDALE. I am speaking of the principle
of allowing these people to finance in this way.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I would like to draw
the attention of the Committee again to the ques-
tion brought up by the hon. member for Frontenac
(Mr. Kirkpatrick) the other night. I was not able
to be here on Thursday night, and I asked the
member for Frontenac to move an additional sub-
section, providing that banks might loan money
upon th( security of licenses to cut timber. I see
by the discussion that took place upon that occa-
sion that the Minister of Finance took the objec-
tion that these securities were rather incorporeal,
that they were not of a very safe character, that
in view of the fact that licenses only extended for
one year, and expired within one year after
their issue, the security is not what nmight be
desired. But I think ny hon. friend over-
looked the fact that under the regulations, both
in Ontario and Quebec--I cannot speak with
regard to the other Provinces-license holders
who shall have duly complied with the regulations
of the Department of Crown Lands shall be entitled
to renewals of their licenses, provided they have
done certain things that are spoken of in the regu-
lations themselves. I do not know whether it would
be in order foi' me to move this amendment again,
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but I desire to say that I cannot conceive of any
class of security which it is more desirable that a
bank should be allowed to take, or a manufacturer
be allowed to give, than the security upon these
very licenses. The hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake), as I see by the discussion the other
night, took the objection that it would be consti-
tuting these banks land banks. Of course, I do not
pretend to set up my opinion respecting the nature
of these securities against the great legal knowledge
of that hon. gentleman, but I have always under-
stood that licenses for such timber did not
in any sense convey any right in the lands
themselves, that they simply convey the right
to cut the trees standing upon those lands.
As a raw material for the manufacture of lumber,
it seems to me it is a class of security that night
very well corne within the purview of this Act.
For instance, let us take the case of a young man
having great experience in lunmbering, but with no
capital, and having a license to cut timbér. Under
the law as it stands at present he is unable to go
to a bank and say: Here, I have got good tangible
security to give you ; can you advance me a suf-
ficient sum of money upon this security to enable
me to manufacture a certain quantity of the raw
material that is standing upon this land, and
which I have a right to cut under the license ?
Under the law, he being unable to do that, the
result is that this man must go to some private
individual and give securities to him, by subject-
ing parties to a very large imposition in the way
of commissions as a go-between between the bank
and the person who desires to manufacture the
raw material upon these licenses. As I said, I do
not know whether I have the right now to move
this resolution, as it was moved the other night ;
but if I have, I will place it in your bands, and
ask the consideration of the Committee upon it.

Mr. BLAKE. It having been once moved and
disposed of, the hon. gentleman must wait till the
third reading before he moves it again.

Section, as amended, agreed to.
On section 89,
Mr. FOSTER. I wish to move a new clause, as

sub-section 4, with reference to the disposition of
unclaimed balances in the case of insolvent banks.
The Committee will remember that part of that
first clause was left out. This is a little solatium.

If, in the event of the winding up of the business of a
bank in insolvency, or under any general winding up Act
or otherwise, any moneys payable by the liquidator and
due either to shareholders or depositors, should remain
unclaimed for a period of three years from the date of
suspension of payment by the bank, or the commence-
ment of the winding up of such business, if such should
take place before the expiration of the said three years,
such moneys and al] interest thereon shall, notwithstand-
ing any statute of limitations or other Act relating to
prescription, be paid to the Minister of Finance and
Receiver General, to be held by him subject to all right-
ful claims on behalf of any person other than the bank:;
but in case a claim to any moneys so paid as aforesaid
should be thereafter established to the satisfaction of the
Treasury Board, the Governor in Council shall, on the
report of the Treasury Board, direct payment thereof to
be made to the parties entitled thereto, together with
interest on the principal sum thereof. at the rate of three
per centum per annum for a period not exceeding six
years from the date of payment thereof to the said Minis-
ter of Finance and Receiver General as aforesaid : Pro-
vided, however, that no such interest shall be paid or
payable on such principal sum, unless interest thereon
was payable by the bank paying the same to the said
Minister of Finance and Receiver General; and on pay-
ment to the Minister of Finance and Receiver General as
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herein provided, the bank and its assets shall be held to be
discharged from further liability for the amount so paid.

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I move the insertion
of the following new clause :-

The liability of a bank under any law claim or agree-
ment to repay money deposited with it, and interest, if any,
and to pay dividends declared payable on its capital stock,
shall continue, notwithstanding any statute of limitation
or any enactment or law relating to prescription. This
section applies to moneys heretofore or hereafter deposi-
ted and to dividends heretofore or hereafter declared.

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. With reference to the
provisions regarding penalties, I propose the fol-
lowing :-

The amount of all penalties imposed upon any bank
for any violation of this Act, shahl be recoverable and
enforceable with costs, at the suit of Her Moert, insti-
tuted by the Attorney General of Canada, or the Linister
of Finance and the Receiver General, and such penalty so
recovered or enforced shall belong to the Crown for the
publie uses of Canada; but the Governor iu Council, on
report of the Treasury Board, may direct that any por-
tion of any penalty may be remitted or paid to any per-
son so etuployeti, in any manner best adapted to secure
the object of his Act and o promote the administration
thereof.

Motion agreed to.
On section 61,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In respect to this

section, it seems to me that the penalty ought to
be different in respect to the procedure and appli-
cation, from the penalties imposed upon banks.
We have just passed a provision to strike out of
the section the manner in which the penalty should
be recovered and the disposal of the penalty,
namely, a moiety to Her Majesty and a inoiety to
the prosecutor. It strikes me, however, that that
provision ought to remain in this section. This is a
penalty not upon a bank, but upon a person or cor-
poration other than a bank. In respect to this it may
be thought proper to use the service of a common
informer, as the Minister of Finance or Attorney
General nay have no means of knowing anything
about the prosecution in such a case, which night
probably be brought at the instance of a bank.

Motion agreed to.
On schedule D,
Mr. FOSTER. I propose, in deference to the

member for North York (Mr. Mulock), to substitute
in this schedule the word " suin " for " balance.'

Mr. MULOCK. An hon. gentleman opposite,
who takes an interest in financial matters, whom
I do not see in the House, asked me to illustrate
this case, and we went together to the library and
found that the gross liabilities of one of our banks
to the publie, according to our Canadian returns,
amount to $8,000,000, whereas, as a matter of fact,
they amount to $27,000,O ; but from that
amount we deduct the amount of domestic liabili-
ties, which left its liabilities to outside creditors
twice the amount that they appear to be by the
returns. The requirements of the present schedule
enable any bank in Canada to transact any amount
of business it chooses outside of the limits of
Canada, and to make no intelligible return what-
ever of that business to the Canadian public ; so
that the return to the Governnent is absolutely
misleading. It is worse than no return, because it
is supposed to give the public an idea of the actual
position of the bank, while it gives an entirely
erroneous one.

Mr. FOSTER.

Mr. COCKBURN. The hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock) wants a return to show the
entire liabilities of the banks doing business out-
side of Canada. An attempt was made, eight years
ago, to have the returns include outside business,
but it was found that that system created such an
amount of confusion that the House passed a law
doing aw ay with it. If the hon, gentleman desires
tO obtain this knowledge, 1 would suggest that it
inight be better and clearer if, instead of throwing
these statements into one, a supplementary state-
ment of outside business were given by those banks
doing business outside of Canada.

Mr. MULOCK. I have no objection to its
being made in that form.

Mr. TISDALE. I think we had better leave
well enough alone. It was found under the old
law that the system proposed did not work well,
and a special Act was brought in, a short time
after the Banking Act was passed, to change it to
the present form. Now, the Department, the
banks, and the public are all satisfied with the
present system, and it is now proposed to change
it without any consultation with the banks. I do
not pretend to understand it, but it seems to me
quite unnecessary to make a change.

Mr. BLAIE. I confess that it is very difficult,
for me at any rate, to judge which form is best.
We ouglt certainly to obtain all the information
which we can without unduly hampering the opera-
tions of the banks, and we ought even to obtain
such information as is essential to a fair view of the
situation, though it may, to somne extent, hamper
them. But we know that some of our banks
occasionally place large sums of money at particu-
lar points in the States, and do considerable
business there. A bank, for instance, may have a
large sum of money at an agency in New York
and another at an agency in San Francisco ; and if
you take into account the gross sums due by and
to these agencies, you might get, I will not say a
perfect view, but a considerable insight into the
amount of Canadian funds invested in the United
States. That would be very interesting, if it did
not unduly hamper the operations of the banks in
the United States. We do not at present ask
how much of a bank's capital it is using in Toronto,
Montreal, London or other places where it is doing
business. Is there any public ground why we should
do what is now proposed, if it is going to interfere
with the business of our banks in the States ? The
only ground that has been suggested is, that if it is
found that they are investing any large suins of
money there, some business tax may be imposed
upon them. We know that some of them are
obliged to pay a business tax now. I suppose they
would like to be in the position of some people who
are taxed on income, that nobody but themselves
should know on what income this business tax
should be computed.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think it is material
to find out the details of the balances, if these
balances exist as cash ; but I think it is unsound
to take the amount of the notes which they hold in
their agencies, and deduct from them the aimount
they borrow from the public, and say that the bal-
ance represents the true state of that agency. I may
tell the Minister one reason, it appears to me, for the
adoption of the existing form. At any rate, we know
when there were two systems of payment in the
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United States-legal tender and gold-Canadian of the notes intended for circulation issued by the bank;
banks had twoseparateaccounts intheUnitedStates and upon such payment being nade the bank and its
arencies. There might be gold to their credit, aset sh be reiv fon rr i
and there might be a debit against them in cur-
rency ; and, in that case it was very usual to
strike a balance between these two accounts, ac- Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the only
cording to the narket value *of the gold and provision reraining is the one to which the
currency at the time. But to extend that princi- hon. member for Soutli Oxford gave some atten-
ple to the particular notes of customers, which tion when the Bil was in Commiftee before.
may be in the possession of a New York agent, It is desirable to provide, as far as we can,
as gold, and to deduct them from what is due the for penalties in the case of notes issued by
public, and call the balance a true representation way of over-circulation. That is not so simple as
of the position, is wholly illusory. I say, there- if appears, in expressing the tern I over-cucu-
fore, that the termI "balance " is not an appropri- lation," because the fraud, vhicb le pointed out
ate term. as quite possible under the present Éysten, amd

Mr. FOSTER. My bon. friend has had full which lie poinfed out as having more temptations
opportunity of laying his views before the House, under the new than uncer the old system, is not
and as it is now six o'clock, I propose that the snerely the fraud of issuing a larger amount of fle
Committee settle this matter at once. Taking al notes than te bank las power of issuing, but of
things into consideration, I know of no reasons issning them within tleir power for fraudaient
which have arisen in the practical working for purposes, but in excess of any legitimate want of
changing the present system. I therefore think the bank. For exanpie, the Bank of Montreal,
that the word " balance " should be left in this having power to issue notes to tle full extent of
second clause. its paid up capital, las now fli power to issue, I

Schedule agreed to on a division. tlink, $12,0O0,000. Its issue las neyer reacledhlf that amount, so tliat if we rnerely provide a
Conimitte rose, and it being six o'clock, te penalty for issuing more flan tbe bank is entitled

Speaker left the Chair. to issue, tlere miglt be a fraud anywbere within
tbe margini of fthe $si,OOO,OO wbicb stili reinain.

After Recess. Tle frand the lon. gentleman dweit upon is really
the fraud of issuing notes not tlien in circulation,

BANKS AND BANKING. for tbe purpose of defrauding, andI tlink the foi-

House again resolved itself in Committee on Bill iowing section will cover if as nearly as possible
(No. 127) respecting Bans and Banking.Eery person who, being president, vice-presi-respctig Bnks nd ankng.dent, director, principal îpartner, general manager, or

(In the Committee.) casher, or otler officer of a bank, with jutent to defrand,
issues, or delivers,or anthorises,or is concerned in the issue

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would beg to move or delivery of the notes of the bank intended for circula-
a sub-section to section 89. It is intended to pro- tin sud fot then in circulation, and every person who,
vide for this case. We have to guard against the with knowledge of sncb lofent, accepts, receives or takes,

or iuthorisesoris concerned ln the acceptance, receiving
possibility of the liquidator of an insolvent bank or taking of sucl notes, shah be guilty of a misdemeanor
distributing the assets of the bank in liquidation, and hable te a terni ofîmprisoument not exceedingseven
while some of the notes of the bank remain ou- years, or to a fine ot exceeding 52, , or to botl.
standing. If we do not make sone special provision Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has any lim-
on that subject, we shall find that the assets of an itation been fixed within wlicl the guaranfee
insolvent bank have all been distributed, and that fund shah be hable for notes ?
the outstanding notes will renain a charge upon Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No. 0f course, fli
the redemption fund. There are two principles to whole fund is avaîlabie for tli redemption of any
be kept in view. The first is that the outstanding outstanding notes
notes ought to be redeemed, notwithstanding the
lapse of time, because it has been shown by experi- fir RICHARD ARWIH n s no pe
ence that in the liquidation of an institution of that
kind, many years elapse before all the notes comne sented
m ; and the Government agree that a bank note, Sir JOHN THOMPSON. k la already provide i

once in circulation, should be susceptible of re- that, if ail fli notes are not presented wlieii fle
demption, no matter how long it may be outstand- bank iswound up, the liquidator sbali pay to the
ing. The second principle is that these outstand- Governmnent a sufficient amount to nicet al
ing notes ought not to form a charge on the fund put oufstanding notes.
up by the other banks after the distribution of the Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But ii the
assets of an insolvent bank ; and I propose in regard case of a bankrupt estate?
to this, as well as to the unclaimed balances and
dividends, that the liquidator shall pay ana only pay ouf of tie assets of the bank.
to the Government sufficient to cover the notes ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then, that
still outstanding. The sub-section I propose is as leaves it uletermined as to the finie wifhin wbicl
follows

Upon the winding up of a bank in insolvency, or un- tle bolders of notes must apply for tie redemption
der any general winding up Act or otherwise, the of tbosc notes.
assignees, liquidators, directors, or other officials in Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Tlere is no limitation
charge of such winding up, shall, before the fnal distri-
bution of the assets or within three years from the com- mith regard to tiaf.
mencement of suspension of payment by the bank, which- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Tlat is for
ever shall first happen, pay over to the Minister of flie lon. genflenan f0 defermine. I shouid have
Finance and the Receiver-General a sum, ont of the
assets of the bank, equal fo the amount then oufsanding twhoefu tbat a limitation of tie wou d bave been
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f air and reasonable, but, if the bankers do not want being quite early in the afternoon. That, how-
it, I say nothing further. ever, is an inconvenience of which the House here-

Mr. FOSTER moved that the Committee rise tofore has not taken cognisance by means of an

and report the Bill. enactment. It is a thing, I think, which is more
to be remedied by the law of demand and supply.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Before the Committee rise, These banks wish to do all the business they possi-
I wish to draw attention to a matter in connection bly can, and I think they are always found ready,
with the banks that causes a great deal of incon- for the sake of doing business, to accommodate the
venience to busir.ess men and to the public largest possible number of customers ; but I do not
generally. The members from Ontario are aware think that we could go so far as to fix the hours
that the general practice is, all over the Province, during which the banks are to be kept open.
to close the banks at one o'clock on Saturday Mr. TROW. I entirely coucur in the remarks
afternoon, and I understand the same practice made by the hon. member for Middlesex (Mr. Arm-
prevails in. the other Provinces. I need not strong), and I am in favor of his resolution. If
tell this honorable House that Saturday, for Parliament has anything to do with making rules
business men, is generally the most busy day and regulations for the banks, I think it would be
in the week. That is the day on which the a great convenience to the public that this regula-
largest sales are made, and it is a matter of tion should be adopted. We all know that Satur-
great importance that the bank should be kept day is a very busy day for business men, and for
open as long as possible in ôrder to enable business the farmers who bring their produce into market
men to make their deposits. It is not only a great on that day, and after they have sold and delivered
inconvenience to business men but it is a great it, and have partaken of refreshnents, it is usually
inconvenience also to the farming community. For after one o'clock, and the result is that large sums
instance, a farmer comes on Saturday to the of money that are paid after banking hours cannot
market town, after travelling, perhaps, fifteen or be deposited in the bank, nor can cheques be cashed
twenty miles, with a load of produce ; lie sells it after that hour. I have had experience myself of
to warehouses, which are always crowded on those this inconvenience. Parties have put thousands of
days, and it is, perhaps, after one o'clock before dollars into my hands to be kept until Monday,
his goods are discharged and lie gets his cheque for because these parties had not received it until after
the money. There is nothing for him to do but to banking hours on Saturday. I do not know if the
go back all that long distance and come into town House has anything to do with this matter, but if
again the next week, in order to get his money and it lias, it would be a great convenience to the pub-
make the purchases lie intended to make on lie to make this regulation.
Saturday. That is found to be an intolerable Mr. ARMSTRONG. We imake regulations for
hardship amongst the farmers generally. Busi- the banks in other matters, why not in this, too ?
ness men have complaîned to me about it The Minister of Finance says, that competition
bitterly, and letters have been written to me the banks y
about thîs matter since this Bill came before the ainongst tebnsfor husiness will regulate this

aouse. Now, I sulmit that it is not a great lard- matter. But that bas not proved to be the case.
fouse.rNowIsubmit thate tlis bnt are h There is not one iota less business done by the

ship for the banks to keep their branches open on bank, but it is done at inconvenient times, and
Saturday until the same hour as on other days. that is what the public complain of. All that is
That makes only thirty hours in the course of the asked is that Saturdays be made the same as other
week that the bank is kept open, and if it is neces- days of the week, and that the bank be kept open
sary to shorten that time by two hours, it could be until three o'clock the same as other days, for the
done on some other day which is not a large accommodation of the public. I subinit that this
market day. The custom prevails in the city of House would be failing in its duty if it does not
London, and, I believe, in most of the towns and make some provision in this respect. The banks
cities in Ontario, of inaking Tuesdays, Thursdays agree among thomselves to close at that hour.
and Saturdays the principal market days. If you Formerly the banks were kept open Saturdays
go into most of the towns and cities on any other until the usual hour ; of late years an arrangement
day of the week you will see little or nothing has been made amongst themselves to close at one
being done. I think it is the duty of the banks to o'clock in the afternoon. Some of the banks, I
the publie to make this change. I need not tell understand, wish to make a change, but noue of
the Committee that the banks receive large fran- them desire to be the first to break this agreement.
chises from the country; they are chartered to do I insist that the people have a right to this accommo-
business with the publie; they receive their profits dation; that is the way in which business is doue.
and emoluments from the publie, and I think it is
the duty of this House to provide that these insti- Mr. LANDERKIN. If the House cannot fix
tutions be run as far as possible, for the convenience the hour on Saturday for the banks to close, let it
of the public in this respect, if that can be done be understood that the banks that close at one
without any serions inconvenience to the bank. o'clock on Saturday cannot protest a note on that
For these reasons, I move that the following clause day.
be inserted in the Bill: Mr. MULOCK. They cannot protest it until

That all branches of the varions banks chartered three, anyway.
under this Act be kept open for business on Saturdays
until three o'clock in the afternoon, save and except Amendment negatived.
when a bank holiday falls upon a Saturday. Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Before the Committee

Mr. FOSTER. No doubt an inconvenience rise, I desire to revert to a point, that seems to me
arises to parties who come in from the country on important, in relation to the monthly returns made
Saturday, as one of the market days, and wb find by the bank. The public of Canada, I believe,
the banks closed after a certain hour, that hour have been under the impression that the monthly

Sir RicHARn CARTWRIGHT.
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returns gave the exact condition of the banks Mr. FOSTER. I do not know whether the hon.
making those returns. But, as stated by the hon. gentleman was in the House before recess when
inember for North York (Mr. Mulock) in an this subject was discussed upon the motion of the
earlier part of this discussion, it appears these hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), to
returns are largely misleading. He cited in support change the words "balances (lue at the agencies
of bis contention the case of the Bank of British in foreign countries, and the United Kingdom,"
North America. I do not think that bank is by inserting the word "sums," which would give
singular. I believe the Bank of British Columbia, the total gross amount of both assets and liabilities,
the Bank of Montreal, the Bank of Commerce, the and thus enable the balance to be arri-ed at. The
Merchants' Bank, and other Canadian banks hav- opinion of the Comunttee at that time was, that a
ing agencies in the United States stand in the saie was not necessary to obtain from the batks a
category. The fact appears to be this : That when statement as to what business they inight be
they return their liabilities in the monthly state- obliged to carry on in the United States, as they
ment to Ottawa as being so and so, their actual very ofteu have to carry on business there, in New
debts are very much in excess of that amount. I York, in San Francisco or Chicago. 0f course it
have here a statement fromg the return to the is a natter for the Committee to determine, but
4overniment on 3lst December, last year, of the the determination of the Committee having been

Bank of Bhitish North America, and a statement given before rccess, I do not think it is best to
nade to tbe shareolders for the sane date, fro g reopen the questio .

which I find this, that wereas the deposits were fir. BLAKE. I sympathise with the state-
represeuted to the public of Canada as only ments of the hou. mesnber for Cardwell (Mr.
S7,500,(), the actual deposits in that banik ex- White), and I suggest to the Finance Minister
ceçded $11I,000,0O0, uamely, $11 ,300,000. The that, as I dIo not suppose hie intends to take the
circulation in both returns is idetical, because theie the
baok bas not the privilege of circulating its notes inion re te Commite oth tie asder tha
outide of Canada. The total liabilitie s t ncai r the bank athorities to ascertain whether there is any real

eobliged to carr onli in thead Unte States,00 as lhe

-hereas, as a matter of fact, the total8 ier difficulty that cat be stated by hui on the floor of
of that bank on 31st December last year exceeded the Hose iri the way of the suggestion being car-
SCl ,OOO.OOO. There appears in the statement of ried out, becanse the statemieut of the hon.
the Bank of British North America to its share- gentleman certaly shows that we do n k ot get

holersthi exraodinry tem "Blispaybleaniything like approachîng the facts in the re-made t thesarhdrs fte sm dBillspatebfrohe qturnand[ other liabilities, $8,6,50,000," a sum wbich can-
not b found in any part of the return made to the Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection to allow it
(4 overnment of this country. So it isif you look at to go in that îvay.
the assets. The total amount of ans by tbe baonk Mr. KENNY. h understood tbe bon. member
returnedto the Government as m9,500,000; the esti- a

ceeded ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ o $1,0,0,nml, 1,0,0.TetaasIdo not. supohieitd tor sly tk the

ciate i total mas of the batnk, according to the re- for reading to h e r soner the
turkmade to theshareholders, amounted ito $ o1 t 00 ub ject an s c om biAeric h n
000. I do not say for one moment the bantis not in Mr. BLAKE. No; iee said there were several
a solvent state, I believe it is one of the strongest others doing business iii the United States to which.
banks e bave of Canada; but I do say this, that sis rcmarks would apply.
the creditors in Canada, who accept the notes of MrH KENNY. The Bank of Britis Nort

oftheank bank ont3st teir moasyto hea exeddb idotbcue h teetotehn

the ati an enrus thir one tothebatk-,America makes no returu to the Canadian Governrely to a great exteut on the faith of the dontble
liability, and if it o r appened to the bank that in int n is ppoaints otie tse Dino, r
its operations i o New York, Chicago or Londonp but su r a retr of its CanaDinibsi
engaging as they do in large commercial transac- n,
tions in those cities, if its assets of a merchantable anss It is orkiden due aEnlisb crteroncharacter prouved insecure, if at the timue of a co M- r oT I a obeti t it
mercial crisis they involved a heavy los tothe batk So it stands iw quite a different position fron the
the sectrity implied would be largely reduced so ter hartereN baiks of Canada. t quite agree
far as tbe credtors in Canada were concerned. It ththe bon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
is the dnty of the Goverument to s0 regulate the ta is most desirable the returns mnade by the
retures that the true and exact condition of the cBartered batiks to the Governinent shold be as
banks is really known to the creditors in Canada. accurate and as full as possible, iu order to give

know in the case of insorance companies doing the publi the most correct information as regards
business in the United States, the Canadian Life the condition of tb e Canadiat batks; but I do
Insrance Comnpany, the Royal Canadian Insur not sec it is advisable that we should calppypon the

anchelarge banks of Canada, to which tbe remarks of
large clasa, tbey are required by law to make a the hon. gentleman evidently referred, to give rs
ietur, not nly of their business in this country, the exact details of the exact amount w Yich, e oery
but in the adjacent country. The saie principle month of their existence, thy say have depoited
seould apply to the banks. Yet to-dasy we are in the inited States.
Passing a Bank Bill which does not cali on any Mr. LANDERKIN. I move in arnqeudment:
bank to return its business. outside of Canada; That every bank whih closes before three o'cock on
and r, therefore, say that the returs hereafter, as Saturday shah not be allowed to protest any notes on that
in the past, will be utterly misleading in regard to day.
an theank doing business ontside of Canada, so far Amendment negatived on a division, and Bill re-
as its creditors in this country are concerned. ported.
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CUSTOMS DUTIES.

Mr. FOSTER moved third reading of Bill
(No. 143) to amend the Act respecting Customs
duties.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker,
before you put the motion for the third reading I
desire, although I am sorry-I am afraid we on this
side of the House cannot give effect to my desire-
to enter a protest for the last time against the
policy the Government has adopted in imposing
these additional burdens on the people of Canada.
The case before us is one of a very singular
character. We have here the Minister of Finance,
coming down to the House in his official capacity,
informing us that he had a surplus of $2,500,000 or
thereabouts-a little less, perhaps, as I calculate
it, $2,000,000 I think-on last year's transactions,
that he anticipates a surplus of about 82,500,000
on the present year's transactions, that he expects
a further surplus of $2,500,000, be it more or less,
for next year ; and yet, in spite of the surplus for
last year, the surplus expected for the present year
and the surplus expected for next year, the hon.
gentleman, contrary, I may say, to the practice
of all civilised nations, proposes, instead
of using that surplus for the purpdse of
alleviating the burdens of the people, -
he proposes, notwithstanding his surplus, to add
larcrely to the taxes already inflicted on the people
of êanada. I am at a loss to understand how the
hon. gentleman can justify such conduct to him-
self, or to the people for whom lie is guardian and
trustee. I think that the matter is made the
worse in the present case, from the extraordinary
fashion in which these new taxes are being impos-
ed. If there be any principles which are well
established, and which ought, I think, to commend
themselves to the common sense of everybody,
they are : That particularly in a country which
desires immigration, and particularly in a young
country, with large areas to settle up, we ought
to avoid imposing taxes on articles of prime neces-
sity to the whole people. We should take care
to so adjust our taxation, that it should be, as far
as possible, equitably distributed over the whole
country, and that, above all, taxation should be so
arranged that it should not press unequally on the
varions classes of the population, and most of all,
that it should not press heavily on the poorer
classes. That we should take care that taxation
would be so adjusted as to avoid increasing the
taxes on the raw material, and that in a
Confederation like ours, no particular section,
or no particular Province, should say that a
tax was inposed in favor of one Province and
to the detriment of another. I might add,
Sir, that under existing circumstances, and bear-
ing in mind the relations existing between our-
selves and the United States, we ought to be
particularly careful not to impose taxation in such
a way as to invite retaliation by our neighbors.
I doubt whether any tariff was ever submitted to
this House, or to this country, or to any other
country, which flew more directly in the face of
these plain and obvious principles than the tariff
which we have now before us. In the first
place, that tariff, with the expected surplus of
$2,500,000, is likely to add something like
$1,000,000 to the burdens of the people, whether
or not it brings that amount into the treasury.

Mr. LANDERKIN.

The hon. the Finance Minister did not give us, at
the time he made his Budget statement-as I think
he ought to have done-anything like a fair esti-
mate of the total amount of the burdens placed on
the people by this taxation. But looking at it, as
far as I can see after the discussion which lias
taken place here, I should say that his tax on flour
and his tax on meats of various kinds will, in all
probability, result in an addition to the burdens of
the people of at least $300,000 or $350,000; and
more likely the latter than the former sum.
The total amount of taxation which he pro-
poses to levy on the various kinds of
fruit and fruit trees, is not by any manur
of means, easy to estimate ; but, apparently, it will
approach something like $200,000. At least, that
would be the amount which we would have to pay,
if our people continue to import as many of these
articles in the year now approaching as they did in
the past year. The duty on woollen goods and
other articles of that description will apparently
involve an increase of 8125,000, and the duty on
minor items, such as animals, fancy goods, cloths,
&c., will, I think, approximate very closely to
$150,000 ; that is to say, on the basis of the inpor-
tations which we are at present making. If, to
these, you add the extra duty on spirits-whether
you take the hon. gentleman's computation, or the
computation made on this side of the House-you
would have an increase ranging from $150,000 to
$200,000. These calculations do not take into
account divers minor increases in the tariff, but
the total increases of the burdens of the people
will amount to at least a million dollars ; whether
you get that sum into the revenue or not it is very
difficult at present to forn an idea. More than
that, Sir, you find when you come to examine
these various taxes that they are open, in detail,
to pretty nearly every objection that can possibly
be urged against taxes. The tax on flour and
the tax on umeat, of necessity, must and will
add to the cost of articles of food, and
articles of food which are consumed among a
very poor class of the population. They will, in
addition to that, injure an industry which we are
able to do nothing to benefit. They will, more or
less, increase the cost of the production of lumber,
and they will, more or less, therefore, interfere
with that important industry. I can only repeat
here what I have said before: that, if the hon.
gentleman desires to benefit the farmers of this
country, the way in which to do that is, not to
increase the duty on pork, but to admit free of
duty the corn which is the raw material out of
which the pork is made, and that would be in
reality a very great and important benefit to the
people of Canada. The duty on woollens is
bad in itself in every way. That duty, as is
perfectly clear, will, as a specific duty, press
with special severity on the poorest classes of
the population, and will add to their burdens.
It is a most objectionable duty on that
score alone. I have spoken on the duty on fruit
in some detail, during the discussion in this House
previously, and I content myself with saying that
I cannot imagine a duty which has less to recon-
mend it. It is a duty against health, it is a duty
against a wholesome luxury, it is a duty which
presses very unfairly upon particular portions of
the community, and especially on the Maritime
Provinces. It is a sectibnal tax, therefore, and it is
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a duty also which practically invites retaliation on which this identical tarif is an extreme exanple.
the part of our neighbors. Moreover, a useful I do not want on this occasion to do more than re-
and important trade was growing up in these articles cord ny protest, and with these few remarks 1
which the hon. gentleman's policy tends to check, will move-
if not to altogether destroy. So it is with the That ail the words after "That." in the main motion be
extra duties on iron, and, I nay add also, the boun- lefteut,inordertoaddthewords: "inviewoftheofficiai
ty of iron ; in this case we had already a most statement of the Minister of Finance, showing a surplus
enormous duty. We had a duty which interfered revenue for the past year, and a probable surplus for the
with the raw material on all kinds of manufactures.pro-witbtherawmateialon il kndsof anufctuesposeci to lie inflicted upon the people by titis Bill, is
and we had a duty which pressed with special unjustifiable and unncessary.
severity on the agricultural portion of the commu- Nr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentie
nity, to whiom the hon. gentleman gives no sort of man wlio las rnoved this motion las been laudably
practical protection, and to whom lie can give no short lu bis presentint of lis side of the case,
sort of practical protection, because the price of and in that respect I shah endeavor te fehlow bis
the great najority of the staple products of the exanple. The firat objection my hon. friend took
fariner is not and will not be regulated by to tlis tarif was, that it waa brouglt cown by a
anything which the Go vernment can do, but by the Finance Minister who liad only a few weeks before
price in the markets of the world. What the declared a surplns for the past year, and probable
lion. gentleman practically does to the farmers, is surpitses for the current yeur and the comîug
to add to the price of everything they have to buy, year; aîd tlat the effect of the tarif being, in
while lie cannot materially increase the price of some respects ut least, te increase the amount of
any important portion of the articles which they revenue te lie collected, it was againat ail principles
raise. Sir, I may ask-and it is a question whicli cf finance, ad therefere repreliensible, that a rate
is being asked very earnestly throughout the sliuld be levied iu advunce cf wlat bud former3
country, even by those over-protected manufactur- been levied. I niay say, iii answer te that, that
ers, or by nany of them whom the hon. gentleman the changes in thua tarif were net made witl any
especially desires to coniciliate-wlhy imieddle with idea cf iucreusing the umonîst of revenue cf the
this tariff at all ? Many of these persons are country; thut wvs net the purpese for whicb these
aware that the hon. gentleman's policy has done rates were levied. As 1 stated lu brînging dewn
them no good. They -are aware that lie lias dis- tie propositions te the liuse, the changes were
turbed and injured trade, and that lie has, by uecessury, in tle opinion cf the Cveriiuent, fer
piling on these taxes, added to the opposition two reasens: First, te adjusf certain anomnlies
which is fast gathering head against the whole which bad arisen during the years wbicb lad ii-
protective system. Now, Sir, these changes are tervened between the fermer arrangemeat ef
mischievous in themselves, and the ion. gentleman tle tarif and tbe present; and, secondly, certain
and bis friends, by reason of their policy, have ether changes lad taken place whicl called for
succeeded in miaking Canada a very dear country areadjustnent cf tli rates cf duty in accerdauce
to live in. It is utter folly on the part of the hon. witb tle general pclicy which lias guided cur
gentleman, and it is utter folly on the part of bis legisiafien lu turiffusatters for the hast ten or twelve
friends, to attemupt to justify their course by years. It was te correct flese anomalies, and
the example of the United States. As I have te provide fer certain industries new in fli-
often and often stated in this House, and selves, w]icl were net sufficienthy protecfed, and
as, I think, every man who considers the especially, and largely, for tle protection of cer-
position of the two countries must feel, even tain farmers' preducts in flis ccuntry, that this
admnitting, for argument's sake - although I tarif wus intreduced and pressed te a conclusion
would not make the admission except for the pur- lu this fouse. Ncw, it is net clear utaIl, as my lieu.
poses of argument-that the United States have friend las admitted, wliat utnt cf increased
lenefited from their protective system, that is no revenue will be tue resulf cf these diferent
sort of reason why we, in Canada, should benefit changes. My bon. frîend lias leen swift te nien-
from a protective system here. The truth cf tIc tien ail the cases f the increases i the rates cf
matter is this: The market of the United States is duty frein whicl lie supposes an increased revenue
so large, their range of climate is so extensive, wihl le ebtaîned ;ut lie las net heen swift
their population is so great, that, to a very great te mention the cases, net incensiderable lu
degree, they are able to produce, within their own'nuiuber, lu whidi very large reductius have beei
limits, everything a nation can require. In Canada made iu the dufies on articles which ceue inte
we have no such advantages. We are much more consomption in this country. Now, I want te
competitors than customers of one another, and, point cut te my lin. friend, and tle House, thaf
therefore, I repeat, Canada is a country in which tbere are twe ehements te be ccnsidered Iefore
it is singularly unwise for us to introduce a protec- we can corne te any conclusion as te
tive system ; and I unay add that all this has been what will be tle net resnît in regard te
to a very great extent, responsible for the deplor- actual revenue that will be cbtained. la the firat
able failure--which every man who has the interest place, there arc certain articles ii whicl large re
of Canada at heart ought to deplore-not only to ducficns have been muade, aud n-hich, on the hais
attract immigrants to Canada in anything like the cf the importations cf former years, wiIl give ns a
iumbers which we ought to expect, but, what is largely decreased revenue, sncb as the items of

much more important in my opinion, to keep our glass, molasses, and other itens whicl 1 iniglt
own Canladian-born citizens in our own country. enumerate. On tle other baud, there are certain
If, to-day, we find a million of our people in tue items ou which tle tarif las been raised but if
United States, and three out of every four immi- the effect cf the iîcrease lu the tarif, as My
grants who come to this country leaving us, there hon. friends opposite have for years confended, 18
is ne eater cause for it fan the policy cf te preve n tinortatin, hien it wil prevent
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the gathering of extra revenue in proportion to the may be a country where they may earn a fair wage,
amount of reduction in the impcrts from foreign where they may be able to keep their families in
countries of goods which are consequently produc- ease and comfort ; and it is a very poor argument
ed in our own country. For instance, we have re- to say to a man who wishes to leave the old world
ceived large revenues during the past years from for the new, that the country he is going to is one
meats imported from the United States. If the where he can get food for next to nothing. He
result of the tariff be what we claim it certainly asks for something else ; he wants to know what
will be, to reduce the importation of those meats are the means of employment and what are the
from foreign countries by the increased production wages he can earn ; he wants to know something
of the same classes of ieats in our own country about the conditions of society there, the state of
for the supply of the necessary consumption of the its Government and the nature of its institutions.
country, the practical effect of that will be, not te Sir, I believe to-day that Canada can put before
increase the tariff, but to decrease it ; and we re- intending immigrants from the old country, who
qmire to have some months, or perhaps a longer are full of vigor and energy, and wish to make
time, of actual experience to know just what will homes for themselves under the best conditions,
be the net result of the changes we have made. a country second to none in all the countries in the
For my own part, aside from the increased revenue world which are now inviting immigration. If the
that will result from the increased rate of duty on effect of this policy has been marked in any one
intoxicating liquors, I do not think the increased respect it has been in this, that while it has not
revenue will be a very large amount, taking thE increased the cost of the necessaries of life to any
average of the two or three years next to come. appreciable degree, it has induced a development
But, on the other hand, we have gained, what it in this country which gives to the honest,
was the object of this tariff to gain, and what I earnest, industrious man assurance of employment
think the people of this country, and especially for every working hour and a fair return for his
the farming community, will, consider a very great labor. I do not think my hon. friend has at all
boon. We have, by this tariff, protected the proved that the fiscal policy which we have adopted
products of the farin to an extent to which they and are to-day carrying out, is raising a barrier
have never yet been protected. We have given against that immigration which Canada so much
our farmers, by protecting them against the im- needs. Taking into account the industries which
portation of ineats from the United States have been developed in this .country and the
especially, the monopoly of the meat supply of amount of labor engaged in those industries ; tak-
this country ; and the good to the farmers in that ing into account our developinent through the
respect will, I think, be appreciated by them. immense lines of communication which we have
from one end of this count-y to the other. So built, through the facilities for transport we
that, in the first place, it is not sure at all, that we have furnished by means of large expenditures
shall have made, in the net result, any very large of public money, and the advantages these facili-
increase of revenue ; and in the second place, if ties for cheap transport give us in competing in
any increase of revenue should come to us in the the markets of the world, we have secured by
net result, it will be more than balanced by the means of this policy, counteracting compensations
good which will result from giving an increased which go far to diminish any disadvantage that
inpetus to the agricultural industry. I am free to may be conjured up by hon. gentlemen opposite,
state that, astheintentionwasnot, bytheimposition and have made this country one of the most desir-
of these higher rates, to increase the revenue, if, able fields for earnest, honest and industrious im-
after the new rates have gone into operation, it is migrants that the world affords to-day. My hon.
found with tolerable accuracy that their net result friend has also stated, as an objection to the tariff,
has been to make the revenue much larger than it that it is exceedingly offensive to and invites retali-
is at present, it will be the duty of the Govern- ation from the country to the south of us.
ment to see where reductions of taxations can be I do not need to argue that point to-night.
made, which will inure to the benefit of all I think we have heard something of that before in
classes. My hon. friend's next objection is that this House. I think it would be unworthy of a
the result of this legislation will be to destroy the great and generous people like the Americans to
prospects of immigration. He contends that if we find fault with a country like Canada, or with any
make of this country a dear instead of a cheaF other country, for undertaking to advance its own
country to live in, we, to the extent to which we interests by carrying out its own independent line
succeed in doing this, repel immigration from our of policy. Whoever hears that prominent politi-
shores. Well, there is no country in the world cians in the United States, that the organs which
which has been, and still is, a more signal example influence public opinion in the United States, have
of the attractive power of new lands to immigrants ever uttered one word, since this tariff has been
than the United States, whither immigrants go by introduced, in the line of calling it a petty or an au-
hundreds of thousands every year; and the dacious piece of retaliation, or offensive legislation?
immigration to that country has never been greater The people of the United States are too great and
than since the inauguration, some twenty or too generous for that. They carve out their own line
twenty-two years ago, of its protective policy, of policy; they regulate their own fiscal arrange-
which policy has ever since been continued in force ments, in the best interests of their own people,
in an increasing degree. The argument of my hon. and are generous and great enough to allow every
friend is not standing on all fours, when he says other people on the face of the earth to do the same.
that by a protective policy we necessarily repel We do not hear anything said about offensive or
immigration, because ,the absolute consequence retaliatory legislation except from hon. gentlemen
of such a policy is to make the cost of living opposite; for what good purpose they say it, no
greater. Immigrants ask for two things. They one can well understand. I have characterised
ask especially that the country to which they go such a statement before, and feel like charac-
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terising it again, as imprudent and not designed
to inure to the best interest of our people. It is
stated that our policy will be a bar to possible
reciprocal trade relations between us and the
United States. I ask every gentleman, whose
memory runs over the history of forty years,
whether or not, as the teaching of all this history
and the legislation and counter legislation in both
these countries during that period, they would feel
justified in deferring any longer carrying ont any
policy, which they think best in the interest of
their own people, out of deference to the idea that
possibly by doing so they might be doing something
which might militate against the probability of
developing trade relations between us and the
United States ? I say that the student of history
for the last forty years cannot point out any broad
trend of sentiment in the United States which
could lead him to believe that by holding our hands
and hesitating and refusing to dowhat we think is in
the best interest of our people, we shall thereby ap-
proach any appreciably nearer betterment of trade
relations between Canada and the United States.
If they could point that out, it might be an
argument for this country and this House to stay
its hands and to wait awhile longer, but I may
point out that the legislation which we have
undertaken and which we are about completing
now does not militate one iota against any
betterment of our trade relations with the United
States, the moment that the United States shall
meet this country half way, and shall sit down
together with us in order to see what can be done
to improve the trade relations between the two
countries. We are in the saine position as we have
been for several years past, always holding out a
hand to the United States, always giving it to be
understood, that, when the people to the south of
us are willing to sit down with us and discuss this
matter, are willing to meet us half way and to
arrange a basis of reciprocal trade with us, this
country is willing to conclude such an arrangement
But what do we find in the history of the past forty
years ? In 1846 and from that on, there was a large
sentiment in this country, and there was also a
large sentiment in the country to the south of
us, that reciprocal trade relations in natural
products would be beneficial to both countries,
and would be especially beneficial to this
country. And why? Because at that time,
our manufacturing industries were not developed ;
the inarket for our agricultural products was not
developed ; we had to import our manufactures,
and we bad to seek markets abroad for what we
produced. Therefore, we felt that if we could get
reciprocal trade relations with the country to the
south of us, it would be a benefit to this country.
That reciprocal trade was brought about, and it
was undoubtedly a benefit to us, and also a benefit
to the United States. Why is that reciprociy
treaty not in force to-day ? It is not the fault of
Canada, but it is because of the dissatisfaction
felt in the United States with that treaty and
with its results that, notwithstanding all the
efforts made by this country, and by Great
Britain on behalf of this country, that treaty was
abrogated on the first opportunity, and never
since has there been any period when there has
been any fair, any practical, any earnest effort on
the part of the United States to renew that treaty,
or to build up a better one on the ruins of the

Treaty of 1854, which was abrogated in, 1866.
There are certain statements which are put for-
ward, but you have to put up against them the
practical trend of sentiment in the United States.
They tell us that President Cleveland opened
the way to such an arrangement when he
proposed in his Message to Congress that an inter-
national commission should sit to take into con-
sideration the best means to be adopted, not only
for the arrangement of the fishery question, but
also for the arrangement of the general trade
relations between the two countries. They handed
that out to us as being the absolute feeling of the
United States of America, showing that they
desired to give us reciprocity in lrade relations
on broad and generous lines. But what did
that amount to? A few days afterwards, the
Senate of the United States, the dominating legis-
lative body of the United States, by an almost
unanimous vote, declared that no such commissioni
should sit. Later on, when Mr. Bayard wrote
some letters showing a kindly and a broad senti-
ment as to trade relations with this country, we
were told that he voiced the feeling of the people
of the United States. But what did that amount
to, put side by side with the result when Sir
Charles Tupper was in Washington in 1888, when
he proposed that we should sit down side by side
with them and try to arrange these fish-
ery difficulties on the general basis of trade
relations between the two countries, and when
he was told that his proposition could not
be entertained, because, if it was entertained
by the Cabinet, it would not be entertained by the
legislative body of the United States. Now we
are told that Mr. Hitt's resolution, which is as
general as possible, and as thin as air, which is sent
to a Committee and reported back from that Coin-
inittee, voices the opinion of the people of the
United States as to trade relations with this
country. Yet, Mr. Hitt's resolution is not dry on
the paper on which he wrote it when Mr. Mc-
Kinley, representing the dominant party in the
United States, representing the Republican party
which was victorious in the last election on a
platform of increased and strengthened protection,
as voicing the views of that dominant party, puts
forth a tariff resolution in a series of items every
one of which, as far as the interests of Canada are
concerned, is prejudicial to freer trade in the
products which Canada has to sell to the United
States of America. I put this practical view of
the case against these individual statements of
general good-will, and I reiterate that no studeht
of the history of the last twenty-five years can
show any broad general trend of sentiment on the
part of the people of the United States in favor of
freer trade relations with this country. Even if
Mr. Hitt's resolution were practicable, what does it
amount to ? It amounts to this, that we shall
give up our right to make our own tariff regulations,
that we shall build up a wall against the
whole world, and take down every barrier between
us and the country to the south of us, that our
internal taxes shall be placed on a level with theirs,
and, I may ask, at whose domination ? At that
of the people of five millions or at that of the peo-
ple of sixty millions ? Any one can answer that
question without difficulty. That is the sort of
trade relation which is offered to us. Tr.ade with
the United States, and a Chinese wall against the
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rest of the world, based on a tariff which is at a of the fariner to protect the producers of pigs and
low average 20 or 30 per cent. higher than the the producers of beef i this country, agaiust the
tariff we now possess, and yet the free traders of the ruinons coinpetition from the other side, let them
Opposition are willing, in that case, to put a tariff vote against it. Tbey nay vote against it, they
wall against the world of 40 per cent., and to will not vote iV down; but the very moment that
adopt trad e relations with the country to the south they rise to vote against that whicb the farning
of us on that principle. Giving my individual intercst of this country, despite ail they say, know
opinion, and in that I believe I voice the opinion and believe Vo be Vo their interest, that very
of the party to wbich I belong, I say that, moment they not only fail in voting itdownin
although we are willing to sit down with the this House, but they go a long way to voting thei-
people of the United States, or those of any other selves down in the country at the next election.
country, and, after mature deliberation, to enter M CHARLTON. This is rather au unexpected
into a trade relation which would be mutually ar
beneficial, we are not willing to adopt any such
scheme as unrestricted reciprocity or commercial Mr. BOWELL. Who began iV?
union opens up to us. I repeat that we have Mr. CHARLTON. We nîay ask that question
waited long enough, that the trend of sentiment in after a wbile. The hon, gentleman in his speech
the United States does not justify us in waiting told us that upon this side of the House we are
any longer, and that what we have to do is to sit fishing for the votes of the farmers. Sir, since
down here, as the citizens of a great and free 1878 there las been one party in this country that
country, and to make our own tariff square with has made it its special duty and business Vo fish for
our own interests, and, in a spirit of courtesy the votes of the farmers, and that party is the
and a spirit of prudence, with the heartiest good- party advocating Vhs so-called and mis-called
will towards the country to the south of us and National Policy. Every argument with regard Vo
to every other country, to do what we consider that policy lias been so placed before the country,
best for our own interests. That is what we are a- Vo seek Vo induce the agricultural population of
doing now. Our hon. friends opposite say we are Canada Vo believe that it was a policy conceived
trying to catch the farmers' votes. We do not in their intérest. Now, after that policy lias
legislate in order to catch votes, but, if we are been in operation for some years, after the
charged with desiring to catch votes on this sideof farmer is beginning Vo feel the evil efect of
the House, with what greater degree of truth can the policy that wriugs money from him in
that charge be pressed on hon. gentlemen opposite. every way, that increases the cost of every
Sir, when every cry has failed from 1878 up to article thut lie produces, that wrings from himu
the present time, what is the latest cry that has a vast revenue which the Coverninent derives
gone forth in trumpet tones fromn alnost every from Custons duties, that wrings from hlm in
seat on that side of the Huse, and from alînost indirect taxation in the enhanced cost of the
every hustings lu the country? I bs beeu a doînestie productions of this country, twice as
cry raised by hon, gentlemen opposite Vo catch the nuch as he pays to the oGoverment, a polcy that
farîners' vote, by tryîng Vo persuade them v that is making him poor, which is driving the popula-
they are overridden with tyrannous taxation, by tion of this country from Canada, whic is depress-
telling them that we have legislated ugainst their ing the value of real estate ii this country, which
interest ; and the fact that accounts for the milk brengs upon this country a gloodp and depression
lu the cocoaiiut to-day is that wbile hion. gentle- that are sitting like a nightmare upon every agri-
imen opposite have been talking, talking, talking cultural interest le Canada-whien this fact v
about the farîners at doing nothing, we have beginning Vo be appreciated by the farmers, them

scome down and done something real and tangible the lhon. gentleman comes down with this miserable
for the farmers. Now, Sir, wlien we have gone subterfuge that hie hias Vo offer Vo the farmers, and

Sfar Vo protect the farmers as we have lu this seeks, forsooth, Vo make them believe that e is
tarifa, a step that is appreciated by nine-tenths of giving them some degree of protection that will
the farmers lu this country-and hion. gentlemen compensate them for the robbery they have endured
opposite know lt-a step which commiended itself at bisbauds for the last ten years. Sir, the farmers
so înuch Vu idividual inlembers on the other side are getting too well iastructed in this country Vo
.of the buse that M have noV heard a miller on believe any such statement as that made by
that side protest against te increafe of the duty the Minister of Finance Vo night, and e ell
on flour, thougb I have heard oue of the uo more benefit the position of the farmer
most rabid--using that word l its qualified by this tarif than will the McKinley Bi
sense - free traders on that side of the benefit the farers of the nited States. That
House get np a storîn ln this committee because tarif is diow being pressed tbroug the Congress of
the duty on pork was nioV 3 cents per pound ail the United States in order Vo secure the fariners'
round. Sir, I like a consistent free trader like the votes lu the congressional elections this fall.
hon. member froîn Charlotte (Mr. Gilîmor) oppo- 1 do not know whetver the on, gentleman and his
site, who is lookint at me now, but I cannot under- colleague, the President of the Couneil, will seek
stand that kiud off ree trade, founded on a principle to recouche their divergent views with regard Vo
as everlasting and as solid as the rocks, according reciprocity. The other night the President of the
Vo which, when the item of pork comles up in which Councl informed us that we did noV want recipro-
-his own cofstituency is vastly interested, the city in natural produts, that it was noV necessary,
member for Queen's, P. E. I., raises a stori in this that Canada did no require anything of the kind.
House because M-e propose Vo put e instead of 3 But the Minister of Finance to-night els us that
-cents a pound upou soute species of pork. Now, we are willg Vo accept reciprocity on a fair
if my hion. friend and bis party tink that i a is un- basis. Well, what do those two hon. gentlemen
justifiable. that it l wrong, and no in the intereast mean, and how do they recouche the respective
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views they have placed before this House and be- makes the assertion that his party and his Govern-
fore the country with regard to this important ment are wiiiing to accept a reciprocity treaty on
question-this question of more importance to the fair and equable terns. He told us that the
future of Canada than any other question with High Commissioner said the Americans woull not
which we shall be called upon to deal ? The one is listen, when he was in Washington, to a trade
not in favor of it at all, the other is in favor proposai. Why wouid they not? Because of the
of it upon certain conditions and terms. Now, I wretched fatuity, hecause of the recklessness of
would ask the hon. Finance Minister what lie the Government in its deahngs with the United
would consider a treaty of reciprocity upon fair States, because of the irritation caused by their
terms ? Would he consider that reciprocity in fishery regulations, because of the irritation created
natural products alone would be reciprocity based by their canal toli discriminations, because of the
upon fair terms ? Would he consider that if he irritation created by various other acts of this
made one step in advance of reciprocity in natural Goverument, acts that seeni to have been expressiy
products, he would be accepting the conditions re- designed to create that degree of irritation that
quired for reciprocity upon fair terms ? I presume would prevent the possibility of opening negotia-
the hon. gentleman would say that ; I presume he tiois for a reciprocity treaty, or of carrying such
would tell this House that reciprocity in fair terms negotiations through to a successfui conpletion.
was a reciprocity treaty confined to free trade in That is why the High Commissioner when at
natural products between the two countries. Washington found the state of things existing in

Vell, I can tell the hon. gentleman that that that capital that hoclid flnd existing there. He de-
vould not constitute a reciprocity treaty upon fair ciared that the actsof this Governinent, the folly of

terms, even if it was on that basis that the Amer- this Government in its treatent of and its dealings
cans agreed to the last reciprocity treaty. That with the Government of the United States had
was a treaty which enabled us, during the eleven brought us to the very verge of war, and one or two
years that it was in operation, to sell to them some- more steps in the very direction ii which we were
thing like double the amount of productions free Cf going might have precipitated hostilities. The
duty that we bought from them; we sold to them Finance Minister in his speech has toid us that the
aboutS120,000,000 worth in excess of the anount we Hitt Resolutions were scarcely cold before the
purchased from themn under the operation of that McKinley Tarif was introduced. The McKinley
treaty; and the Ameicans very justy urged that Bil was introduced fin t this session, ani its
if the reciprocity treaty was to be one npon fair provisions wene invite by the actions of this
ternis they should be aiowed to se to, us sortie of overnment, by the idiocy of the policy of this
the products of their labor in return for the pro. lovenwent, in its trade relations with that great
duts of our labon that they purchased fron p us. nation. We are unable to dictate ternos to
Ve were selling to them oun natunaw products, and the United States, and it is folly for us to attempt
e were not buying naturai productions of them to do it. Five millions of a tail is handly able to

except such as carne in transit to our country for swing sixty-five millions of a dog, and abthough
export. We had very littfe demand for their wheat we are a ery great peop e according to our num-
for consuoption, very littie demand for their oats, bers, we cannot intimidate, we cainot coarce, we
veny littie demand for any production of their far- cannot by a hostile tarif control a nation of
mers except corn. We did ot buy lumber of them, 65,00,000. It is an utter mistake to imagine we

de did egot buy fish of thenit; scacery any of thde can do so.
natura productions of the fiewd, the forest or the Mr. DAVIN. We are not the tai of the dog.
mines, produced in the United States, found a Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member, the
manket in Canada for consumption, and the Ameni- biatherskite front West Assinihoia (Mn. Davin)-
cans said: if we are to have a reciprocity treaty
on fair and equitabe ternTs, we must have one that Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
wiil enable us to seWl to you some of our own pro- Mn. CHARLTON. I sithdraw the expression.
dutctions in exchange, for the productions that you Some hon. M EMBERS. Order, order.
i-aise and sol to, us. Wetl, Sir, that is just snca a Mr t SPEAKER. I undexstood the on. gentle-
treaty as we must make with the Ameficans if
we ever make one at al; it is just suc a teaty o r t re n
as, in the nature of the case, they may faiiy de- Mr. CHARLTON. Certainly, ihave withdrawn
mband, and if the Government of the day in Can- it. I did it inadvertently, I thoug t ae was out-
ada are not prepared to negotiate for a recipro- side, when an tnpahatabie truth mighit be stated.
city treaty upon a fFair and equitable basis, a The ion. Minister of Finance in speaking of the
treaty that will enabie the Amenicans to seli to us Hitt Resolutions told us that they were hardly
as weli as aiable us to seMl to the Americans, then cold before the McKinley Tarif was introduced.
they are not in favor of a treaty upon fair and The McKiney Tarif Bi is a ineasure of the cha-
equitab e ters, they are mocking the country, racter we might expect to have, judging by the
and the assertions they are making are a delu- policy of this Government towards the tnited
sion when they assert that they are in favor of States. It is a speciuen of the legiscation that this
a treaty upon fair and equitable terms. Sir, Government has invited, it is a specimen of the
they are not un favor of such a treaty; no reciprocity condition of things that wiil exist between these
that is attainabme, no reciprocity treaty that can two Governments so long as the poicy is
ho detended upon grounds of equity and justice., pursued that has been pursued and is beingwoud We accepted by the Governm nt that now pursued by the present Government of Canada.
ruies Canada with regard to this and ail othr T we Hitt Resolutions on the other hand, constitute
matters. Tho hon. gentleman, in the staterent he an offer. They are holding out the olive branch,
bas made to-night, is misloading the country, and and thy are an indication that if we wish t
he is endoabvoring to o misead this fouse whon ho troat the United States in a spirit of arity and
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fairness, and if we are actuated by a desire to have
more intimate trade relationswith that country, not-
withstanding the McKinley Tariff, with all its
obnoxious provisions, the United States Govern-
ment are ready to enter into negotiations with
Canada. Those resoluticns are not, as the hon.
Minister of Finance has told us, a proposition to
accept commercial union. It is not a defined pro-
position of any character or nature whatever, but,
it is a broad general proposition on the part of the
United States, that whenever this Government
indicates a desire to secure more intimate commer-
cial relations, and we appoint three commission-
ers for the purpose of negotiating astothe terms on
which such relations can be secured, the United
States will proceed to mneet those overtures, by
appointing three commissioners to meet our own, to
arrange, not the terms of any treaty already defin-
itely defined as to its character, but to seek to ar-
range a reciprocity treaty, without definitely stat-
ing in advance what the basis of that arrangement
shall be. And we are not warranted in saying that
it must be this thing or that thing, we are not war-
ranted in saying it must be commercial union, we
are not warranted in saying it mnust be unrestricted
reciprocity ; but we have an offer placed before us,
inviting us to see whether the two countries can
reconcile their differences and can agree upon a
plan, a plan of unrestricted reciprocity, a plan for
greater freedom of trade. And if our commission-
ers were appointed, and if they were to mneet those
of the United States, and if a treaty could not be
negotiated satisfactory to this country, we are not
obliged to ratify it. But we believe it is disre-
garding our highest and best interests in this
matter in refusing at least to make the attempt.
If the offer is made inviting us to enter into nego-
tiations, surely no one has a right to assert that an
arrangement satisfactory to both countries cannot
be negotiated. If the Government refuse that
overture, if they refuse to enter upon negotiations,
if they refuse the offer made by the United States
to make an attempt to secure reciprocity, they
indicate on their part a determination that they
will not have- reciprocity, that they have no
-desire for reciprocity. If they spurn the offer made
by a friendly power to see whether our differences
cannot be adjusted and whether we cannot arrange
a treaty, the Government refuse to take the first
step, and they say, in effect, that they will have
nothing to do with the overture, but they will
endeavor to persuade the country that they could
not accept such an offer because, forsooth, we
could obtain nothing but terms which would be
unadvisable and unacceptable to our people. They
have no right to make such an assumption. In
refusing to make the attempt to secure such a treaty
they are not acting in the interests of the people.

The lion. Finance Minister has told us that the
United States tariff wall is very much higher than
ours. The amount of revenue derived from
customs in the United States is lower than ours by
over $1 per head, and, if that is the case, our own
tariff wall must be the higher of the two ; and if
we entered into an arrangementfor unrestricted re-
ciprocity, if we were obliged to accept the American
duties,the amount exacted from the people would be
less than it isto-day. No; wearenotinvitedtoenter
upon a one-sided arrangement, we are not invited
to enter into any arrangement definitely defined.
We are merely asked to enter into negotiations to

Mr. CHARLTON.

see if an arrangement can be made, and I repeat
tihat the hon. Finance Minister is deceiving the
country, whether purposely or not it is not for me
to say, when lie tells this House it is impossible to
negotiate a reciprocity treaty except upon one-
sided terms that are not fair and equitable. It is
possible that we might negotiate a reciprocity
treaty on the broadest and most equitable terms,
on terms perfectly fair and in the highest degree
advantageous to this country, and I venture to
say if the lion. gentleman to my right (Sir Richard
Cartwright) were Finance Minister, and if the
Liberal party of Canada occupied the seat now oe-
cupied by hon. gentlemen opposite, that six
months would not elapse before a treaty would be
arranged between these two countries that would
be conducive to the highest interests of Canada,
and which would cause this country to enter on
that era of prosperity which never will come so
long as its affairs are mismanaged as they are
being mismanaged to-day, and as they have been
mismanaged for the last ten years.

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman who has just
taken his seat has closed with the remark that if
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) were in the position of Finance Minister,
and if the Liberal party were enthroned in power
where the Conservatives are now, that everything
would go on well, that an arrangement would ibe
made with the United States which would exactly
suit his view, that a reciprocity treaty would be
effected on broad and liberal grounds according to
his own statement, and an admirable commercial
policy would be inaugurated. You have only to
go to Hansard, because we had Hansard when the
Liberal party were in power, and when that bon.
gentleman rose and denounced the policy adopted
by the Liberal party as its commercial policy, to
ascertain that he brought forward a proposal for
protection, a strong statement, the strongest state-
ment ever made in this House in favor of protection.
I know that I am speaking by the book when I
say that he was a protectionist then, as lie has
remained a protectionist ever since, and as lie is
a protectionist to-day, and the hollow sound of
his oratory in -this House, if oratory it can be
called, can be accounted for by the fact that it is
founded on insincerity; it has the ring of insincerity
about it. The lion. gentleman does not mean what
lie says, and the consequence is that if you listen
to him by the hour, you will find that lie lays
down one proposition at one moment and the next
moment lie lays down a proposition that contradicts
it. The hon. gentleman has left the Chamber
now. I remember that on another occasion, out-
side of this House, and the first time that I had to
reply to him, lie slunk away from the platform, and
they broughttheir band to drown my voice and totake
away the crowd, but they did not succeed in doing
either. The lion. gentleman has to-night shown
what the result would be if parties crossed the
floor of this House. In that event, I suppose the
bon. gentleman would have a seat on the Treasury
Bench, and the effect on the tone of this House
would be that we should see the elegant manners
which belong toourfriendsacrossthe line introauced
here. It is a proper thing to interrupt a member
when lie is speaking, if you do not interrupt
him in a way which is intended to disconcert him,
and when the hon. gentleman stated that the
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5,000,000 tail-it was an elegant expression-could
not wag the 6,000,000 dog, I remarked, " but
the tail in this case does not belong to the dog, and
that makes all the difference in the world." The
5,000,000 in this country are perfectly indepen-
dent. The 5,000,000, instead of being a tail to the
60,000,000, is a complete and organic animal. It
is a political animal destined probably to grow to
something even more formidable than the60,000,000
may corne to, and my remark ought to have given
the hon. gentleman an opportunity of seeing that
this was after all an argument to be met. Now,
Mr. Speaker, the speech we listened to from
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton) to-night, is the same speech precisely which
w-e have listened to session after session, and what
is the character, invariably, of that speech ? Why
Sir, if any stranger were to come in here, would
lie suppose that the hon. member for North
Norfolk represented a Canadian constituency?
Would he suppose that he represented a British
constituency ? No ; he would fancy that by some
extraordinary freak, a citizen of the United States
had surreptitiously got in here and taken a seat
amongst us, and that lie had risen in this House to
advocate the claims of the United States, and to
denounce everything that could promote the
welfare of this country. One need not proceed to
refute sucl arguments as le has advanced. I say
that the tone persistently adopted by the hon.
inember-a tone invariably adopted not only by
him, but by other menbers of the Opposition,
although he is the most flagrant offender in that
hine is invariably pro United States, and against
Canada ; and against everything that could exalt
this young and great country of ours. One is
accustomeld to hear language of humiliation in this
House used by gentlemen on the Opposition benches
in regard to our vast country with its splendid
resources, and with a population as large as England
had in the great Elizabethan days, when she began
her career of empire. We are accustomed to hear
mei talking here as though this contry, with its
vast resources and its splendid population, need
to veil its crest and to bow its head before any
nation of the world. We have, 1 inaintain, in
Canada, with our incohate wealth, with our deve-
loped and organised resources, with our institutions
and with the character of our population, a country
that instead of talking with bated breath, and
going as it were on her knees to other countries to
beg favors, can hold proud language in the face
of any country in the world, and can hold a si rong
faith that it will culminate in a great nation.
I do hope that the attention of the electors, who
have sent such men as the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) to this House, will be
directed to the huniliating rhetoric which we hear
from him, and that they will send men to us who
will have a Canadian note in their utterances, and
who will express a feeling of Canadian and British
sentiments, instead of sentiments which are degrad-
ing and grovelling and which ask Canada to go on
lier knees to the United States. It is not necessary,
Sir, that I shonld enter seriously into the state-
m'ents made by the hon. member for North Norfolk

(Mr. Charlton), because they have been refuted
again and again in this House. He is perpetually
twisting the sanie rope of sand. There is nothing
new whatever in his statemnents, and if we were to
sit here up to the crack of doom, I believe the hon.

gentleman would be found twisting the same rope
of sand. Probably, I mnight have gone on a little
longer if the hon. mnember for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton)

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. DAVIN. No, excuse mue, allow me to finish

the sentence. If the inspiring presence of the lion.
gentleman from Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) were here-
because it does one good to see that inspiring
presence-I miglt continue longer, but in the hon.
gentleman's absence, ny inspiration is gone, and
so I will not trouble the House anîy further.

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not consider it ny
duty to allow the speech made by the hon. the
Minister of Finance to pass without a few remîarks
in reply. The lion. gentleman took the oppor-
tunity, at the close of his Budget speech, to at-
tempt to present to the country arguments in favor
of what le thinks is protection to the farier.
This is no nuew argument for tle farmers of the
country to lear froi inembers of this Goverinetnt.
They have listened to piomises of that kind ever
since the inception of the National Policy. The
hon. First Minister, whent the National Policy was
inaugurated, declared, that he was going to finîd
the farmers of this country a lucrative home mar-
ket for their products. There is not one single
promise which has ever been made by hon. gentle-
men opposite to the agriculturists of this country
whicl has ever been fulfilled. The lion. Minister
of Finance puts his points very logically and pre-
sents his arguments with great force, but I tell
him across the floor of this House, that the farners
of this country have their eyes open to the ruin
his policy is causing them, and he will not be
able to close them. When he goes before the
farmers, and pretends to show thetm that they are
benefited by the operation of the National Policy,
and by putting a duty upon pork, in order, if pos-
sible, to get then out of the finaticial einbarrass-
ment into which his policy has plunged themu, they
will realise the fallacy of his statenents, and they
will tell him that they have suffered too long under
the burdens of this policy whiclh has robbed then,
and which to-day has them mortgaged to such an
extent that they are not able to pay their encimu-
brances. The farmers have listened too long
to the false promises made by tmemîbers of the
Goveriment. They were disposed at one tinte to
alter their political allegiance, so as to give the
First Minister a trial. They have given him trial
after trial, and were it not for the blinded confidence
they have reposed in that man, year after year,
they would have spewed out of their inouth the
men who robbed then and who deceived them ;
the men who made statements which have never
been realised, and who inaugurated a policy whichi
has driven then to the verge of ruin.
Now, Sir, does the Finance Minister fancy that
the farmers of this country, in their jeopardised
condition, are so foolish as to listen to his state-
ments about the advantages he is going to bestow
on them by the duty on pork ? He knows per-
fectly well that we export large quantities of pork.
If he had permitted hogs and corn to corne in free,
our people would have been put in the position to
produce the pork which our lumbermen require.
But he will not give theni that chance. The hon.
Finance Minister said that the bon. member for
South Oxford was very apt at picking out the
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items in which increases were made, but very slow facturers. But 1 tell hon. gentlemen that they will
in finding those in which reductions were made ;realise that the farming comnunity of this country
and he gave us two items in which reductions were are fot going to shut their eyes and ears to the
made. I challenge him to give us two more items facts and arguments presented. They are fot
in which any substantial reductions were made. going te be deceived as they have been in the past.
He cannot do it. They would not amiount to They are in the position of the poor man to whose
more than $50,000 or 860,000 altogether. Now, house a preacher went to talk religion, and who
the hion. Finance inister, anti those around Fir, saids that is the use, when there is no flour i
will make very determined efforts to persuade the the house? " Yo go to them and talk your
farmers of this country that they are going to be theories of protection, and they will tell yo:
benefited largely by this policy. H1e is something -TWe are reduced to-day to the verge of financial
like a mnan I once heard of who was travelling muin, and ye tel uS that your National Policy
along a road, and who met a very simple, innocent makes us rich." I earnestly hope that the argu-
creature carrying the mails f rom place to place. 1e ments that have been used from time to time with
wasridingonaponyand hehadthe mailbagsin front regard to the pernicious results of this National
of him. The man felt great sympathy for the pony, Policy will wake up the farmers of this country, as
and he said to the mail carrier : " The best thing I believe they are now waked up, to the actual
you can do is to take the bags on your back, so facts of the case.
that you will carry the bags and the pony will House divided on amendment of Sir Richard
carry you, and in that way you will carry part of Cartwright:
the burden." My lion. friend tries to persuade the YEAS
farmers of this country that the Government are
going to carry part of their burden for them ; but Messieurs
the farmers have been so long listening to the wily Amyot, lunes,
statements made to thein as to how the National Armstrong, Jones (Halifax),
Policy was going to make them rich that they will Bain (Wentworth), Landerkin,
be slow to believe the statements which the hon. Barron, Lang,.Beausoleil, Langelier (Montmorency),
gentleman may make to them, and he will find Béchard, Laurier,
that such statements will not go far to secure their Bernier, Lavergne,
votes. If lie wanted to do the farmers any good, Blake, Livington,
why did lie not reduce the duty on iron? He Boua, Mo al(un
admits that he had a surplus last year and that lie Brien. McMillan (Huron),
anticipates a surplus this year and next year. Iron Campbell, McMullen,

Cartwright (Sir Richard), Meigs,
enters largely into the commodities the farmers Casev, Milîs (Bothwell),
use, and if he wants to benefit them, why not take Charhon, Mitchell,
the duty off iron and enable them to buy their Choquette, Neveu,
machinery at a lower cost than they are able to do Cook, Paterson (Brant),Davies Platt,
to-day ? The hon. gentleman stated that in the De St. 'eorges, Rinfret
United States a protective policy had secured an Dessaint, Seari,
enormous influx of immigration, and a great D,,>,aue Serie,
increase of wealth in contrast with Canada. I ask Ells, Semple,
my hon. friend why he did not go to Victoria, Fiset, Sutherland,
Australia, and compare that country wîth New Fisher, Trow.

Gauthier, Turcot,
South Wales. But it did not suit his argument Geeffrien, Waldie,
to go there. He would have found that Victoria, Qilimor, Watson,
since introducing a protective policy, has not had Godbont, Weldon St. John),

Gufy, Welsh,the prosperity that has been enjoyed by New
South Wales, whose population and wealth are in-
creasing to an extent not found in the other protect- NAYS
ed colony. Now, the United States are proposing to Messieurs
put a duty on eggs, and what have hon. gentlemeni Audet. Jamieson
(loue? Simply to encourage the manufacturers of Bain (Soulanges), Joues (Digby),
egg boxes in (anada, they put a duty on the boxes, Bell, Kenny,
and they will not allow Americans to bring their egg i3er , Lahge
boxes to this country without paying a duty on the Bowell, Laurie (Lieut.-Gen.),
them. It is by such pernicious and contemptible Be0le, Lépine,
acts that they have driven the Americans to do Brn, Mackintosro
what they have done ; and I say to the people and Cargîl,
fariners of this country that they will never get an Carling, Mculla,
unrestricted treaty with the United States or even CarpnterA Mcal t,
a treaty in a modified form, such as we had before, Chaplean, MeMill (Vaudreuil),.
so long as hon. gentlemen opposite occupy the Cimon,
Treasury benches of this country, simply because Cochrane, Madili,Cockburn, Masson,
they have pinned their colors to the mast and have Colby, Mus (Annapolis),
declared themselves absolutelyin favor of the manu- Cerby, Monerieif,

taken~~~~~~ th abaueyt g n~î ogln Montplaisir,facturing institutions of this country. They haveCOste
taken the manufacturers under their wing, and theCoul, Ore,
manufacturers, in return, wheu the time comes for Curran, Putnam,
an election, will see that money is forthcoming. It is Daly,

iarin, Roome,a bargain that I have no doubt will be faithfully car- vi Ross,
ried eut as between the GoverHment and the mana- mDawson, Shanly,

Mr. McMuLLEN-,.



[MAY 7, 1890.]

Denison. Small,
Desaulniers, Smith (Ontario),
Desjardins, Sproule,
Dewdney, Stevenson,
Dickinson, Taylor,
Dupont, Temple,
Earle, Thérien,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Thompson (Sir John),
Ferguson (Welland), Tisdale,
Foster, Tyrwhitt,
Gigault, Vanasse,
Girouard, Wallace,
Gordon, Ward,
Grandbois, Weldon (Albert).
Guillet, White (Cardwell),
Haggart, Wilmot,
Hall, Wilson (Lennox).
Hesson, Wood (Brockville),
Hickey, Wood (Westmoreland).-93.
Hudspeth,

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third
time and passed.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. member for Lévis has
voted, and I understand he paired with the hon.
member for Haldimand.

Mr. GUAY. I think the hon. gentleman is quite
mistaken. The hon. member for Haldimand asked
me, a few minutes before the vote, to pair because
lie had to go away. I told him he could pair with
the hon. member for Quebec Centre or the hon.
member for Dorchester, but for my part, I would
not pair with him.

SUPPLY-TIMBER LIMITS.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the Ilouse again
resolve itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr. HICKEY. Before you leave the Chair, Mr.
Speaker, I desire to bring before the House a
matter in which it is interested and of the parti-
culars of which I think it should be in possession.
Some time ago the member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) made a statement in this Chamber,
which I then strongly denied and as strongly
characterised. In order that I might speak with
more definiteness on this subject at variance bet-
ween us I caused a motion to be placed on the Order
paper, asking for the correspondence and papers
relating to the timber limit license for which it was
claimed I was an applicant. Finding it impossible
to reach the motion, I embrace this opportunity
of placing before the House all the facts regarding
that transaction, and I believe the evidence will
clearly substantiate the correctness of my denial
and as truly make bare the base and unadulterated
wickedness of the statements of the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). I do this,
not only out of regard for this House, and through
it to the country and to umy constituents,whose good
opinion I properly respect and cherish, but also to
myself, for in this matter I have done no wrong
either to Parliament or to society, and I will not
allow my name to be clouded by the evil machi-
nations of polished hypocrites or by the sophistries
of moral charlatans. As to the accusation I find in
Hansard of 1886, in a speech made by the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in re-
gard to the granting of timber limit licenses, on
page 1033, the hon. gentleman said:

"I have gone through it carefully, and some of the
results of that investigation I will give to the House later
on."

And on the next page, 1304, the hon. gentleman
said, under the heading of " Members of the House
of Commons and Senate who have received Timber
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Limits by Order in Council for themselves," he
specifies that :

" C.E. Hickey, M.P. (co-applicant with Wm. Broder)-
Order in Council for self and partner, fifty miles, Lake
Kogwankok, Man., April 30, 1884."
On 1lth March last, in referring to this iatter
again, the hon. gentleman said :

"I propose to call attention to some of the things done
under this Government; qome of the things that the ho n.
member for Renfrew (Mr. White) voted were right and
refused to vote were wrong, when a motion was made
in this House in May, 1886, concerning them. I found,
on examining the records of the Department of the
Interior, that there had been timber limits granted,
upon the personal application of members of this House
and the Senate, to seventeen different members of those
different bodies."
le then mentioned several names, and continued:

" I fud that C. E. Hickey was an applicant, in connec-
tion with his partner, Wm. Broder, for one limit."
Being out of the House at the time and returning
shortly afterwards, I took the opportunity of say-
mg :

"I understand that, when I was ont of the Chamber,
the hon, member for North Norfolk said that I had been
an applicant for a timber limit. I wish to say, that I
never made an application for a timber limit in the North-
West, or in any other part of this country. The same
statement was made by the hon. member for North Nor-
folk a few years ago, before the last election, and it was
brought up against me in my county."

I made some further remarks, but they are not
pertinent. The hon. meinber for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) in reply said:

" I rise to an explanation in answer to the hon. member
for Dundas (Mr. Hickey). The return to my motion for
the names of those who had acquired timber limits was
received in 1886. There are some 400 or 500 pages foolscap
to examine. I went through these returns and selected
out the correspondence and Orders in Council making
grants to various members of both Houses. I did this in
discharge of a public duty, and endeavored to do it im-
partially; and among the Orders in Council, I found one
for C. M. lickey, M. P., coupled with the name of Wm.
Broder. The Order in Council was granted for a timber
limit of fifty miles on a lake in Manitoba, and was dated
30th April, 1884. I was governed by the document."

I replied :

" I would like to remind the hon. gentleman that that
is his own language. I do not believe that any such Order
in Council was ever issued. It is not right to say it is an
Order in Council. It is some time ago since this happened
and I have not looked the matter up, but I know I never
made an application. All I did was to urge the applica-
tion of Mr. Broder on the Government, and they would
decide as to whether he should have it or not."
That is the record with respect to the matter at
variance between us. I hold in iny hand the return
of the Department of the Interior in regard to the
application made by Mr. Broder and my associa-
tion with it. It will be necessary that I should go
through the record, but I will do so as rapidly as
possible. On 2nd November, 1884, Mr. Broder
made this application:

" MoRaRsBURe, 2nd November, 1882.
" SI,-I beg to make application for a timber limit

fifty square miles situated as follows : On the west side
of Humbug Bay commencing at the mouth of the Washow
River extending west along said river 8i miles, thence
north by a depth of 6 miles, as shown on the annexed
plan. I have the honor to be, your obedient servant,

(Signed) "WILLIAM BRODER"

Hon. members will see by that letter that my name
is not mentioned, and that the application is made
by William Broder, and made for himself. On
8th November same year Mr. Broder wrote :
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" MoRRIsaUsG, 8th November, 1882.
"SiR,-On 2nd I made application for a timber limit

and as yet am without reply with reference thereto. I
trust ny application will receive favorable consider-
ation.

"I have the honor to be, your obedient servant,
(Signed) " WILLIAM BRODER."

On 13th Novemsber there is a letter from the
Department, signed by Lindsay Russell, addressed
to William Broder, as follows:-

"WrLIAM BRODER, Esq., Morrisburg.
"I have, &c., your letter of the8th inst., having furtber

reference to your application for a timber limit on the
Washow River, and to reply that the ground in question is
covered by a grant to the prior applicant.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

(Signed) "A. RUSSELL,
For the Surveyor Genral."

On the 22nd November Mr. Broder wvrote to the
Departnent as follows :-

"MORRISBURG, 22nd November, 1882.
"SiR,-I beg to amend my application of 2n d November

for a tinber limit on west shore of Rumbug Bay, said
limit being partly covered by a grant to Mr. D. Mac-
millan. I hereby substitute the following: Commencing
at a point on the said west shore of Humbug B3ay, distant
three miles northerly from the mouth of the Washow
River, thence westerly along the northerly limit of the
berth granted to Mr. D. Macmillan, eight and one-third
miles, thence due north six miles, thence easterly parallel
to the said southerly limit of Mr. D. Macmillan's berth,
to the shore of Ilumbug Bay, thence southerly along the
shore tu the place of beginning.

"NYour obedient servant,
" WILLIAM BRODER."

I wish to call special attention to this letter,
because it will explain the letter I wrote in re-
ference to this matter when I read it ; that is in
regard to the part covered by D. Macmillan's
application. Then, on the 24th Noveisber, Mr.
Broder finding it was necessary to write another
letter is reference to the saine application, sent the
followng :-

" MORRISBURG, 24th November, 1882.
SiR,-On the 2ind instant I made application for a

timber init on the west side of Iumbug Bay, north of
the Washow River.

"TFinsdinsg said limit partially covered by a grant to
Mr. D. Macmillan, I amended my application on the
22nd instant, by moving three miles north. I now find
that my anmended application conflicts with applications
made by Mr. W. H. Cooper, who has made application for
four linsits, although but one. ca be granted. As it is
uneertain which f those four limits willa i granted him,
I arn obliged te further amend4 my said application so as
to take in territory enough to secure a limit of the regu-
latiou size, fifty square miles, and beg leave te amend my
said application as follows :

Com encing on the Washow River, sixteen and two-
thirds miles westerly from Humbug Bay, thence north
three miles, thence westerly along said river, eight and
one-third miles, thence south six miles to a point three
nules south of the said river, thence easterly eight and
one-third miles, thence north six miles to the place of
beginning.

"Also a limit commencing on the west shore of Hum-
bug Bay, six miles northerly from the north-east corner
of the limit granted to the said Mr. D. Macmillan, thence
northerly along the bay six miles, thence westerly
parallel to the northerly line of said limit granted to Mr.

. Macmillan, eight and one-third miles, thence south-
erly six miles, thence easterly parallel to the said north-
erly line of Mr. D. Macmillan's limit, eight and one-
third miles to the place of beginning.

"I have the honor to be,
"Your obedient servant,

(Signed) "WM. BRODER."

On the saine date there is a letter accompanying
this, in which Mr. Broder says:

Mr. HicKEY.
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" I forward herewith an amended application for a tim-
ber limit. I am anxious to secure a himit of fifty square
miles, but find one or two men have been allowed to cover
so much terriory with appeliations that it is difficult to
locate, not knowng which of the limits they have applied
for may be granted them."

On 5th December, 1882, Mr. Broder writes tise
Departinent again :

" MoRsSBURG, 5th December, 1882.
"SiR,-On 24th November I made application for timber

limit. As yet am without reply to same.
"I am anxious to know if my application bas been

considered favorably.
"I have the honor to be,

" Your obedient servant,
(Signed) " WILLIAM BRODER."

Then comes a letter which I wrote, and which I
suppose is the foundation of the hon. gentleman's
accusation-in fact, I anm sure it is. You will re-
memsber, Mr. Speaker, that all the correspondence
so far shows that Mr. Broder's application affected
the linit applied for by Mr. Macmsillan and sone
others. Mr. Broder having visited the Depart-
ment along with mae and finding out that Mr. Mace-
millan's surveywas to have been in on the 17th April,
and it was then understood that I should go to the
Departuent and see if it was presented on the l7th
April. It vas understood fron the Departmsent
that if that survey was not in, then Mr. Broder
should be an equal applicant with Mr. Macmillan,as
Mr. Macnillan having the survey, had a priorclaimi.
But if his surveywasnot conpleted on a certain date,
he would stand in the same position with Mr. Bro-
der. On the 20th April, 1883, I wrote the follow-
ing letter:-

"20th April, 1883.
"S1R,-Macmillan having failed in his agreement to

have survey of timber limit in on the 17th inst., I claim,
on behalf of Wrû. Broder, the right to be a co-applicant
for the limit covered by the application of Macmillan.

"I trust we will get that equal consideration.
" Yours truly,

(Signed) " CHAS. E. HICKEY."

Now, Mr. Speaker, no person can possibly mistake
that letter, unless he wishes to have it mean what
it does not. It is plain that I, on behalf of Wil-
liam Broder, claimed that he should be a co-appli-
cant with Mr. Macmnillan-not that I should be a
co-applicant. There are no words there to show-
that I was a co-applicant in any sense, but that I
claimed that Mr. Broder should be a co-applicant
with Mr. Macnillan, and I trusted, as representa-
tive of a county of which Mr. Broder was one of
My constituents, that he would get that equal
standing, and so I used the pronoun " we." Mr.
Broder had repeatedly asked that his application
should be considered, and the hon. gentleman froin
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) seems to have
jumped at the conclusion that the Order in Council
was granted upon my letter. Now, the proof that
my statement in reference to that is correct will
be found in the following memoranduns from te
Department:--

'MEmo.-Mr. Macmillan should have fiied the returus
of the survey of his berth on the 17th of this month; he
states that the survey is made, and I believe lie bas the
plan and field notes in his possession.

"Respectfully submitted.
(Signed) " G. U. RYLEY,

Departmsent of Interior."

On 26th July, 1883, Mr. Broder addresses the
Department again :
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" MoRssuacSa, Ont., 26th July, 1883.
"SIR,--Re my timber limit on Huinbug Bay, which was

held pending surveys Macmillan and Walkley and Bur-
row's limits that the number square miles left for me
could be determined Macmillan's three miles on either
side Washow River, mine comes next north on the bay.

" Have the surveys been completed, that myapplication
can b decided I have the honor to be

" Your obedient servant,
(Signed) " WM. BRODER."

It is, I think, clear to the House from this corres-
>ondence, that I had no relation whatever witlh
that application of Mr. Broder, directly or indi-
rectly. It is true I wrote that letter, and the cor-
respondence will show the bearing of that letter,
and nobody could have mistaken it, unless with a
mualicious itent, which I believe must have ac-
tuated the member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ten). Here, vie have Mr. Broder's letters subse-
quent to that date, and previous to that date, in
which lie speaks of that tunber limit application as
bis, and sigus hiinself in his own namie, and for
huînself, and is associated with nobody. You will
remember, Mr. Speaker, that the statement which
the bon. gentleman muade, and which I read iii
Ha-sard, was that I had made an application and
that the Order in Council had been granted to me
as a co-applicant, with WYilliati Broder, for this
license. I have a letter from the Department which
shows that no Order in Council was granted on this
application whatever, se that there is net one syl-
lable of truth in the statement which the hon.
gentleman has made repeatedly to this House, and
bas circulated throughout the ceuantry. The letter
is dated Ottawa, 5th February, 1887, and is iii an-
swer to one I had witten to the Department, and it
says :

" I am unable to send copies of all the papers th is after-
noon, tut enclose herewith a copy of a letter dated the
20th April, 1883, from. you to this Deparîment, conceresng
the application frein Mr. William Broder for a timber
limit cf Pli square miles on the shores cf Humbug Bay, an
arm of Lake Winnipeg, in the :Province of Manitoba,
which letter I expeet is the one upon -which Mr. Charlton
makes bis charges. The berth in question, however, was
never granted to Mr. Broder."
So you will see that the evidence of the Depart-
ment is that Mr. Broder renewed his application
repeatedly in an amended formn. In the corres-
pondence which the hon. gentleman said he had
gone through carefully, but which it is clear he
could not have, he seized on my letter in order
to injure me. I have shown that ny letter,
had 'reference only to the application of Mr.
Broder, and that I claimed on his behalf that
it should be equally considered with that of Mr.
Macmillan who had applied for the same limit.
A child who could read could not have mistaken
the language in Mr. Broder's letter except with
the malicious jutent of doing me an injury.
But, Sir, te show the artfulncss cf the hon. gentle-
man to do wrong, inspired certainly not by a
humane motive, but by sonething of a lower grade,
1 may refer te an application which Mr. Broder
made for another timber limit on the 27th of
February, 1884 :_

"lMoRaisarRG, 271th February, 1884.
"Sr1,-I beg to make application for a timber limit of

fifty (50) square miles situated as follows: commencing at
the third rapid on Nimiccu River as showc on sketch
aud extendmg up said river toward Lake La Croix eight
and one-third miles, by a depth of three miles on either
side (both sides) of the river.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant.

(Signed) e WM. BRODER."
143f

I read this sinply to show that Mr. Broder was
acting for hiimself, that lie had no relations with
anybody, and especially not with me. Then, on
the llth of March, there is a letter froin the
Department to Mr. Broder :

" Sin,-I have the honor, by direction of the Mipister
of the Interior, to acknowledge the receipt of your letter
cf the 27th ultimo applying for a timber berth of 50 square
miles on the Nimicon River, Province of Manitoba, as
shown on the sketch accompanying your application. In
reply. I am to inform you that the sketch and descrip-
tion disagree. So far, however, as can be made out, the
application stands thus : If the berth is intended to be on
the north side of the Nimicon River, as shown on the
sketch, then it is covered by an application of an earlier
date. If, however, as stated in the application, it is on
both sides of the river then it partially covers lands al-
ready disposed of. The sketch seems to be on no scale,
and the third rapid not being shown on our plans, the
position of the berth cannot consequently be plotted.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

(Signed) "JOHN R. HALL,
"lSecr-etarpy."

On 10th April, 1884, Mr. Broder made a third
application for a tinber limit, whicb I will read

" MORRIsBURG, 1oth April, 1884.
"'To the Honorable the Minister of the Interior.

" SIR,-I beg tO make application for a timber berth of
50 square miles, described as follows : Commencing on
the south shore of Lake Kasgaskok, where it is intersect-
ed by the north-eastern boundary of Mr. H. Robinson's
berth, thence to extend easterly along the shore of said
lake ten miles, by a depth southerly of five miles.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed) "WILLIAM BRODER."

That application, you will see, is for a timber
limit on Lake Kasgaskok, while my letter was
associated with an application for a linmit on Hum-
bug Bay. This application of Mr. Broder was
granted; and to show that niy name was not
associated iii any way, directly or indirectly, with
the Order in Council to which the hion, member
for North Norfolk has referred, I will read the
Order in Council:

" CERTIFIED CoPY of a Report of a Committee of the
Honorable the Privy Council, approved by His Ex-
cellency the Governor General in Counel on the
3Oth April, 1894.

"On a memorandum dated the 21st April, 1884, from
the Minister of the Interior, submitting an application
from Mr. William Broder, of Morrisburg, ln the Province
of Ontario for a yearly license to eut timber over a
berth of fity square miles, on Lake Kasgaskok, situate
south of the 49th parallel, and as shown on the annexed
sketch colored in pink, and more particularly described
as follows that is te say: "

Then comes a description of the timber berth.-

" The Minister recommends that the license be granted
on the terms and under the conditions as to survey of the
berth, erection of mills, and payment of dues, that are
provided by the regulations approved by Order ln Council
on the Sth March, 1883, and to be subject to any prior
grants or reserves,and upon the survey of the berth being
made within one year under instructions.

"The Committee advise that a license be granted as
recommended."

That is the Order iu Council which the hon. gen-
tleman saw in the correspondence, in connection
with Mr. Broder's application, with which le
immediately associates my letter, and the charae-
ter of which nobody could have mistaken, except
with malicious intention ; yet my name does not
appear in that Order in Council, and is not hinted
at in one way or another. The only thing correct
in his statement, is the date of this Order in
Council, which is the 30th of April, 1884. Every
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Deciared before me, t t e
City of Ottawa, in the

.County of Carleton, this
14th day of February, I
A.D. 1887. j

"F. R. LATCHFORD,
"Commisser, &c."

Mr. HICKEY.

Now, these facts are appalling. They remind one
that the habit of bearing false witness, like a
noxious plant which spreads itself over a garden,
shows itself in every phase of life, rendering the
individual detestable alike to those who know him

other syllable of the hon. gentleman's statement to That affidavit k correct, because it only states that
this House and the country, is incorrect and with- the record which he exanined was what he stated
out foundation. Then, on the 27th of May, a letter it to be before. Then this paper gives my letter
is written from the Departinent to Mr. Broder, and emphasises the term "co-applicant;" but a
informing him of this Order in Council, and there mere novice in language would know that I could
are the two letters sending me the correspondence, have written the letter in many different ways and
which I asked for at the time of my election. The it was plain to any body who wanted to know the
balance of the letter which I read before, is as fol- facts that I was making an application onhehaif of
lows :Mr. William Broder, one of my constituents, be-

" On the 10th April, 1884, Mr. Broder made an appli- cause I stated so. The paper has iu addition to
cation for a timber berth of fifty square miles on Lake this, the following sworn declaration
Kasgaskok, in the disputed territory, and by an Order of "1, John Charlton, of the village of Lynedoch, Ontario,
the Council dated the 30th April, 1884, the Minister of the do hereby solemnly declare and say that I was a member
Interior was authorised to issue a license in his favor up- Ofthe buse ofCommons in1886. Thatduringthewinter
on complying with certain conditions, as set forth in the of 1886 I made exanination of certain returns regarding
regulations of the 8th March, 1883, a copy of which is en- timber limits. That the returus were voluminous and not
closed herewith. The regulations requred that a survey printed. That the said returns contained an applica-
of the berth should be made at Mr. Broder's own expense tion from Wm. Broder. That Charles E. Hickey, M.P.,
before the issue of a license to him, and after the license w a co-applicant. That the application was made
had been issued the regulations required that he should 2Oth April, 1883, and that an Order in Council for 50 miles
erect a saw mill of a capacity to cut 10,000 feet board on the south side of Lake Kasgaskok was issued upon
measure daily, and that he should pay a yearly rental of said application, 3Oth April, 1884.-
$5 per square mile and a royalty of 5 per cent. on the 'That my information is derived frei returns made
product of the berth. hythe Department of the Interior in answer to an Order

" Mi. Broder never filed in this Department thereturns from the Iouseand purporting to be copies of letters, com-
of the survey of the said berth, and never received a munications, Orders i Council &. regarding the grant-
license to out timber thereon. There is nothing on record îng oftimbcr limits and I male this solemn declaration
in this office to show you are in any way interested with conscientiously believing the same to he true, and under
Mr. Broder in the timbe r berth on Lake Kasgaskok." and y virtue of an Act passed in the 37th yesr of Her

So, r. peaer, ou illseefromthi reordMajesty's reign, intituled: 'An Act for the suppression
So, Mr. Speaker, you will see romextra-judicial oaths.'
that the charge made by the hon. gentleman was (Siged) "JOHN CHARLTON.
wholly unfounded, and does not deserve to be Declared hefore me at Lynedoch in
characterised by any very light language. But, the County of Norfolk, this lh
Sir, I might well alford to leave the case as it day of Fehrusry, 1887.
stands with his own conscience-if there is a <Signed) "Z. R. SLÂGIIrT,
vestige of it left-with reference to truth-telling in " Comnigqioner, &C.
this country; but what will this House think 1 have shown this was a complete falsehood. It
when I tell them that the hon. gentleman not only seems this was made on the very day the record
made these false statements to the flouse and the was examined here. The information must have
country,butheactuallysentanaffidavittomyTcounty been sent by telegram, suppose, in order that it
in which te swore to the correctness of his state- might injure Dr. Hickey in the County of Dundas.
ments, in which I have proven there is not a word I might stop here and leve the ivatter with the
of truth. I ad been threatened with his affidavit, hon. gentleman's conscience, if hplas any ; but
but in making the derial the other nighit, I had that is not enough. I wiol 'read for his further
forgotten at tle tuhe that it had been circulated. It satisfaction the affidavit of Mr. William Broder.
did not do me very much harî before ny electors, I a not reading this for the information of the
because I openly defied their proof, and all they flouse or the country, but simply for the satisfac-
could threaten ue with was the affidavit of the tion of the ion. gentleman, and I do not know
hon. mieînber for Morth Norfolkr; and while he that I ole any gratitude to him for any kindes
would not frighten this flouse or those who know hie bas slown me:

hlm well, hie did not succeed in frightening my 0,TR0
constituents. Then, the Grit paper pubpished in "a tOT O X

this, catled the Herald, on ftollowi sworn del
1881,yin county, give the Febr - I, William Broder, of Morrisburg, in the County of

8, oet Dundas, do solemny declare that Dr. hicke was am b
appearance, pubhshed the testimony given by Mr. flot at any time, directly or indirecty, an interest in any
Millar, who came to the Departent and examined timber limit. license applied for by or granted to ie.
the records in the case. His affidavit is an innocent Tiat did not consuit Dr. Hckey wth reference thereto

sefore making suchapplicaton, but onnot getingsatis-

one I sas20athr A pie 883,n tht anOrdrtin Cnci ore 50 milesr

" 1, Haldane Millar, of the City of Ottawa, in the Hickey to write th e Minister on my behas, whieh I
County of Camaeton, student at law, do solemly declare heslieve lie did.
that I have carefully compared the paper witing thereto i And make this solemn declaration conscientiously
annexed, snd psged 1752 to 1766, inclusive, with the ce ntousieving the same to fe true, and uAde
pfficial copies ofthe sessional returns to Parliameut, dur- pssed in thethirty-seventh year of ter Majesty's Reign,
ing the Session of 1886, and the said paper writins are ntituled: "n Act for the suppression of veluntary and
troe and correct copies of the said return from page extra-judicial oaths.r
1752 to 1766,inclusive; and I make tis solemn declaration "Declared before me at the d iWM. BRODE
conscientiously believini; the same to le true, and by village of Morrisburg, int
virtue of the Act passed in the thirty-seventh year of der the County of Dundas, 1

"onm. Comsoe,&.

inesy' whichheswr it te Acortespess io of his state-ofApil
melntsy indwic hxr a povethere is not a1word

of ~ ~ ~ ~ ILAE.I R trth I. haWbe]tratneTit isafiavt
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little and to those who know him much. Sir, the
language of Trollope might be applied directly to
the hon. gentleman. He says :

" There are few liars who eau lie with the full rounded-
ness and self-sufficiency of truth."
How iear the hon. gentleman's statements which I
haveread approach that axiom, I will leave the House
to infer, but we do find, as a mle, that this role of
bearing false witness is generally played by the
assumed lamb, who poses as a moralist before his
associates. What is the essence of this charge ?
The hon. gentleman has accused the Government
of corruption, because I have, as he asserts, made
an application for limits. Supposing I had made
an application, I would not have felt that I had
done any wrong, or committed any offence against
Parliament, or against society But, he charges
the Government with corruption and embezzle-
ment, with being supported by a servile Parlia-
ment, and with maladministration. And why ?
Simply because they followed the course which had
been adopted by their predecessors in office and
gave effect to it. In one part of his speech, lie
says the conduct of the Government is incom-
patible with a nice sense of political honor. I
wonder what his course would be compatible
with in this matter. He says the Government
have outraged decency in every manner. Well,
if they have, how much has the hon. gen-
tleman respected decency or respected his as-
sociates in this House? After making these
charges against the Government for corruption, lie
goes on to srate that members of the House of
Commons and the Senate made application, as much
as to say that those who made application had done
wrong. What is the evidence of their wrong-
doing. It is that hon. gentlemen in this country
saw fit to take advantage of the law of the land,
which law had been made by the predecessors of
this Government. If this logic were applied to
the hon. gentleman or any body else, it would be
made to work in this way. If I were discoursing
on the evils of intemperance, and somebody said
they saw John Charlton going into a saloon, my
inference would be, according to his logic, that it
was a case of drunkenness on his part. If I were
lamenting the miseries, the living death of women
who had been seduced, and some one said that
John Charlton had been seen going around a street
corner with a woman on his arm, I would infer
that there was a case of seduction. Or if lie saw
some gentleman, on a Sunday, in his garden, in
bis shirt sleeves, looking over the work of the past
week and admiring the beauties of nature, lie
might say, in sepulchral tones : this man is break-
ing the third commandnent; he is violating the
Sabbath day. That is the logic of the hon. gentle-
man. The abandoned woman who flaunts lier
skirts with tempting art is actuated by an equally
virtuous motive as the man who endeavors to
delude the people of this country into believing
that because A., B. or C.'s name appears in
connection with a timber limit, lie is guilty of
some base, suspicious conduct. That is the
logic of the hon. gentleman, which, if applied
to himself, lie would be the first to resent. He
might as well accuse me if I make application, as
many members have done, for a new post office,
of being guilty of conduct in violation of my duties
as a member of Parliament. That is the whole
crime I have been guilty of--of endeavoring to

secuire for a constituent of mine a decision in refer-
ence to an application of his. Therefore, the hon.
gentleman concludes that I was his partner and
guilty of wrong-doing. I do not think I would
have been guilty of wrong, if I had been an appli-
cant. It is the want of truth which characterises
the hon. gentleman's accusation that annoys me.
If the hon. gentleman thinks he is deceiving the
public when he tells us he is but doing his duty in
making these mis-statements concerning members
of the House of Commons and the Senate, he is
counting without his host. The people will un-
derstand the intentions of the bon. gentleman
and will give him the credit accordingly. The
public has no confidence in a drunkard preaching
temperance, in a liar pretending to talk the truth,
in a roué talking virtue, or in a corrupter of female
morals preaching continence. They know fron
what sources a nasty stream flows, and that the
ninth commandment is not kept by daily and
malicious transgression. I had intended to move
the following resolution had my motion on the
order paper been reached, but I have no other
means now of bringing it before the House than
this. I have not much hope that it will be acted
upon at this stage of the session, but I will move
that all the words after " That " be struck out and
the following inserted instead thereof :-

That inasmuch as on the 4th of May, 1886, John Charl-
ton, the then member for North Norfolk, delivered a
speech in this House, in which he stated, referring to a
return presented on 27th March, 1886, in respect of timber
limit licenses, that " I have gone through it carefully, and
some of the results of that investigation I will give to the
House later on."

That later on, in a list tabulated by himself, under
the heading of " Members of the House of Commons and
Senate who have received timber limits by Order in
Council for themselves," he specifies that "C. E. Hickey.
M.P. (co-applicant with Wm. Broder) O. C. for self and
partner, 50 miles, Lake Kasgaskok, Manitoba, 30th April,
1884,"

That at the village of Lynedoch, on the 14th of Feb-
ruary, 1887, the said John Charlton made a solemn affi-
davit declaring, among other things: " that the said re-
turns contained an application from Wm. Broder; that
Chas. E. Hickey, M.P., was a co-applicant; that the ap-
plication was made 20th April, 1883, and that an Order in
Council for 50 miles on the south side of Lake Kasgaskok
was issued upon said application 30th April, 1884."

That on the lth of March, 1890, John Charlton, the
present member for North Norfolk, repeated the same
specifie statement.

That inasmuch as the said Chas. E. Hickey has
not at any time made an application for a timber
limit license for himself; nor has he at any time
been a partner, in any sense, of Wm. Broder, and, there-
fore, could not have been a co-applicant with him and
was not with any other person, and that Wm. Broder
made the said application himself and for himself, all of
which the correspondence fully sustains.

That no Order in Council was ever issued granting a
timber limit license to the said Chas. E. Hickey as bas
been stated and sworn to have been by the said John
Charlton. the member for North Norfolk.

Therefore, the conduct of the said John Charlton in
the premises was and is discreditable, dishonest and
scandalous.

Mr. CHARLTON. I sent over to the hon. member
for Dundas (Mr. Hickey) ten minutes ago, a request
that lie would allow me to see the correspondence
to which he refers. I sent over to him again the
same request but I have not been permitted to see
that correspondence, which I believe has now passed
out of his hands. I think the hon. gentleman might
have had the courtesy to show me the correspon-
dence. However, in its absence, I have only the
inemorandum which I have been able to make dur-
ing his speech. The returns to which lie has re-
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f erred occupied 12,000 pages of manuscript. They
were examined in 1886 and I think I found in
theni a letter of 20th April making an application
from the hon. gentleman as co-applicant for William
Broder, and using the term " we ", and I was
naturally led, by the use of that term, to imagine
that the hon. gentleman was a co-applicant with
Mr. Broder, his brother-in-law.

Mr. HICKEY. There is no such letter in exis-
tence.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentlemen read the
letter himself, and I would like to see it. I have
no intention of doing him any injustice.

Mr. HICKEY. Mr. Broder is no relation what-
ever of mine.

Mr. CHARLTON. I was informed that he was.
I may have been under a mistaken impression.

Mr. HICKEY. You have been mistaken all
the way through.

Mr. CHARLTON. I believed that the hon.
gentleman was a co-applicant for the limit on the
20th April, and there was a limit granted on the
30th April. If the hon. gentleman says he was
only officiating on behalf of a constituent, I am
willing to accept his explanation. But the hon.
gentleman has waited four years before bringing
up this matter in the House. I have not had time
to go through 12,000 pages of manuscript to verify
the statement which I made at that time or to
discover that I was mistaken. I do not think that
in a mistake of that kind, under the circumstances,
and considering the phraseology of the letter,
although it may be a matter to lament-and if a
mistake is made I do lament it-but 1 do not think
there is anything criminal in making a mistake of
that kind, with a letter of that character.

1 am greatly gratified to see the amount of con-
scientious scruples that niembers of this House now
evince as to the charge of having been interested in
any way in applications for timber limits. This
matter was treated very jauntily some four years
ago. There was a great deal of indignation ex-
pressed on the part of hon. members when any
person on this side of the House called in ques-
tion the propriety of their making applications
for themselves or for their friends; and the
hon. gentleman is the only one, so far as my
memory serves me, of all the members who were
said to have made applications for themselves,
directly or indirectly, who denies the charge. The
matter is in a somnewhat different position now fromn
what it was then. Il 1886 a great number of licenses
were given through Orders in Council, 25,000
square miles of timber limits were covered by these
Orders in Council, they were hawked about the
streets, lumbermen were solicited by members of
Parliament to take timber limits, they could be
very easily got, and there was a state of demorali-
sation existing here most discreditable to this
House and most demoralising te the country. I
consider that I performed a public duty, and if, in
the performance of that public duty, in going
through that great mass of documents-and the
work was so onerous and se vast that I was liable
te make mistakes-if I fell into errors in doing that
duty, I greatly regret it; and if any statement I
made is not borne out by a critical examination of
the documents, it was made innocently and not
with any intention to injure any person. I am

Mr. CHARLTON.

obliged te the hon. gentleman for the choice epi-
thets he used towards me, in characterising me as
a false hypocrite, as a moral charlatan, as one who
did all these things with malice prepense and afore-
thought, on purpose to injure him. I have no
feelings of aninmosity towards the hon. gentleman.
I could have wished he had indulged in more gen-
tlemanly language in addressing the House, but
that is a matter for himself, if he chooses te use
those expressions. I have not called him te order,
and have not taken any exception te it. It is
satisfactory te see hon. gentlemen opposite evince
some tenderness about this whole business at the
present time. It is a most discreditable mnatter
in all its bearings as regards the Government,
and as regards very many of their followers,
one respecting which I rejoice to see they feel
now that they would like te excuse themselves,
one that I rejoice te see is discredited now.
I am glad to see that the Government have now
abandoned this systemn of granting timber limits
to their friends without competition in the way it
was done a few years ago.

I am in this matter, of course, in the hands
of the House. If, in pursuing the investigations
I have mnade, it is found that I have in any
case made a mistake, I am ready at any time
to acknowledge and express regret for that
mistake. If it is found I have made a mistake,
I am in the hands of the House, and if the
House chooses to pass the drastic resolution
the hon. gentleman has placed in your hands, why
they are at liberty te do so, of course. But I do
not think that the country will accept that state-
ment of the case; I do not think that the country
will say that my conduct was scandalous and dis-
honest in the matter of having probed and un-
earthed this great iniquity that existed, this great
iniquity that is a blot resting upon the Government
of the right hon. gentleman and all his followers
behind him who have supported him in this matter.
I have denounced this thing, I denonnced it then,
I have denounced it since, and I denounce it now
as one of the most scandalous episodes in the poli-
tical history of Canada. The hon, gentleman was
securing a limit for a brother, 1 believe, of a member
of the Local Legislature of Ontario.

Mr. HICKEY. You are mistaken again.
Mr. CHARLTON. I arn very glad to hear the

hon. gentleman say so. Had he been a member ?
Mr. HICKEY. No ; he never was a member.
Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps I have made some

confusion in the naines. I understood he was a
mnember of the Legislature ; I do not know whether
it was this one or not.

An hon. MEMBER. He was a member.

Mr. CHARLTON. But this gentleman, and
my friend from Dundas assisting him were opera-
ting upon property that did not belong to this
Government; they were operating upon that
disputed territory of a hundred thousand square
miles that the right hon. gentleman parcelled out
amongst his followers before he could say that his
title was good, before the title was confrined,
before his contention with regard te that title had
any basis-he was parcelling it out knowing it was
disputed territory, having every reason to know
that he had no business to meddle with it at all, and
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council de-
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cided he had no business to meddle with it, that he
was dealing with property not his own in all
iiatters connected >with this business. The
whole affair is one discreditable to the (overn-
ment. Sir, I repeat that in the course I took, and
the labors that I incurred in developing this
matter, I do not think I was worthy of con-
deinnation or censure by this House, and if I made
a mistake I am ready at any time to offer an ample
apology. If there is any statement in that return
which is not strictly true, the mistake is due not to
malice, not the intention, but to oversight-it
w-as purely a mistake.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hou. gen-
tleman has listened for some little time to a series
of charges brought against him by the lion. inember
for Dundas (Mr. Hickey). It appears that the hon.
meiber made these charges against the member
for 1)undas four years ago, but he repeated them
this Session

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes ; in good faith.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With some
variation, with soiue omissions, and sonie addi-
tions, perhaps. He says lie has no feeling of
anmîosity against the hon. gentleman ; lie was
very sorry that he made a mistake four years ago,
and here in this present Session. Then, what was
the object in making that affidavit, I would like
to know ? There was a very malicious attack
upon one inan by another ; his getting up that affi-
davit could have been for no other purpose but to
injure the character and affect the election of the
ion. gentleman. There he stands convicted from
his own home of preparing this affidavit and pnb-
lishing it to the world for the purpose of injuring
a colleague in Parliament, a member against whomu
lie says lie had no animosity, no desire to injure.
Now, the hon. gentleman gets up cringingly to
say: If I have done wrong, I amn very sorry for it;
I did not mean to hurt the hon. member, I di1
not at all mean to injure him, but a sense of duty
compelled me four years ago to make an unture
statement and I repeat it here now. In this
faslîion, and 1be-tweeni the two periods, lie lias made
a soleuin affidavit for the purpose of injuring a man,
and lie now says that it was a mistake and he is very
sorry, that with such a pile of papers to go through
lie could not help making a mistake. Why did lie
not put that into his affidavit-that perhaps it was
untrue, perhaps lie made a mistake ? He swore posi-
rively to what has been proved to be a falsehood.

M\r. McMULLEN. Produce the letter.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hold your

tongue, sir. The hon. member for North Welling-
ton is out of order.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
order. The hon. member has no right to use such
language to a member (f this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I ask for the
ruling of the Speaker.

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope discreditable scenes
will not take place, though, of course, the subject
is very apt to produce these scenes. I do not feel
like calling the right hon. gentleman to order, be-
cause I think the hon. member for North Welling-
ton had no right to interrupt him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If he had no
right to interrupt me, I had a right to tell him so.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman, after find-
ing that lie was in a serape, tries to draw a herring
across the track-under the nose of the House, if
I may use that expression, and lie begins with an
attack upon the immorality, and the misconduct,
and the corruption of the Governmuent. I deny the
corruption, I deny his statement, and his state-
ment in that respect is just as true as. the state-
ment lie macle with respect to the lion. member
for Dundas. He is equally unscrupulous as to
facts, whether lie deals with the Government
as a whole, or vith those who are opposed to
him as a whole, as lie is proved to be unscru-
pulous with regard to this individual iember.
But I think the lion. gentleman who lias imoved
this motion would have adopted a better course if
lie had moved it as a separate and distinct motion,
and then it could have been dealt witi as other simi-
lar cases have been dealt with, and the hon. gentle-
man couldi have moved that the motion be referred
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. As
it is now, it is too late in the Session, and I would
advise the hon. gentleman to witlidraw his motion,
and to follow it up afterwards as lie thinks best.

Mr. LANDERKIN. About five years longer,
when lie has studied it up better.

Mr. HICKEY. In view of the lateness of the
Session, and what lias been said, and not in reply
to the hon. gentleman who lias just spoken
across the floor, I will witlidraw the motion. I
may say that I did not think so umucih about it
until the stateient was repeated in March last
by the hon. meiber for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton). I fouglit it out in ny cotunty, and I
did not suffer very much by it; but whën it was
repeated in this House, I thouglit it respectful to
the House antd to myself that I should bring it up,
and I have done so at the earliest day available.
I now beg to withdraw the motion, with the con-
sent of the House.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the motion is with-
drawn, I must protest against the language which
lias been used by the Prime Minister of this
country. The hon. gentleman has not only no
riglît whatever, but lie las o cause, to ise the
language lie lias used to the hon. mneri for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). What are the
facts ? The facts are these: That the hon. gentle-
man brought an accusation against the hon. memi ber
for Dundas(Mr. Hickey) which thathon. gentleman,
-after four years, now says is not true. It may be
so; I am very glad for my part to accept the
denial of the hon member for Duidas, and to
believe his denial is true, as lie says it is ; but the
hon. gentleman nust remember that, if the state-
ment is true, lie was singularly unfortunate when
lie wrote that letter whicli was fouind against him
in the record, and which was brought forward hy
the hon. member for North Norfolk. He was
singularly unfortunate when, in making an appli-
cation for his friend, lie used the word 'we,"
thereby conveying the impression that lie was
applying for himself and not for his friend. Such
things may occur. The hon. gentleman made an
affidavit, no doubt in good faith, and no one has
a riglit to say that it was not made in good faith,
and even if the affidavit was made under a false
impression, no one has a right to taunt him and
say he was not acting in good faith. I am very
glad to hear that the hon. gentleman was acting,
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not for himself, but for his friend. The fact may
be correct, but I protest against any insulting
language being thrown across the House to my
hon. friends on this side.

Amendment withdrawn.

ALBERT RAILWAY GRANT.

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to call the attention of
the House to a question in connection with the
Albert Railway. In 1886, the Government sub-
mitted a proposal to this House to grant the Albert
Railway Company $15,000, and the First Minister
in making that motion said:

" This road is about forty miles in length, and extends
from the Intercolonial Railway station at Salisbury to
Ilopewell. It bas been built for some years and paid
working expenses, but very heavy storms of unusual
severity have so injured the works of construction that it
is impossible to keep it in the same condition-in fact
they are unable to repair it, and unless assistance is given
the road will be closed. It is very important to the dis-
trict that the road should continue to be operated, and
for that purpose, a loan of $15,000 is proposed. It is an
important feeder of the Intercolonial Railway, and its
close would seriously disturb the business of that section
of the country. The transport and freight will go over
the Albert Railway to the Intercolonial Railway. The
Intercolonial Railway will, of course, collect the freight
and pay itself from time to time out of the freights, and
recoup itself for this temporary loan which, I think, is
absolutely necessary "
The hon. member for West Durhan (Mr. Blake),
then leading the Opposition, made these remarks:

" The Intercolonial Railway will not have anything to
do with the recouping, it is a loan from the Treasury. If
I rightly understand it, the Albert Railway is bonded up
to the hilt. I think the bonds were issued upon the Lon-
don market by one of those arrangements by which a
certain sum is de posited to answer for the interest for a
certain time, so that it does not require that the profits of
the road should pay more than the working expenses for
that time. It is said that about $600,000 is the nominal
emission of bonds on this railway. It seems to me clear
that under the present circumstances it does not pay
working expenses, and it will very shortly have to pay
interest on its bonds as well, as soon as the period for
which interest is provided expires. It seems to. me per-
fectly plain that this money will never come in agamn
and we might just as well propose in piain English to
made a gift of it, as to propose that it shall be loaned in
this way. The hon. gentleman bas just hinted a mode of
security upon the freiglit of the eompany, but I can
assure him that if the company bas to part with its
freights the road cannot be kept open. We will never
see a dollar of this money again."
The House voted the money. Some months after-
wards, I think in October, 1886, according to a
deed which is registered in the office of the Regis-
trar of Wills and Deeds in the county of Albert,.
an arrangement was entered into by the Minister
of Railways of that day (Mr. Pope) and the officers
of the company, by which it was agreed that
this suin of $15,000 should be advanced to the
railway. Attached to the deed is a memorandum
of the services for which the money is to be ex-
pended. I need not read the memorandum, but
it will be quite sufficient to say that under it $10,-
164 were to be spent on works which are. specified
and $4,836 were to be available to pay laborers on
the road. It was no part of the understanding
when the money was asked from this House that
any portion of it was to be used to pay wages ; but in
the agreement it is stated that $4,836 shall be paid
for laborers' wages and the balance on the different
works enumerated. The road at the time was
bonded in England, and this mortgage came in
after that of the English bondholders. L do not
object to the fact that $4,836 of that amount was to

Mr. LAURiER.

bepaidlaborers on the railwayfor amounts due them;
but the fault L find with the Government is that
they did not see that the agreement was carried out,
because I am assured, and L think it will not be
controverted, that out of the $4,836 not more than
$1,000 was paid to the laborers, if that sum was
paid, on account of the amounts due at that tine.
The money was paid over in five different sums.
It appears from a letter from Mr. Bradley, secre-
tary of the Department of Railways, to Hon. Mr.
Jones, who became a trustee and receiver for this
road under an order of court, that the amounts
were paid over in five different sums, as I have
stated, namely, on October 27, 1876, $4,836 ; on
December 15, $3,585; February 7, 1887, $422;
March 7, $2,592; August 22, $3,321, making in
all $13,778, which appears to be the total sum paid
over of the $15,000. But according to the Public
Accounts, the total sum paid is $14,725, the
Government, it appears, having added the interest
up to a certain time, to the amount which they
had advanced. It appears from the accounts of
the company that although this $4,836 was granted
to be paid for labor, the sum of $3,232 was not
paid to the laborers, but was divided up among
the officers of the company. Within a few months
of the time they received this money, three direc-
tors in the city of St. John, divided among them-
selves $2,400. They paid their secretary, $378;
their solicitor, $320; their auditor, $124 ; and im
addition to that, a railroad that probably spent
$5 or $6 in the course of a year for postage,
paid a postage bill of $45. This matter has created
a great deal of scandal in the county. It is a well
known fact, that although the Government agreed
to give this $4,836 to be paid directly to the
laborers, the money was not paid to the laborers,
but was taken by the officers of the company, in
the city of St. John. These facts are well known
to some members of the Government, I believe, but
they have made no effort whatever to call upon
the parties to refund the money, and as a result of
the condition in which matters were left, the
railroad was closed up for a long time after the
whole amount of the money was paid over. In
the meantime, of course, the road has been sold out
by order of the court, and thus the security which
the Government has, is entirely valueless. I do
not wish to say anything very harsh on the
matter, but I do think the attention of the country
ought to be called to the fact that this money w-as
practically squandered, that the laborers are still
unpaid, and that the intentions of the Government
were defeated by the mode which they undertook
to do the work.

Mr. LAURIER. This is a matter which should
require some explanation at the hands of the
Government. As I understand the case as laid
down by my hon. friend from St. John, (Mr.
Ellis) this railway had been voted a loan of $15,000,
and one of the conditions of the loan was that a
sum $4,836, which was at that time due to the
laborers, was to be .paid to them out of the first
moneys which were advanced to the company.
The moneys were advanced to the company. and
out of the $4,836, the laborers were only paid
about $1,500. The balance was paid not to the
laborers, but to the manager, secretary, and
solicitor of the company, so that the money was
altogether misappropriated. It may have been
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well appropriated in one sense, but it was not
appropriated according to the terms of the agree-
ment entered into between the Government and
the company. It seems to me it was the duty of
the Government to see that the agreement was
faithfully carried out by the company, and the
moment they advanced the money, it was their
duty to see that not a cent afterwards should have
been paid out of the loan, unless the company
showed the money was expended in a manner
according to the agreement. Under these circum-
stances, it appears to me that the Government
should give some explanation of the very serious
charges made by the member for St. John (Mr.
Ellis) as to the manner in which the money has
been appropriated.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon.
gentleman from St. John (Mr. Ellis) has not taken
the course which was most calculated to elucidate
this subject, or to benefit the laboring men, if any
of them have suffered in this matter. The hon.
gentleman has brought up the matter on going into
Supply at this late stage of the Session, without
giving any previous notice, or without giving an
opportunity to myself, as Minister of Railways, to
look into the matter, to revive any recollections I
may have of it, and to find out if the statements-
which I have heard very imperfectly by the way--
made by the hon. member, were accurate. I do
not at all doubt that the hon. gentleman desires to
be strictly accurate in the matter, but having given
no notice that he was going to bring up the ques-
tion, he cannot expect, and no reasonable man
could expect, that any answer could be given to it.
As for myself, beyond the fact that there was a
loan made to the Albert Railway Company, I am
as ignorant of the circumstances, as possibly my
hon. friend the leader of the Opposition was before
he heard the statement of the hon. gentleman for
St. John (Mr. Ellis).

Mr. LAURIER. Perhaps the facts would im-.
press you as they impressed me ; that if they are
as stated by the hon. member for St. John (Mr.
Ellis) the Government is very much to blame.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not catch
all the facts, and, therefore, I cannot say whether
the Government are to be blamed or not. At all
events the hon. gentleman having called my atten-
tion to the matter, I shall look into it. If I find
there is any wrong done I will admit it at once,
and if it can be remedied it will be remedied, but
I am slow to believe that the Department or the
Government have made either a mistake or an
error in the matter.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I wish to say a word
or two on the matter now under discussion. Some
three years ago, and before the leader of the House
had taken the portfolio of railways, I had my
attention called to this matter immediately after
the election of 1887, and I proceeded as promptly
as I could to do what lay in my power to protect
the workingmen, who had not received the back
pay which they ought to have received. There
was so much noise and clamor in the House just
now, that I could not hear all my hon. friend
from St. John (Mr. Ellis) said. But so far
as I did hear him, his statements of facts
were entirely correct, and they agree with
My own impressions gained from an intimate ac-
quaintance with the matter. The hon. gentle-

man's figures tally with my recollection. I remem-
ber seeing, on a file of the papers in the Depart-
ment, a statement to the effect that one of the
grounds on which the loan was asked was that
$4,836 and some odd cents were needed to pay back
wages to the men on the railway, and I know that
the first cheque drawn by the Governmnent against
that $15,000 loan, was for the exact sum there
stated. I remember the exact identity of the
figures, and the Government did this no doubt
in perfect faith and with a desire to have the wages
paid. I have said to the late Minister of Railways,
and to the subordinate officials of the Department,
that in my judgment, a blunder was made in
sending that money to a company which was
moribund, which was in extremis and which was
made up largely of men of straw. I make bold to
say in my place in this House, what I have said in
the Department ; that this struck me as a blunder.
If that money had been given to a trustee, or to
the member for the county, or to some independent
person, to take charge of, the workmen would un-
doubtedly have got their back pay. To le just
to all parties, I should say that the men
themselves were somewhat at fault. There
was some $10,000 left, and I have no doubt
the men would have got every dollar of their back
pay if they had strick ; but they continued to
work for the company after there was $3,000 or
$4,000 due. The company paid them their weekly
wage, but they have never made up that balance
to this day. I have tried every conceivable way
that seemed open to me to recover this back pay
for them. At the time I was elected, all the money
had been spent except little more than enough to pay
the interest on the loan. I made enquiries about the
companybut they seemed to be men of straw. If we
could have proceeded against them for what was
practically a misappropriation of money, that would
have been a source of hope to the employés ; but
the company seemed to be men of straw. Two
years ago they disappeared altogether, and the
road was taken over by the bondholders. I think
rather more than one-fourth of this back pay of
$4,836 was paid.

Mr. ELLIS. About $i,000.
Mr. WEL)ON (Albert). The county of Albert,

in connection with the events growing out of that
railway, has acquired perhaps a worse name than
any other county in Canada. Certainly a most
deplorable swindle was perpetrated in connection
with this railway nine or ten years ago ; but I am
happy to say, for the credit of the people of my
own county, that they were in no way responsible
for it ; the whole fraud was perpetrated by outside
speculators who had got control of the railway.
We hope, however, that, in the future, this road
will be administered in the interest of the locality.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I agree with the
hon. member, that the people of Albert county
were not in any way to blame for the gross swindle
perpetrated in connection with that road. If I
could get the prospectus hy which the English
bondholders were induced to put their money into
that road, I could show it to be as g-eat a fraud as
was ever perpetrated. But I do not see why the
Government should have come forward, at a time
when the railway company were in a state of
bankruptcy, and lend them $15,000, which we
were assured would be repaid from the freight,
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although it was well known at the time that the
road did not begin to pay expenses. That $15,000
is sunk forever beyond recall, because the road
is now foreclosed by the bondholders, and has
gone into the hands of other parties. On
what principle was that money lent? The road
was no part of the Intercolonial, and had nothing
to (o with it at all. At that time, I know, there
were considerable difficulties in the way of getting
that county into lUne with the Government, and
just before the election of 1887 down cones this
loan of $15,000 to this railway. At that very
time it was loaded with bonds to the extent of
$600,000, and when it was sold it only realised
$100,00(. There was no justification for the lend-
ing of that money at all, because the possibility of
its repayment was entirely problenatical. At
that time, as my hon. friend from Albert has
stated, the roadi had got into the hands of other
parties, who were supporters of this Government,
and who, istead of paying the laborers, divided
the money among themselves, paying themselves
as solicitors and directors, and leaving unpaid the
men whose labor had built the railway. The
right hon. Premier says he was not aware of this.
The hou. member for Albert states that he has
been to the Railway Department putting forward
the position of affiairs. H1e lias shown that the
company, instead of carrying out the agreement
they made with the Government, violated it and
put the noney into their own pockets which was
got on the pretence that it was to be paid to the
laborers.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). The hon. gentleman
nust have misunderstood my £emarks when he
said that I had made these representations to the
present Minister.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I said to the Depart-
ment.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). It was during Mr.
Pope's time that I made the representations to the
Department. For my part, the matter had become
a perfectly deal issue ; the company had disap-
peared, and the money could not be got hold of.

Mr. ELLIS. I do not deserve the animadver-
sions of the hon. First Minister for bringing this
matter up. In 1888, I asked the Gxovernnent to
whomn the money had been paid, and I was told to
the company. I might as well have been told that
it was paid to the man in the ioon, because there
was no company. I also made enquiries about the
matter in the Public Accounts Comnittee. I did
not go to the Minister of Railways, but otherwise I
did all I could do. I regret that the hon. Minister
did not hear my remarks, because I think he would
nsist on an enquiry with regard to these people,
and I would suggest that that shoukl be had. The
hon. gentleman will now appreciate the difficulty
we on this side of the House have sometimes in
hearing him.

QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS.

Mr. BARRON. I was not here this afternoon
when the question on the Order Paper was asked
relating to the McGreevy scandal. I understand,
however, that the hon. Minister of Public Works,
promised to bring down some papers in relation to
it, and it is in consequence of that statement that I
rise to read a telegram which I received a few

Mr. WELDON (St. John).

minutes ago, and which I think the hon.
Minister should be in possession of, because it
may possibly suggest some papers which he might
not otherwise bring down. It is evident from the
second part of the statement of Mr. O. E. Murphy
that there were two tenders which the firm of
Larkin, Connolly & Co. by some instrumentality
got withdrawn, and it is to that portion of the
question that this telegram refers. It is as fol-
lows:

" MR. BARRoN, M.P.,
" House of Commons.

" I can produce unquestionable evidence in support of
charges published by Le Canadien, and prove, moreover,
in a conclusive manner, that Mr. McGreevy a member
of Parliament, and of the Quehec Harbor Commission,
worked up in Ottawa the charges for dredging from 27
cents to 35 cents in 1887; also that he suggested and ad-
vised, himself, the withdrawal of the lowest tenders in
the contract for the crosswall in 1883, so that the contract
might go to the highest tenders, Larkin, Connolly & Co.
You may use my telegram. ISRAEL TARTE."

I think I am justified in reading that telegran
now, so that the hon. the Minister of Public Works
may have knowledge of it, and may have the
papers brought down whieh nay have any bearing
upon it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the
hon. gentleman I may inforn him that, without
that telegram, all the papers in this matter were to
be brought down, so that the telegram will not
make any change in them. I have ordered the
papers to be copied and they will be down, perhaps,
by Friday.

LIEUT.-COL. FORREST.

Ir. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Somnefew daysago, I gave
private notice to the hon. einister of Militia that
I would ask an explanation from him of a charge,
appearing in the Public Accounts of last year, of a
payment to one Lieut.-Col. Forrest, of Quebec,
amounting to 51,235, That charge appears in the
Auditor-General's Report, page F-136, as follows

"Staff and officers-
Lt.-Col. Forrest, War Claimis Commissioner,

1st March till the 30th June, 1886, 122 days
at $15 per day.......... ............... ,... $S1,830 00

Less pay of rank, 122 days at $4.87....... 594 14

$1,235 86

As a member of the Public Accounts Committee, my
attention was called to that payment, and I moved
in the committee that the Deputy Minister of
Militia be summoned before the committee to
explain the meaning of that charge. He came
before that committee, and the committee asked
him with respect to it ; but he was unable to give
the committee any information wh'.tever. The
facts appear to be as follows: The War Claims
Commission, consisting of Lt.-Col. Jackson, presi-
dent, Lt. -Col. Whitehead, and Lt. -Col. Forrest, sat
for some months. It does not matter, for the
purpose-of this enquiry, but, as a matter of fact,
Lt.-Col. Whitehead and Lt.-Col. Forrest left
Ottawa, having completed their labors, on the 26th
February, 1886, and they were paid up to-that
date. Four or five years afterwards there
appears this amount paid to Lt. -Col. Forest
and not paid to any other member of the Commis-
sion; and when the Deputy Minister of Militia
was summoned before the Public Accounts Commit-
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tee, he was obliged to admit that, so far as he -was Militia as paymaster. His pay from the Ist March
concerned, long as had been his experience in the to the 3Otb June, 1886, as commissioner, 122 days
)epartment, and intimate as his knowledge was of at $15 aday arounted to $1,830, fron which we

the affairs of the Department, he was unable to deducted the pay of his rank 122 days at
give the committee any information whatever as 4. 87, 9594, ieaving a balance due him of $ . 86.
to this gentleman's claim or the work he ,did. The 1 tbink the oniy expianation that couid have been
commission did not sit; no claims were submitted required was as to the nature of the services that-
to thein ; Col. Forrest did not act as a member of Col. Forrest rendered. 1 can tel the bon. gentle-
the commission ; he was not at Ottawa attending man that he was occtpied during the time le vas
on the Department here. He may have come to in Quebec in arranging the daims which originated
Ottawa for a day or two, but if he did, the Deputy in the troubles in the North-West, and ii iiiaking
Minister had no knowledge of it and did not know the report which he had to attend to.
of any work done by him, and was unable to state Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hou. gentleman
any reason why this payment should be made. fails to appreciafe the point which I put to hux,
Under these circumstances, I thought there was a wbich was, that the War Ciaims Commission ceased
small scandal in the payment of $1,200 or $1,300, to fo exiat on the 26th February, 1886, ami tlat Coi.
Col. Forrest at a time when he was in Quebec dis- Forrest rettrneti to his place in Quchec, continued
charging the duties of storekeeper and paymaster, to receive his puyment as storekeeper af $75 a
for which he received $75 per month, besides $4.87 month, and the paymenf of his rank, while the
per day as the pay of his rank ; and this claim was boa. genteluan coi4fînued to pay bun under the
admitted four or five years after the commission War Claims Commission whicli had ceased to exist
had closed. The circumstances were suspicious; and thc Jeputy Minister sad le did not know for
the evidence of the Deputy Minister rendered them whaf Col. Forresf was paid after that (ate.
still more suspicious, and the impression left on the Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The lon. gentleman
minds of the committee was that a gross job had
been perpetrated. says my deputy could not give hin the informa-tion, hut I have been s1uppiementing tInt by

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I an indebted to the stating wîat Col. Forrest did in QueÏ>ec. If is
ion. gentleman for his courtesy in notifying me a truc tha t
few days ago that he intended making an enquiry s in Quebec, but Col. Jackson and Col Forrest
into this matter. I do not know exactly what the were employed as commissioners long alter they sat
)eputy Minister stated before the Public Accounts iiiWinnipegorinOttawa. Thepaymentsniadeto

Coinmittee, as I could not possibly leave the office Col. Forrest are expiaincd by tIc account whicl I
the day le was called to attend the Committec, red, showing fIat a deduction was made of lis
and was not present to hear the explanation lie pay for 122 days, whicleft a balance of $1,235.86.
made. I am confident that when the facts are Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Wiii the hon. gentleman
brought to the notice of the hon, gentleman, he -

will find that not only there is not a little scandal
but that there is no scandal at all in the transac- Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The work he iid was
tion. Col. Forrest was one of the officers who, in to attend to daims of which le bad a personai
the beginning of the outbreak in the North-West, knowledge, ani also to attend to the report whîcl
was sent there to act as paymaster and attend to was subsetuently publishe.
the financial portion of the expedition and the Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Wiil tIc lion, gentleman
tifferent confracts wMhich were entered into ae- state the dais he a sendet fo t
twecn the Governinen and toe different contractors Str A JOLP8E CARON. Thc Ion, gentleman
for the supplies and teams requiîaed. When the wou5 not expect nie to be ale to state thiose
coimissioners returned to Ottawa fIe dlains ciaind s at is momentt whpa the whroie of the
agaînst the Department were subraitfed to them daims occpy a volume of several huntired pages.
for exarninaio, as the nost of temI required to thnr. DAVIES (P.E.aI.) We summoned fhve ion.
e carefuey looked into. I tried, as if ware fe rie at

Col. Frrest redered. Icane tel he on.ie genle

uty, o reduce the expenture as much as posi- t t e Ie in hi s
le, consisteat with the efficiency of the service; atned , i ani the clai s which eo a e ritre-

anti in fiis view I retaied Co. Jackson, fe Pre- Ndhe sa d
sident of fthe connission here, and for a short he and coul not state fte daims.
tine Col. Whitehead; but fron fIe position Sir A OLPHE C RO. I know that Col. For-
xvhidh Col. Forrest occupied in flic Norfl-West resf is a first rate-officer, ai that hie knew every-
during fhe troubles, from his inwimate connection one of the aims in the Norti-West whic arose
xvitl severai of the dtaims which he hithief Fad from 88e troubles there.

Fooked after in Nort-West, if becape necesi Q nt
sary for te f reoain his services as one of ferT
commissioners. Thc ony point, as far as I can Mr. CURRAN. In regard to the question which
judge upon whicl the hon, gentleman might re- was previousy discused, I was desirous of making
quire any explanation, wouid be Coi. Forrest's a sat enent wem my hion. friend from Victoria
cmpioynicnf during has stay at Quebec. I eau fell (Mr. Barron) saf dlown, but I waa prevented f rom
the hion, gentleman fIat several daims which. lad doing 8o by tIc floor ieing graned to lis on.
to le investigated, were submitted f0 Coi. Forest. memiber for Qucen's, P. E. 1. I think if ia important
I was reducing the expenditure by keeping hir ini on cha f of my friend ie hon. member for Qnebec
Quebec, and moreover he waa sent there fo lok affer West (Mr. McGreevy), tha I should now mae
a portion of flie report whicî was su bscquenfy pub- thaf staiement. This afternoon when the question
lished, and whidh bas been snbnifed to the House. was brougt up, I did not read ftin document
The lion, gentleman will sec fromn thc papers fIat whic I lad in e my hand, Jecause the question was
Col. Forreat was refurned fo flic DepCrtment of addresse to fIe Governent, but, sceing tIat wh
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hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Barron) has now
read a telegram he has received from Mr. Tarte,
of Quebec, and has thus again brought the matter
before the attention of the House, I deem it my
duty to read what was placed in my hands some-
time ago, in the event of this matter coming up, by
the hon. member for Quebec (Mr. McGreevy). It
is as follows -

" With reference to the charges made against me Iam
'moved by feelings of sorrow as well as indignation.

" Of sorrow at the thought that my own brother who
has received nothing but favors at my hands and who
bas grown rich at my expense, should, now at the latter
end of our days, be found conspiring against me, in the
eompany of a fugitive from justice.

" And of indignation that a man who has taken shelter
in this Dominion to escape the penitentiary in the country
from which he fled, laden with the spoils of a plundered
treasury, should dare become the accuser of men known
in this community to be above suspicion and that any
hon. member of this House should be so far imposed
upon by the two conspirators, as to lay before it so trans-
parent a series of calumnies.

" The accusations although apparently specific. are mere
insinuations against myself and others, and the* only way
in which I can meet them here, is by a simple but posi-
tive denial.

" I deny that I had knowledge of my brother's alleged
connection with the contracts or contractors mentioned
in the accusations.

" The statement that I personally participated in pro-
fits accruing to my brother out of suclh contracts-or that
I benefited by them, or that I was paid any sum or sums
of money--or that any consideration was ever promised
to me, are totally unfounded.

" Therefore, as a member of this honorable Housq, of
twenty-three years' standing, I assure you, Sir, in all
candor, that in so far as I am personally concerned these
accusations are false, they are only a p art of a deep con-
spiracy to try to ruin me and two or three other gentle-
men, who in a fair contest, and to protect our own pro-
perty, defeated these conspirators in their attempt to
gain control of a large navigation company. Having
been baffled on that occasion they now seek revenge.

" To this end Murphy concocts bis accusations, and my
brother endorses them and says they are true.

" I have now to deal with the supplementary accusa-
tions added to Mr. Murphy's by my brother, Robert Il.
McGreevy.

"In the year 1866, upon my retiring from active busi-
ness, he bought out my plant and material, becoming my
debtor in a large sum, which with the other large sums of
money I have frequently advaneed since, to extricate him
from the many unfortunate enterprises in which he em-
barked, bas gone on increasing, until it reached nearly
half a million dollars. Whenever he was in difficulties he
came to me.

" It is true he bas paid me various sums on accouut, but
feeling myself obliged to press for settlement, I, some
months ago, sued him for $354,O0, balance stili due me.

"I now come to the last accusation relative to the
Admiral. I never owned the steamer, nor never was I
contractor with the Government for same."

LIEUT.-COL. FORREST.

Mr. MULOCK. To return to the question
which was brought up by the hon. member for
Queen's, P. E. I., (Mr. Davies), there appears to be
nothing of record showing the appointment of
Col. Forrest to act in any capacity after the ter-
mination of the War Claims Commission. I would
ask whether the instructions given to him were
verbal or are on record. It appears to me that,
when any one is appointed to discharge public
services extending over weeks or months, as in
this case, the appointment ought to be made in a
proper business-like way by a memorandum or in
some way which should be of record in the Depart-
ment.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman
evidently forgets that Col. Forrest, Col. Jackson
and Col. Whitehead, after the troubles were over,
were appointed a commission by Order in Council

Mr. CURRAN.

to investigate the claims arising out of the troubles
in the North-West. That was their authority to
act as commissioners.

Mr. MULOCK. In the North-West?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In the North-West

and also in Ottawa, and the fact of their being in
Ottawa, or going to Toronto, did not at all change
the character of the duties which had been en-
trusted to them under the authority of the Council
appointing them a Commission for the purpose of
investigating these claims. There was no inter-
ruption at all in the appointment of Col. Forrest.
The hon. gentleman wants to know by what
authority he acted as commissioner during these
123 days. By the authority of the Order in Coun-
cil appointing him. The only way of putting an end
to his services would have been to notify him that
le ceased from a certain date to be a commissioner
to investigate North-West claims. That was done
when, in the discretion of the Department, it was
considered that his duties were over. During a
portion of the time he was working in Winnipeg,
during another portion of the time he was investi-
gating claims in Ottawa, and another portion of
the time his duties, in the discretion of the
Department, were considered to be better fulfilled
by his being in Quebec than by being in Winnipeg.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) Were all three of the
commissioners dismnissed ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Some of the commis-
sioners were distnissed before others were. Instead
of paying all the commissioners for the whole period,
we paid Col. Jackson who remained a commis-
sioner long after the service of the others had
been dispensed with. It would be easy to find out
the claims that were submitted to Col. Forrest
which he dealt with in Quebec, in Ottawa or in
Winnipeg.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would say to
the hon. gentleman that it is avery common business
economy, bfter a commission has sat for a time and
performed the major part of the business, to dispense
with the services of some of the commissioners and
let one or two members finish the business. In the
case of settling the half-breed claims by the Com-
mission of which the present Justice Street was
the head, the Commissioners received all the claims
that were presented to them, and visited different
points, but some of the claims were left unsettled
and one of the Commissioners was left to wind the
thing up. In this case, I understand, the com-
mission as a whole sat and considered the claims,
and Colonel Forrest and Colonel Jackson, whom
the hon. gentleman knows, and knows to le a very
good Reformer, were retained to wind up the
scattered cases that the Commission as a whole
began to settle.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E. I.) This was in Quebec after
Col. Forrest remained there, and Col. Jackson was
not there at all.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I admit that Col.
Jackson was here.

Mr. LAURIER. According to the statement of
the First Minister, after the Commission had sat
for a certain time one or two of the Commission-
ers were discharged and Col. Forrest was employed
further to investigate these claims. Then there
must be a report of these claims.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There is a report.

4567 4568



[MAY 7, 1890.J

Mr. LAURIER. I understand there is a report
up to the month of March, but I do not understand
there was any subsequent report made. If there
was one made, well and good ; but if there was no
report made after the month of March, surely Col.
Forrest could not have been employed in Quebec
as Commissioner. Did he make any report of
that subsequent period when he remained alone?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I may surprise the
hon. gentleman when I tell him that even to-day
Major Guy, who is in my Department, is giving a
considerable portion of time to this Commission,
and, acting as one of those who investigated the
daims, is employed still every day in settling
claims. The hon. gentleman will see in the Esti-
mates, which are brought down, there is an amount
of money by Governor General's warrant for the
purpose of paying certain claims, which up to that
time had not been settled and could not be set-
tied. Some of those claims arose out of teaming.
For instance, in the extreme north, some witnesses
were away, or else sone of the vouchers could not
bie found, and they turned up only after the first
report had been published. Two reports were
published. The first report was the miost exten-
sive one, and the second report was less so. We
kept Col. Forrest in Quebec, as we employed him
here, because we required his services there, just
as we still keep Major Guy, who is employed on
some of the cases. The hon. gentleman will see in
next vear's Estimates some amounts which have not
yet been settled, because we could not get all the
evidence which we considered necessary before
authorising the payment of these claims.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Would the hon. Minis-
ter inform the House if this service was rendered
at the time he refers to, why the payments were not
made at that time, why three years were allowed
to elapse before these payments were made to Col.
Forrest ?-bcause this is the first time his name
appears in the Public Accounts. I fail to see that
the Minister has given us a satisfactory explana-
tion. I understand the explanation he gave with
reference to his discharging the duties of the Com-
mission after the service of the other two Commis-
sioners had been dispensed with ; but after three
years had elapsed between that date and the date
at which this payment was made, and now when
it appears for the first time, it looks on the face of
it as requiring some more explanation.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have given all the
explanation I possibly can. I evidently made a
mistake in taking so much time to make up my
mind, because it does not seem to have satisfied
hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Then, the hon. gentle-
man ought to state what the facts were by reason
of which he took so much time to make up his
nind.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have stated all the
facts I consider necessary.

LICENSES TO FISHERMEN IN THE ST.
LAWRENCE.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL. I desire to call the atten-
tion of the Government to the case of the fisher-
men on Lake St. Peter. Formerly the Department
of Marine and Fisheries forced them to take out a
license, and to pay a tax on fishing materials. At

the request of some hon. members that provision
was repealed in 1887. In 1888 it was re-imposed.
In 1889 I drew the attention of the Government to
the matter, and orders were issued not to require
a license from those who were unable to pay for
them. ln the year 1889 no complaints were made
on that score, but since the month of May has
commenced, it appears that licenses are again re-
quired, and the fishermen have been called upon
suddenly, both at Sorel and Berthier, either to
pay licenses, or desist from fishing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must ask the
hon. gentleman to renew that question when the
hon. member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby), who is.
acting Minister of Marine and Fisheries is in his.
seat. He will be able to answer that question, I
think, satisfactorily.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itself
into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee).

To provide for the position of Account-
ant S. L. Shannon, omitted from
the main Estimates, 1890-91......... $1,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe
this gentleman received $1, 100 last year according-
to the Auditor General's Report. Under what
circumstances does the Minister recommend an
increase to $1,500 now ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Shannon
was appointed to the House of Commons as an
extra clerk in 1880, and he was transferred and
appointed as a permanent third class clerk in ther
accountant's branch of the Department of Railways
in 1881, with a salary of $500. Mr. John Short, first
assistant accountant, died in 1886. Mr. Shannon
performed his duties, and was appointed second
class clerk in 1888, with a salary of $1,100. He was
appointed only a second class clerk although his
predecessor was a first class, The accountant in
the Department, Mr. Bain, died in November, 1888,
and, subsequently, Mr. Shannon was appointed
accountant without an increase of salary. Ry
Order in Council he was promoted to be a first,
class clerk on 6th January. The late accountant's,
salary was $2,400; Mr. Shannon's salary if voted
will be $1,500, making a saving of $900. Mr.
Shannon is reported to be an exceedingly clever
fellow and a good accountant, and although at the
time a third class clerk he was found to be fit to
perform the duties of Mr. Short, and as a second
class clerk the duties of Mr. Bain, and he is now
accountant of the Department, and we propose to
give him $1,500 as against $2,400 received by his
predecessor.

Additional amount required for Contin-
gencies, Department of Railways and
Canais........................ 2,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why is this
amount required?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is merely a,
transfer. The collection of canal tolls was former-
ly made by the Department of Inland Revenue,
but as the Department of Railways and Canals had
officers in charge of the canal works and the In-
land Revenue Department had their own officers
there simply tocollect the revenue, a new arrange-
ment has been made by which the whole service is
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transferred to the Railways and Canals Department
and a considerable economy will be effected. Thh
change, however, necessitates the transfer of four
clerks at the united salary of $1,786.

Department of Finance - Amount re-
quired to pay balance of printing
statistical diagrams ........ ... $1,440 38

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. To what stat-
istical diagrams does this refer ?

Mr. FOSTER. To those diagrans which form
a large part of the printed public speeches of the
Minister of Finance in 1888 and 1889, and to the
graphic statistics. These diagrams were also pub-
lished in book form.

Sir RICHAR) CARTWRIGHT. This is a vote
to which we must object. It is not a proper or
judicious expenditure of public money, and I must
say those statistical diagrams reflected no credit
on the party who prepared them. In one or two
cases they were distinctly deceptive and intended
to deceive. Such was the case in regard to the
diagrams prepared with respect to the numiber of
bankruptcies for a number of years. Instead of
going back as they should have done and was done
in other tables, to the years 1868 or 1869, and
placing the statistics as ought to have been done,
to show there was no material alternation in the
revenue tariff between 1870 and 1874, the
statistics were so arranged as deliberately to
deceive the public, and to iake it appear that a
large nuimber of bankruptcies had taken place un der
a revenue tariff and the number had been dimin-
ished under a protective tariff. In order to have
made these tables of any value to the public the
number of bankruptcies ought to have been given
at least from 1870, if not for 1867. And more than
that, they should have stated, what is known to
be the fact, that the bankruptcy law was abolished,
I think in 1879, and consequently after that time
it was not possible to obtain accurate statistics.
The Minister of Finance well knows that the sta-
tistics we now obtain are by no means as reliable as
we obtained when the bankruptcy law was in opera-
tion, the fact being that an enormous number of
compositions are made which are never publicly
known. In any case an enormous sum has been
voted for these statistics, and it is utterly impro-
per to bring forward in the Estimates for 1891 a
suni for paynent, under any pretext, for work
done at the time Sir Charles Tupper was Minister of
Finance. This is in no respect a reasonable vote,
and it is one on which we most certainly divide
unless a much better explanation is offered.

Mr. FOSTER. The explanation is I think simply
this. Whatever the hon. gentleman's opinion
may be as to the value of the statistical diagrams,
the fact is they were printed. When I came into
office the matter was being settled. I went into it
very carefully myself with the Queen's Printer,
and especially with his assistant, Mr. Gliddon. I
went through it very carefully, and we cut down
the bills that were presented so far, that he repor-
ted that as being a fair minimum cost. There is
no doubt but that we have paid large sums for
these diagrams. The process of making them was
nuch more expensive than I ain informed it is now,

owing to soine improvements having been made.
These diagrams were all printed and used, and this
is for a balance which is due to the engraver, and
which I think ought to be paid.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a very
odd thing that an account of this kind should be
allowed to remain unpaid for three years. It
appears to me that it should have been settled by
Sir Charles Tupper, before he left office, or by the
hon. gentleman on his coming into office. This is
not a proper way of doing business, and it is the
very best way to ensure unreasonable charges being
made. I think that the total amount for these
diagrams was $7,000 or $8,000 in addition to the
charge for printing the Budget Speech, and I
cannot see that we have received any value for our
money.

Mr. FOSTER. There were some diagrains also
published in the graphic statistics, and they were
printed in different colors which made them cost a
good deal more than ordinary work.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Seven or
eight thousand dollars for this purpose, in addition
to the cost of printing the Budget Speech, was a
most outrageous charge, whether the statistics
were accurate or not.

Mr. FOSTER. It was a very accurate and a
very excellent speech.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It was as
accurate and as reliable as some of the declarations
which the hon. Minister made before. It was as
accurate as his declaration that we would have
640,000,000 bushels of wheat from Manitoba; as
accurate as his declaration that we would have
$58,450,000 on the lst January, 1891, both days
inclusive ; and as accurate as his declaration that
the Oxford and New Glasgow Railway would save
45 miles, when the First Minister told us the
other night that at the most it woul d save us seven
miles only.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend is a little too
sweeping in that last declaration. I do not think
any one has pointed out an inaccuracy in those
statistics. The selection may have been found
fault with, but not the accuracy of the descrip-
tion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With re-
spect to the bankruptcy statistics, it was deliber-
ately intended to deceive. I do not know whether
the man who compiled it did so of his own proper
motion, but I say that the manner in which they
were placed could, and did, and was intended to
deceive.

Mr. McMULLEN. With regart to these stat-
istics, I might say, that at the time Sir Charles
Tupper made this speech, he spoke with regard to
the duties on iron, increasing the number of smelt-
ing furnaces throughout this country. He men-
tioned Kingston, Cobourg, Port Hope, Belleville
and several places in which we were going to have
smelting furnaces in a short time. These graphic
statistics also showed the importation of iron, and
Sir Charles Tupper pointed out what an advantage
would accrue to the country by the adoption of his
policy. This has also to be put down amongst the
false prophesies mentioned by my hon. friend from
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwrighl). We
should not be asked to pass this item without
knowing how they were distributed and where
they were distributed. I received only about half
a dozen copies.
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Mr. FOSTER. They probably thought you ap- Mr. DEWDNEY. There is no necessity for the
preciated them so little that they did not send you office. The business of the office can be ceiducted,

ally. and it is proposed that it, shall be coiîîdncted, by

Mr. McMULLEN. I appreciate anything that Mr. Stevenson, the Crown Tinber Agent. He wlu
is worth appreciating, but this was not worth ap- carry on both duties.
preciating, and the money of the country should Pst Office Department-to previde fer

reen squandere on it. reappointent of r. M. Fin .as
third-class clerk................. 85

Mr. HESSON. I trust that they have been
appreciated, for they are one of the most valuable
works that have been presented to the House. I
hold one of the copies iii ny hand. The business
failures and the notes overdue are the only two
items that do not go back to the time of Confedera-
tion; I do not know why they do not go back to
1868 instead of to 1873 ; but it is one of the most
interesting works that have been prepared, and it
shows the progress of the country in an excellent
manner. As to the distribution, I do not suppose
that I have been specially favored, and I got a
dozen or two of then, and I think the hon. gen-
t1enan could have got then also, although they
were grabbed up by everybody, who wanted to
circulate thcm through the country.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. genltlenan is
talking about statistics. It is not the statistics
we are talking about, but the diagrams.

Department of the Interior-to increase the
salary of H. iH. Rowatt, from lst July,
1890, to 30th June, 1891 .................. $200

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On what
ground is this asked for?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Mr. Rowatt is one of our
inost experienced shorthand and type-writer
officers. He joined the service two or three years
ago and passed the civil service examination at a
tine wlien it was not obligatory to pass the op-
tional subjects at the same time. Subsequently
the Treasury Board altered fle regulations, which
prevented him going up for his optional subjects.
He is one of our best officers and is worthy of the
salary which we propose to give hin, and which
lie should have had at the time he joinîed the ser-
vice.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is his
present salary ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. $450.
Mr. MULOCK. You are paying him on the

same scale as all others ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. The saine.

To pay the salary of A. H. Whiteher.
Agent of Dominion Lýands,Winani-
peg, who is te be transferred te
Department at headqudrters as a
first class clerk................. $1,700

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How is this
arranged ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. When our main Estimates
were before the Committee; I asked to strike out
S3,600, of which $2,400 was the salary of Mr.
Whitcher. I stated at the time that I proposed
to ask for a vote of $1,700 for his salary in the
Supplementary Estimates, as I proposed to bring
hin to the head office, and he was willing to corne
here for that salary.

Mr. WATSON. Did Mr. Whitcher resign the
position of land agent at Winnipeg, or why is the
change made?

Mr. iMcMULLEN. What is the reason of this ?
Mrt. HAGART. Some time ago be left the

service, and was reappointed at the salary lie liad
before.

Mr. McMULLEN. Was lie dismissed or did lie
leave the service?

Mr. HAGGART. He was suspended for inatten-
tion to his duties.

Mr. McMULLEN. For how long a time vas
lie suspended before lie was reengaged ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have sone know-
ledge of the circumstance. He was rem<oved froin
the Post Office Department by the late Postmnaster
General, for inattention to his duties, and the Post-
master General, with the view of giving him a
second trial, agreed to engage lim as a tenporary
clerk for the purpose of seeing whether he would
reinstate him. He was in that position for upwards
of two years, and having been found attentive to
his duties and deserving of being reinstated, this
vote is to reinstate him at the salary lie had before.
In order to qualify hinself lie has had, in addi-
tion to the loss for two years of his position as a
civil service clerk, to undergo an exanination and
qualify himself.

Mr. McMULLEN. Who filled the position
while lie was suspended?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. During two years lie
was employed as a temporary clerk doing the saine
work.

Customs Department-To provide for an
additionnal third class clerk to be
appointed at the rate of........... S550

Mr. BOWELL. This is to put a young lady by
the name of Miss Fraser upon the permanent staff.
She has been employed for the last two or three
years in the Corresponding Branch. She passed
the examination, and also passed on an optional
subject as short-hand writer and type-writer, and
I thought it only just to the young lady that she
should be placed permanently on the staff.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask
whether the Governmnent, under the Civil Service
Act, have power to appoint at a higher salary than
the minimum, or whether they are tied down by
the Act.

Mr. BOWELL. There is a provision that tem-
porary officials must be paid at the rate mentioned
in the Act unless we come to Parliament for a
higher rate. Miss Fraser has been paid at about
that rate.

Department of Indian Affairs-To appoint
F.R. Byshe, a packer at S500 per annum,
from lst July, 1890..................... 500

Mr. DEWDNEY. I explained this when the
other Estimates were up. Mr. Byshe had been
performing two duties, messenger and packer, and
ad been paid in two appropriations for a couple of

years-$350 as messenger and $15 per month as



[COMMONS]

packer. The Auditor General said this was irregu
lar, and I said I would bring down this item in the
Supplementary Estimates.

Contingencies-Furtheramount requir-
ed for care and cleaning of Depart-
mental buildings, including amount
required to pay for firing noon gun,
$100, which amount may be paid to
a member of the Civil Service, not-
withstanding anythingf to the con-
trary in the Civil Service Act...... $7,150

Mr. FOSTER. This is an increase asked for for
several years. Chief among the charges is the ex.
pense of looking after the new Department-clean-
ing it and seeing to the rooms and fires. Formerly
a good deal of this help was paid out of contingencies
of the different Departments, largely out of Public
Works and some out of the Marine and Fisheries
Department. All that has been placed under one
head. The vote is aggregate instead of being paid
out of contingencies.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice that
the vote in 1889-90 was $197,000 and that the hon.
gentleman increased it to $209,650, an increase of
$12,000.

Mr. FOSTER. This item simply has to do with
the care and cleaning of the departmentalbuildings.
All other contingencies in that $209,000 in 1889
include the contingencies of the different offices,
but not the care and cleaning of the departmental
buildings. For the care and cleaning of the de-
partmental buildings in 1889-90 we asked $20,300,
and for 1890-91 $20,000, and I am now asking for
$7,000 more, making $27,000 for the coming year.
The previous vote only included the work which
was in charge of Mr. Conroy, but outside of that a
large sum was paid out of contingencies from the
different Departments. Now this has all been
drawn together and placed under the charge of
Mr. Conroy, who is under the control of the Finance
Minister and the Treasury Board.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not ob-
serve any deduction in the other contingencies.

Salary of the Judge of the Vice-Admi-
ralty Court, P.E.I.............. $00

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Is that for the whole
year ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is for the half
year.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). If the Vice-Admi-
ralty Courts are abolished next year, the Chief
Justice of Prince Edward Island may be put on
the pension list and will get as much as if his salary
were $600 more than it is.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I cannot sufficiently
express my regret that the Government do not see
fit to deal with this matter in a manly and straight-
forward way. This is simply to increase the salary
of the Chief Justice of Prince Edward Island in
another way. I have again and again contended
for years past that the salary of the Chief Justice
of that Island should be increased. His salary
now is $4,000. In the Province of Ontario you pay
your assistant judges a much larger salary than
that, and I do not see why the Chief Justice of
Prince Edward Island should be paid less than any
other official in the Dominion occupying a similar
position. If his salary is increased, however, it
should be increased on its merits ; and the salaries

Mr. DEWDNEY.

of the assistant judges, who are now paid only
$3,000 a year, should also be increased. One of
those assistant judges happens to be a very wealthy
man. He has occupied his position about forty
years, and lie does not care very much whether his
salary is increased or not ; but the other judge
does not possess a large fortune. At the Bar he
made more than twice the salary lie receives now,
and lie accepted his present position when lie was
not in the best of health. He is also Vice Chan-
cellor, and is worked from one year's end to the
other, and I think that common j-ustice and
decency would dictate that lie should be put upon
the same footing as the judges in other Provinces.
I have referred to this so often that I almost
apologise to the House for referring to it again.

Mr. FOSTER. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The Finance Minister

says " hear, hear," but he does not do justice to
the judges in Prince Edward Island. In fact,
there seems to be a malignant disposition to keep
the salaries of the judges in that Island below
those of any others. Why should they be paid less
than the judges in Manitoba or British Columbia?
The population of the Island is as large as the pop-
ulation of Manitoba, and I think more business is
done in the Island, as we have a marine port there.
These judges are tht equals in education and
ability of the judges in any other Province, and I
speak with some knowledge of the judges of the
other Provinces, because I have had the honor to
practise before them. What I object to is singling
one judge and increasing his salary in this indirect
manner, while the salaries of the other judges are
not increased at all. It is unfair and unjust. I
take this opportunity of thanking the lion. member
for Albert (Mr. Weldon) for the kindly expres-
sions lie uttered the other night in favor of the
House listening to the prayer and recognising the
claim of these judges to an increase of salary. I
must again raise my protest against the treatment
of these judges, and my objection is intensified
when I find that one justice is singled out for an
increase and the others are left without any.

Mr. HESSON. While I have no reason to com-
plain of what the lion. gentleman has said, I
desire to point out that the County Court Judges in
the Province of Ontaro disciarge just as impor-
tant duties and deserve consideratiou. Tlie jndge
in my county who discharges the duties required
for a population of 65,000 which I think is
more than half the population of Prince Edward
Island. I have no doubt that he was able to make
$10,000 a year at the Bar. That gentleman receives
some $2,200 or $2,300 a year and I think that, if
the Government are going to be liberal, they should
take up the case of the County Court Judges of Ont-
ario first. I object to any increase being given to
the salaries of the Superior Court Judges when
the County Court Judges are left out.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I quite appreciate
the zeal with which the hon. member for Queen's,
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) has pressed the
claims of the judges of Prince Edward Island. We
have not dealt with the subject of thejudges' salaries.
We would not, in any case, have dealt with them in
the Estimates, but by amendment to the statute
regulating their salaries in a comprehensive way.
But I cannot allow his remarks to pass unchal-
lenged when he says we are singling out one judge
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for the purpose of increasing his salary. It is not
for the puppose of increasing the salary of the
Chief Justice at all. Every thing the hon. gentleman
has said with regard to discrimination between the
other Provinces and his Province is pertinentin sup-
port of this vote. The Chief Justice of Prince Edward
Island holds the position of Vice-Admiralty Judge ;
the same officer in Nova Scotia receives $600 a
year, and the County Judge in St. John, perform-
ing the service, receives $600 likewise. If I had
omitted to provide for the salary of the Vice-Ad-
iniralty Judge of Prince Edward Island, I would
have expected the hon. meiber for Queen's to have
insisted that this sum should be put into the Esti-
mates, and to have asked me why it was that in
every other Province, including Quebec, where we
know a not much larger business is done than in
St. John or Halifax, the judge receives $4,000 a
year, and he would have asked why the Chief
Justice of Prince Edward Island should be expected
to discharge the duties of that office for nothing ;
and I should have no answer to make to him. The
circumstance that the judge has to discharge some-
what less business, is somewhat pertinent, althoughi
not entirely conclusive. If he holds the office and
has to discharge all the duties that devolve upon
him, he should receive a reasonable remuneration.
But when it is a question of only $600, it is not
worth while making deductions on that account.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman quite
misunderstands me if he thinks I was complaining of
the increase to the salary. On the contrary I think
the salary of the Chief Justice should be placed at
$5,000 ; but I think it would be better. when you
(o increase the salary, to increase it fairly. The
late Chief Justice filled the position of Vice-Admi-
ralty Judge for 13 years, and I hope that the
Minister of Justice will consider the propriety of
recognising the services he performed during that
period for nothing. The new judge is receiving
$600 ; that is right enough, but why should he be
paid $600 extra a year while the assistant judges,
who do as much if not more work, remain at $3,000
a year ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They are not Vice-
Admiralty Judges.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) But they dischargethedu-
ties of Chancery Judgeswhich the Chief Justice does
not, and they sit as many as 50 or 60 days in a
year. What I ask is that when you do attempt
to rectify the injustice which has existed there,
you should do it fairly as between the three judges
and not single out one alone. The hon. member
from Perth (Mr. Hesson) always brings up the
question of the County Court Judges. What in
the world has that to do with this case ? When
the salaries of the County Court Judges come to
be discussed they will be discussed on their merits,
all over the Dominion. I say the system of making
a broad mark upon the judges of Prince Edward
Island, and saying they should be paid a less salary
than another judge in the Dominion, is an inde-
fensible one ; and knowing as I do the high qua-
lifications and attaininents of those judges, I cannot
refrain from expressing the opinion I do.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I would remind the
Minister that the judge performing the business of
the Divorce Court of New Brunswick, is obliged
to perform a great deal more labor than is perform-
ed in the Vice-Admiralty Court of Prince Edward
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Island, and if the Minister of Justice thinks that
the Chief Justice of Prince Edward Island should
be paid for performing the duties of the Vice-
Admiralty Court, I do not see why the same
principle should not be applied to the Judge of the
Divorce Court, who does not receive one penny
beyond his salary as Supreme Court Judge.

Mr. MULOCK. I wish to say, with regard to
the salary of judges generally, that it appears to
be popular with hon. members to criticise unreason-
ably that branch of the service. I regret that the
Governient have not dealt with the question in a
more comprehensive and satisfactory way. For
my part, I think it is the duty the Government
owes to the country to see that the gentlemen
who, from time to time, fill those important
positions, are placed in such a position of
independence that they will feel perfectly free
from all cares and anxieties, and have nothing
to disturb them in discharging their high du-
ties. I think there is no branch of the service
that is more entitled to be considered, and it
is unfair to the judges themselves who are sup-
posed to be entirely removed from the ordinary
struggles of life, that their position should be sub-
jected to the small criticism that takes place from
time to time on the floor of Parliament. I hope
the Governmnent will have the courage to deal with
this matter properly before another Session has
gone by.

Resolutions reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the ad-

journment of the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 1.55

a.m. (Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TiiURsDAY, 8th May, 1890.

The SFEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

OFFICIAL DEBATES.

Mr. DESJARDINS moved the adoption of the
third report of the Select Committee to supervise
the Official Report of the Debates of the present
Session. He said: The report embodies arecommen-
dation to increase the salaries of the amanuenses of
the official reporters of the House, and that they be
placed on the same footing as the sessional clerks.
At present they receive $12 per week. For last
Session they received only $168; for the present
Session of sixteen weeks the amount will not ex-
ceed $192. Under these circumstances, it is con-
sidered just that they should be paid at the rate
of $3 per day, instead of $2 per day. I might add
that, perhaps, we ought to have gone a little fur-
ther, and have considered the claims of the trans-
lators for an increase of salary. As the Commit-
tee has not thought proper to make such a recom-
mendation, I propose the adoption of the report in
its present form.

Mr. CURRAN moved :
That the report be not now adopted, but that it be

referred back to the Committee, with instructions to
amend the same as to give the translators of Bansard
salaries adequate for the work they have to perform.
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He said : From a remark which fell from the chair-
man of the Committee, I think his sympathy is
with the translators, who have also very arduous
work to do, and the work has been done this Ses-
sion in such a way as to avoid the complaints made
against the translators in former Sessions. Those
gentlemen sent in a memorial to the Comrittee, in
which they asked that their claims be considered.
It does not appear from the report that any action
whatever was taken on the prayer of the petitioners,
and it is not even referred to iii the report. It is
agreed on all hands, that the translators' work is
one of very great difficulty and requires great ex-
pedition, and necessitates very many hours' work
every day. It is not a mere matter of handwork,
but it requires a great deal of skill and intelligence,
and as such should be properly paid. I hope the
House will take ny amendment into its favor-
able consideration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that
this anendment will not exactly do, because it is
simply an indication to the Conunittee to raise the
salaries of the translators. I have no objection to
the report being sent back to the Committee to
consider the case of the translators, but it can
hardly be sent back for the purpose of increasing
their salarie#.

Mr. IVES. I do not think my hon. friend from
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) would have any
difficulty in securing a sufficient number of trans-
lators at the present salary. I believe they are all
Montreal ien, and the patronage seems to be
confined to Montreal, principally. As nearly as I
can find out there bas been no scarcity of applica-
tions for the position of translators at the present
salary, and, as far as I an concerned, I sbould not
be disposed to consent to an increase in the salaries
of the translators until it is made to appear that
competent men cannot be obtained for the present
salary. I am perfectly certain that if the gentle-
men who now fill the position are not satisfied,
others can be found who would fill it equally as
well at the same salaries.

Mr. CHARLTON. This question was fully
considered in the Debates Committee, and, after
full consideration, the proposal to increase the
salaries of the French translators of the Bansard
was voted down by a very considerable majority.

Mr. AMYOT. Only one.
Mr. CHARLTON. A considerable number of

the members of the Committee were absent, and
that is a very large percentage of the number.
The information before the Debates Committee
convinced us that there was no difficulty whatever
in secusing all the translators we require at the
present salary, and that if a position became vacant
*gt the present tine, half a dozen at least were
ready to take it. Under these circumstances, it
was not considered necessary to make a repre-
sentation to the House, that the salaries of the
translators should be increased.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I am very much
splrprised to see that a proposal is made this year
to increase the salaries of the translators. We had
a good set of translators some years ago, perhaps
the very best we ever had, and there never was a
proposal made to increase their salaries then.
Three of these gentlemen, the very best of the
pntire number, were dismissed two years ago-

Mr. Cun ,N.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It was not for translating :
it was for traducing.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Last year the
translation w-as very badly done. It was a perfect
disgrace to sec the way in which the translationi
was made, and I stated to the House last year,
that I considered the translation of the debates
into Frencli a perfect waste of money. I have not
yet been able to ascertain, this year, whether the
translation is so backwards; but I may mention a
fact which has become public property lately, that
the speeches of the leader of the Opposition, whicl
were published in French, lately, by a certaini
gentleman, had to be re-translated for publication.
He found the translation so bad that the hon.
gentleman was made to say, by the translators,
the very reverse of what he stated in the House. I
remeinber that during a debate in the early part
of the Session, a great outcry was raised in the
Tory French press of the Province of Quebec,
against the leader of the Opposition, which was
attributable to the abominable translation made
by the translators of the remarks made by the
leader of the Opposition. That hon. gentleman
was made to say, by these translators, that practi-
cally, the French race was to be wiped out of the
country, while the hon. gentleman, as every one
knows, made no reniark which could be even
remotely construed into such a meaning. Aithougli
those gentlemen who were dismissed two years
ago, were dismissed because of their political
opinions, which they wrote in the newpapers, and
because they had the misfortune to belong to the
Opposition

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Who says "no?"
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.

gentleman demanded their dismissal on that very
ground.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). It was on that
very ground they were dismissed. They were
charged with having written unfavorably on the
Secretary of State in the newspapers, and the
great complaint against Ernest Tremblay, one of
the very best translators we ever had, was that he
had published a pamphlet about the Riel matter
against the Secretary of State. I read that pam-
phlet myself. It is not a violent pamphlet. It is,
of course, an Opposition pamphlet, but it is written
in very ioderate and very proper ternis.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Probably the hon.

gentlemen who say "no" have not read the pan-
phlet ; but I have read it, and I repeat again that
there is nothing improper or insulting in it. Mr.
Tremblay was dismissed because he wrote in the
Opposition press. It was considered a crime for a
public employé to write against members on the
opposite side of the House, but it is no crime for
the translators now to write against members on
this side of the House, and most of the present
translators are members of the Tory press of the
Province of Quebec. I would be glad to se them
getting an advantage, but I do not like to see a
system adopted whereby, since all the translators
who were Liberals have been dismissed, an attempt
is made to increase the salaries of the present
translators. If this increase of the salary of the
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translators is necessary now, it was necessary two
vears ago when those gentlemen who have been
dismissed were in office.

Ir. DAVIN. My hon. friend who proposes this
anendment assumes that the Debates Committee
did lot fully consider this application >f the trans-
lators. It was not only considered once, but it was
coi.sidered at two meetings of the Conmittee, and
we went fully into the matter. There were gentle-
men present who are fully competent to discuss the
question, gentlemen who understood what trans-
lating is, and -we had present the representative
of the translators and also the representative of
the official reporters, and examined them. We
went very fully into the question, and at each
meeting, the overwhelning sentiment of the Com-
mittee mas against raising the salaries of the
translators, because the feeling of the Committee
was that the $1,000 they are paid at present was
an adequate remuneration for the services they
perforn. If there had been a full meeting of the
Connittee, I believe that the proposal to add $200
a year to their salaries would have been snowed
under. I was willing to yield that point, but we
must remember that the claim made by the trans-
lators was for $2,000 a year, because they say
they ought be paid the saine as the official re-
porters. It is of course preposterous to suppose
that the duties of the translators are in any way
so onerous, or call for such skill, or entail such
responsibility, or require the same nervous strain
as the duties of our official reporters. We have a
responsibility in that Committee. There is not a
year since I have been a member of this Committee,
that applications are not made either to raise the
salary of some person, or to recommend the
employment of some additional person on the staff.
But, Sir, we have a responsibility, and I am bound
to say that the Committee are fully conscious of
that responsibility, and I think they have done
and are determined to do, their duty. The hon.
nember for Montreal Centre seems to assume that

we did not consider this matter. I reply that we
fully considered it and discussed it from every
standpoint. We had the principal translator
there ; we estimated the time in which it would
be necessary to translate a page of Hansard ;
there were three or four gentlemen there who
kuew something about the matter ; and it is my
firm conviction that what actually took place was
the sense of the Committee at large ; and if the
report is referred back at this stage of the Session,
I do not think any result favorable to the view of
mny hon. friend will follow. It will be much better
to let his motion stand over tor another year, and
let this report be adopted. If the report is refer-
red back, I know very well that his view will not
be adopted, because I know the sentiment of the
Comittee. On the other hand, if it should be
referred back at this stage of the Session, and a
large number of the members of the Committee
should be absent, and a catch vote should take
place, then I am perfectly certain this House
would not respect the recommendation of a very
small committee.

Mr. TAYLOR. As a member of the Comnittee
to whom this matter was referred, I may say that
some members of the Committee made the state-
ment that the translation which is now costing us
$9,000 could be farmed out for $3,O0. I think the

144h

best solution of the whole difficulty w-ould be to
wipe ont the whole expenditure of 875,000 which
the publication of Hanxard is now costing, or, at
any rate dispense, with the reporting of the pro-
ceedings in the Committee of the Whole, which
will (do away with half the cost and shorten the
Session. If the natter is referred back, the sane
report will have to be made again, for the members
of the Comnittee are fully satisfied that the trans-
lators should not receive a larger indennity than
the members of Parliament.

Mr. CURRAN. With regard to the observation
of the hon. member for Quebec (Mr. Langelier),
that the translators who were dismissed were the
most competent men we had on the staff, I can
only say, sofarasmyexperiencegoes, that in certain
speechesIrenenbervery often the exact reverse of
what was intended to be said was translated into
French. Those men were dismissed because they
took part in political discussions and wrote poli-
tical pamphlets. It may be the hon. gentleman's
idea that there was nîothing offensive in what they
said and wrote, but, so far as my memory goes, the
nildest expression they used towards the hon.
Secretary of State, or any member of the party on
this side of the House, was that we were a lot of
hangmen. My hon. friend from Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) states that the translators are
all Montreal men, and that their employment is
Montreal patronage. I may say that I had
nothing to do with reconmending any of them to
the position ; I was not aware until my hon. friend
stated it that they were Montreal men ; and I do
not think that the hon. member for Montreal East
(NIr. Lepine) either had anything to do with the
suggestion of their names. I am informed that on
the staff there are gentlemen from Montreal,
Three Rivers, Sorel and Quebec. I do not know
them personally ; and it is not at all on account of
the place they come from that I have'thought it
proper to take charge of this matter. Although
the motion is in the exact words used by my late
colleague, Mr. Coursol, on a former occasion, if
the forn does not suit, we eau change it, so that
this matter nay be referred back for the further
consideration of the Committee. Thien, if the
Committee in their wisdom think that we should
not increase these salaries, I shall have sought to (o
my duty to those gentlemen who have a very
arduous work to perform.

Mr. LAURIER. I suppose no one can seriously
contend that the translators who were dismnissed
were not the best members of the staff we have
had. It is true, some of the translation was not
as good as it might have been, because the work
was distributed, and all the pages of the saine
speech were not done by the same men and were
not done equally well. You find that to-day. But
we certainly did a poor service to the translation
of the debates when we dismissed those three
translators. It is true, some of them may have
spoken strong words against the hon. Prime
Minister and his colleagues ; but, after all, that is
not a serions thing. I know some members of this
House, whom I have in my eye, who used as
harsh or harsher language, but who have not
received as bad treatment fron the Government.
An hon. member says that the chairman of the
Committee, whose report we are now discussing,
used equally strong language ; if he had been a
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translator, lie would have been dismissed, but being to tlemselves and this House; and I rayadd that
a member of Parliament lie was raised to the the example made of thern has already produced
position of chairman of the Committee. As I good fruit.
understand, the Committee, having looked into Mr. BLAKE. The hon. Secretary of State has
this matter, say there is no reason for an increase, delivered a most convincing speech. At least it has
and I see no reason why we should depart from convinced me but what it las convinced me of is,
the report of the Committee. not that the salaries of the transiators of Haîieard

Mr. SOMERVILLE. This is not the first shouldleincreased, but that the salaries of the
Session this question has been before the Com- transiators of the hue books should be reduced.
mittee. The translators have been applying for an Becanse we have learned front hon. gentlemen who
increase from year to year, asking to be placed on have examined into the question that tley are
the same footing as the reporters. The Com- satisfied, first of all, that the salaries of the
mittee, not only this Session, but in previous Hanard translators are adequate; and, secondIl,
Sessions, have fully considered and discussed the tlat plenty of translators Qan le found of tle same
niatter in all its bearings, and have almost unani- class at the same price. And yet the lion. the Secre-
nously arrived at the conclusion that the trans- tary of State alleges that they only get about one-
lators are sufficiently paid now. I cannot see fiftl of the price paid for the translation of tle blue
what is to be accomplished by the motion of the books, whicl, lie says, is a work requiring mucl
lion. member from Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) less skill than the translation of the Debates.
being adopted, because, if the Committee have to Mr. CEAPLEAU. No.
take this matter into consideration again, I cannot
understand how they can corne to any other con- Mr. BLAKE. I nnderstand so. h seems to ie,
clusion than that at which they have arrived. therefore, while not sending this report back to the
They have no desire to increase the expenditure of Committee, tle Printing Comnittee, if it las any-
publishing Hansard, which is apt to run up from thing to do witl the translation of the blue books,
year to year. I think the Committee have should, wlen it next meets, have some regard to
endeavored to be economical in all matters. Witl the speech of the hon. the Secretary of State in
regard to the recommendation increasing the pay thîs connection. Witl reference to the otler
of the amanuenses, I think that is an increase feature of tle controversy, the lion. gentleman
which this House will justify; but I do not think sayé tlese persons were not dismissed because they
the Committee will consent to increase the salaries were bad translators but because they were
of the translators, and I think it is useless for the traducers. But tley had great examples of the
hon. member for Montreal Centre to press this fact that traducing of this description ouglt not to
motion. If he gets the House to pass an order lead to sucl results. One example las been
that the salaries of the translators shall be in- quoted, and I will refer to another. I remember
creased, all right; but there is really no use in the language used by the late Senator Rolland,
sending this report back to the Committee, for the when but a simple citizen, language more violent
Cormmittee have already determined on that matter, than any I can recolleet being used by the transla-
after the fullest and inost complete investigation, tors, and lie received lis reward for that language,
and they ean receive no further information than which lie used on the Chamlp de Mar8, ly leiag
the information they have now, on which they elevated to the Senate.
have based the report. Mr. CTAPLEAU. The historical reriniscence

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The price usually paid
for' translating an ordinary page of blue book is
$1 per page. I do not say that is not a very good
price. It is, but a page of blue book and a page
of Hansard are very different things. A page of
Hansard is one-third more than a page of blue
book. Wlien we consider that the Hansard to-
day has reached 4,639 columns, and that by the end
of the Session it will reach between 5,500 and 6,000
columns, the Hansard translators will not be paid
more than 25 cents per page as compared with the
$1 per page for the translation of the blue books.
I am not making a motion to increase their salaries.
I am not one of the Conmmittee which has been ex-
amining into their petition; but I say that for
translators who have to possess the intellectual
faculties and the knowledge of the two languages,
which the translators of Hansard require, to be
paid at a rate less than 25 cents per page is not
treating their work fairly. I need not add a word
to what has been said about the old feud concern-
ing the translators who were dismissed. I never
said they were not good translators, but I said
they were very good "traducers " and it was not for
translating, but for traducing they were dismissed.
They were not dismissed because they had political
opinions, but because they gave expression to them
in an improper manner, in a manner discreditable

Mr. LAURIER.

of the hon. gentleman is wrong. Senator Rolland
presided at that meeting, and lie it was who
prevented any resolution being adopted by the
meeting.

Mr. BLAKE. I speak of his speech which I
read.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Hlis speech was not as.
represented.

Mr. LAURIER. I was there and heard it.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend was there with
his musket.

Mr. AMYOT. I fully concur in the proposition
that the part of Hansard which relates to the
Debates in the House when in Committee of the
Whole should be dispensed with. I think that
part of the Hansard is a great means of extending
the Session to undue length. But as far as the
translation of what appears in Hansard is concern-
ed, some gentlemen do not seem to understand the
importance that should be attached to hqving a
proper translation. There is certainly a certain
tendency, not only in this House but all over the
Dominion, to do away with the French language,
and we must protest against it.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
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Mr. AMYOT. I will quote facts to prove what of the Committee might have something to do
I say. If the Committee, on a question concern- with that. Perhaps they would have arrived at a
ing the French, do not find it advisable to do different conclusion if they had been otherwise
justice, we must feel it and say it. The Hansard advised. Now, it is complained that the French
is not translated into French in the Senate, and 1, translation costs $9,000 That is immense ! But
for one, say that is a gi oss injustice. Our consti- J the whole English Hansard costs $66,000. That
tuents have the right to have those debates trans- is natural ! That is the tendency everywhere, and
lated. They have that right, under our constitu- I protest against it. It is not for inyself that I
tion,, which makes both languages official. I do protest, but for the people I represent, and for the
not see upon what authority any branch of this future of this country. The two races and the
Legislature can dispense with the French language two languages are necessary for the welfare of this
The idea of doing away with that language has country, and the rigits of each must be respected.
originated iu some very noble minds and hearts ! For my part, I will not yield one inch when it is a
but the fanaticism which animates them is too questian of our rights, which have been secured by
prompt. The time has not yet arrived wlien it treaties and guaranteed by Imperial charters.
can be given effect to; we are still too numerous to Mr. DAVIN. I would desire to niake an ex-
endure it. The dreai of these people may go like planation.
a nightmare, and in any case they will have to Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has al-wait sonie generations before it can be realised.
At all events, the Hanmard is not translated into ready spoken.
French in the Senate, which is a gross injustice. A Mr. DESJARDINS. The lion. iember for
great many documents are filed of which we receive Quebec Centre (Mr. Langelier) had a perfect riglit
the translation only six or seven months after wards. to oppose the amendment of my hon. friend from
Those documents are communicatei to the English Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), but I think it was
press, which receive and publish them at once, and out of place and most unfair to the translators of
the French press have to go to the expense of the Han8ard to treat them as lie has thought pro-
translating thiem when that translation should be per to do. He knows that, last year, owing to
done by Parliament. This is not a laughable the diffiulties which arose and the sickness of the
question, but a question of rigit. *An ion. gentle- chief translator, some delays occurred.
nan has said that the characteristic feature of a Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). And this year
people is its language. Well, our characteristic also.
feature is the French language. We are entitled to Mr. DESJARDINS. This year they have done
it, and I tell hon. Ministers that we will hold thiem their duty well. They have done their work in
responsible before the people if justice is not done. such a way as to claim the praise of everyone who
We do not like to delay proceedings, and we thus lias taken the trouble to read their translation,<hscuss Bills which often have not been printed in and, if the ion. member was not led astray by his
French, and which we receive in French only political feelings, or as to the treatment of his own
after the discussion is finished. We do not con- political friends, I think lie would have shown a
plain ; we do not throw any embarrassments in the better spirit than lie has. I think his remarks
way; but we do not want to give in when it is a were altogether undeserved.
question of principle. We do not want to give in Mr. SCRIVER. I think the insinuation of mwlihen the attempt is made to do away with the M
French language as it is made in the Senate. Next hon. friend from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), that the
year I intend raising that question in the beginning members of the Committee were actuated by any
of the Session, We are entitled to have the na national feeling, is altogether unfounded. I repu-

dof the Seonate trnslatied We have the right diate it on my part, and I say emphatically that,ýard of the Senate translated. We have the n itth ebrofheCmie adnhngfteto e on an equal footing witli our English conty the members of the Committee had nothing of theto bona qafotn ihorEgi country- kind in view, and that tliey considered the mnattermen. If Confederationhasbeen establishedonwrong altogether in view of the caim of the trasators
principles let us say so, and we will alter it if we ob- altoge
tain the unanimous consent of the interested par- reased compensation.
ties ; otherwise we must stand by the terms of Con- Mr. BERGERON. I am sorry that the amend-
federation. With regard to the Han.sard transla- ment introduced by my hon. friend fromn Montreal
tors, the lion. member for Richmond and Wolfe Centre (Mr. Curran) has created so much discus-
says we could find any number of translators who sion. Somehow, whenever you discuss anything
would be happy to have the position. That is a in regard to the French, it creates a row. It
inethod of reasoning which is not worthy of the reminds me of a statement made to me by one of
hon. gentleman. We might find hundreds and the translators, when this question was before the
thousands of persons ready to take his place ; but House on a previous occasion, that the only
when we employ a man, we must do him justice. I increase the translators hlad was that they had
think that those translators who are employed, not some more pages to translate. I believe, if the
only during the Session, but who have to stay here matter was referred back to the Committee and
a month or a month and a half after prorogation, properiy weigied, tic result miglt le different. I
-and cannot have any permanent employment any think last year the Commitree )r<pose( to increase
where else, but have only that to depend upon for the salaries of the trauslators by $200, wlicl shows
the sustaining of their families, should be consi- that tic question miglt le again considered.
dered. I think that, under circumstances like However, I rose simply to answer a stateuent of
this, when the Session lasts over four months, my lon. friend from Quebec East (Mr. Langelier).
re siouid take into cousideration wiat is neces- It is the second or third time tat insinuations of
sary for thiem to live and to keep up their familiés. that kind have been made, no doubt from perfectly
The Committee, on a division of five to four, came good motives, by my hon. friend for Quebec East,
to an adverse conclusion. Of course, the feelings and, some time ago, by my hon. friend for North
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Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy). To-day the hon. inember Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to inake one observa-
for Quebec East says that certain Ministers and tion in relation to this matter. I think the debate
certain supporters of the Governinent could bas travelled entirely beyond the question before
not be very proud of some speeches made by the Iouse, and 1 think we should coule down to
them in 1885 and 1886, and that sone of ourmoe/oas now, as tlwy say. Wbat strîkes me
the iembers of Parliament who are sitting here about this is that a respectable Cornnittee of this
to-day are in the saine position. I (o not know buse, wbose particular duty it is to deal with
whether the hon. nember for Quebec East (Mr. this question, and which have, as it is adnitted on
Langelier) looked at nie in that connection. He ail sides, deait with the question after the iiost
looked in tins direction, but I could not tell at mature consideration, have coe to a conclusion,
whoin he w-as looking, as there are two or three of mnd 1, for one, a prepared to support the conclm-
those iniserabe men of 188 nnd. 1886 sitting iu sion of the Comnmittee, unless bear rs be reasois
this neighborhood. 1 wish it to be uuderstood to induce mie to alter that decision, and I certainly
plaiily, and 1 leave it to my hon. friend imiself, hae Heard oue since. I think it is wasting the
wth whoin I w-as travelling dmring those bad tise of this Flouse to raise a discussion on the
tirnes, -ien 1 haad the honor to go into forty-two question of the French language. The question o
coonties in the Province of Quebe , that I do not the Frenco language is hot up now it is too ion-
deny that I did everything, politically speaking portant a question to be deast with as a mere sie
ant in every other proper way, to hurt the novg issue on a Cmatter of how muc the transeators
eruient, becarse of their policy in regard to the should be paid. Therefore, I shain support th
North-West; but I, aidI leave it to the lion. gen- reconinendation of the Conkrnittee.
tleman to say it I uttered dne word which could Mr. POPE. Hu order to settle this question of
prevent a Minister of the Crown fron meeting me, the lanuages, woud suggest, that for the future
shaking hainds ith me, an even asking mie to every ember should pay for the printing of u iis
lus house. This insinuation lias been throw own speech. think, that wotld save a good deal
out very often. So e gentlemen noay have been of expense to the oa mtard.
heard to say so but came to thics bouse to Mr.nPOPE. nord to mai motion of
occupy a seat here iidependent of everybod- as to Amendment negatived, and main motion agreed
what I should do afterwards, and leaving it to my
constituents to decide whether or not they had THE HARBOR OF PICTOU.
confidence in me after that.

o Mr. COLBY moved for leave to introduce
Mr. ELLIS. I have no political feeling in Bill (No. ]52) to amend the Acts respecting the

regard to this matter, and had none in the Com- Harbor of Pictou. He said: The object of this Bill is
minttee. I an not very well acquainted with the to lighten the charges on ships entering that harbor,
political feeling in Quebec. The Comrnmittee simply and it is done at the request of the Harbor Com-
looked at the arnouit of time taken by the transla- missioners themselves. Their proposition is, that
tors to do the work and the ainount they received. the Act shall be so amended that in the future,
The Secretary of State bas said that he pays $1 a vessels entering that harbor shall pay dues three
page for other translation, and that he considers times a year instead of each trip, as heretofore' As
that good pay. Well, if you count the number of this proposition cones from the Harbor Commis-
words in an ordinary blue book, say the Report of sioners, I suppose it will be very acceptable to the
the Minister of Agriculture, and the number of commercial public.
words on a page of Hansard, you will find that you Motion agreed to, aud Bil read the first time.
obtain, at least, $2.50 a page at the present rate of
translating the Hansard. The Secretary of State PIERS AT NICOLET..
will not deny that. The Hansard, when it is
completed this year, will, according to the calcu- r. BOISVERT (Translation) asked, Whethe-
lation of the Secretary of State, mnake about 5,550 the Governent have received petitions from sever
colunns. Well, we will pay $9,000 for translating panshes of the county of Nicohet, asking that m-orks
somewhat less than 3,000 pages. Now, I think 'nay be carried ont lu the River St. Lawrence wit
the Secretary of State nust admit that this is a view to prevent the overfiow of tIe water iu the
paying $3 a page for translating the Hansard, and sPî-îng? If so, wbat do the Goverumeut purpose
that it is a pretty fair price, and the Committee doing lu the matter?
viewed it from that point of view alone. I may Sm HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) In
say for myself that I am in favor of abolishing the repiy to the bon. menber, I will say that petitions
Hoansard. I have observed since I came to this dated the Otb of March last have been sent by the
House and becamne a member of the Committee, residents of Nicohet, and that petitions dated the
that the cost of Hansard rises like the tide in the l8th of March last have been sent by the residents
Bay of Fundy, and it does not fall off at all. It is of Becancour. Those petitions were trausmitted
constantly increasing, and I do not believe it is by the hou. member for Nicolet (Mr. Boisvert)
worth what it costs the country. himself. The mayor and residents of St. Grégoire,

the residents of thse muuicipality of St. -Jean
Mr. CASGRAIN. In looking at the French Baptiste of Nicolet, have also sent petitions dated

translation I find that it is only comnpleted up to the 3rd of March last, asking for the construction
the 27th March last, therefore it is hardly of any of wharves aud piers at Cap à la Roche, witka vie%
use to those of us who wish to send off the speeches to prevent the overflow of the water lu the spring.
that we made five or six weeks, or two months ago. The chief engineer of the Department bas reported
Like my hon. friend who just spoke, I think we tbat a survey was necessary to decide about the
had better abolish the Hansard, or at least make it usefulness of thoQe works. According to his idea,
less expensive. those works wiil coat at least $2,000,000.

Mr. BBTiOnERoINS.
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sUBMITTING LOANS TO A POPULAR VOTE. railway subsidies in this %vay. That,

Mr. GUAY asked, Whether it is the intention le has, or can easily obtain.
of the Government to propose a measure to the Mr. DEWINEY. Ves, I have that iiiiy
eftect that no more loans be negotiated on behalf desk.
of the Dominion of Canada without submitting Motion agreed to.
them to the test of the popular approval ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not. BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS.

LAND GRANTS TO RAILWAYS. Mr. CHAPLEAUi moved that, to-muorrow. the
House resolve itself muto Committee of the Whîole,

1Mr. DEWDNEY noved that, to-morrow, the to consider the following resolutioii
House resolve itself into Commnittee to consider That if is expedieut te provide thaf the sum of fen
the following resolutions :-thousnd dollars per annum be appropriated fr the

1. Resolred, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov- expenses in connectien with the Bureau of Iabor
eruor in Couneil to grant to the Canadian Pacific Railway Statisties.
Conpany, Dominion lands to au extent not exceeding Motion agreed to.six thousand four hundred acres per mile for a branch
line to be constructed from Glenboro' westerly, a distance
of about sixty miles, to a point on the proposed branch BANKS ANI) BANRING.
railway of the said company running from Brandon south-
westerly.2. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov- 1 ang.
ernor in Council to grant to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Conpany, Dominion lands to an extent not exceeding six
thousand four hundred acres per mile for a branch line third tiiiie, I wish te propose an anendmenf. Yes-
of railway from a point at or near Brandon, ou the main tecday I inoved in Conîmittee that a clause Le
line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, south-westerly to Ccii
r near Township three, Range twenty-seven, west of the

First Principal Meridian, and thence westerly, a total branches open cci three ociock on Satuîday
distance of one hundred miles; and also a similar grant afternoon. I (1< net intend t< take up flie time of
at the same rate per mile, for the said company's proposed fli liuse Ly geing over the ceasons avici I tien
branch railway from a point on the line just described at
or near Township three, Range twenty-seven, west of the ccged in favor of this aniendusent. I now îuove
FirstPrincipal Meridian, easterly to Deloraine,a distance that tîe Bibi Le net rend fie third lime, but that
of about twenty-five miles. making the total length of it be referred back te Coruiîfee of the Wiole
railway to which this grant is applicable one hundred and oentyonsr the follomeiin -s.

3. Reeolved, That it le expedieut te autborise the That ail brandies of tic varions banks charteed under
<

4
verner lu Council te grant to thec Brandon and Southi- this Acf lic kept opeu for business ou Saturday until thrce

Western Ra-ilway Company, Dominion lanîds Ce an exteut o'clock lu flic afîeruoon, Cuve and except wheu a, stafutory
net less than -ix* fhousand four ltndred acres per mile holiday falls upon Saturday.
fer the lice of railway froni a peint lu Township oue, iii Anîîmn eatvdn iiin
cimier Range fwcufy-tbree or Cwcuty-fonr, Westeof'tîe Annmn eaie na(i-so
First Principal Merîdian, te Deloraine, a distance ef Mr. LAV'ER(GN-\E. Before flua Biblisl read the
about seventeen muiles.thr

4. R, 4, That if le expedient to authorise the re tixne, I desire te ca l flth attention of the
Governor lu Council fo grant Ce the Lac Seul Railway lieuse and the Governient te a siection whichi, I
Company, Dominion lands te au extent nef excediug think, is very o1sjectionable ami wlichlî ias col se
six thousaad four hundred acres per mile for a lice cf far received due consiflemti>n frosu tis busc.
railway from a poiut at or near Shelley Statiou, ou thc
mnain liue of flic Canadiau Pacifie Railway, fo a point at 1 regret I was tiot in my seat wlieî tlîis section
or near Wbite Mcd Lake ou thc Winnipeg Railway, a mas drscussed. But, if I an correct, certain points
distance of about eighfecn miles. o h eto aentccie lecnie'toi

. RlveM That if is expedit Ro aNorise theB the ieat
(evernor lu Council te grant te tie Calgary aud Edmonton I refer to section 4. T has section says:
ldailway Company, Dominion lands le au extent nef -"The paymeut of mv e notes issued or re-ssued by the
ceeding six housaud four undred acres for cdi mile bankandintendedforcirculation and e n incirculation,

et tie conmpay's railway from Calgary te a point f or togefler witp any interest paid or payable t uereodi as
uear Edmonton on tie Nortli Saskatchewan River, a herenafler provîdd, shaf n be te firt charge upou f
distance cf about two hundref aud tan miles; aad aIse a assets cf fhe bank in case cf its insolvnicy w h

gau of six thoisasd four hundarmd acres for dc mile cfw
the company's railway from Calgary f a, point on lth I do not robjece thae part of thie section ; but it
International liounda htween Cauada sud flic U inited gbes on ant creates a privilege wit respect te
Statys, a distance of about ccc bundred sud fwanf miles payments dite to the Governmefl, in these ternis

6. JResolved, That it is expedient to authorise theGovernor in Council to grant to the Nort-Western t andtbe paymenn fof anyamount duefo the Governmnt
Cesat sd Navigation Company, Dominion lands to an n of Canada, in trust or otherwise, sha l h the second
extent net axcedi g thre tousand cigac uedrd and charge uon suc assats; sud tic paymeut eyany amunt
forty acres for c mile cf fhecompany's railway from due ac pol Goverumt Tt of any et the Provinces, in trust
LethPridga to fle Crow's teot Pass, a distance cf about or otherwise, shal lic fe third charge upon sucr assets.
eue hundred miles.ikewtssetoLa eiflydsusdase

a . R e etlr e e, T la t i t is ex p e die nt th a o fli sa id g ra n t hs e b th i rd te im I e i o a ll t h e att e of t h e
mader n aid flC construction of the sad railways he advisaity of cceating sci priviiege, sud my
respectively, in tie pro ortion and upon ft conditions intention is n to ai wi h that part of sie
fixed hy fl Orders in deunil made in respect theref, question, but te daise the question as te its cou-
and iat excep as o such conditions, te said grants st
shai lie f re grants, suajecf ly tRaile payment a f the tigioality. I bewieve t s section la tia irei
granfees respecti Muely, of the ceai of survey f lic lads cf this House and this Pacliarect. Iet icf no
sud incidentai expnses, at fie ratea f fen cents per acre great consequence o farc as the ajority cf te
in cash on te issue cf tc patent s therefor. Provinces are cocerned, Iecause, 1 thk if is cea-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG T. Befxre that ceded that this priviiege existed before iu abl the
motion si adoped I wou d request flc hion. Provinces, except fore Province of Qeec. How-
Minister ot t he Inerior te he prepaed, when lie ever I erie that if if does not affect the other
goes into Conoittee on these resolutions, to lay on Provinces, and if fhis Pariianent lias ne jucis-
the Table cf aic House statements of the total diction over this question, at a sl evecti, se fa as
aenunt f lands that we have granted te the other regards the Provimce of Quende, it should oe beft
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alone. I understand this section is fran'ed for the two loans of $100,000 each and $37,840 for an
purpose of convenience. As to the question of ad- ordinary deposit. The Government of Canada
visability, I entirely agree in the opinions expressed also demanded that this last claim, in principal
by the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Ellis) who and interest, be paid by privilege, in preference
proposed an amendment to strike out that privilege. over the other creditors, out of the assets of the
I do not see any reason or justice in placing the bank. Mr. Massue and the Merchants' Bank
Government of Canada in a more advantageous contested that claim also. The. judgment of the
position than the ordinary creditors of the bank. iSuperior Court of the Province of Quebec dismissed
There is a further reason why this privilege the claims of both Governments for privilege. The
is not advisable. Parliament provides ample legal Governments appealed from that decision to the
machinery to give the Government control over Court of Queen's Bench, which reversed the deci-
the banks. It provides for a very severe system sion of the Superior Court, one judge, the Chief
of inspection of audit and of return, and I think Justice, dissenting. The case was then brought
the Government are in a better position to guard the bef ore the Privy Council, which, by a unanimous
public moneys than are individual creditors of the decision, reversed the decision of the Court of
bank, because the Government receive the bank Appeal, and confirmed the decision of the Superior
returns monthly, and while it is true that these Court. It had always been admitted in the Prov-
returns are published in the Official Gazette, I ince of Quebec that no such privilege existed ; but
believe no one will contend that the Government the question was raised in regard to an article of
are not in a better position thai are individuals in the Code of Civil Procedure, which created some
regard to knowing the condition of the banks. doubts. The holding of the Privy Council is as
But the point I wish especially to raise is that of follows:
constitutionality. I cannot see any other provisions " Held, that Article 611 of the Code of Civil Procedure
by which this legislation could be claimed by Parlia- should be modified so as to give full effect to Article 1994
ment than that the words contained in section 91 of of the Civil Code, and that the intention of the Legisla-
the British North America Act : "banking, incor- ture in these articles was to enat to the following effect:That, subject to the s ecial privîleges provided for in the
poration of banks and issue of paper money; and a Codes and Statutes, te Crown has such preference over
little further on: " bankruptcy and insolvency." ehiro raphie creditors as is provided in Article 1994 ofthe
I quite-understand that everything which isneces. Civil Code; and that the expression 'persons accountablefo qu te efficin t ristingo thec hans, nd for its moneys,' iu the latter article, is uot applicable to
sary for the efficient organisation of the banks, and a bank receiving money of the Crown on deposit or cur-
for the efficient working of our banking system. is rent account."
within the power of the Dominion Parlia- The only privilege granted by Article 1994 of the
ment ; but I question whether it is a Civil Code is contained in paragraph 10 of that
necessary element of our banking system Article
that this privilege should be given to the Govern-
ment. It is doubtful whether this privilege exists "The claims of the Crown against persons accountable
in other Provinces, although I understand by the for its moneys."
decisions given in two cases that it is generally The Privy Council decided that the bank were not
conceded that this privilege does exist in Pro- persons accountable to the Crown for its moneys.
vinces other than the Province of Quebec ; but in Their decision went further : Lord Holbhouse, in
the Province of Quebec this privilege has never gîxing the judgment of the Court, said:
existed, and the law on the point is very clearly Their Lordships are also clear thatthe law relatingto
laid down in our Civil Code. Two articles deal property lu the Province of Quebec or iu Lower Canada,
with this subject, and it is not necessary that I from 1774 to 1867, when the codes came into force, mustshosld toubl th flose b ~ tem, but b taken to be the " Coutume de Paris," exeept in sncb
should trouble the House by reading the, special cases ns my be sow to fal under some other
they are very well know-n in that Province. More- law. Probably sueh was the true elleet of tbe statule 14
over, the question has been tested, and it was Geo. III, eap. 83, but at ail eveuts there bas been au

uniform current of deeision to that effeet lu the colouy,
tested in the case mentioned in the discussion be- dating back forty years or su before the date of the codes,
fore the Conmittee, the Exchange Bank of Canada which ought not now to he questioned."
and the Queen. The case is reported at page It is very plain that this is our laW in the Province
12 and at pages 130 and following of the f Quebec. It is very plain also that, in the
Leta/ Ne w, volume 9. The facts are quite simple : opinion of the Lords of the Privy Council, this
In September, 1883, the Exchange Bank of Canada question is ose relating to property; and if it is, it
was put into liquidation under the provisions of certainly cones under section 92 of the British
the Act 45 Victoria, chapter 23. Liquidators were North America Act enumerating the exclusive
appointed. On the lSth of March following the powers of the Provincial Legisîstures. Paragraph
Attorney General for the Province of Quebec filed 13 of that section says
a claim against the estate of the bank for $75,000,
being the amount of a deposit made with the bank Property sud civil rigits in the Province."
in September, 1883, payable with interest at the I can quite uderstand that the Goverument should
rate of 5 per cent., and denanded that the amount assume this privilege if it were really necessary to
due in principal and interest be paid by privilege the proper working of ur banking systen; but I
out of the assets of the bank. Two creditors, Mr. cannot see that the existence of that privilege is a
Massue, a creditor for $20,000, and the Merchants' necessity of this Banking Act. The only ground
Bank, a creditor for $3,050, contested that claim. on which this privilege can be created is that it is
On the 10th of March, 1884, the Governiment of necessary to legislation on banks and banking
Canada filed a claim for $237,840. The questioni bnt surely, if we have a right, on tie gro-nd of
was raised in this House the other day as to the convenience, to assume jurisdiction over this
difference between deposits and money loaned to matter, which is exclusively within the power of
the bank. The question arose in this case: This the Local Legislature, we could, om the same
claim of $237,840 was composed of $200,000 for grond, assume jurisdiction over every matter
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wi hidi the British North America Act stipulates to submit to him that such is not the conclusion to be
be within the exclusive power of the Local Legis- drawnfrom that decision. In the first place, althougli
lature. For the Federal Government to assume the decision relates only to a claim of priority on
tis privilege miglit not create any new privilege the part of thc Crown, in relation to a bank in the
in any other Province; but, so far as the Province Province of Quebec, the question really stands iii
of Quebec is concerned, it is an encroachment on our the sane position in all of the Provinces, and a re-
Civil Code, and a law which was in existence before cent decision of the Supreme Court ofCanada lias re-
the Confederation, and which has been conceded to cognised tint right of the Crown, in respect to the
us by the British North America Act; and I feel Province of New Brunswick. Wîth regard to the
that it is a duty on the part of all the meinbers foundation of our right so to legislate, 1 sub-
of this House, more especially the members from mit to the House, that we have a right to
the Province of Quebec, to defend our rights and do it in pursuance of our power in relation to
privileges in this matter. If we allow this en- banks and banking. Inasmucli as we have the
croachment to-day, anything of the kind can be rigit to constitute the banks, and inasmuch as we
repeated at another time. I especially caIl the only have that right, we have surely the riglit to
attention of the hon. Ministers who belong to the control the banks as to ail the business they may
Province of Quebec-the hon. Minister of Public pursue, auJ ail tie liabilities which tiey shaîl incur,
Works, the hon. Secretary of State, the lion. and we have tic rigit tosay what liabilities shah be
?linister of Militia, and the hon. President of the imposed on the siareholders who engage in tic busi-
(ouncil-to the fact, that this louse is under- ness of banking from time to tine, and how their
taking to deal with a matter which properly cones varions creditors shah stand as regards priority.
within the jurisdiction of the Local Legislature. Besides that, it seems to me to cone dircctly under
I do not wish to deal at length with this question, the powers of this Parliament, in relation to
but I thought it my duty to call the attention of iankruptcy and iusolvcncy. W' have the right
the House, and more especially of the hon. gentle- to say wiat class of creditors, as regards citizens
nen who take an interest in the matter, to it. I generaily, shaîl have priority upon the assets of

believe, Sir, that if ever a constitutional objection insolvent citizens, and we surely have the right to
could be raised to a Bill, it is on this occasion ; and say, ii respect to banks above ah otiers, they being
in accordance with these views, I beg to propose tic ercations of this Parliameut, what rigit their
the following amendment to the third reading of creditors shah have in regard to the assets of the
the Bill:- bank. We thought it better to state the priority

That this Bill be not now resd a third time, but that iistinctly on the face of the Act, ratier than to
it be referred back to the Committee of the whole House, leave it to Le inferred froni tic Code i Quehcc, or
with instructions to amend section 54 of the said Bill, by from the common law in the other Provinces,
triking out all the words after the word " insolvency "i what the law is iîpon that subject, 

the said section.the aidseeton.as no give fair notice to everybody who takes the
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I will call attention pains to examine the Banking law, as set ont in

in the first place to the fact that the hon. gentle- this statute. The transactions with banks are by
mnan's amendmnent proposes to leave entirely out of no iieans so large on behaîf of the Provincial Gov-
the Bill the provisions respecting the rights of the ernnents, as they are ou behaîf of the Governînent
Crown ; the priority of the Government in Canada, of Canada. In sone of the Provinces the bank ac-
and the priority of the Governments of the Pro- count consists principally of debits for the greater
Vinces, and to !eave these questions to be settled by part of thc year, but in some, I date say, sums
litigation in the way they have been dealt with here- to their credit in respect to which they may re-
tofore. Having said that much, I will refer to the juire to Le made effective fros time to time.
hion. gentleman's argument upon the other points, However, in the collection of revenue in ail parts
nanely, that we are proposing an unconstitutional of the country, Éic banks stand in a différent rein-

provision, and one dealing with property and civil tion to the Federal Governinun from that whici
rights. The subject which the hon. gentleman they hold in relation to tie Provincial Govern-
refers to did not escape the attention of the Coin- ments. e are under fat greater necessity to
mittee of the whole House or of the Governmnent, use tie Lanks. I thiuk thc hon. gentleman
aid it was discussed in committee, although 1 is nistaken with -egatd to the Superior means
admit we had not the advantage of having it so hidi tie Federal Go-erument bas of judging
fully considered as the hon. gentleman has enabled of tie solveucy or standing of a bank. The
us to consider it this afternoon. Without under- bon, gentleman bas refcrrcd to tic audit pro-
taking to make an elaborate argument on the visions by which we might Le enaiied to make in-

question-and I hope the hon. gentleman will not spections and to ascertain, fron tinse to time,
suppose that I do not do so because of any want of wiat the condition of the bank is, but ail these
respect for his arguments, as he has given so much provisions have been elimîuatc< froin tic Bih.
study to the question-I merely wish to state, Even ti provisions wîti regard to tic audit Ly
briefly, my views, for the purpose of showing thati persons appointed Ly tic siatelsolders have Lec
the matter has not escaped the attention of the (ropped, and ticre is no provision in tus Bil
Government who prepared the Bill, or the Com- wIich was not in tic ou law witi regard to any-
mittee who passed it. I think the hon. gentleman tiing of tiat kini. Tic retutus -hidi are furnisbed
ias much overdrawn the effect of the decision lie to tic Minister of Finasce aflord tic same isfor-
has quoted. It is quite true that it recognised isation to tic Provincial Goversments, to ail tic
the right of the Provincial Government to certain creditors of tic Lank aid to ail tie siarciolders,
priority upon the assets of an insolvent bank, but as they do no tic Federai Govesîîmsscnt. lu point
the ion. gentleman seemed to think it led to the of fact, notising of tic transadtions of a bank is
conclusion that legislation with respect to that open to tic Finance Ministet whicils not open to
priority would be ultra rires; of tcs Parliament. I every citizen of thse country, if lie takes care to
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examine the returns which are published in the
Canada Gazette from time to time. These are the
grounds upon which I venture to think, notwith-
standing the very careful argument presented by
the hon. gentleman, that this is not a matter affect-
ing civil rights, but that it is a question affecting
banks and banking, and bankruptcy and insolvency,
and therefore within the powers of this Parliament.

Anendment negatived on a division.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time

and passed.

SUPPLY-I. C. R. BRANCH LINES.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the House again re-
solve itself into Conmittee of Supply.

Mr. MULOCK. Before you leave the Chair, I
desire for a few moments to invite the attention of
the House to a matter which arises in consequence
of some views expressed here by some hon. mein-
bers of the House within the last two weeks.
When discussing inatters concerning the Inter-
colonial Railway, the hon. member for Albert
(Mr. Weldon) proposed, as a way to deal with the
various branch railways connected with the Inter-
colonial Railway, that they should be consolidated
with the Intercolonial Railway, and should form
one line. In the course of that discussion, it was
stated by the lion. gentleman that there were
sone sixteen or seventeen branci railways in that
position, operated under separate managements,
but connecting with the trunk line of the Inter-
colonial Railway. It carne out in the course of
tihat discussion that a few weeks before the
g-neral election of 1887, certain encouragement
was held out to the people of the Maritime Pro-
vinces by Sir Charles Tupper, then a inember of
the (overnment, that such a proposition would be
favorably entertained by the Government. The
hon. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon) was endorsed1
in this statement by the hon. member for Westmore-
land (Mr. Wood), and thus it would appear that
there is a movement on foot at the present time
to induce the Government to adopt the policy in
question, to take over these numerous branch rail-
ways and make thein part of the general railway
system of Canada. It is only fair to say that the
lion. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon), in making
that proposition, only urged that these roads
should be taken over at their fair value. It may
be a question, however, whether some of these
roads have any value at all. I did not understand
hlim to mnake an exception, but lie proposed that
the consolidation of these branches should take
place at the expense of thecountry. If the Govern-
ment is to undertake any such policy, I think it is
material that the House and the country should
know in advance the nature of some of these enter-
prises, in order to see whether it is in the public
interest that such a policy should be adopted. 1,
therefore, venture to call attention to one of tiese
railways, which is known as the Caraquet
Railway. This railway, as the House knows,
commences at Bathurst on the Baie des Chaleurs,
and extends 67ý miles in an easterly direction
on the south side of that bay, running through the
whole distance in close proximity to the water, and
terminating on the east at Shippegan Harbor. I
find that, in 1883, a proposition was made to
the Dominion Parliament to grant aid to that road.

Sir Joen Trompsox.

On that occasion, the proposal was brought into
the House by Sir Charles Tupper, who did not
give to the House any information in regard to
the prospects of the road or the financial basis of
the company, but stated that the then member for
Gloucester (Mr. Burns), who now also represents
that constituency, would afford the House suci
information as would enable it to decide on the pro-
position to give aid to the road. Accordingly, on
the 17th May, 1883, in response to the invitation
of the Minister of Railways, the hon. member gave
to the House his views as to the arguments in favor
of granting aid to that road, and his utterances are
of record on page 1266, of the Hansord of 1883.
After quoting fromn Sandford Fleming, the hon.
gentleman goes on to state his own views as matters
of inducenient for the vote the House was asked to
grant. He says :

" Therefore, I say that on that ground alone--"
That is, the ground of short distance-
-" the promoters of this scheme would be warranted in
asking this House to aid a railway which, in the fúture,
at all events, will be of incalculable benefit to this
Dominion at large. But, Sir, the scheme is not put for-
ward on that ground alone; it is put forward, perhips
with even greater force, on other grounds, and this is the
immense trade the road would develop, and would tend
to build up. not only in that particular localitv, but (ever
the Dominion as a whole. By the construction of tha
road. an enormous trade would he given to the Intereo-
lonial Railway; as a feeder of the Intercolonial Railway,
it is not second in importance to any other road."
I comnnend this statement to the attention of the
hon. memnber for Albert (Mr. Weldon). Here it
is stated that the trade of the proposed Caraquet
Railway is not exceeded by that of any other branch
line which we are asked to purchase. It is intr-
esting to know that this is a sample of the sixteen
or seventeen roads we are asked to purchase. He
goes on to say :

" And, because it is a feeder of the Intercolonial
Railway, I assume tat my hon. friend opposite can have
no objection to it. As I understand him, he is in favor of
any road that will feed the Intercolonial Railway. To
give an idea. of the amount of trade donc along that
road, and of the population iuterested in it, I may in-
form the House that, between the point where it is pro-
posed to connect with the Intercolonial Railway and the
terminus of Caraquet or Shippegan, a distance of 45 mileS.
there is a population of 18,000 souls. The whole country,
from end to end of the proposed road, is settled. The
value of the products of that section of the country
during the past year amounted to some $1,000,000, made
up as follows: lumber, $300,000; fish, comprising can-
ned goods, Codfish, salmon, herring, maekerel and
oysters, $500,000; grindstones, $50,000; farm produce,
$150,000. There are a number of other industries which
would contribute to give the road a large trade, and all of
which would find its way to thelntercolonial Railway. To
the Westthis road will be a great benefit, inasmuch as it
will afford the people an opportunity,which is now dened
them, of gettingtheir fish m a fresi condition, and they
will have a larger market for their products, as well as
the East a larger market for theirs.'"

Now, that was the picture that was held up to the
House in order to induce the House to granît sub-
sidies to the proposed scheme, and the House,
doubtless moved by consideration for these argu-
ments, did grant the proposed subsidy-first, a
subsidy of $115,000, then a short time after it was
increased, and to make a long story short. I find
that the various grants made by this Parliament
to this road amount, in ail, to $2*24,000. ]p addi-
tion to that, the road obtained aid from the New
Brunswick Government to the amnount of $180,000,
or in all, $404,000. I may further say that the
line was subsequently extended, to be in all, 6-4
miles in length. Well, with the endorsement of

4595 459a



4597 [MAY 8, 1890.] 4598

this Government, the construction of the road was that they had only up to that moment realised
undertaken ; but the aid of this Government and $283 per mile, something less than a tenth of what
of the New Brunswick Government not having the prospectus held out. The gross earnings for
been sufficient for the construction of the road, it the following year amonted to 812,635.04, oper-
be-came necessary to appeal to the English capital- ating expenses SI2,002,53, leaving a surplus of
ists, and accordingly two prospectuses were issued $632.51. Then for the year ending Junc, 1888,
to the British investor, one through a firm of the gross earnings were $11,63 1.94, and the
brokers named Mee & Billings, and other through expenses were $11,311.94, leaving a surplus of
the Imperial Bank of London, England. The $320. InMay, 1888, the road was fully completed. It
prospectus in regard to the enterprise, I presume, îmay be said with regard to these other figurés that
iuily set forth the substance of the remarks of my they were not complete, but as regards the last
lion. friend the member for Gloucester ; I have statement, issuel about the close of the fiscal year
not the prospectus by me, but from what I have ending June, 1889, no such observation can
read from the English journals, I presume it told correctly be made, because the road aid then been
a flattering tale. The first prospectus intimated to in operation from end to end. The gross receipts
the public that the gross earnings of this road of the whole road of 67' miles for the last fiscal
would amount to about £660 per mile, or, in rough year, aniouted to $18,210.67, while the working
figures, $3,200 ; the next prospectus, the one issued expensesforthe saine period ainounîted to.27,409.23;
through the Imperial Bank of London, estimated in other words, the road was operated at a loss,
that the net earnings of the road would be not less during that period, of $9,198.56. In other words,
than £200 sterling per mile, which implies a gross if that statement is correct, and it w'as the state-
earning power of about £600 or $3,000 per mile. ment made by the (overnment on the floor of the
hie second prospectus was issued in the month House, this year, in answer to a question put bîy

if June, 1886, and it contained the following myself to the Governnent, then in such case the
stateinent macle by the president of the road, the road is of no value, it is of no commercial value, it
inember for Gloucester is a loss to any person or company that isobliged to

The receipts from both passengers and freight operate it. Well, Mr. Speaker, tiere is anotier
lal exceeded t e company's most sanguine expectations feature iu this case. The boniholders, lsnving dis-
and since regular and daily trains have commenced coverd that they were likely to lose, ield a meeting
running, the carrying capacity of the line has been taxed in London, England, and the result of that meeting
to the utmost." appears in the Canadiaii Gazette of the 11 th April,
At this period a portion of the road had been 1889. Mr. Mee, one of the firni of brokers which
constructed and was under operation ; I am not floated the first loan, is reported as having
aware that the whole line was finished at that explained to the indignant bondholders how lie
date, but I find froi the communication of the came to broach such a rotten scheme upon the
president of the road that, at all events, London Markets. He said :
the full line of 67.'> miles was conpleted " In regard to the statements made in the prospectus, 1
mn the month of May, 1888, and I will may say that they were hased for the nost part on
assume, for argument's sake, it was not fully o.fieial reports made to the Canadian Gove rnment at the
comlpleted at the time of the issue of this pros- tune when the subsidies were granted to the compauy by

the Dominion and New Brunswick Governments.'
pectus ; but you observe that it was running, and
that the carrying capacity was being taxed to its Now, if those statenents made to the (overiunent,
utmost, and that the results had exceeded the on which this Governient induced Parliament to
mîost sanguine expectations of the promoters. That vote this money, had been laid before this House
was the paragraph on which the second issue of in proper timie to be examined and investigated,,
bonds was made. Well, it is interesting to knon perhaps this matter might have been mntercepted.
that that statement may have been literally But what happened here is happemng to-day
correct, because the carrying capacity of the road that the proposal to grant subsidies was submitted
appears to have consisted of two passenger cars, within a few days of prorogation, just, as I suppose
two box cars, twelve fiat cars and two locomotives some more subsidies are going to be subnitted,
so I do not think we can quarrel with the state- and the result again will be that the House would
ment at thtt particular point. I may say have no opportunity to investigate the statements.
that the earnings which had exceeded the It is true that the same remark cannot be made in

most sanguine expectations of the promoters, respect to the Governmient, because it was the duty
amounted, for the year ending June, 1886- of the Government before, having dlecided on the

that is the month in which that prospectus was polhcy of recommendng the House to grant this

issued-to $11,359.72; the operating expenses for aid, to ascertain whether the stateients made

the period amounted to $11.181.20, leaving a net were likely to be sustained or not. But this course

surplus of $178.52. That was the financial result does not appear to have been adoptel. The

tif the operation of this enterprise which was on Governmsent appearel to have enlorsed those
that occasion presented to the public of Great statements, and on those statements, which now
Britain as most attractive, and likely to be miost turn out to be wholly false, the House was induced

attractive. There were at this time 40 miles of to grant aid, and the actien of the House in

the road in runnùig order, and the figures which I grantng aid was used as an argument to induce
have giving indicate that the gross earnings of the tbe public te follew suit, and net only was pubhi
road at this particular time amounted to $283 per money so lost but the credit of the country was
mile as against what was intimated in the pros- also impaired. The Canadian Gazefte, commentng
pectus as the gross earnings. Thus the pros- upon this meeting, said :
pectus on which the capitalists were further " The recent meeting of the Caraquet bondholders dis-
invited to put in their money, indicated that the closes a state of things which assuredly reflects disgrace

on the president and directors of the company, and upoL
gross earnngs were $3,000 per mile, the fact being all connected with the issue of the prospectus.
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" We had surely a right to assume that, in making a
free gift of nearly £80,O0 towards the construction of the
line, the Dominion and New Brunswick Governments
were satisfied of its importance and would see that theJnoney was properly and judiciously expended."

I call the attention of the House to the fact that
when this Government guarantees aid to such enter-
prises, it has not only to consider, in my judgment,
the question of voting away so much of the
public money, but the effect of the endorsement by
this Government of such a scheme when it is
-called upon to require further financial assistance.
In this case the Government, by its unwise action,
has become instrumental in iuducing investors to
embark in this enterprise, whose capital is now
absolutely lost. A year rolled by and the bond-
holders again had a meeting, and in the Raibay
Nes of March 29, 1890, there is a further report
as to the state of the company. In the published
report of the proceedings of the bondholders it
was disclosed there was a movement on foot to
induce the Canadian Governmient to buy the road,
and remedy, as far as they could, the wrong they
had been instrumental in doing, through their
negligence or recklessness, to English investors.

their confidence, and they did not know why they should
act in a different way to what they had done."

Further on, it appears a letter was sent to Messrs.
Mee & Billings, and the chairman read their reply,
from which I read an extract:

" March 24.
" GENTLEMEN,-You are no doubt aware that a meeting of

the bondholders of the Caraquet Railway is to ho held
here to-morrow. From an interview witb Sir Charles
Tupper, at the beginning of this month, I learu that you
and the trustees and the president had been to see the
High Commissioner with reference to a petition to the
Canadian Goverument."ý
I have substituted the word president for the
gentleman named-

" It was surprising that, knowing, as you do, the exist-
ence of a company representing the bondholders, you
did not inform them of the steps whieh would be taken."
Further on there is another statement:

" Certain negotiations are proceeding with the Canadian
Government, but we have not the permission of any of
the parties moving in the matter to make the same public,
and, indeed during the progress of the negotiations re-
ferred to, which it is hoped will be carried through satis-
factorily, and which are of a character likely to benefit
the bondholders, it is considered very undesirable that
there should be any comment thereon."

Let me read some extracts from the proceedings. Further on, Col. Sparks said
The meeting was held on Mardi 25, 1890, at the "iSo far as he knew, the trustees and English directorsoffices of the English Association of American Bond had asked the Government to take up the whole organi-
and Shareholders (Limited), in London, Mr. Joseph sation, take over the railway, and so on."
Price occupying the chair. After referring to the Mr. Brown, the manager of the Imperial Bank
financial position of the company, the chairman of London, wrote upon the subject, his bank hav-
said. ing been censured by the bondholders for having

"It was suggested that negotiations had been going on floated a portion of the loan. He said
with the Canadian Government, and might be carried to a
successful termination, to obtan something for the rail- "1He hopes that you may be able to make some favor-
way. The members of the committee thereupon sug- able arrangement with the Dominion Government, and
gested that tbey should see Sir Charles Tupper, the ligh s on."

'Commissioner for the Dominion, and ascertain his views." It turns out that we have a movement disclosed to
I should say, that prior to this meeting, a com- induce the Government to unite these branch
mittee of bondholders had been looking into the lines among others the Caraquet Railway, and
matter, according to a previous portion of the havelhem taken over and operated by the country.
report with which I will not trouble the House, We have evidence in what I have read that the
and it was in reference to the doings of that com- bondholders of this company feel they have a
ittee the chairman spoke. The members of the claim on the Government in this particular case,

committee saw Sir Charles Tupper and obtained to pay the bonds that have been issued, relying
his views. The report continues: upon the action of the Government. We have also

"When he went down to Westminster he was aston- the anti-election utterance of Sir Charles Tupper
ished to fiud that the petition had been sent out from this in 1887, to the same effect. All these facts, I think,

.country, and it was more astonishing to him because the justify the public in coming to the conclusion that
parties knew that there was a committee in existence. such a movement is on foot, unless it is anticipat-
Hae was more greatly surprised to find that the president ed, and that it will materialise at an early dayhad been in thus country and tise committee did not know
of it, and that he had attended a meeting at Sir Charles lu other words, at about the timne of the next
Tupper's with regard to the negotiations. Sir Charles general election. It is unfortunate the fact was
Tupper told him that the negotiations had been goin on, not known before the vote was granted, thatbut it would not be prudent to state what lie said. t ell,
he went so far as to say that he had cabled out for the the president was the owner of a large portion
Government not to act on the first petition until Mr. of the road, in fact was the principal owner.
Burns fnad arrived out. He called yesterday morning It may have been an accidental omission on hisand founîd that Sir Charles Tupper was away on the -
continent, but his secretaries telegraphed up to him to part. The position of matters now is : The Gov-
Say they had not received any answer, and the position nerment lias lost all the money it put into that
was that tbere was a petition over there, and that subse- railway, the bondholders have lost all their money,

ruriv repr sentatooubt he as tere now. 0 cor e i the credit of the country is injured, the road is not
would be far more satisfactory if they could corne to some worth running, it takes an average of $10,000 a
arrangement with the Canadian Government rather than year to run it overand above the earnings, and now
resort to law proceedings but th question ws, wbat an attempt is made to unload that burthen uponwould the Cantîdian Goverement do? 0f cour se, tbey
were al] aware that a great number of representations this country. If this country is to work that
were made in the prospectus with regard to assurances road, I venture to say that the yearly loss will far
from the Government engineer with reference to this exceed $10,000. Probably that $10,000 a yearline receiving certain support and that it would, perhaps, boss is the resul of
be made a part of the true line of communication from the most economial masnage-
England to Canada. He did not know what was the ment and how it will be if it is run under the
form of the petition. He had written to Messrs. Mee & management of the Government, we can wellBillings to ask, but they had treated that like they had d
done a great many of other communications. Their understand. The Intercolonial Railway is an
answer was that the committee had not. taken them into annual burthen to us of over half a million dollars;

Mr. MULOCK.
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and in the naine of those whom I have the privilege benches attacked me for the course I took. I
of representing on the floor of this House, I protest thereupon decided that I would take the first op-
against any further addition to the burthens of our portunity which should arise to express ny views
people, by the purchase of bankrupt and rotten on the floor of this bouse, in the presence of the
railways, which are of no advantage to the country, (overnment, and in the presence of the hon. ment-
which might as well not have been built, for all the ber for (4loucester (Mr. Burns). Now, Sir, the
use they are, and which now the country is asked Caraquet Railway Company was brought to the
to pay for. Why, Sir, look at that line of railway. attention of Parliament in the first place, at the
Had the Government shown proper foresight ; close of the Session of 1883, upon a proposition
had they laid before themselves the nap of the made by Sir Chailes Tupper, the then Mînister of
country, they would never have asked the House Railways, that Parliament should grant it, in coin-
to consent to a subsidy for building this line. The mon with a number of other enterprises, the suh-
inducements offered to Parliament were, that it sidy vhich was then fixed at the mileage rate, of
was to be a part of the through bne, sending the $3,20. The Minister of Railways then made a
wealth of the East to the West, and carrying the stateuent, whic was a littie fuller, I imagine,
products of the West to the East; and an enor- Jthan my hon. friend frois North York thogh ,
mous trade was to be built upo; a trade which, in and which, in order that justice pnay be done to
1886, was said to have exceeded the most sanguine the Minister and to the povernment whieh h e re--
expectations of the promoters, but which realised presented, o want to place before the pause. Sir
only one-twelfth part of that what was represented Charles Tupper then said :
to be the case. That is the enterprise which the mThen it is proposed to provide a subsidy for the Cara-
mnembers for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) and quet Railway Company for thirty-six miles of railway
Albert (Mr. Weldon) ask us to take over at its fim a point near Bathsrt t to Caraquet, in New Bruns-
value. Its value would be, that the Governiment wick, fot exceeding $3,200 a mile, and the whole

w h h52a. Imaysay to the louse thatthis isalsoanothershould receive haf a million dollars for work-ng brach of the intercolonial Railway. During the time
it, the interest of which might be sufficient to that the Intercolonial Railway was being located and
enable the Goverement to mate p the annual constructed, the ouse wil remember that Mr. Fleming
epctatio of the isryoter p ito teald brought forward a nroject of reaching the sea by con-l fth a oth rpsnt structingthis branch of forty-five miles from thelntercolo-

that on which this railway is to be taken over by niai Railway down to Shippegan, and that this project was
the Government, it will have to be viewed with viewed with very great favor by a large portion of the

ale. tos cale wod, ee, ate mvrnentpressand by a great many people in this conntry. TheGov-sho uld recee half, amlindlrfore, 1 ra y working 'erment made a snrvey of the ne, and fond that it could
voice on this matter. be constructed at a comparatively moderate expense and

that there were Ho serios difienties in construction;
THE CARAQUET RÀILWAY. but it bas not heen proceeded with as a Government

p of work; a company, however, organised for the purpose
defici. IfAKE. the isan ther proiton thanof constructing the ne from the Intercolonial -ilway to

ing on this matter now, as I think it only the harbor of Shippegan, wbere navigation is reaced;
right that the hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. and they have also obtained from the Government of Niew
the hornmeri whatlI have to se iee ih dr wick, a subsidy of $3,o a mile for forty-five miles

Burn) soul her wht Ihav tosaybefre ie romthe Intercolonial Railway to Shippegan. They have
addresses the bouse in response to the remarks of applied to this Goverment for additional aid; and after
my hon. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock). I hving given to the sbject the mot careful con-sideration, we feel that we would be warranted in asking
regard this case as a typical case, illustrative of arhiament to provide $3,200 a mile for thrty-sx miles,
the policy of the Government in many aspects, and which a the shortest distance that will take them from
as an important case historically, for the purpose the Intercolonial Railway to tide water where they will
fonhich isty i s n, useI to u, ney be able to reach navigation. This une also runs throgh a

for hie hitor is ainy uefu to s, ainlyvery interesting section of country that is susceptible ofas teaching us what to do and what to avoid. It i great development, and we believe that it will afford, in
important with reference to those lessons for us, to the same way as the Baie des Chaleurs ne, to which IS o r enablng the fishermen of that portion of New Bruns-

wmcht hon. gentdlermN York a(Mr.d anoc) as hsveng giren tore the subjetio theousaefu.cn

proving the care which ought to be taken, and wick to have infeitely greater advantages than they have
which lias not been taken, with reference to the at present and increase the value ofoteir catch, because,
character of the enterprises which are aided by the as in other instances, they wil w be able rapidly o send

an important c fore d pot freshfish at a mail coat b rail to the western portion of
Government. It is ipratwith readt h Canada, and to the varions markets of the United States.,
care which onght to be taken, and whch has not This ne will also so deveruop that section of that country,
been taken, in reference to the construction of subsi- and s increase the reeipts on the tercolonial Railwy

a by givin us additional value of traffic, that we aelieve itdised roads; the care whiceh ought to have been i the same ay aspte Be de Cheurne to h

whichthe on. ntlemn ha allded, nd walhav alreandy pl t rnetue atetoo the v usnentfo tmen

taken, and which lias not been taken, with reference snhsidy wVhiCh2 the HOnse le invited to frive. I have no,
to the solvency and the bonf fide character of these doubt that if a y frther info rmation is req ired wi th
enterprises; the care which ought to be taken reference t o either of these anes, My hon. friendy who

represent the Une provided for in Qnebec, and mny b~on.and which as not been taken, as to the res ts pfriend the menber for Gloucester, wit relation to the
which may accrue to us-the injurions results to Caraquet Railway, will be able to satisfy the touse that
Canada in a financial and moral point of vaiew- this is a wise and ndicions appropriation ofn tblio money,

iard tthelooked at in the light ofuthe commercial results which arewith reference to the business honesty hic s to occur in the inresed developmet of the country.
reference te the financial solvency of the suhemes and si the încreased value oftraffic over the Intercolonial
which are undertaken. It is an important case, Railway, which has cost this country so large asm of
aisedith roadtecae toicheorelationsave beenewillomye and whieh it is desirable shold be rendered astake, and whic has nothe beentken wh reerse u as possible to this iountry by romoting the con-
of Parliament to the Executive of the day, and to struction of these subsidiary lines antbranches that will
the Parliament of the country. In ail these re throw traffi t into it."
spects, Sir, this is a typical case, which ruas engaged So you se, Sir, that having nade a general state-
Csy attention from an early date, and to which I ment, rose colored and not detailed, as mo t of the
have caled attention in soone aspects, although statements of that Minister we know were, laying
in some aspects only, in h a y own Province, in res- out the general lunes of the particular discussion
pect ti which on. gentlemen on the Treasury which was te follow, the hon, gentleman appealed,
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and by anticipation, entrusted the detailed state- their products, as well as the East a larger market for
ment which was to be made to the hon. member theirs."
for Gloucester. Well, that hon. gentleman began. Can you doubt that after those state4ients the
as mny hon. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock) Opposition was dumb ? Of course, as happened
said, by reading a report of an earlier date, by before, as has happened ever since, as is happening
Mr. Sandford Fleming, in which he detailed the to-day-nay, not to-day-to-muorrow, to use the
glories and advantages of the harbor of Shippegan, hon. gentleman's favorite word, at the earliest-
and the probable result based on mileage distances, three weeks after the normal termination of the
and on sundry calculations, which, after all, have Session, we are not placed in a position to consider
very little to do, indeed, with the complicated ques- properly the rose-colored statements made with ref-
tions which are involved in the success of an ocean erence to proposed railway grants. - We had then
terminus, and a combined land and water comnmuni- no opportunity of checking those figures, discount-
,cation. I say, reading some of these calculations ing those tropes, dissecting those flowers of rheto-
with great unction, the hon. gentleman pointed out ric and figures of speech with which the Minister
that this was, after all, the short route to Europe- of Railways and the hon. member for Gloucester
that it was through the great port and entrepot of overwhelmed us ; and so the vote was passed for
Shippegan that the commerce and oceanic travel of those 36 miles which were represented as necessary
this country were to flow in the future. Nor, Sir,have to reach the coast by the shortest route ; and to
we been altogether without ministerial warrant for enstire these great advantages $115,200 was voted.
so considering the port of Shippegan, for I well But, Sir, you know, the way politic people do these
remember when the then Minister of Railways, in things is not to alarm at first. They ask for a little ;
his annual orations on the subject of the Canadian they make a beginning; they do not put the blunt
Pacific Railway., approached the subject of the edge of the wedge to the timber and hammer on the
trans-continental connections, and when, to avoid thin edge, but they put the thin edge in, and give the
any undue rivalry, he used to hurl at the head of the wedge a gentle tap, and when the timber iswellopen-
House the names of half-a-dozen or more different ed, they insert anotherwedge a little further. And
Atlantic ports which were to be the terminal ports so, with regard to this enterprise, we were seduced
on the Atlantic, the name of Shippegan was to be by the statemuent that $115,200 would give us all
found in the long roll of Atlantic ports. Then, Sir, these grand advantages to which I have referred ;
the hon. memuber for Gloucester, summing up the and, for my part, I frankly confess to you, taking
results of that part of his case, said : them at their word-nay, giving that appropriate

" The railway will in the future, at all events, be of in- discount which one ouglt to allow in valuing the
'calculable benefit to the Dominion at large." statement of a Minister and the statement of an
That was the general statement of the hon. inteiested representative-I did think the road
gentleman ; and I think on this occasion I must was cheap at the roney-that the grant was very
admit-and it is doing him high honor-that he small for those great advautages. Well, 4 year
" went one better " than his predecessor, the Min- passcd, and the happy tine arrived for those who
ister of Railways, the greatest master of tropes that had been expecting their fortune ln railway sub-
I know of. Then the hon. gentleman proceeded sidies in the Session of 1884; it came on the 10th
to deal with what, after all, might be supposed to of April in that yoar, when the same Minister was
be more within the grasp of an ordinary member called upon to deal with the question of further
like myself. He said: subsidies to railways, and what did h say? Sir

" But, Sir, the scheme is not put forward on that ground Charles Tupper said this:
alone ; it is put forward, perhaps with even greater force "Thon, Sir, at the last Session of this House, we pro-
•on other grounds, and that is, the immense trade the road vided for a une of railway from the Intercolonial Rail-
would develop and would tend to build up, not only iu way to Caraquet, and it has been found, as lu the othr
that particular locality, but over the Dominion as a whole. cases advertod to, that the une was too short to enablo
By the construction of that road an enormous trade-" the parties to make the neessary finaneial arrange-

It was an immense trade a moment ago; it is ents."
enormous now.- Too short, Mr. Speaker! I have always thought
-" an enormous trade would be given to the Interco- that for a great through line of railway, the shorter
lonial Railway; as a feeder of the Intercolonial Railway your lino the more likely yon would be te sncceed;
it is not second in importance to any other road, and ho- but it sems that the lino was too short:
cause it is a feeder of the Intercolonial Railway, I assume It is now vroposed to ask the flouse to extend the
that my hon. friend opposite can have no objection to it.
As I understand him, he is in favor of any road that'l subsidy granted lait Session for twenty-four miles further,
feed the Intercolonial Railway. To give an idea of the from Caraquot te Shippegan Harbor, thus making that
amount of trade donc along that road, and of the popula- short hue of communication to whîch geat importance
tion interested in it, I may inform the House that be- was at one time attached, I know, bythis Goverment,
-tween the point where it is proposed to connect the Inter- and believe also by my hon. friend opposite, from the
colonial Railway and the terminus of Caraquet or Ship- intercolonial Railway to the harbor of Shîppegan."
pegan, a distance of forty-five miles, there is a popu- So you ses we begua by making agrant for 36 miles,
lation of 18,000 souls. The whole country, from end to and thon it la proposed, on the-ground that the
end of the proposed road. is settled. The value of the
products of thatsection of the country during the past year railway la too short, te go 24 miles further, and
smounted to some $1,000,000, made up as follows: Lum- se obtain the further inestimable privilege of accos
ber, $300,000-" to the port of Shippegan.
Who was the lumberer?- "And aer instru ted-"

:wsh, comprising canned gaods, codfish, salmon, her-as
rings, mackerel and oysters, a$500,d00; grvndstoes $v50,- took tranu o, n- ar
000; farmi produce, $150,000. There are a number okothe'r t ntutos
industries which would contribute to give the road a large -- *'by my hion. friend the member for Gloucester (Mr.
trade and ail of which would fnd its way to the Inter- Burnas), that the appropriation of $3 0 a mile for the
,colonial Railway. To the West this rond will h a great additional 24 miles wil enable h m to secure the prompt
benefit, inasmuch as it will afford the people an po- construction of dhe 40 miles between the Interoolonial
tunity, which 1 nw denied them, of getting their fisthlu b Railway and Shilpegan furnishing, as I have said, a
a fros condition, and they will have a larger market for Most valuable foer to tie lyeroolonial Railway."

Mr. BAt E.
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Well, a little discussion arose on that occasion. told this is to be the end. But in 1886 the present
The First Minister proceeded to discuss, upon the First Minister, being then in charge of the business,
sane day, to some extent, the general policy and had occasion to bring up the Caraquet Railway
its propriety as applicable to the case in hand. Company again, and being asked for some explan-
-He said: ation, gave the explanation I am about to read. I

" The present policy has been already explained b3 congratulate the hon. Minister and the country at
mîy colleague. There are very many tracts in the country large that there was one session-the session of
vlich would be very much aided and developed by 1885-iii which the Caraquet Railw ay did not

reasonable assistance. The people say-" turn up. In 1883 it was to the fore ; in 1884 it
The people, mark you- , came to the fore ; in 1885 the hon. member for

" The people say: We would like to have a railway, but Gloucester (Mr. Burns) was, happily for us, dumnb,
we cýannot start it; we have not capital enough; we Psukighewetalayserd bt
c4nnot interst capitalists in our 1 ne our municipaîlties perhaps sucking the sweets already secured ; but
are not rich enough to commence these lines, and, there- in 1886 he w-as back again milking the co-. The
Iore, we must do without them. So that, if a tract of First Minister then said:
eouintry is really eligible for a railway, which is likely to at
be ultimately a commercial success, the Government are That railway is destined to leave the Intercolonial
encouraging the people by giving them a subsidy of Railway at Bathurst, and run in a north-westerly direc-
,i3,20X) a mile, and if there is anything in the scheme ton to Shippegan. Sixty miles have already been subsi-
the people will undertake it. They will go to the munici- dised-
îalities along the line of railway, get the stock lists up, Now, we knew all that before, and we thought we
anld start a real basis to work upon. Thus, without over- had certainly got to the end of it.birdening the Dominion Treasury. you will have a
nunber of really good schemes, having some real merits -"and the present subsidy is to extend the road to
in themselves started. As my hon. friend has said, that Shippegan-"
is a good test whether a railway scheme has any real This is a conundrum of which I did imot tind ont
merit. Parliament grants a subsidy of $3 200 a mile for a
particular line; if it has any real merit the road will b the meaning for some years, and the meaning of
established, and, if it bas no merit, it must, to be built, which I wiil tell you, Sir, presently. Sixty miles
throw itself upon the public treasury altogether. and brought ns to Shippegan as long ago as 1884, but,
tîlel-" in 1886-
Wbat do you think ?

It will never be built."
The Oxford and New Glasgow, the Great European
and American Short Line, and other enterprises,
speak in trumpet tones to prove the truth of
the hon. gentleman's statement. Subsidies were
granted those lines ; assistance was given to them;
but the test, which the hon. gentleman suggests,
of real merit being applied to them, they could
not get on. The road, not having any real merit,
was not established, and in order to be built:

" It must, if it bas no merit, throw itself upon the public
treasury altogether."
It had no nerit ; it did throw itself upon the
public treasury ; and then-I must alter the words
in the record, and instead of saying, "it never
will be built," say : " it will be built accordingly."
That is what history tells us. We are building
these roads out of the treasury to-day. A little
further, in the course of the same discussion, when
the vote came up for the extension of the line
of railway from Caraquet to Shippegan, N. B.,
- a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 a mile, nor
exceeding in the whole $76,800 - which was the
second instalment, Sir Charles Tupper said :

" I propose to amend this resolution, so that it shall
read: Tothe Car aquet Railway Company, for the extension
of the railway froin Caraquet to Shippegan Harbor, whieh
mnakes a distance of 60 miles. A company has been
already organised for the construction of the work, and
this is to enable them to cover the entire distance from
the Intercolonial Railway to Shippegan Harbor."

I ask the attention of the House to that state-
ment, for a reason which will presently appear.
We get into Shippegan Harbor, we have the
statement of the Minister that 60 miles will
cover the entire distance from the Intercolonial
Railway to Shippegan Harbor, and that the
vote proposed would enable the company to cover
that entire distande ; and once again we grant a
subsidy, and an increased subsidy. Would you
not imagine, Sir, that we had got to the end ? We
began with 36 miles, which was to give us all
these advantages. Then the road was too short to
be built, so we had to add 24 miles, and we are

-" the present subsidy is to extend the road to Shippegan,
which is favorably mentioned by Mr. Fleming in his
report of the construction of the Intercolonial Railway,
as a deep barbon."
He recommended it as-
" being the stepping-off place to Europe."
There was the hon. First Minister's statement that
we now wanted 10 miles more to get to Shippegan
Harbor fromn the Intercolonial Railway. First, it
was 36 miles to Caraquet ; then 24 miles more
were to bring us right on to Shippegan ; and then
a further 10 miles-how many miles more shall we
have to subsidise to get to the saine point, I wonder?

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
COPYRIGHT ACT.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before the debate is pro-
ceeded wvith, I desire to say that I see it stated in
the Empire that the Canadian Copyright Act is to
be allowed by the Imperial Government. I would
ask the First Minister if he bas any information
in regard to that matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have no
official information; we have only seen the state-
ment in the papers.

THE CARAQUET RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE. When the House adjourned, I
had just read the observations of the First Minis-
ter on the proposed additional ten mile grant of
1886, and I had pointed out the circumstance that
this extension or expansion had taken place with-
out any explanation. Upon that subject I made
an enquiry, being puzzled as to how the land lay
and as to how the railway lay, in these terms :

" The prior grant was to a point called Lower Caraquet.
I do not observe this to be mentioned at all. The first
grant was to Caraquet, and then to Shippegau Harbor,
and this grant is from Lower Caraquet, which is pre-
sumably the termination of the present subsidised por-
tion. I do not know the ground, but perhaps the hon.
gentleman does.
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" Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know the is. We know that it is somewhere in the Gulf, we
ground." knw that it is an important terminus, we know
So neither of us knew anything about it. It was that it is one of the termini proposed for the ecean
not my business to know the ground, but it was steamships. My opinion is that the failure of the
the business of the hon. gentleman, as he was pro- negotiations with the Andersons in regard to tie
posing the additional ten-mile grant. Not finding new mail une must be ewing to the insistance
anything about the lay of the land, I thought I of the Goverument that they should include Ship.
might find something about the company, and so I pegan among the points at wnch their fast steamers
asked: were to cali. It will be observed that, in the de-

" Can the hon. gentleman teli me something about the bate of 1886, I pointed lelicately to the fact that the
names? A person named Burns is the owner of eleven hou. member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns) was the
out of the twelve shares of the stock of the company, and owner of at least eleven-twelfths of the Caraquet
the application is made by him. Has he any connection enterprise, and upon that occasion the First Min-
with the member for Gloucester?

" Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is the hon. member
himself, and, if the hon. gentleman enquires, he will flud attitude of the hon. nember for Gloucester in that
that it is due very largely to the enterprise of Mr. Burns regard, and stated-and 1 cordially agree wîth
that this very important road is built. He has thrown him in that respect-that, but for the enthusiasm,
himself into it with enthusiasm, and without that en- as lie called it, of the hon. member for Gloucester,
thusiasm the road would not have got so far.

" Mr. BLAKE. I am glad the hon. gentleman has the railway would not have got se far as it had.
exhibited so much enthusiasm. Why should he not, when During the electoral campaign of 1886-7, 1 quoted,
he owns eleven-twelfths of the enterprise ? If that and I admit not infrequently, the facts which I have
amount should not give him enthusiasm, I do not know narrated here to-day. I stated these facts, and
what the hon. gentleman could be enthusiastic about.

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. His enthusiasm was
manifested by his becoming the owner. example. On various platforms I pointed out the

circumstances which, I conceived, rendered it incon-
Well, so much passed in 1886, at which time sistent with the independence of a member of Par-
we find the Caraquet Railway to have uncoiled, liament that he sheuld occupy the relation to the
like some great serpent, and to have expanded company and to the Executive which le did in
itself to the length of about 70 miles between Cara- connectien with this railway. For tbat course I
quet and Shippegan. I have now to open a new scene was the recipient of a very severe rebuke, nay,
in the drama, because, in 1887, on the 23rd June, a of two very severe rebukes from a pair of Min-
proposition was made to substitute seven miles for isters who were perambulating Ontario upon the
the last ten miles of that road. The road which had occasion of the campaign. At London the First
grown so much, which had grown so portentously, Minister said this:
was shrinking now, and it was to be cut dowrn to 67 "Mr. Blake said in hie speech at Ottawa the other day,
miles instead of the 70-but not so with the subsidy. with respect to the system of granting honuses to rail-
The subsidy was to stand for the 70 miles, though ways:the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~i roa watebcndont67 ie. e What we wanted te show was the relation which ex-
theetween the mem bers of Parliament and the Execu-
proposition of that date was to continue to subsi- tive, wbicb prevented the former from independently
dise the last hypothetical ten miles at $32,O0, exercising their duty lu Parliament. How coulda mem-
though only seven miles were to be constructed.conscientiously othouh oly svenmils wee t beconsruced.a question when lie knew that the memorial for his rail-
Not all the contrivances of the hon. member for way suhsidy was lu the Minister's office, and its heing
Gloucester, to which I shall subsequently call at- granted depeuded upon whether that vote was yea or
tention, could stretch that road to 70 miles, but still ay? It was not ln human nature tu do otherwîse wheu

business was being conducted iu this way. The influence
it was to have the subsidy granted for 70 miles. of part was strong. The diffloulties of a man separating
The late Mr. Pope, then Minister of Railways, himsel?'from bis party-more especially when that party
said, on this occasion of 1887, that this was a was in power-were many; and if the influences cf the

Executive were added se these. and the relations the
very important road and connecting witt a very member bears te both. the greater become the harriers su
important point on the Bay. My hon. friend the way. Whyl the member's vote is lu the Ministers
from Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and my Pocket."
hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) And the hon. gentleman went on to Say
pointed out that the proposal was practically "S Mr. Blake was f opinion that ne snbsidy should
alnost doubling up the subsidy; in fact, that it be given te any railway ln auy part cf Canada if a mem-

amentedte 4,57 a ileiîîteadcf 3,20 aber or his ceustituencv was in auy wa3' interested lu it.amounted to $4,570 a mile instead of $3,200 aif a rail-
mile, but no explanation whatever was vouchsafed way going tbrough the constituency was before the Gov
in re ard to that. The same thing has been done erumeut or hefore Parliament?"

gelsewhere. I admit that the hon. member for
Gloucester (Mr. Burns) is not unique in this respect.
There are other cases where persons have asked
for a subsidy of $3,200 a mile for a greater length
of road than they constructed, and Government
have afterwards come here and said to Parliament :
You voted that $3,200 a mile; it is true that the
railway is not more than two-thirds of the length;
still, you were willing to give $32,000, when you
thought you were getting ten miles, and you may as
well give the same amount for the short length as
for the long length. That is what was done in this
case. I believe that a mystery which has remained
undeveloped so far may find some solution here.
We have been trying to discover where Shippegan

Mr. BLAKE.

You will observe that the hon. gentleman adopted
that method of argument which we have heard so
often from him for these many years, and with which
we are quite familiar-he misapprehended, I will
say, the point, and misapprehending it, of course, he
misstated it. He alleged here that I objected to a
member of Parliament advocating the interest of
bis constituency in reference to a railway. I
objected to nothing of the kind. I objected to a
muember of Parliament putting himself in such a
position that his pecuniary interest conflicted with
his public duty. The hon. gentleman went on:

"Why, gentlemen, the principle in England and in
Canada is very plain. No member of Parliament can
vote on any measure in which he is personally interested,
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and if he is not personally interested it is bis duty, gentle-
men, to do all he can for bis constituents. (Hear, hear,
and cheers.) Why, according to Mr. Blake's interpreta-
tion of the duty of a member of Parliament, your good
member, Mr. Carling, would be guilty of a dereliction of
duty, if he had fought for the railway going through here
westward, and so with all members of Parliament."
This, Sir, was an unfortunate allusion ; for many
in that audience must have remembered with
shame, that it had been discovered that the pre-
sent Minister of Agriculture, to whoin the hon.
gentleman was referring, had, while retaining the
outward appearance of disinterested independence,
entered into a private bargain in connection with
the first, the Allan, Canadian Pacific contract, un-
der which he secured to himself a half share in the
interest of the late Major Walker, one of the direc-
tors and chief subscribers, wvith whom Mr. Carling
w as a secret partner ; and thus became personally
inîterested in securing contract terms the most
favorable to the company, and the least favorable
to the country lie was professing to serve. The
hon. gentleman continued :

" If this doctrine be true, no member of Parliament can
fight for any railway which directly or indirectly benefits
him or his constituency. I do not believe in that doctrine.
I believe the people send members to Parliament to do the
best they can for their constituents, and the more lie
works for bis constituency the better. To show you how
unjust these charges made against some members. of
Parliament are, I will give you one instance. The re is
Mr. Patrick Burns --
It was not Patrick ; but lie was speaking largely to
an Irish audience, and lie thought lie might thus
insinuate that the member for Gloucester was an
Irishman. His name is Kennedy, not Patrick.---

" There is Mr. Patrick Burns, the member for Glouces-
ter, in the Province of New Brunswick. He is a Roman
Catholie gentleman "-
Therefore, of course, lie is a Paddy

" He is a Roman Catholie gentleman, coming from
Ireland, and lie bas, by bard work and good character and
great ability. made a considerable fortune. He was
anxious to assist bis constituents; lie was anxious that a
railway should be built-the Caraquet Railway-to the
sea. le found that nobody would come forward-because
railway enterprises have not been profitable in Canada-
and out of public spirit he put bis hands in his own pocket
and spent bis own money, and after doing so, so far as
prudence would allow, lie came to Parliament in order to
get assistance. We had only to consider whether it was
a good road, one for the advantage to the country, or not.
We found it was to the advantage of the country, ahd we
gave the road a grant, and Mr. Blake attacked him by
name, charging him with corruption, because lie held the
stock of that road, when nobody else would come forward
to bis assistance. I said, when the matter was brought
up, that he deserved great credit for bis public spirit and
for having put bis money into the enterprise. Why, bis
independence was not gone, because lie was already a
Conservative of the strongest type. elected to support the
Government (bear, hear and cheers) ; and it was certain
lie would support the Government whether lie got the
money or not. We were only too glad to assist Mr. Burns
in bis patriotic efforts, by giving it a reasonable grant to
help him to build the road."

Then the hon. Minister of Justice followed in the
same strain.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Did lie call him Patrick,
too ?

Mr. BLAKE. Oh, no; I do not think his
dignity would have permitted him to do that. It is
only the First Minister who can afford to unbend
in that way. Says the Minister of Justice:

" We have the policy of slander in the Province of
Ontario. The men who represent you, you are told from
platform to platform, have been soiling their hands with
public treasure. I observe that in the speeches delivered
iu Ontario that matter is not so lavishly handled as it
used to be, and special prominence is given to members
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living in the more distant portions of the Dominion. For
a time a set was made upon dozens of members of the
House of Commons, who, one after another, came forward
and, with most conclusive evidence, showed those charges
to be false. (Chee rs.) Lately il has suited the policy of
Mr. Blake, as Sir John A. Macdonald has told you, to
select for a victim a gentleman who is not so well known
as a representative in Ontario; a gentleman who comes
from the Province down by the sea. The case of Mr.
Burns has been repeated from platform to platform as if
lie were the most abandoned wretch who ever disgraced a
Parliament in any country. Let me tell you that Mr.
Burns is a man of the highest character-a man who, if
Mr. Blake had ten times the courage he possesses, lie
would not dare to assail in bis own Province (cheers);
but it suits, perhaps, the moment, to slander a man like
Mr. Burns in places where lie is not so well known as in the
Maritime Provinces. Without repeating the statement
of Sir John A. Macdonald, I may be allowed to repeat
some of the points of the case, to show you how extrava-
gant was the course pursued by our opponents in that
gentleman's case: to show you how strong the language
was that was used respecting Mr. Burns. It was simply
the case of a member of Parliament desiringto obtain the
construction of a railway for the people he represented,
They are people thrifty, economical and net noted for
enterprise, but have a reasonable and strong claim upon
the Government to give them a public work like that to
encourage their industries. (Cheers.) Mr. Burns felt that
bis duty as a representative of the people, and being one
of them, was to put bis hand into his own pocket and con-
tribute to the full extent lie was able. (Bear, hear.)
Having done this, a contribution which no man of com-
mon sense would expect to get a profit trom, and which
was madeýentirely out of sympathy tor the peo >le he re-
presented lie came to Parliament and said : 'Se have
done all that men can be expected to do, will you deal
with us as you have dealt witl railways in Ontario, Que-
bec and Nova Scotia ' and we said in honesty to the
people be represented: 'We will give you the ordinary
subsidy to railways of that kind.' This is known to
everybody in Parliament, and yet Mr. Burns' conduct
has been made the subject of reproach. Mr. Blake bas
stated on platform after platform in Ontario that Mr.
Burns was a corrupt reoresentative, because lie had re-
ceived eleven out of every twelve dollars given to that
enterprise. He received not one dollar. (Cheers.) The
money that the Dominion of Canada contributed to that
enterprise went into the work for the purpose of finish-
ing il, and went where Mr. Burns' money had gone.
Yet anybody reading that statement of Mr. Blake, would
presume that the money which was granted by the Domi-
nion Governmenît towards the railway was transferred to
the pocket of Mr. Burns. That was a statement which
nobody would dare to make in the Province where the
work is in progress, and yet it is made to do duty among
the intelligent people of Ontario. They most strongly
realise that we people down by the sea are strangers to
you people in Ontario, and unable to speak in our own
defence, or to look you in the face, and when our country
is slandered are unable to speak up in defence. But
thank goodness, we are able to stand up in defence of
our nation, our Province and our men, and that, too, in
the Province of Ontario, before the people before whom
we have been slandered. (Cheers.) Then, sir, the policy
of slander is the policy for Ontaria."

Well, the Niinister of Justice, with what I should
have been disposed to call sophistry, declared that
I had said, or used language from whicl it might
have been inferred, that this money went directly
into Mr. Burns' pocket. I cannot conceive how
any fair reader or hearer of anything I said could
have supposed such a thing for a moment. The
statement made throughout was that Mr. Burns
was the owner of eleven-twelfths of the enterprise,
and was, therefore, interested in eleven-twelfths of
the subsidies and aid which made the enterprise
valuable. But you will see presently how far and
how long they remained out of themember's pocket.
In substance it was hardly in truth the com-
pany that was subsidised, because the hon. gentle-
man was the company, lie was a corporate Burns ;
there was but one-twelfth in othe names, of which,
if my information is correct, a portion belonged to
himself. But at any rate he represented and owned
eleven-twelfths of the subsidies of the company,
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and the corporate Burns received, even if we allow
that there was an alien interest of one-twelfth,
-ot of the subsicly a very large sum. There were

-224,000 of a Dominion subsidy, of which his
eleven-twelfths would be $205,000. There was a
New Brunswick subsidy of about $180,000, of
which his share would be $165,000, making a
total for the corporate Burns from both Gov-
ernments of $370,000. As to the New Brunswick
subsidy it was simply an element in the financ-
ing of the road, and in regard to this particular
part of the transaction, in which I am dealing
with the hon. gentleman's relations to the Execu-
tive and to this Parliament, it is not material.
But being thus interested in the road, being, in
fact, the company, and, in fact, the road, the hon.
gentleman was kept on tenter-hooks for three or
four years. He was doled out sonething in 1883,
lie was doled out something more in 1884, lie was
doled out sonething more in 1886, and he was
doled out something more in 1887. That was the
condition of parliamentary independence in which
the hon. gentleman stood for all these years. Now
this is said to be not a singular case. I observe in
an address which bas been issued in a constituency
now vacant, the candidate says:

" Why I should be singled out for publie censure when
there are dozens of nmemibers in the sanie House, who,not
only have applied for and obtained limits forthemselves,
but sit there daily voting moneys into their own pockets,
I cannot understand."

Mr. CHARLTON. Who is lie ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. His name is

John Charles Rykert.
Mr. BLAKE. I take the earliest opportunity

of repeating here the view which I hav e expressed
elswliere on this subject, and of repeating the
distinction, obvious I should have thougit to
anybody, between an hon. nember who, in-
terested as he ought to be, in the welfare of his
constituency, does exert himself for the benefit of
that constituency, and an hon. gentleman who,
being a member, becomes substantially the proprie-
for of an enterprise, and is substantially the
person subsidised by the Executive, through the
action of Parliament on its advice. But I have
something more to add. The case in hand is one
which exemplifies in ahnost all its aspects the
mischief of the Government's course, as that
course bas been carried out, and the recklessness of
their methods in carrying out that course. The
greatest harm bas been done to us as to
the character of our investments, as to the
character of our Parlianient, as to the character of
our Government, and as to our financial and com-
mercial morality, and it seems to me it is eminently
needful that Parliament should intervene. Some
time ago, I caused further enquiries to be made as
to this railway and as to the methods which have
been used in respect to the course of financing
this enterprise, to the extent to which it was
financed in England, apart from the two Gov-
ernment subsidies to which I have referred. I
believe that it was represented that the capital
stock was subscribed to the full amount of $950,000,
that it was paid up to the extent of a little over
three-quarters of a million, some $751,000 odd,
leaving of course about $200,000 uncalled and
available. I believe, as a matter of fact, that
statement was not true. Possibly on a small part
of the subscribed stock, somewhere about 5 per

Mr. BLAKE.

cent. had been temporarily paid, but even that
trifle, I believe, had been recouped out of the sub-
sidies or other assets of the road, to those who
paid it. I believe the hon. member for Gloucester
(Mr. Burns) was the contractor, the company, the
railway. In truth, he seems to me to have beaten
Poo-Bah "out of his boots." He was the share.
holder, he was the president, he was the manager,
he was the contractor, he was the customer, lie
was the financier, and lie was the supplier of the
railway company. He was all these things; and
so you may call him everything in connection
with this company, however inconsistent, rolled
into one. I believe the alleged cost of the con-
struction of this road, as represented in Eng-
land, was the modest sum of $23,200 per mile,
while, in fact, it would not cost, at fair values,
rails included, and with contractor's profit,
more than about one-third that sum. I believe
that the whole cost of the enterprise, rails included,
at fair values, with contractor's profits, was pro-
vided out of the Government subsidies and the
sales of the bonds in England for £100,000 sterling;
and not merely was the whole cost, at fair values,
with contractor's profits, so provided, but there was
left an excess of a very considerable ainount, which
went into the pocket of the hon. member for Glou-
cester (Mr. Burns). So that lie received eleven-
twelfths of the stock, and lie made a considerable
fortune out of his construction contract. It is
quite possible to project a railway which will result
as disastrously as this railway has resulted, and
yet to inake a fortune out of the undertaking.
The railway may be useless, but the contractor may
become a proprietor and a man of fortune. I be-
lieve the hon. member paid a very large propor-
tion, probably about three-fourths, of the wages
and local supplies in truck out of his store; and
that he issued a sort of ticket, which passed as a
local currency in the countiy to some extent, and
by this means of paying in truck lie made a very
considerable addition to his profits. In fact lie
could give a wrinkle to his colleague the Finance
Minister, who was troubled a good deal in
getting the Banking Bill through the House,
which has now fortunately gone to the Upper
Chamber, with respect to the redemption and
circulation and the keeping up of our currency at
par. I am told that the hon. member for Glou-
cester (Mr. Burns) by means of these little tickets,
which came down to very low denominations, man-
aged, for the cost of paper, type and ink, to keep in
circulation a considerable sum, and to subsequent-
ly redeem it, I will not say at par, but in a manner
that left him very handsome profits indeed. I
believe there is an explanation of the lengthening
of the line, which must have puzzled us all, which
puzzled me for a long time, for I could not at al]
understand how it turned out that this line whici
was to be only 60 miles from Bathurst to Ship
pegan could afterwards be represented as being 70
miles in length, and how even when that extreme
length had been curtailed there could still remain
67 miles. It is to be accounted for thus. The
hon. Minister, as I have told you, stated, dur-
ing the progress of this affair througi Parlia-
ment, that it was a great misfortune to have too
short a railway ; and, carrying that view into
practical execution, there are two arrangements
for lengthening the mileage. The hon. member for
Gloucester (Mr. Burns) has a couple of mills in
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that neighborbood. To one of these a branch
somewhere about a mile long was built, which
forms part of the mileage, and to reach the other
mill he deflected the road, increasing its length in
that way, five or six miles. Thus it was, and in these
t-wo ways, that he found a method by which to
swell sixty into sixty-seven or sixty-eight miles in
getting fron Bathurst to Shippegan. Why, Sir, the
great highway between the East and the West, the
great link stretching from the ocean port of
Shippegan, connecting with the Intercolonial
Railway, and thence with the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and so on to Vancouver, thus linking'
England with China and Japan, was lengthened
seven or eight miles, in order that the traffic to be
derived from the mills of the hon. member for
Gloucester (Mr. Burns) might not be lost to the
world ! Well, seven or eight miles mnay not be
much, but it is between twelve and thirteen per
cent. on a mileage of sixty. Now, Sir, I have
acquired soie verbal, and somne written informa-
tion on these subjects which I wish to communi-
cate to the House. A correspondent says :

" But, according to my mind, the most objectionable
point on the line is the curve to Burns' mill. It makes the
road longer by at least seven or eight miles, for which,
not counting the extra expenses for building the road, the
expenses of travelling and freight will be much higher
than if it followed a straight une to Caraquet, which
could have been very easily donc. If, at the mill, there
was a kind of town, there might be some reason for a
deviation from the straight line, but the only traffie there
is that offthe mill. As far as I know, the rightofwayhas
not been paid yet, which causes more or less murmuring
among the people,"

This letter was written some years ago; I hope it has
been paid since.-

" But Mr. Burns promises that it will be all right by-
And-bye. The people who worked upon the line have been,
I think, pretty well paid, although I beard many com-
plaints, that they had to wait long for their pay, and even
forced to accept store pay ; but I cannot say to what
extent these complaints were founded."

Then, Sir, I have another letter fron another cor-
respondent who says :

" I do not know how many stockholders there are, but
feel safe in saying that there are not more than eight or
nine besides Burns. The original stock list contained a
large number of names and the amount subscribed was in
the vicinity of 1,000,000. In order to get rid of such an
unwieldy number a call of 5 per cent. was made on the
subscribed stock. The stockholders were, of course,
unable to pay, and many of them transferred their stock
to the president others declined to pay and their names
were struck off the list. Some say that the stock was
sold and Burns bought it in, but as I never saw the
required notice of sale in the Royal Gazette-although it
might have been published-I am inclined to the belief
that the stock list was reopened. Seven of the subscri-
bers were allowed to hold sufficient stock to enable them
to act as directors and went through the form of paying
the 5 per cent. call. I heard that two others were retained.
Burns then took the balance of the stock allowed by law,
$950,000. I cannot speak with certainty, but it is generally
understood and believed that the amount which was paid
upon the stock by a few of the stockholders bas been
since refunded. I was told by a man who haid a contract
for grading a section of the road that the grading would
not exceed $2,000 per mile. I judge that the cost of
grading and bridging from Bathurst to Caraquet did not
exceed $2,500 per mile. From all the information that I
have been able to gather I should say that about oune-
fourth of the whole was paid in cash, and three-fourths in
goods from the stores of the president; the sleepers cost 8
cents apiece and were paid for ehiefly in goods. Then
men emloyed on the road, placing the sleepers and
rails, balasting, &c., are nearly all paid in goods, as so
far as I can learn nothing bas yet been paid for land
taken for the road, nor for damage to crops, except a
trifle, nor for lumber cut upon the lands through which
the roads runs and used in building culverts, &c."

145J

As I said before, this letter was written some years
ago, at the end of 1886.-

" They have two pretty old looking second-hand loco-
motives one cheap second-class passenger car, two freight
cars and ten or twelve flat cars. This fall they bought a
snow plough. There is a station house at the junction
worth about $700, one at Burns' Mill, Bathurst, one at
Clifton, one at Grande Anse, one at Burns' Mill,Caraquet
-now called Burnsville "
So that the hon. gentleman has got his nane on a
town if he has not got his name in the railway.-
-" and one here at the village of Caraquet. The average
cost of these would not exceed $350 each. You will have a
better idea of the cost of rolling stock and rails than I. I
heard the company's engineer state, at a dinner given by
the president, that the subsidies would be sufficient to
build and equip the road. He had then about coimpleted
his survey and based his estimate upon it. Tberoadbed is
very good for a new road, and rails, although considerably
lighter than those on the Intercolonial Railway and New
Brunswick roads, are, I believe, of very good quality.
Besides the station bouses there are eight small platforms
along the road for landing and receiving freight. I have
not gone over that portion of the rond from Caraquet
towards Shippegan ten miles, but speaking from my
knowledge of the country, there is not one bridge in that
distance and not more than four culverts on small
streams."
Then from another correspondent

" I think Burns procured his rails by hypothecating the
first mortgage bonds of the conpany to t h full amount
of issue authorised by the company's charter. A small
portion of them only bave been actually sold. This would
leave Burns his two subsidies to rade and equip his road,
and I am quite convinced that be would not bhave more
than from S2,000 to $2,500 to give out of these subsidies,
but ha would most certainly have that much of a margin.
It is a well-known fact that Burns was in pecuniary straits
at the time he went into the railroad, and he is now in
good standing. I am satisfied-- is right as to
Burns being the company and owning the whole under-
taking, and that not a dollar of private moneys have been
put into the enterprise by any here connected with it. It
is true there was a deviation in the line of the railway
permitfed to reach and take in a mile of Burns, addiung
six miles to the length of the road."

Then from another correspondent about the same
date :

" The road starts from the Intercolonial about one
half mile south of the Nepesiquit River and runs down
following nearly the course of the river about four
miles; there is a branch from there to Mr. Burns' mills
about one mile. From Grande Anse the road curves run-
ning south to Burns' mills on Caraquet River, eight miles
from Grande Anse • this deflection lengthens the road
about five miles. The bridge across Bass River bas a
small granite abutment at each bank one granite pier
in the centre of the stream and two box truss spans of
about thirty-five feet each. The bridge on Caraquet
River bas only one span of about thirty feet. At Ber-
trand's Brook, about four miles below the mill, there is a
wooden bridge about 400 feet long, built upon bents and
trestles, and a small wooden bridge at Pokeshaw. At
Little River, Caraquet, there is a cedar bridge built
in -blockwork, about 500 feet long. These I think,
are the only structures on the whole of the line
that can be called bridges. There are, I should say eight
to ten wooden culverts, large and small, on brooks and
hollows, with earth fillings from six to twelve feet.
The grading of a considerable portion of the road
was let in short bections to several contractors
by private contract. One of those contractors told me
that the grading would cost about $1,000 per mile. The
grading and bridging of the whole road would not
exeeed, I should think, $2,000 per mile. The rails are
very good, of medium size. There is a station bouse at
the Junction, one at Burns' Mill, Bathurst one at
Clifton, one at Grande Anse, one at Burns' Mill, Caraquet
River, and one at Caraquet, average cost of each about
$350. Mr. Burns appears to be building the road him-
self ; whether he bas gone through the form of having a
contract from the company, I do not know. I caenot
say correctly what proportion of the work was paid for in
goods at his stores, but I think it safe te say that three-
fourths of it were paid in that way and one-fourth in cash.
I presume that the subsidies if properly managed would
build and eqcuip the road as it is now equipped ; in fact, I
heard the engieeer of the company state that they would,

4613 4614



[COMMONS]

after he had made a survey. First mortgage bond was
sold in England for £100,000 sterling on the 60 miles, at
£98, at 6 per cent. interest. A call of 5 per cent. was
made upon the subscribed stock ; of course only a few
responded. I believe just a sufficient number to form a
board of directors (7), others transferred their stock to
Mr. Burns ; this is how he got possession of nearly all of
the stock.

" The cost of the road is represented in England to be
about $24,000 per mile.

" It is generally believed that whatever was paid bas
since been refunded from the subsidies."
Now, Sir, I turn to the English business. There
were two prospectuses issued in England, the first-
of which I have not had the opportunity of seeing,
but of the second I happen to have a copy. It
appears to have represented that there had been
a prior allotment of £30,00 out of a total bond
issue of £100,000 stg. ; and the prospectus was for
the issue of £70,000, being the unallotted portion
of £100,000 of 6 per cent. first mortgage sterling
bonds of £100 each, redeemable at par in 1904, and
secured as a first charge. They appear to have
been issued at 98. The prospectus states:

" The Governments of the Dominion of Canada and the
Province of New Brunswick have given a joint guarantee to
the Caraquet Railway Company of £1,280per mile.amount-
in, in all te a free grant of £76,800, being more than one-
fourth of the cost of construction. As security for the
payment of the interest on the whole amount of the bonds
for three years, viz, up to the 1st of July, 1889, inclusive,
a sufficient sum has been set aside and will be deposited
with the Imperial Bank in the n ames ofthe trustees. The
Caraquet Railway is a branch from the Canadian Govern-
ment's main line, connecting with the Intercolonial at
Bathurst, and thus with the Canadian Pacifie and the
whole of the Canadian railroad system. It runs from
the Bathurst Junction to Shippegan Harbor, the
eastern extremity of the Province of New Bruns-
wick, establishing a through communication right
across British North America from the Atlantic to
the Pacifie seaboard. The line has been built in the most
substantial manner by contract, at a cost of £290,000,
under Government supervision. Already over forty miles
are in operation, and the remaining twenty miles being
far advanced towards completion, will, it is expected, be
finished and opened by September. The location of the
Caraquet Railway is eminently favorable for the earning
of steady revenue ; its course being through a longsettled
country whose communities are engaged in important
mercantile pursuits, the resources of the district being
very large. The amount of mortgage bonds authorised
by Act of Parliament is limited to £100,000 and represents
a charge of only £1,700 per mile upon a railway costing
£4,833 per mile, the ordinary share capital of the com-
pany is 8950,000 (or £190,000), the whole of whi ch bas been
allotted in Canada. The mortgage bonds take priority
before the share capital, both as to principal and interest,
and are further secured by a mortgage under a trust deed
of the value of the railway rolling stock and other assets
of the company, besides the uncalled capital, namely,
by mortgage of sixty miles of railway, whereof
forty miles are in operation, having been com-
pleted and equipped at a cost of £4,833 per
mile, or equal to £193,320 ; by twenty miles of
railway in course of construction under contract, for,
say £96,660 ; by uncalled capital ef t he company, £44,460,
making a total of £334,440, or more than thrice the
amount of the entire issue of bonds authorised; thus
affording security of the highest class. The amount
required out of the revenue to pay the interest upon the
whole of the bonds is only £100 per mile annually. A
carefully prepared estimate based on the traffie already
existingshows that a revenue of at least £200 per mile may
be expected. Since the opening of the line now in opera-
tion the earnings have been highly satisfactory. Mr. . F.
Burns, M.P., the president and general manager, reports:
'Thus far the receipts from both passenger and freight
bave exceeded the company's most sanguine expecta-
tions.' And, indeed, he adds: 'Since regular daily trains
commenced running the carrying capacity of the line bas
been taxed to the utmost, with every likelihood Of con-
tinually increasing business. The working expenses and
cost of maintenance will be exceptionally low owing to
the absence of steep grades, sharp curves and heavy
bridges.'"
There, Sir, was the statement on which the issue
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took place. Now, what was the result of all this
financing? Ostensibly, the subsidies amounted to
$404,000, Dominion and Provincial, or $5,950 a
mile for sixty-eight miles ; the bonds, allowing off
20 per cent. for the reserved interest and for the
discount at which they were sold, should net
$400,000, or $5,900 a mile ; making a total of bonds

I and subsidies of $804,000, equal to $11,850 per
mile; there was an alleged cash result from the
paid-up stock, represented at $751,887, being equal
to $11,050 per mile ; making the pretended cost
of $22,900 per mile; or, if you take the bonds at
their face value, $23,200 per mile, which was the
price set up in this English prospectus. The true
value of the work, as I have stated, was probably,
including contractors profit, a good deal under
$8,000 a mile, instead of $2'2,000 or $23,000 a mile,
and the facts I have given indicate that, subject to
the question of the margin of profit. You will ob-
serve that it is stated here that the work was done
under governmental supervision, which I do not
understand to be correct. It is quite true the
Government engineer has to report to the Govern-
ment that the work is so far constructed as to
entitle the subsidy to be paid ; but that
that is the sense in which this term is used
here, it is not fair to suppose. It is un-
fortunate that the Government of Canada
was brougit into this prospectus. It is also said
that the road is a link of the transcontinental
highway, a statement which, of course, unless the
port of Shippegan is to be made, in fact, an ocean
terminus, cannot be in any sense correct. It is
said that the road cost 81,450,000. That is false.
It is said that three-quarters of a million of stock
was paid up. That is false. The road cost only
a little o'er half a million ; and nothing was
paid on the stock. Then there are observa-
tions made with regard to the eminently favor-
able character of the location, and of the coun-
try through which the line runs, and then you
have the report of President and Manager Burns
as to the resuilts. There you get the statement
that it will require only £100 per mile of earnings
to pay the interest on the bonds, which is correct;
it would require, in truth, only about $450 per
mile, to put a fine point upon it, to pay the inter-
est on the bonds of $30,000 a year. It is stated by
Mr. Burns that, according to this careful estimate,
a most careful estimate, based upon the actual result
of the traffic at that time, a revenue of £200 or
$1,000 per mile, or double the amount required to
pay the interest, may be expected. Net earnings of
£200 or $1,000 mean, of course, gross earnings of
three times that amount according to the ordinary
accepted calculation for roads of this description,
which is that you will net only about one-third of
your gross returns, sothat thenet estimatedearning
of $68,000 a year, which is alleged in this report to
be justified by a careful estimate based upon the
traffic existing at the time, would require a gross
earning of $204,000 a year. Now, if you turn to
the railway statistics, it will be found that in the
earlier years, although this line was in part com-
pleted and in part running, no details were supplied ;
but details were supplied for the year 1888, and
have been supplied and are in the hands of the
Government for 1889, although we have not got
them. The details for the earlier year indicate, I
think, two engines, which quantity, I believe, has
been increased by as much as 50 per cent., because I
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believe there are now three engines, one first class a nominal amount of traffic without ilcurrilg a
car, two second class and emigrant cars and fifteen larger expenditure than yon can charge for, at any
platform cars, so that it would not be extremely reasonable rates, on that sinail amount of traffic.
difficult to tax to the full, or even to over-tax, the Or, taking the other alternative, that sone serious
resources of a coipany so scantily equipped. The accident took place involviiig an additional charge
return of the operations of 1888 shows a total on the earnings of the year. For the hon. gen-
tonnage of 11,195 tons moved, namely :tienan has no longer a capital account to which lie

Tons can resort, as can the right hon. the First Minister,
Flour....................................who, when an accident happens on his road, or lie
Grain............. ................. 15 wants to buy sonie new cars, or lui1d a new bridge,
Live stock............................25 las only to cail on us and charge the a25ount to
L ogs .................... .............. 5,000
Firewood............................ . 1.2S0 capital account. But the hon. meniber, havmg
And all other goods................ 4,27.5 no capital, except tlat uncalled capital, which is

Total..fructifyig i the pocets of the one share.o.er,
Totl...............11195 hinself, the hion, gentleman, 1 say, whien lue cari-

The return shows besides 3,500 passengers moved, not pay any demand out of ruiiuug expexses, lias
and a total train mileage of passenger and freiglit to charge it somewhere, and makes a debit Val-
trains of 23,500 miles, and it shows a cost reported ance. This year the roal was to have earned gross
to the Governîment of the enterprise of $1,135,000. $204,000 in order to earn a net N68» M) hut instead
The gross return in money from the passenger of that if shows a gross of 8l8,0) ouly, and a
traffic was $2,432.75 and fron freight 89,199.19, delicit of $9,000 on the year's work. It is per-
making an aggregate gross return of $11,631.91, fectiy obvious that the English people wlio were
while the expenses, I believe, were $11,311, or induced to snbscribe to the bonds have been
a handsome net profit of 8320 on the year's run- gulled. Lt is perfectly obvious tlîat this pros-
nîing. There was, however, I admit, a very great pectus is false and one inmediate result of it is
and extraordinary development in one branch, that an application has been made this Session to
that of railway casualties. The losses by collisions, the Government to take oveî the road. As the
or trains thrown from the track were suci as would First Minister lias told us, and as the coinunica-
aiply meet the energencies of a mnucl larger fions wich itue lion. geuatencar for Nortn
and more important enterprise. In that respect, York (Mr. Mulock) read inicate, uegoftafions
if in no other respect, the hon. meinber for are going on for the assunption by the srous
(loucester was equal fo the situation, because ernnent of this valuable asset All these matters
lie prodnced a number of casualties which inigli mnust be seriosly considerel. T oey have a
fully satisfy the anubition of a much greater rond, direct bearinig on, ani sluould affect onr- cousi-
and of even a larger railway manager than lhumuseaf. deratior of t e general resuit of the Goveruients
ln that year of 1888, these railway statistics pohcy of snbsidising ralways. They affect the
show that there was onepassenger kîiled, ami seven questiou of the duty of the Goveruident as to ue
employés, or, ii ail, eight deaths, and tîere were 1infornuation they onus themselves to obtaiu, and
besides five injured, making in ail, thirteen casual- to communicate to this onse, upon whicli a
ties. I am afraid that one of those very substantial decision is toe ckaset oy them, n the flrst
bridges must have gone dowu or some other dreadfnl instance, and then acted upon hy us, as to wheter
accident must have happened to prodce thiat loss of sobsidies are to b given or no. Tey affect the
humian life in flua year, and, perhaps, to produce un- uestion of the great policy of assuption hy
liappy resîts, as to the ruinuing expenses of theroad 2 the iovernmeet of tliese nes, wXch the ion .
in the follooing year. I believe, also, this road is uhemier for Albert (Mr. o8eldo) ad the lion.
closed up frequently, in fact for several months in meiber for Westoreland (Mr. Wood) have raised,
each year, so that notwitstandng the very active the lion. nueber for (loucester (lr. Burs),
ndustry of the district, and the great denand ex- hinucedf, not being wholly indfferent, and whice

istîng there for a railway, te inhuabitants are the rîgh ion. the First Ministeh said was a
obliged to suifer for the want of an open road for subject eminently deserving serios considerationt
somie nonths endli year. For this year the and would receive that consideration. They
4
overnment have not brought down the railway affect, botn here atd in te other contry, our

statistic , but the Minister of Railways gave us own financial and moral standing as a people, as a
the other day the general returms of the expenses Goverument, and as a Parliament. They afect toe
and earnngs. le gave us 18,000 as the receipt honor and the independence of this Parliatert
hnd produce as the expenses and this is the year itsef. And we are bound to consider then ah, if we
fi which the mouey was wanted to pay i terest would preserve t e public consideration for our-
ond fe bonds, for up to this year the interest was selves.
provided, I presume, ont of the amount rea-
lised from the bonds, and put into bank sand Mr. BUR N . have no fa t to find witt the
the calculations in the prospectus, therefore, have utterances of the hion. gentienuan who initiated
reference to, this period. At this anie the fund this discussion. I must, of course, ascribe to hin
Provided for payment of interest is exhausted, and a desire fo influence thei House in case any propo-
the calculations of the prospectus declare that o dt sition should be brougbt forward by the Gover-
of the revenue ample funds will be obtained to ment ooking to theacquireent of the roads con-
iiet the interest for the remnaining period. How nectingwith the gItercolonial Railway. a cannot

are those calculations verified? I pucs year, find fault with him in trying to produce hostility
h18,000 are the gross receipts, and $27,000 are the f the Government i respect to its railway policy.
expenses, making a deficit of 9,000. I cannot No matter what h s object may be, le lias suc-
account for that at al, unless it be that it is utterly ceeded in giving the hon. member for West
impossible to keep the railway open at ail on suc Durham (Mr. Blake) an opportunity of launching
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out into a tirade against the Goverm nent, against considered desirable to extend it to Shippegan vil-
the Caraquet Railway, and incidentally against lage, which is on the other side of the harbor, neces-
your humble servant. I cannot, with my limited sitating a detouraroundthehead of Éhe harbor, and
powers, attenipt to follow the hon. gentleman in therefore, it was that the appropriation for the ad-
dealing with this matter, in any way approaching ditional ten miles was granted. At that time, the
his language and style. All I propose to do is to actual distance hud not been ascertained. After it
call the attention of the House to a plain state- was ascertained, I made application to the (;overn-
ment of facts, which I hope will have the effect of ment to appropriate the whole amount of $32,000 for
dispelling any false ideas which may have been the distance built, which was about six and a hall
created by misrepresentation in regard to this rail- or seven miles, and thus it was that the extreme
way. Many of the statements read by the hon. end of the road received about $32,000 for about
gentleman who has just sat down (Mr. Blake) are seven miles of railway. The subsidy from the
not founded in fact. With my limited knowledge Government of New Brunswick was only for sixty
of parliamentary practice, I do not know whether miles, so that for the extreme end Me had nu sub-
it is due to me or to the House that that hon. sidy from the Provincial Goverment at ail. This
gentleman should produce the letters he has company was chartered lu 1874. At that time I
read, or name his correspondent. Whether he is had no connection with it. I believe it was
bound.to do that or not, I can, metaphorically organised with the view of carrying out the
put my finger on the writer of the communication scheme prupounded by Sandford Fleming in con-

e has read to the bouse. I have -heard these nection with a ne of steamers to Newfonc-
statements over and over again. They were iand, a raiwuy across that Island, and a une of
brought forward against me at the last election, fast steamers thence to Europe, Subseqently,
and they were then entireiy disproved. 1 wil I tuink, in 1878, the charter was revived. A
refer to une or two statements in reference to the subsidy of $i,000 per mile was granted by the
construction of the line. The ton. gentleman Assembly of bew Brunswick, but notwithstanding
seeks to creute an impression on the minds of tht, and notwithstanding that authority as
those iistening to hiin, that the longer the hue was, given by that Assembly to issue bonds to the ex-
the more money was put in the pockets of the tent of $1-,500 per mile, no company was found
shareholders, meaning miyseif. That is the plain to take up the scheme. Let me explain how
statement which the hon. gentleman bas made, authority for the issue of bonds for $12,500 per mile
and he argues, that if that ine M'as încreused iu w-as gien. The popular idea of the iength of
length, a certain amount of money for every the lne, as there had been nu survey, was that
additionalmilewentintomypochet. I say, that the it was about 40 miles. Subsequently to 1878,
longer the ne -as, the more money w-as taken ont the Assenbiy of New Brunswick reduced the
of my pocket. point of fact, the hne w-as not subsidy from $,000 per mile to 3,o0, and thus
lengthened to ny degree greater than, I think, the matter stood tili 1882. In that year a new
three miles, and that was in order to rech a company was organised, and at the soicitation
mi, whch I owned, and which was an important of those interested in the construction of the road,
point for the railway to reach, as the trade and I consented to take the presidency. Those who
the traffic which that ii would give to the road knuw me, those who are familiar with my position
wou d be an important item in the eurnings of the in my county, need not be told that the chances of
road. having that road constructed, even if I were not a

Some hion. MEMBERS. Heur, hear. miember of this bouse, would be very much better
-I do not say this in auy egotisticai spirit at al-

amr. BUeNS. Some hon. gentlemen say "hear, would be very much better in my hands than in
hear," but I shouad like to know whut a railway is the bauds f anybody else lu my county. At

built for. Is it intended to carry traffic or simply the time of the reorganisation I snbscribed for
to go through a country w-here there is nu trafic? 10,000 in stock, an amount hich I feet I
The road ias bult to that miic, and obtained that couh puy, and an amount which I felt was ail I
trafic, and that was financially important in con- could fford to put into an enterprise of that kind.
nection with the ine. There were two considera- A survey of the rond wos mode, ond in order that
tions lu thet. The bridging of the Caranuet River, the necessary expenses ttending that survey
where it was very nide, and the reaching thut should be forthcoming, and in order that the coin-
miii, iufluenced me-I tIke the responsibility on pny might start on a fuir business basis, a cul1

my own shoulders-to bud the ne by wy of the wasmade. After that call wsmade, oneafternother
mii. The lion. gentleman has tried to sy that -no- I wAnt you to understund, Mr. Speaker, I am

other considerations existed. First, he says, there muking a plain statementf fucts-one after another
M-as an appropriation for 36 miles, to bring the of the stockholderscme to me and professed, either
roud to deep water. It is true thut the ftrst appro- their inubilityor their unwillingness topLyethe cals
priation Mas to bring the road to Caraquet Harbor. on their stock. T, having gone into the enterprise,
In 1884, there was a further appropriation for 24 having regard for my position, commercially,
miles to extend the road to Shippegun Harbor lun sucially, and politicully, said to myself : I -will put
Luwer Caraquet. Hon. gentlemen who are familiar my shoulder to the wheel, ud I intend to keep it
with the geography of that country know, und there and push this scheme through if it is possible
those who are not can see by reference to the maps, to do su. With that object in view, nd uuimated
thut Shippegan Harbor is ut the eastern extremity by that spirit, I said to the subscribers If you
of Carwquet. lu fct, Shippegan proper is on une cunnot and will not puy the cals on your shares,
side, and Craquet proper at the other side of Ship- transfer them to me and I wili puy those cawls. I
pegun Harbor. This appropriation for twenty-six did su, not that I expected to make any money out
miles was to extet the road to Shippegkn Harbor. of the operwtion, but soleiy with a desire to start
With a view of getting trafic for the road, it w s the compuny on a business basis, that it might

Mr. BURNss.
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commence operations. When I came here in
1883, I was the possessor of $10,000 in stock of
that road, and not a holder of eleven-twelfths
of the stock of the road, as has been represented.
Moved by a desire to benefit my county, and
impelled by a desire to promote my own business
interests, which were the interests cf the county,
I asked the Government to appropriate an
amount in aid of the construction of that road. In
doing so I felt I was discharging my duty to my
county ; I felt I was but doing what had been done
by nany other members of this House on both
sides, who sought to advance the interests of their
counties. I have a practical and a particular
interest in it which I did not conceal from my con-
stituents when I asked them to elect me. I said :
"I believe your interest will be safer in my hands,
I believe they will be better guarded and promoted
if you elect me than if you elect one living a couple
of hundred miles distant froi you, who does not
hold an acre of soil in this county, who has no in
terest whatever in it." I said to them : " If you
elect me as your representative I will have a double
motive in serving you, a motive that should auni-
mate every public man to serve his constituency,
and also a motive to serve myself, because my in-
terests are bound in this county." That, Mr.
Speaker, is a frank statement of what I said at
that time. Well, Sir, noved by these motives,
animated by a desire to serve my county, I came
here and made representation to the Government
which led them to accede to my request ; and
they asked Parliament for an appropriation in aid
of the construction of that road. The statements
I made then were made in good faith, they were
based on statistics I had before me, on the census
returns, and on my own knowledge of the county.
The Government shared my view, every man who
had given any consideration to the matter shared
iny view. I was not singular when I looked forward
to a very large trade being done on that road. In
1884 I came back, and I asked the Government to
complete the appropriation necessary for the con-
struction of that road. At first, I asked the Gov-
ernment to ask Parliament to grant an amount suffi-
cient to build to Shippegan harbor, but they only
asked this bouse to appropriate a sum for thirty-six
miles of road. Subsequently, I asked them to con-
plete the undertaking by granting an appropriation
for the other twenty-four miles, and that was ac-
ceded to. In 1882 I went to England with the view
of securing the construction of that line. The result
of my mission there was that I secured the rails and
fastenings for that line, as has been truly said by
the hon. member for West Durham, by hypotheca-
tion of the bonds. It was the only means we had
of getting them, and parties in England had
sufficient faith in the enterprise to furnish them
on the hypothecation of the bonds. I came back,
and the work of construction was commenced,
and went on with very little intermission until its
completion in the fall of 1888. While I felt that
a large trafic would develop on that road, and
that in time it would be self -sustaining and pay
interest on the bonds, I thought it was necessary
that I should deposit in London an amount suf-
ficient to cover .the interest on these bonds during
the construction of the road, and that amount was
deposited. Well, shortly afterwards, I think it
was in the fall of 1884, a suni of £30,000 of those
bonds was taken, I think, by a syndicate con-

nected with the firm who furnished the rails and
fastenings. On the construction of about forty
miles of the road, the remaining £70,000 was
offered to the publie, and, I think, with rather
indifferent success. Speaking 'from memory, and
subject to correction, I am of opinion that the
whole amount of that £70,000 was not taken by
the public, but that it remained in the hands of the
underwriters; and that to-day, there is no very
considerable amount of those bonds in the hands of
the general public. I believe that a very large
block remains in the hands of the original syndicate.
In 1888 the line was completed. During the early
days, or when only a portion of the line was coin-
pleted, a large traffic was done over the road, and
I felt rather elated, and believed that the road
would pay not only its working expenses but
interest on the bonds, and might alnost give a
dividend to those w-ho had put their noney in it.
Thus it was that the statements I made in a
private letter to ny correspondent in London were
incorporated into the prospectus. In estimating
or in stating that the road would pay interest on
£100,000 in bonds, I do not think I did, I am
certain I did not wish to draw an exaggerated
picture, but I simply stated what I believe would
be a fact. A careful estimate was made by myself
and others as to the traffic which was expected to
be secured for that road, and the result of our
enquiries was that we felt that, in time, at all
events, the road would earn quite enough to pay
interest on its bonds. I have stated to the House,
in answer to the member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), how it was that I became possessed of a
large amount of stock. Let me explain how it was
I became possessed of the larger amount of
the stock. Shortly after the commencement
of the construction of the line it was found that
the company as a company were not in a financial
position to carry out the undertaking, and it be-
came necessary that the firm, of which I an the
head, should take over the line and construct it.
It was then deemed advisable that the whole
amount of the unsubscribed stock should be trans-
ferred to my firm as part and parcel of the contract
for the construction of that line, and that stock
remained in my name. As regards that stock I
have to say this, that from the statements made
by hon. gentlemen opposite it has been shown that
the stock is useless, and therefore all the worse for
me; and I will be prepared at any time, and I am
now prepared, to hand over that stock to any per-
sons interested in the road who believe that they
can make more money out of it than I can. Un-
fortunately, the road has not earned enough
muoney to pay interest on its bonds, and that fact
no one regrets as much as I do, not even the bond-
holders. I have put my money into the road, I
have bent all the energies I possessed to the
construction of the road, and naturally I feel
much chagrined and disappointed that my ex-
pectations have not been realised. While it
has not paid interest on its bonds since lst
January last, for the interest on the bonds has
been paid up to Ist January, I yet feel sanguine
that in a short time, in the course of time at all
events, that road will pay well. We have had a
great many difficulties to contend with, and I
believe, were it not that hostile influences were at
work in London and elsewhere to decry the road
and to decry me, the stockholders with a plain
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statement of the facts before would have been
content to wait in the same expectation as I enter-
tained that in time they would receive interest on
their money. If you compare the receipts for the
first year with those of the last, and it is quite
true the receipts for the first, second and third
years were small compared with our anticipations,
yet if you compare them with the last returns, you
will find that the last returns show nearly double
the amount. I feel hopeful that this year's earnings
will be still larger, considerably larger, without
any increase in the working expenses. I think,
and in saying this I am subject to correction, that
the answer given by the Government, in reply to a
question as to the earnings and expenses of the
road for the year ending 1890, was incorrect or
based on a misapprehension. I speak subject
to correction, but a memorandum I have, and
which is incorporated in another document,
goes to show that the earnings for the year
ending 1889, were $17,000 and the working ex-
penses $20,000. Let me here ask this question :
Who will be the greatest suifferer if the earnings of
the line fall short of the expenses ? Hon. gentle-
men I am sure can very readily answer that ques-
tion for themselves. Every dollar expended over
and above the earnings has to be paid out of my
pocket, or out of the pocket of the firm of which I
am the head. I can say this, that the Caraquet
R ailway has no floating debt further than any-
thing it may owe to my firm. Every employé on
the road is paid, every account is paid, every bill
for rolling stock is paid, all its obligations have
been discharged by the firm of which I am the
head ; and, therefore, I ask hon, gentlemen who
will suffer most if the earnings of the line fall
short of the expenses ? Speaking on this particu-
lar question, let me reply to the statements made
by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
or rather statements repeated, because they have
been given to him by an anonymous correspondent;
a correspondent, at all events, with whose name
the House is not familiar, but whose name, I
think, I know perfectly well. He here makes a
statement, which I most emphatically denied in
my place in this House a few days ago, that the
bulk of the labor for the construction of the road
was paid out of my store or out of the store
of K. F. Burns & Co. In answer to that asser-
tion I have simply to repeat what I said the
the other day, that on the 20th of every monththe
paymaster went along the line and paid every
man the last cent due to him. True it is that in
this case, as in the case of all public works of such
magnitude, the men require supplies during the
month ; and naturally under these circunstances,
considering that K. F. Burns & Co. had the con-
tract with the line, the men took their supplies
froin our firm ; but I want to impress this fact on
this House, that the men were not precluded from
getting their supplies at any place they chose.
They were told : Get your supplies where you
will. Storekeepers were invited to furnish the
men with supplies ; and as regards the amount
coming to them, they were paid at the end of
every month. So much with regard to that state-
ment ; and I may be permitted to repeat that every
dollar of the wages due to the men at the end of
the month was paid them in cash. The hon. mem-
ber for West Durhain (Mr. Blake) has also alluded
to a matter, a very painful matter, which has

Mr. BURNS.

given me very great coneern, and that is the
casualty which happened on the road. He was not
quite frank in his statement in regard to that
matter ; at all events, I an afraid that hon. gentle-
men would draw the inference from what he said
that a number of casualties occurred.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not know more than what
was in the railway statistics.

Mr. BURNS. I think I am right in saying
that the inference drawn by- ion. gentlemen
from the statement made would be that there was
more than one casualty. Unfortunately there
was one very serious casualty, caused by the
displacement of the top of a bridge, from the ice,
with an extraordinary high tide and a gale of wind.
That led to the disaster which the hon. gentleman
has made reference to, and which entailed on the
company and on myself a great deal of pain and
grief, knowing, as I did intimately, a number of
the men who had lost their lives, and it also
entailed on the company-which is a very unim-
portant matter compared with the loss of life-
considerable monetary loss in rebuilding the
bridge. The hon. gentleman was good enough to
tell the House, that the letter he read was rather
an old one, and dated as far back as 1886. His
correspondent says that the right of way had not
been paid on that road, or at all events that it had
only been paid to a minor extent. Let me tell this to
the House. The charter of that company, granted
by the Assembly of New Brunswick, practically
gave the right of way free, and every dollar paid
out of the pockets of the company, or out of my
pocket if you will, for right of way, was money
paid gratuitously. The Act of 1874 stated that
in order that any land owner should be entitled to
any compensation for the land over which the road
ran, le should give notice in writing to the
company within twelve months. That was gener-
ally known. That charter was granted at a time
when people were very anxious for railways
through their district, and in point of fact were
quite willing to grant the right of way free.
It was in view of that, and also to safeguard the
interests of those who did not wish to be compelled
to give the right of way, that there was a provision
inserted, giving the right to any land owner to
obtain compensation for daniages, by giving notice
to the company within twelve months from the
time of commencement of the construction, or the
appropriating of the lands. Thus, Sir, the company
were entitled to the right of way free, and in only
a few cases that I remember of just now, was there
any demand made by any land owner on the coin-
pany for damages; and I am frank enougli to
say oie stands unpaid to-day, for the reason that
the owner was so hostile to the construction of the
road, that he, or some member of his family,
stood with an axe upon his land, in order to pre-
vent the surveyor or the contractors from entering
upon it ; and that because he demanded ten
times as much for his land as it is worth, and as
the company were willing to give him for it. We
are quite willing to give him the fair value of the
land, on the same valuation as was giver to his
neiglibors. In 1886, the line was still underconstruc-
tion, and these land matters had not been all ar-
ranged, but I think I am right in saying that with
a few very unimportant exceptions, the right of way
has been paid in cash, and that without our being
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under any obligation to do so.- I do not claim of 70 miles in length was constructed. It is con-
credit to myself for having done this ; I think structed as well as, if not considerably better than,
we simply did what was due to the people, and I any local line in New Brunswick, and ini making
believe they appreciate the fact. I wish the that statement I cannot be contradicted. I assert
House to understand that in paying for the right that the Caraquet Railway, frot beginning to end,
of way, no matter whether large or small, the is the best local line in New Brunswick. Several
company acted in the most liberal manner and station houses, as has been stated by the lion.
gave what was, practically, a gratuity to the meiber for West Durham (Mr. Blake), have been
land owners. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman has built, but not at a cost of 8350. The man wlio
alluded to the statements made by Sir Charles made that statement econonised truth in a nost
Tupper, when the resolutions were introduced, remarkable degree. These stations are very good
looking to the obtaining from Parliament, of ones, and they cost on an average $1,200 each.
authority to pay these subsidies, and lie also The bridges and structures of every kind on that
alluded to the speech that w-as delivered at road are very good ; the road is well ditched
London, by the right hon. the Premier and the and well graded it lias snow fences wiere
Minister of Justice. I will not attempt, in nmy they are required ; and in every respect it is a
humble capacity, to defend these gentlemen, but I road which will do credit to any part of the Domin-
can say that, if the High Comnissioner, Sir ion of Canada, and, I thinîk, does credit to its
Charles Tupper, were here, I am quite sure he constructors and to those interested in it. The
would be able to give the hon. meiber for West hon. member for West Durham has made allusions
Durham (Mr. Blake) a Roland for his Oliver. I to the fact that a mile brancli was constructed to
an certain that the right hon. the Premier can the mill of Mr. Burns at Bathurst. Let nie explain
defend his conduct and the conduct of the G4overn that. Mr. Burns' mill at Bathurst, happens to be
nient, in appropriating money for this and located just wlere it is necessary to have a station
for other roads, and the hon. the Minister of for the accommodation of the town, and it was
Justice is able to do the saîne. The right lion. nîecessary to construct what might be called a
the Premier lias stated that I, actuated with the branch, but what is really part of the main line, to
desire to discharge my duties to my constituents, that particular point in order to bring the railway
laid gone with al] the energy I possessed into that as near the town as it could possibly go, without
enterprise, and that I put ny hand in my pocket bridging the Nepesiguit River. This part of the
and aided in the construction of that railway. road joins the Intercolonial at the junction,
The right hon. gentleman lias stated what is quite and in point of fact, for all business not going to
true. I did go into the enterprise and I went the Intercolonial Railway, it is the terminus of
into it largely with a view of benefiting my con- the road, and cannot be styled a brancli ; and,
stituency, and somewhat with a view of improving therefore, I am iot open to the imputation of
mîîy own business position in the county, because deflecting the line by the construction of that
my business in the county was bouid up with the portion. The hon. gentleman lias attacked the
county, and the county's interests were bound up Government on their railway policy generally,
with my business to a very large extent. Now and lie lias referred to the fact that these rail-
Sir, I do not know that I have much more if any- way resolutions have been brought down and hur-
thing to say. I have endeavored to make a plain ried through at a very late day in the Session.
statement of facts, and I think I have succeeded. I am informed that that lion. gentleman himself
Let me add to what I have said, this : that taking was a party to a similar move during the tinte lie
out the commissions, and taking out the interest was a member and perhaps the leader of the Gov-
which was deposited for three years, and the ernment of Ontario. I am inforned that at that
expenses attending the issue of the bonds, and time, though lie had frequently denounced the sub-
interest during the time of the construction, and sidising of railways, the Governmitient of whicli lie
the discount on the New Brunswick bonds-because was a member broughit down some railway resolu-
it must be remembered by the House that this tions which were hurried througli in as rapid a
83,00() a mile was not paid in cash by the New manner as any resolutions were ever hurried
Brunswick Government, but in 4 per cent, bonds through this House. If that is the case, it does
-taking the discount on these bonds, which if I not lie in the mnouth of the bon. gentleman to
remember aright brought an average of about 93 attack this Government for having done the sanie
or 94, and summing up the whole of these de- thing. Why do the Government bring dowi the
ductions, it will be found that only about railway resolutions at the end of the Session ? It
8S600,000 cash was available to that company is because they require all the time to ascertain
outside of its shares, for the construction of the the wants of the country before they can appropri-
road. That is a sum equal to about $8,500 per ate public money to meet those wants ; they re-
Mile, certainly not $9,000, and I ask this House : quire all that time in order that they may obtain
is that an extravagant amount ? I do not know that from the meibers the information necessary to
it would he quite proper for me to go into the par- enable them to come to a correct judgment as to
ticular figures here, because I think it is a matter the railways to which they should grant subsidies.
which the House does not require, but if any hon. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am done. I think I have
gentleman is desirous of obtaining any particular explained my position in connection with this
information, I shall be mtost happy to furnish it road ; I think I have shown the House that I have
to him, and I shall show him beyond question that done nothing that I. should be either afraid or
the statement I made, as to the net amount of ashamed of. Every statement I tmade in connec-
money available for the construction of the line, tion with the road from beginning to end was made
is perfectly correct. Now, Sir, with that $8,500 in good faith, on information which I believe to be
per mile, or at the most $9,000 per mile, a railway sound and good, without the slightest desire to
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mislead anybody; and if any harm has been done
to any person by the construction of that line, the
greatest harm has been done to myself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker,
1 shall only occupy the time of the louse for a
very short period-in the first place, because it it
of very great importance that we should get on
with the business of Parliament at this stage of
the session, and in the next place, because the
main portion of the speech of the hon. member for
West Durham was directed against the position
and standing commercially, socially, and politically
of my hon. friend who has just spoken ; and the
House will have seen that the hon. gentleman pre-
pared himself to deliver a most exhaustive and
elaborate speech, with his usual amount of labor
bestowed upon the attack ; and it was addressed
to us with the zeal and energy of the skilled advo-
cate, whose duty it was to obtain a verdict of con-
viction, rather than in the style of a representative
of the people trying to do justice to the country
and the House, and to ascertain the truth. The
manner was histrionic, and the matter was so
arranged as somnetimes by ridicule and sometimes
by sarcasm to crush the hon. member who has just
spoken. On the other hand, the House lias heard
the plain, straighforward statement of my hon.
friend, which I think will commend itself to
the good feeling and moral sense of the hon.
members of this House, and, I think, they will
feel that it was unjust and unworthy of the
lion. member for West Durham, to use all his
long experience, his great ability, and his elo-
quence, to make an attack on a man who lie
knew, from his previous training, was quite unable
to do battle of a like kind with him. .But my
bon. friend has made his plain statement ;he lias
told all the facts ; he has stated what we must
know, that lie has been pecuniarily a great loser
from his connection with this railway ; and why the
hon. gentleman should go out of his way in order to
injure a fellow creature, I cannot see. As regards
the attack, if it be an attack, on the railway
policy of the Government, I need not keep the
House long in discussing that. It is an old story.
Our policy has been well known ; it has been car-
ried out for years ; it lias received the sanction of
Parliament ; it has received the approbation of
the country ; and notwithstanding the strong
opposition of hon. gentlemen opposite, the Gov-
ernment are convinced that they have done a
great and lasting service to the whole of the Domin-
ion by carryingout a liberal railway policy, and they
willnot be deterred by the opposition of hon. gentle-
men oppositefrom continuing tocarry out thatpolicy
with prudence and caution, but yet with enter-
prise. Yes, Sir, the policy of the Government was
announced by myself in that speech which the hon.
gentleman quoted, in which I said that it was the
desire of the Government to assist all parts of
Canada, by every reasonable proposition for the
development of the means of transport by railways ;
and we promised to make the moderate advance
of $3,*200 a mile to any railway in a fitting portion
of the country where a railway would seeni to be
required, if sufficient additional means should be
furnished otherwise to build it. It was a matter
of no consequence to the Government or Parlia-
ment how the balance of the money for the con-
struction of the railway was obtained, whether by

Mr. BURNS.

stock or bonds, or by voluntary aid for a philan-
thropic purpose. It was a matter-of no consequence
to Parliament, provided the several localities were
assisted by the means which Parliament voted.
The reason why the $3,200 was selected at first,
and why it was continued, 'was that it was
held by the Government, and sanctioned by
Parliament, that whenever, in any particular
portion of the country, a railway was commenced
and graded, the ties- laid down, and the road
ballasted, Parliament should assist such a railway
to the extent of furnishing the iron. That $3,200
was then the current price for railway iron, and,
therefore, it was considered a sum sufficient to
enable any railway company, undertaking the
enterprise of constructing a railway to purchase
their iron, when they had all the rest of the road
ready for the iron. The hon. gentleman says we
ought in this case to have been more particular in
our enquiries as to the probability of the road being
a paying road. Well, I do not think that in this
case we are open to the charge of not having made
the proper enquiries. In the first place, we had
that report, which has been mentioned, by Mr.
Sandford Fleming, who was the engineer, under
both Governments, for the construction of the
Intercolonial Railway. He made elaborate reports
during the progress of the Intercolonial Railway,
of its advantages and its means of extension and
improvement generally. He took up enthusiasti-
cally the idea that a railway running from the
Intercolonial Railway as far as Shippegan would be
a great advantage. He was fully impressed with
the idea that a railway running to Shippegan
and connecting with a steam ferry runniug
across to George's Bay, Newfoundland, and
then making connection with a railway across
Newfoundland, would bring England within four
days of America. Those who have taken the
trouble to look back so far, will find that was
strongly impressed upon Government and upon
Parliament by an eminent civil engineer, such as
Mr. Fleming was. That same opinion was given
in the most marked manner by the Government
and Legislature of'New Brunswick, who knew, or
ought to have known, all about that country, and
who made a grant in aid of this railway. But
remember, Sir, that the Parliament of Canada, in
helping these railways by subsidies, does not do so
for the purpose of building up roads in order that
the shareholders should become wealthy. The
object of the Government was to furnish to the
people of Canada means of transport by aiding the
building of railways wherever the people desired
to have them, and all that the Government cared
for was that by means of such assistance these
railways should be built. The only caution that
ought to be taken by the Governments in that
regard would be that railways should not be
built which would not afterwards be run ; and I
think that any one who will look over the list of
railways which have been constructed with the
assistance of this parliamentary grant, will find
that, with one or two unimportant exceptions, all
these roads have been completed and are running
and in every instance whether they have returned
any interest to the investors or not, the country
has had the advantage of them, and the people
have had the advantage of them, and those
advantages are recognised everywhere by the
people. Hon. gentlemen opposite, as well as lion.
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gentlemen on this side, are well aware of the
advantages which the several localities have
reached from these roads and the proof of that is
that a good many hon. gentlemen on both sides
have been with me this Session, as being the
Minister principally in charge of railway matters,
pressing for an extension of the same privilege
and the same assistance as were given to the
Caraquet and other railways, being given to the
railways in their counties. So that the policy
has been successful, and the pressure now is
from all parts of the country to have that
policy carried out to an extent much larger
than the Government think the credit or the
means of Canada will at present allow. Now the
hon. gentleman sarcastically spoke of the railway
being, first, for 36 miles, and then 57 miles, and
60 miles, and so on. Why, that happens very fre-
quently. The Government assists a railway by
degrees, so that the company can constiuct a por-
tion of the road and then continue the road to some
other point, and then year by year the Government
will come to Parliament and ask for additional
grants until the whole projected line is finished ;
and I cannot see any objection in the world to that
policy. It is a prudent policy. It encourages the
localities throughwhich theselines areprojected and
the municipalities, wherethere are municipalities, to
contribute to the construction of the road, and so,
by degrees, without unduly taxing themselves, in
one, two, three or four years, they secure the
desired railway accommodation. The only thing
I will further allude to will be the remark of
the hon. gentleman that lie thinks it exceedingly
unfortunate that members of Parliament should
engage in enterprises of this kind. I differ with
him altogether on that point, and, if he will
look at our great exemplar in England, lie will
find that such a doctrine would be scouted and
laughed at if it were said in the House of Commons
in England that men who were engaged in railway
enterprises, or in any other industry, should not,
for the advantage of their constituents-aye, for
their own advantage-press any legislation for
their benefit or the benefit of similar industries or
enterprises, but that they should stay out of Parlia-
ment if they are engaged in any industries that
may be the subject of legislation. Instead of that
doctrine prevailing in England, it is understood
that the leaders, the great men at the head of any
of the great industries, or enterprises, or profes.
sions, or trades, should be represented in Parlia-
ment, and the only restriction known there is that
no member of Parliament shall vote on a measure
in which he is pecuniarily interested personally.
We all remember one gentleman who was long and
favorably known in Canada as a railway man-I
mean Sir Edward Watkin. He is the exponent of
railway matters in the House of Commons in Eng-
land. He is at the head of one of the greatest net-
works of railways in England. He is the president
and the manager of all these great roads.

Mr. MITCHELL. Are those roads bonused by
Parliament? That is the point.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon.
gentleman ought not to interrupt me. Sir Ed-
ward Watkin is not only connected with railways
in England, but with steamship lines running to
France, and with railways in France ; and,
though they are not bonused by Parliament, they

have great interests, which are involved in par-
liamentary legislation ; their interests are preju-
diced or promoted by legislation. These gentle-
men cannot vote themselves when any measure
immediately affecting them is before Parliament,
but they are there, and all their influence is used
to secure legislation to the advantage of the busi-
ness in which they are engaged. See what took
place the other day in regard to the brewers in
England. They are all represented in Parliament,
and see what the course was which they took in
respect of the duties on malt and on beer. It was
said that they ought not to be in Parliament,
or to use their influence or to endeavor in any
way to influence legislation on that matter be-
cause it might be an advantage to their on-n busi-
ness. The other day when we had the Banking
Bill before this House, I have no doubt that
many members who voted on it were interested as
shareholders in the banks, but I did not observe
any hesitation on the part of any hon. gentleman
on either side in voting on that measure, although
the effect of soume of the clauses was such-if we-
are to believe the deputations of the hankers-as
were calculated to injure the banks, to reduce
their profits and to injure the interests of the
several institutions they are connected with.
This kind of affected purity, which does not mean
anything, is a very cheap kind of morality and is
only from the teeth outwards. I, therefore, differ
with the hon. gentleman on these two points : first,
that the policy of the (4overnment is a imistaken
policy in regard to railways ; and second, that the
pressure brought to bear on the Government to lay
measures of aid to railways before Parliament, has
been such that the G'vernment has been reckless
in its course. I think the policy of the Govern-
ment has been very beneficial to the country, I
believe it has been a wise policy, I believe it has
not been imprudently exercised, but that the
country has gained great advantages from that
policy. Until I am convinced-and I have not yet
been convinced-that the policy is wrong, I shall
adhere to the opinion that the do-nothing policy is
not a policy to adopt in a young country, or, for
that matter, in any other country. One thing
more and I will sit down. There is an apprehen-
sion expressed that the Government are going to
buy up all the branches and railways connected
with the Intercolonial Railway. The Intercolonial
Railway is burdened enough, and I do not
think

Mr. MITCHELL. It is no burden to you. You
bargained for it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Mitchell) is irrepressible, and I suppose
I must submit. He is a chartered libertine, and
neither you, Mr. Speaker, nor any one else can
keep him in order. I will not try to do so, but I
will submit with as much Christian resignation as
I can. Meanwhile I may proceed to say that no
one in or out of the House need be alarmed that
the Government are going to absorb any of the
railways referred to.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is one
statement made by the hon. gentleman (Sir John
A. Macdonald) with which I am able entirely to
concur, and which the country, in view of the
facts which up to the present time have attended
his administration of the Intercolonial Railway,

4629 4630,[MAY 8, 1890.]



(COMMONS]

will receive with satisfaction, and that is the
statement-made, I fear, for the moment only-
that lie bas no intention at present of further
burdening the country by acquiring these branch
lines, unless political exigencies should compel
him to do so. But, Sir, if the hon. gentleman
ever made an unfortunate statement in his life,
it was wlien lie undertook to compare the rail-
way policy in England, and the well understood
conditions under whicli members in the English
Parliament act with the system which lias pre-
vailed liere of late years. Can the hon. gentleman
state, does lie dare to say, that lie knows of one
solitary instance in England in which one member
of Parliament lias supported a government and
received a subsidy for a road in which lie was
interested ? Can he show in the whole history of
English legislation, one case in which a subsidy was
given to a road in which members of Parliament
were known to be interested-let alone their being
the principal proprietors ? I amn willing to give
the lion. gentleman the floor if lie will state such a
case. If the lion. gentleman knows acase in which
a member of Parliament in England lias voted in
regard to a railway bonused by the Government of
the day, I should like to know it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They do not
bonus any railways there.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No; they do
not, and, therefore, the statement of the lion. gen-
tleman is wholly false, is wholly misleading, and
is simply designed to blind the members of this
House. Now, I think that the lion. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) and the hon. member
for West Durhamn (Mr. Blake) deserve the thanks,
not merely of this House, whiclh, perhaps, they will
not get, but of the people of this country, for the
pains they have takein to bring to our notice an
object lesson calculated, if it be possible for any
lesson to do so, to open the minds and the eyes of the
people of Canada to one of the mis in modes by which
the right lion. gentleman has retained power up to
the present time. Sir, the facts which were stated,
first, by the member for North York-, and, secondly,
and moi e at length, by the memiber from West
Durham, show us what is the natural fruit of a
throughly rotten system, supplemented by a tho-
roughly rotten method of administration. A few
days ago I was taken to task in this House by some
bon. gentlemen, because, in dealing witli another
sort of case, I told this House that the particular
case I then alluded to miglit best be described as a
peak, representing a mountain of undeveloped cor-
ruption; and I think that the lesson of to-night's pro-
ceedings will show that one other portion of the peak,
at any rate, is fast emerging fron below the waters.
Up to the present time the lion. gentleman appears
to bave been able to maintain hinself in power
chiefly by these four metliods : First, by the free
distribution of the public domain to certain favored
parties, of which we liad recent, eminent and noto-
rions example ; next, by a system, I was going to say
of thinly disguised bribery, but I will say instead, by
a systemn of open bribery on the part of contractors
in testimonials and otherwise ; next, by a system
of tariff corners and subsidies ; and lastly, by the
method of w-hich we have liad so notable an illus-
tration just now, the method of railway subsidy
distributed among various constituencies and
among various members of this House. Now, Sir,

Sir RiCHARD CARTWRIGHT.

I shall proceed to call the attention of the House
again, and in particular the attention of the lion.
member for Gloucester, to the several charges
and statements which were submitted by my
lion. friend, and I call the attention of the
House, also, to the manner in whicl these charges
were answered. It was stated here, and so far as
I heard it was not denied, that whether or not the
member for Gloucester was in the first instance the
chief proprietor of this road, shortly after the
subsidy had been got, or at the time the subsidy
was got that hon. member was, to all intents and
pu-poses, the sole owner of the road, that is to say,
that lie owned and controlled so vast a portion of the
stock that lie was, to all intents and purposes, the
Caraquet and Shippegan Railway. It was stated,
in the second place, that the lion. gentleman lsad
put no money whatever into it. Now, Sir, the
lion. gentleman did not venture to state definitely
that lie had put money into it, he made some
general statements to which I will allude in a few
moments ; but lie did not venture to assure the
House that lie had put any definite sum of money
into this work. It was stated, in the next place,
that the lion. gentleman had been concerned in
most grossly nisrepresenting the condition of that
road ; the prospectuses on which the lion. gen-
tleman's statements were based were read to the
House, and minute details were given, and the
hon. gentleman did not venture to deny one word
of the statements read to the House by my hon.
friend froni West Durham. As to the question
of the cost of the railway, I shall proceed to speak
a little more in detail. The gentleman did not give
us what lie believed to be the real cost, althougi,
I think, lie led us to understand that it would be
somnething like $9,000 or $10,00. The lion. gentle-
man did not, and, I presumîe, lie could not, deny
the further statenent made that ie had constructed
the road hinself, a fact which, as everybody
acquainted with railroad matters knows, would
enable him, and lias often enabled other persons
than himself, under pretence of securing a road, to
turn into their own pockets a most undue propor-
tion of the cost of its construction. But, Sir, the
menber for Gloucester put one or two curions
queries to the House. The member for Gloucester
desires to know: What is a railway built for?
Well, Sir, it is built for two purposes, as a general
rule. Sometinies it is built on fair and good
grounds, for the purpose of developing traffic and
of making a fair returnî to the shareholders and
bondholders, out of fair earnings. But, I amn sorry
to say that our annals and those of the United
States show that in far too many instances a rail-
road is built and bonuses are obtained from the
public treasury there and elsewhere, and loans are
received from confiding bondholders, not for the
purpose of honestly constructing a railway, not for
the purpose of honestly developing traftic, but for
the purpose of enabling the fortunate contractors, or
the fortunate parties who have obtained the con-
struction or the control of the road, to put a large sumn
of noney into their private pockets, without risk-
ing one penny thiemselves. The hon. gentleman
was good enough to tell us that he does not txpect
to make any mnoney out of this road. The hon.
gentleman further told us that lie was prepared to
hand over the stock to any one, and I do not doubt
him in the least, under the circumstances; I should
say, under the circumstances, that it would be a
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very dangerous gift for anybody here or elsewhere
to accept. He was good enough to enquire of
us, lastly : Who, forsooth, would suffer most if the
earnings failed to pay expenses ? Well, Sir, I do not
think it would be the hon. gentleman for Gloucester,
I think it would be those unfortunate and deluded
English bondholders who were induced to put
£80.000 or £100,000 sterling into this enterprise,
by representations which have been shown on the
floor of this House, and not denied by the hon.
gentleman himself, to be most grossly incorrect,
not to use a harsher word. Now, I want to call
the attention of the member for Gloucester to this
fact: the hon. gentleman told us that only $600,-

were available out of the subsidies paid by
New Brunswick and Canada, and out of the £100,-
00 sterling of bonds floated in England for the
construction of the road. Now, on our 8225,000
there was no discount whatever; on the $180,000
obtained from New Brunswick, there may have
been a discount of $10,000, and I give the hon.
gentleman the benefit of it. That makes 8415,000
iii hard cash out of the $600,000. Does the hon.
gentleman mean to tell us that after reserving
three years' interest and the requisite commis-
sions, his £100,000 sterling sold in London, only
vielded $175,000 or $180,000 ?-because that
is what the hon. gentleman's statement results in.
If the hon. gentleman declares to the House,
in his place, that the net result of the £100,000
sterling was to leave him Sl85,000, a little more
thain £35,000 sterling, all I can say is that the
hon, gentleman must have contributed very large-
ly to the enrichment of somebody in England,
or sonebody elsewhere. I cannot for the life
of me see how or under what circumstance the
lion. gentleman could make the statement that
onily $600,000 were available. I do not think the
bondholders in England will receive that state-
ment, when the report of this debate reaches them
as it surely will, in a spirit of perfect credulity.
But there is another side to this question. The
hon. gentleman tells us that this road cost $600,-
(0O, as I understood him, lie may correct me if I
am wrong ; that $600,000 were available. The
prospectuses read by my hon. friend, endorsed
apparently by the hon. meniber for Gloucester,
known at all events to him, put forward as a state-
ment under his authority, stated, if I followed my
hon. friend correctly, that the road had cost
£290,000 sterling, that is to say $1,400,000.
Now, if there were but $600,000 available it might
mterest this House, and it would add materially
to the exculpation of the hon. gentleman, if lie
Mould kindly inform us where the other $800,000
came from. Who supplied it, or how was that
money furnished ? The question will be of interest.
It would throw a flood of light on the method of
financing this road, which, the hon. gentleman has
told us, is the best feeder of the Intercolonial and
the best built road in New Brunswick. Until
that matter is cleared up, until the difference be-
tween the $600,000 available and the $1,400,000 of
cost bas been explained, I must say that the hon.
gentleman places himself in rather an odd position
either before this House or before the English
bondholders by the statement lie has made. The
hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns) put
another question, and it is an interesting one.
Why, lie asked, did the Government bring down
the railway resolutions at the end of the Session ?

There are many reasons. One I will suggest is,
that it is infinitely easier to get through jobs
like this when they are brought down at the
end of the Session than it would be if full
time was given to discuss them, as we ought
to have, while the House is fresh, when informa-
tion can be obtained, when we can send, if neces-
sary, to the portions of the country where the
roads are to be constructed, and when, in a word,
we can obtain reasonably full information to
govern us in making the grants we are asked to
make. The First Minister was good enough, fol-
lowing up the line of the hon. member for Glou-
cester (Mr. Burns) to insinuate that this lion. gen-
tlemnan was a loser. If we had possessed, as we
ought to have possessed, sone reasonable estimate
as to the probable cost, if such an estimate had
been laid on the Table of the House, if we had the
reports of surveys we might have known something
more about the undertaking, and we might have
formed some reasonable idea as to whether, in view
of the subsidies advanced for such a road, any one
would, under any circumstances, have cone ont a
loser. The First Minister defends his policy on
the ground, he says, that he is prepared to grant
$3,200 per mile to every road that applies. The
hon. gentleman cannot do it. He told us the other
day there were a hundred applications made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say
that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ninety or a.
hundred applications.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not say
that we were prepared to make a grant to every
road that applied.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I took down
the hon. gentleman's words. Perhaps he did not
mean to say that, but when IIa.sard appears lie
will see that that was what he said-that he was
prepared to grant it to every road, with the restric-
tion that the people should show they were willing
to contribute. If the hon. gentleman wishes to
modify that statement, I will accept his modifica-
tion, of course. I can understand that had the
hon. gentleman adopted a plan somewhat like that
prevailing in parts of the United States, where
everybody is allowed to construct railways under
certain restrictions and in compliance with certain
well established rules, of which giving estimates is
one, showing the public that the individuals who
propose to build are able to construct the road is
another, under these circumstances I can under-
stand there might be something to lie said for this
policy, that is to say there inight be something to be
said for this policy, if we were a legislative Govern-
ment such as exists in England. But in a confedera-
tion like this, one composed of Provinces in different
states of development, this is a most ill-advised and
unwise policy, and although in a few individual
cases out of many scores, some good may have re-
sulted, in the vast majority of the cases it has been
simply a source of injury and corruption to the
people of the country. The hon. gentleman talked
of the pressure brought to bear upon him. I do not
doubt that an enormous pressure is brought to
bear upon him constantly for the construction of
roads ; I do not deny that in the least. There is
nothing which a great number of persons in thia
House, or outside of it, desire more than to con-
trol a charter with a subsidy attached.
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Mr. BLAKE. Or a- subsidy with a railway
charter attached.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whichever
you please. There is no one thing which many
members of this House, to their proper shame be it
said, have trafficked in more than railway chart-
ers, and the possibility of trafficking, the making
of improper gains, of filling their pockets at the
public expense, has been infinitely increased by
the policy inaugurated by that hon. gentleman.
The hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns) has
not denied the main facts, or indeed any of the
material facts alleged by my bon. friend. He has
not denied the receipt of a subsidy, he has not
denied that in the various prospectuses issued in
England a misstatement of the nost extraordinary
character was made, he has not denied that in one
of those prospectuses it was claired that this road
would develop a tratfic of $3,200 per mile, that it
was claimed in another prospectus that the road
would have a net profit of $1,000 per mile; -he has
not denied the fact that the total revenue of this
road did not even pay the running expenses,
let alone a profit of $60,000 or $70,000 a year.
He has not denied any of these statements.
He bas not denied the statements made in the
newspapers ; he has not paid the slightest atten-
tion to the language used in the public press
with respect to his undertaking, nor did be
state that any material portion of the $700,000
or $800,000 subscribed had been paid up. On
all these points the hon. member for Gloucester
practically let matters go by default. Some things,
however, remain exceedingly clear. It is perfectly
clear -that the hon. member for Gloucester (Mr.
Burns) was the sole proprietor of this road to all
intents and purposes, that it was very largely
subsidised by the Government, that year after
year, first in 1883, then in 1884, then in 1886,
then in 1887 or 1888 the hon. gentleman was dan-
cing attendance on the Government of the day, he
was a supplicant and applicant for further favors
,at their hands. Such a position is wholly and
utterly inconsistent with the position of a memuber
of Parliament. I say that the man in this House,
be he who lie may, whether a Minister or a member,
whether a member of the Opposition, or a suppor-
ter of the Government, who being largely interested
in a railway, is an applicant to the Government
for a large sum of money for the benefit of that road
in which he is largely personally interested, that
man to all intents and purposes is merely a bond
slave to the Government, he has ceased to be a
free agent, he cannot be a free agent, he is unfit
to sit in this flouse or to vote in this House, for the
simple reason that he is no longer a member for a
constituency, but a member for a railway, be it
the Caraquet and Shippegan or any road you please.
How can such a man pass an honest judgment on
any demand made from any quarter of this House
for a grant of money for the purpose of construct-
ing a railway elsewhere? His mouth is tied, his
vote is gone to all intents and purposes. Such a
practice opens the door for the grossest imaginable
irregularities of all kinds and to corruption in every
shape and form. I do not wish to go over the long
list of men we have known or have heard of as
trafficking in charters within the bounds of this Par-
liament. I will recall one case. I do not see my hon.
friend from Brant (Mr. Somerville) in the chamber,

Sir RICnAn CARTWRIGHT.

but there was a case brought up-I am sorry to
say too late in the last Parliament to enable us to
investigate it- -in which if my memory is correct it
was stated on the floor, and was adinîtted by the
accused party to be true, that a member of the late
Parliament had obtained a subsidy of $3,200 a
mile and had charged somnebody else a commission
of $320 per mile for transferring that subsidy aid
a charter of which he got control. I am speaking
fromn recollection and therefore under correction if
I have overstated the case, but at all events there
is the Hansard in which the statement will be
found recorded. My recollection is that the state-
ment was made and that the facts were admitted
on the floor of the House. Now, Sir, what are the
lessons to be adduced fromn all this ? One of these
lessons is, the gross and extreme folly of granting
subsidies as we have been doing, and are likely to
be asked to do within a few hours. I say, Sir,
that if the Government continue this practice, if
they choose to go on with what I believe to
be the nistaken practice of granting subsidies
in the fashion they are now doing, they are bound
in all honor and conscience to take reason-
able precautions to prevent just such occurrences
as those which have been detailed to-night. I
say that no Government which was true to the
country would grant one of these railways a
subsidy until there were first laid before the
Minister of Railways and subnitted to Parliamnent,
sufficiently fair and accurate plans of the country
to be traversed, to enable the Minister and the
House to form a reasonably accurate estimate of
the total cost of the road. In the second place,
evidence should be given to the Minister, and
should be transmitted by him to Parliament.
to show that the parties in connection with it had
reasonable facilities, and reasonable means to
enable them to construct the line ; that they were
not men of straw, and that they were willing to
invest a fair amount of their own property in
the enterprise. Lastly, Sir, and, perhaps, as liii-
portant as any: it is a gross violation of all pro-
priety, and of all constitutional rule and pre-
cedence that these propositions to grant subsidies
to railways should not be laid on the Table of this
House several weeks before prorogation in order
that we may have time to examine them, we must go
on with this policy, in order that we may have timte
to ascertain which are reasonable and fair applica-
tions likely to benefit the country, and which on the
other hand are likely to result in disaster and
injury. In this present case, it is perfectly apparent
that everyone of these conditions were utterly
disregarded. There is not even a pretence that
when the Government caine down here to ask for
the original subsidy, or, for the matter of that, foi
any of the other subsidies, that they had before
them any plan or survey, or any proper estimate
of what this road would cost. There is no evidence
at all that they took any pains to ascertain what
amount of money the hon. member for Gloucester
(Mr. Burns), or any of the other parties con-
nected with him, were going to invest of their owin
proper funds; and it is notorious, as was stated
by my hon. friend, that we were forced-to discuss
these matters and to vote upon them in some
twenty-four or forty-eight hours from the time
they were brought down, and that they were pur-
posely delayed until the last moment before being
brought down to this House. For what reason
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was this ? It -was for the reason, that while im-
portant discussions ýwere ;going mni; while some-
tines the fate of Ministers, strong as they are,
had been trembling in the balance, it was very
convenient to have railway subsidies, dangling
before recalcitrant supporters, and to hint to
these gentlemen that if they did not choose to
support the Government of the day, they would
find themselves left out in the cold when the time
came for dividing up the plunder. There is a
fourth reason which goes to show how great and
grave bas been the injury done to the country by
the hon. gentleman's policy. These facts whicli
my lion. friend recalled to the attention of the
House, have been already made a subject of most
unfavorable comment in the mother country.
The English shareholders who were induced to
put £80,000 or £100,000 sterling into the Cara-
quet and Shippegan Railway, on representations of
a net profit of $1,000 per mile, on representations
of a traffic of $3,200 per mile ; what will they
think, when all these facts are brought before
tliem ? When Ctey know that the total sum re-
ceived from this road scarcely amounts to $300
per mile, let alone $3,200 ; when they know that a
road that was to pay $1,00 per mile net profit,
according to the statement of the member for
Gloucester (Mr. Burns), showed last year a dead
loss of $3,000 on running expenses over receipts,
and which showed, according to the statement
made by the First Minister, something like $8,00
or S9,000 dead loss of expenses over receipts. I can
tell the hon. gentlemen opposite that we have very
little credit to throw away in this respect. Why,
Sir, only the other day I was obliged to call the
attention of the House to a matter which I
was compelled to characterise as an atrocious
swindle. I refer to the Canadian Dead iMeat Com-
pany. In that, also, representations of the most
astounding character had been made, apparently
uinder the sanction, or at any rate with the know-
ledge, ai our High Commissioner in London, and of
one very important member of the Ministry. I
was glad to hear that gentleman deny that he knew
anything whatever about the matter with which
his name was connected, although, I must say, that
as meinber for Three Rivers, lie might, I think,
have been a little better informed. What do we
find with respect to other matters? My hon.
friend referred to the fact that he supposed this
Caraquet railroad was connected with a scheme of
a fast mail service. The other day a paper was
placed in my hands in which we find that the
gentlemen with whom the Government were
negotiating for the purpose of constructing a fast
mail steamship line, published to the world, a
statement which reads as follows :-

" The inspired statement in the Montreal Gazette, to
which your article refers, aggravates the injustice with
which the Canadian Government appear to be determined
to treat us in this matter. So far from it being true that
the main reason for our surrendering the contract was
' inability to interest sufficient capital for so large an
undertaking,' we are able to say without hesitation that
if the representations made to us when we undertook the
business and on the faith of which alone we embarked
upon it, had been fulfilled, we should have had no diffi-
-eulty whatever in flnding the necessary capitaL

We trust that this is the last time we shall be troubled
ta contradict these persistent misstatements.

We are, sir,
"Your obedient servants."

ANDERSON, ANDERSON & 00."

" PROPOSED CANAIAN ATLANTIc STEAMSHIP SERvIcE.
"To the Editor of the Tines (London) :

" SiR,-From a t elegram published in to-day's papers it
appears that in the Dominion House of Commons on
Wednesday last the Hon. G. E. Foster, Minister of Fi-
nance, reiterated a former misstatement, which we
have already had occasion to contradict, viz., that ' he
had cancelled the contract with Messrs. Anderson & Co.
for an Atlantic steamship service, because Messrs. Ander-
son were unable to raise the capital necessary for estab-
lishing the promised service.'

' We shall be obliged by your affording us an oppor-
tunity of stating (1) that Mr. Foster did not cancel the
contract and had no power to do so; (2) that we surren-
dered the contract,not for the reason given by Mr. Foster,
but because, in the words of our telegram of October 12,
1889, to Sir John Macdonald, intinmating with regret sucl
surrender, ' we can no longer reckon on the cordial co-
operation of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, Sir George
Stephen having intimated that he has ceased to take
interest in our scheme.' We would only add that we are
willing and, indeed anxious that the whole correspon-
dence should be published, and we do not understand the
repeated refusals of the Dominion Government to pro-
duce it.

"We are, Sir, your obedient servants,
" ANDERSON, ANDERSON & CO."

Now, I tell the hon. gentleman that nmatters like
the Canadian Dead Meat Company, contradictions
given in this fashion, by men with whom the (ov-
ernment bave entered into engagements, and, over
and above all, matters such as those which my
hon. friends have brought to the attention of the
House to-night-showing, as they do, to say the
least of it, gross carelessness on the part of the
(overnent in granting subsidies to roads which
cannot pay their way-are things calculated, in a
very high degree, to injure the interests of Canada,
and to prevent enterprising Canadians, who have
really good and valuable schemes to submit to
the English people, from obtaining that assistance
fron them which they ouglit to receix e, and which
would help thiem and us largely in developing the
latent resources of this country. But I say for the
last time, that there is no safe grond for members
of this House to take other than this, that they are
essentially and above all things trustees for the
people ; and being trustees for the people, it is no
part of their business whatever to use their position
for the purpose of deriving an advantage, whether

,in the matter of timber limits, land grants, railway
subsidies or in any other matter or thing whatever ;
and until we take good care that that shall be
the established rule of conduct for every man in
Canada, just such occurrences as this, and just such
occurrences as those which we discussed som e weeks
ago, will continue to lower the position and degrade
the character of the Parliament of this Dominion.

Mr. HAGGART. Mr. Speaker, we have heard
for a number of years past of these courses of cor-
ruption of constituencies being debauched by
railway subsidies, and of nmoney being made by
representatives in Parliament ; but we have at
last one charge formulated against a gentleman who
occupies a seat in this House. We have stated, in
reply to these hon. gentlemen, that a member of a
particular constituency, having an interest in it and
favoring its development, and perhaps being the
man of the greatest means in the constituency,
would naturally try to benefit it by getting assist-
ance for some railway or other enterprise in it.
We have also stated that the members who
embarked in these enterprises, did so with great
pecuniary loss to themuselves, and that in no case
could it be shown that those gentlemen had bene-
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fited personally to any extent in the undertakings railways and railway building, are able to diveit
in which they were engaged. I have never heard them of ail verbiage, and get down to the naked
or read much of the particulars of the Cara- facts and they are just as I have presented them
quet Railway until this evening; but I listened -there la nothîng i thent. The hon. gentleman
to the financial enemies of this company this says that the policy of the Goverument is one
evening, and I think, when I get through, hon. which is not in the interest of railway construction
gentlemen will agree with me that the hon. member in the country. Let me read a short account of
who engaged in this railway came out a poorer the money we have expended from 1884 to 1889 i
man than he was when he embarked in it. What ail the Provinces, and I wil! ask hon, gentlemen if
are the facts of the case ? There was a railway the money has not been well expended for the
built from Shippegan to connect with the Inter- development of the country. The amount we have
colonial Railway, a distance of seventy miles; it expended lu those five years hardly reaches $1,000,
received a subsidy fron the Dominion Govern- 000 a year. I conld give the details, for I have
ment to the amount of $3,200 a mile, and fromn the the full infornation here; but that small amount
Local Government to the amount of $1,800 per whîch the Goverument have paid out in cash for
mile, that is, $6,000 per mile in cash; and accord- the purpose of aiding lu the development of the
ing to the statement of the hon. gentleman who différent parts of the country, las retnrned to the
spoke a few moments ago, he went to London and country tenfold the amount which has been
negotiated the sale of £100,000 sterling of bonds expended lu carrying out a policy which is a credit
for the purpose of assisting in the building of the to the Goverument, and whicl will redound to the
road. I have had the curiosity to ask the hon. future advantage and advaucement of the conntry
gentleman what was the actual amount of cash he lu very respect. The hon. gentleman asks why
received fromu the sale of those bonds. He tells were fot these resolutions brouglt down lu the
me they were sold at 75 per cent., vhich would beginning of the Session. Does he forget the
realise 8375,000, or, with $55,000 deducted for ex- example which the lion. member for West Durham
penses and commissions, a net aiount of 8320,000, (Mr. Blake) set hlm a few years ago ? Does le
and that he deposited with the bankers in London forget that the railway snbsidy resolutions were
$100,000 for the purpose of paying interest on the brought dowii on tbe 29th of February by the bon.
bonds, leaving $220,000 which he received for his member for West Durham, and the buse was
£ 100,000 sterling of bonds; but of that $220,000 prorogued on the 2nd of March? An hon. friend of
ie received no cash at ail, but received mine re arked on that occasion that if it had iot
the whole amnount it the shape of rails and happened to be leap year, the resolution would
fixings for layi;g the track of the railway. Those have been brought down one day and passed the
were the cash receipts ou which this charge next. l it a refection on a sheme, whch n at l
agaiust my hion. friend is based, that hie took the right lu itself, that it happens to be brought down
contract froin, the coiripany for the purpose of at the close of the Session ? As a whole, the policy
building the road ai pocketing a large amousnt of the Gover ment of giving assistance to roads ln
ot of the receipts. This road, whicb the hion, diffèrent parts of the country is one witch bas
gentleman says la excellently well built ani beneflted the country, and indirectly retnrned ten-
equipped, not, perhaps, in the manner some roads fold more to this comntry than the amount
are, but having a certain number of englues and a expended. I had not the advantage of hearing the
certain number of cars, was built for 6,000 a mile; 1whole of te speech of the ion. member for Wes
he graded the road, laid the track, butt the Durham, especially the statenents h e made l
stations, add supplied the equipment to the extent reference to the prospectus. It may be very well
of $2120,0M. There la the charge made againet the for the hion, gentleman to state what the road may
hion. gentleman-that he, for bis own benefit, for havecost, ut perhapsthat wasthe cotract price fon
the purpose of pocketing a large suin out of the it. Perhaps the ion. ember forGloucester was only
enterprise, buldt the seventy miles for the i220,000 receiving $6,000 in cash, and the balance in the
which lie received from the bondholders. Is there foryn of stock in the road stock, which he states
any lion. gentleman lu this bouse who knows any- himself, and which the statement of the condition
thing about railroad enterprises, who (loes not of the road bears hlm out lu saying, miglit not he
know that the man who, built that road for that worth ten cents. But le may have conscientiously
money came ont of the undertakfng a poorer man entered into a contract for the purpose of building
than lie entered into it? There li no mistake that road, and received only g6,000 or a7,000 la
about the facts of the case. I have no doubt that cash and the remainder luin stock. I Say, if this la
any person, lu any constitbency of the Dominion, the only charge of corruption lu the forni of brib-
having faith lu the resources of the country, ing a constitcency-bribing or corrupting a mem-
would be perfectly honest lu promising to the ber of Parliament by gving assistance to bis
bondholders that the prospects were that lie county and makng hilm a poorer man, as he must
would be able to pay the interest on the have known lie would be when he went into the
bonds ;and the lion. gentleman bas stil p faith undertaking-whic the hon. gentleman can brng,
lu the enterprise, and has iopes tlat lie it la one which will receive due appreciation by
may be able to pay the interest ou the bonds. But the people of the country.
there is the financial statement showing the
aount lie received in all, and I leave it to the Mr. I ITCHELL. The hon. member wom Perthi
members of this riondse and to the country to say (Mr. i aggart) lhas chosen to make a efence of
whether there l o any probability that lie pocketeo the son. member for Gloucester (Mr. Brns). The
a single centc from tle undertaking. T r e have adhon. ifgentleman admits lie did not iear tie charges
a good many of these charges, and I am glad to made against that ion gentleman, and, therefore,
hear sotme of them formulated lu the House, where I think he should have lesitated before undertak-
practical business men, and men acquanted witl ing to answer charges he did not hear. He has
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chosen however to give a statement of the cost of
that road and the net results proceeding from the
sale of the bonds and the subsidies received, but as
we have had the statement of the member for
Gloucester himself, this statement coming at second
hand from the hon. the Postmaster General, does
not carry very much weight. I will therefore take
very little time in answering him. There is only
one thing I notice in the statement of the hon.
member for Lanark, and that is his failure to touch
the gravemen of the charge brought by the hon.
member for Oxford, namely, that this granting of
subsidies to members of Parliament for lines in
which they are interested, as in the case of the
hon. member for Gloucester, is an indirect bribe to
the member and destroys his independence in
dealing with public questions before this House.
That question the hon. member for Lanark has
never touched. I will say this with reference
to the hon. member for Gloucester. I do not
disapprove of his course in trying to build a road
in his county. It is laudable and perfectly right
in so doing ; but what I do disapprove is that he
should stand in the position of being the sole
recipient of the public moneys which he voted him-
self. That is what I object to as a matter of prin-
ciple, and that, I contend, is a practical violation
of the independence of Parliament Act, and one
which should be put a stop to by this House.
When, in the Railway Committee the other day, I
stated the proposition that these charters should
not be granted promiscuously as they had been in
past years and that the duty specially devolved on
the Government to see that no charters were
given to persons to build railways with concessions
from the public treasury of the country before the
(overnment, and the comnittee, and Parliament,
were perfectly s&tisfied of the means and ability of
these parties to carry out their charters, the right
hon. gentleman who leads the Government approv-
ed of the position I took ; and I have no hesitation
in saying that if that condition had been attached
to the passing of this charter--which was notgrant-
ed by this House, I believe, but granted by the Local
House-I doubt if it would ever have been granted
to the parties who hold it. I do not know that I
would have interfered in the charges against the hon.
member for Gloucester had it not been for the fact
that the other day he deliberately projected himself
into a discussion, and charged me with making
statements concerning facts I knew nothing about.
If the hon. gentleman is not convinced of the
truth of the statement I then made by the corres-
pondence read by the hon. member for West Dur-
ham, which shows the manner in which the hon.
gentleman, by his own admission, made payments
to the men, I leave it to the House to say whether
I was right or wrong in relation to the matter. I
an not going to discuss the question whether the
lhon, gentleman is right or wrong in relation to some
Of the matters referred to. The only point I will
deal with, as regards his conduct, is to the effect
of the representations made in the prospectus I
which he sent forth upon the character and t
credit of Canada. I say that those two pro- f
spectuses, giving statements of the probable t
earnings, the character and numbers of the
Population, which my hon. friend knows is over- s
stated

Mr. BURNS. No.
146

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. What was the popu-
lation by the last census ? I speak from memory
and under correction, but I believe it was between
21,000 and 22,000 for the whole county. My hon.
friend knows there is scarcely one-third of the
county represented from where the road starts at
Bathurst to Caraquet.

Mr. BURNS. Including the parish of Bathurst,
fully 22,000 people are served by the line, not in-
cluding the people in the hon. gentleman's own
county.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not asking how many
people are served by the line. The hon. gentle-
man stated in the prospectus that the line ran
through a population of something like 18,000. I
would like to ask him whether I had correctly
stated the whole population of the county, when I
say it is between 21,000 and 22,000 at the last
census.

Mr. BURNS, The population at the time of
the prospectus was between 24,000 and 25,000.

Mr. MITCHELL. The population of the whole
county at the last census was something like
21,000 or 22,000. The hon. gentleman admits that
when the prospectus was issued it was 24,000 ;
and I venture to say, from my knowledge of the
locality, that the portion of the county through
which the railway runs does not contain one-third
of the population of the whole county. Therefore,
the statement of the prospectus with regard to the
population is incorrect. I think it is of great impor-
tance, when Parliament sanctions schemes and grants
bonuses for the purpose of making public improve-
ments in this country, and when gentlemen who get
concessions go to the other side of the water for
the purpose ,of raising money, that no misstate-
ments should be made in order to induce investors
on the other side to take stock in such enterprises.
The earnings of the road show that in that parti-
cular the hon. gentleman is also entirely in error.
With these remarks, I quit the Caraquet Railway.
Now, I have something to say to the right hon.
gentleman. He stated, as a justification for grant-
ing this subsidy, that the road was for the purpose of
making a part of what an eminent engineer said
would be a great line of communication between
Europe and America. What the hon. gentleman
refers to is a visionary scheme of Mr. Sandford
Fleming years and years ago, to carry the Inter-
colonial Railway down to Shippegan, thence by a
ferry-as the right hon. gentleman desoribed it-
to Newfoundland, thence by a railway across New-
foundland, and then to start the ocean steamers
from the eastern cost of Newfoundland. That was
the visionary theory Mr. Sandford Fleming had,
and I doubt if there was one man on this
continent of America, except himself, who ever
endorsed such a scheme. It was one of the
most visionary and fallacious schemes ever thought
)f, but the promoter of this Caraquet road, know-
ing that this scheme was not practicable, knowing
that it was not endorsed by one man out of ten
thousand, put that in his prospectus, and thus
urther misled the people who advanced the money
to build that road. The right hon. gentleman says
he Government were justified in granting this
ubsidy without further enquiry, because the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick had granted a bonus from
Bathurst to Shippegan. What the Province of New
3runswick did was to pass what they called a Lob-
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ster Act, which comprised some twenty railways in
New Brunswick. In regard to the particular line
we are speaking of, they granted a subsidy of $3,000
a mile from Bathurst to Caraquet, and that formed
no part of the Sandford Fleming's suggestion for a
line to Shippegan and thence to Europe, as that
scheme was exploded. I will read the particular
part referring to that. The Act, after enumerating
the various line, describes this one as follows:-

"A line of railway from a point in the parish of Cara-
quet, in the county of Gloucester, to some point on the
Intercolonial Railway in the parish of Bathurst, in the
said county of Gloucester, $3,000 a mile."
That line, therefore, was undertaken separately,
and I quote that now to show that the right hon.
gentleman is wrong in stating that it was to form
part of the scherne of Mr. Sandford Fleming for a
line to Europe via Shippegan. That was not the
reason why the Province of New Brunswick gave
a subsidy to the road. It was not thought of at
the time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say it
was.

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood you to say so.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I said in the

first place that Mr. Sandford Fleming had pointed
out this as a most eligible place for that railway.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you believe hin ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did at the
time, and I was very much taken with the idea.
Then, in the second place, I said the New Bruns-
wick Government had not only granted a charter
to this railway, but had also aided it, and that, as
it was in their own Province, it might be supposed
to be a good place for that railway, and that we
might take their word for it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course, I accept the
right hon. gentleman's explanation. However, the
Act which the Province passed was a lobster act.
They did what ny right hon. friend often does
when he cannot do a thing alone, lie does a lot of
things in order to catch everybody, and that is
what the Province of New Brunswick did in order
to catch almost every county in the Province; but
as not one out of five of these roads could be
built, they were pretty safe in relation to their
scheme. The hon. gentleman has attempted to
justify the policy which he introduced in regard to
subsidising railways. I approve of railways
receiving 'subsidies of public money where they
cannot be built otherwise, but I do not approve of
the manner in which this Government has voted
the public moneys. When, in 1880, the treasury
of this country was opened for the local improve-
ments of the Provinces, under the overbearing in-
fluence of Sir Charles Tupper, I say that this Par-
liament adopted one of the greatest sources of
bribery and corruption ever initiated in any
country. We then left any member of this House,
who was pressed by his constituents to obtain grants
for railways, or canals, or other improvements,
open to the pressure of the Government on the
other hand. We left it open to the Government to
bring these men practically as slaves to their feet.
The hon. gentleman attempted to justify that
course by illustrations taken from the British Par-
liament. If he wished to improve by expenditures
on railways, on canals, and on other public works,
the facilities for travel and traffic through the

Mr. MITcHEij,.

country, there was a proper way in which to do it.
That was to increase the subsidies paid to the Pro-
vinces to be expended on these impro vements, and
to let the Legislatures of the Provinces, who know
better how to deal with these matters than we do,
attend to them. Then we would not have such an
anomaly as the Dominion Government giving a
subsidy for the Caraquet Railway and the Local
Government giving a subsidy for the line over the
same route. But that would not suit the policy of
the right hon. gentleman. He wants to control the
men when they are here, and, in addition to the
question of rny bon. friend from South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) as to why these subsidies
come down late in the Session, I may say-it might
be improper for me to assume that hon. gentlemen
are controlled by expectation of subsidies-but let
any man walk around these lobbies to-day, let him
hear the whispered conversations which take place,
let him see the depression on the faces of some hon.
members, and let him hear the muttered curses of
others at their disappointment in regard to the ex-
pectations which have been held out to them.
These are some of the results of that system, which
I believe is a cursed system, a systemn which bas
corrupted the constituencies, and has corrupted
the representatives of those constituencies, and is
fast degrading the character of the men who come
here to sit in Parliament. The right hon. gentleman
has referred to that distinguished man-as lie
called him-Sir Edward Watkin, who is so well
known in this country, as an illustration of men
engaged in making public improvements who are
in Parliament, and he said it is no objection to their
being in Parliament that they are engaged in
making public improvements. Who ever said it
was ? It is known that sugar refiners, and tanners,
and lumbermen, and millers are in the halls of this
Legislature. Has any one ever raised any objec-
tion because these and other men engaged in large
private enterprises are members of this House ? No-
body has ever contended that. The right hon.
gentleman made a far-fetched illustration when he
referred to Sir Edward Watkin, who is largely en-
gaged in railways, never having been objected to
for sitting in the English Parliament. Does Sir
Edward Watkin get subsidies from the British Par-
hument ? I put the question to the hon. gentleman
and lie declined to answer it. I will answer it for
him. Sir Edward Watkin never got subsidies from
the British Parliament for any such purposes. The
hon. gentleman said some one on this side of the
House had been pressing for subsidies ; I will apply
my principle equally to hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House, when I say that any man who is
given subsidies for his county, or who is seeking
favors of that character, is placing himself in a posi-
tion to lose the independence which a member of
Parliament ought to exercise. I shall not take up
any further time in discussing this matter, but I
will merely say that the sooner this system of
granting railway subsidies is changed the better it
will be for the independence and for the morality of
this country, because the practice is immoral, the
practice is degrading and it ought to be-put a stop
to.

GENERAL LAURIE'S MILEAGE.

Mr. McMULLEN. Before you leave the Chair
I wish to brin g another matter to the attention of
the House. It will be in the memory of this
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House that I drew its attention to the fact that an
hon. gentleman who had come from London, Eng-
land, to attend this Parliament, had drawn a sum
of $631 for mileage. I put the question to the
First Minister, and asked whether the Government
considered that it was a proper interpretation of
the statute that permitted that hon. gentleman to
draw that money. The reply of the First Minister
to My question was very indefinite. I also enquired
whether it was the intention of the Government to
alter the statute, if they considered that was a
proper and legal interpretation, and to that question
I got a very indefinite answer. I consider now
that it is the duty of this House to place upon
record their opinion as to whether they consider
it is right that any member of Parliament, living
outside of Canada, should be permitted to draw
a mileage indemnity from such a distant point
beyond the bounds of this Dominion. In order to
test the opinion of this House, I beg to move an
ainendment, that you do not now leave the Chair,
but that it be resolved :

It having come to the knowledge of this House that
Lieutenant General Laurie, member for Shelburne, Nova
Scotia, bas drawn $631 for mileage from England to
Canada, to attend the present Session of Parliament this
Rouse affirms that no Member or Senator should draw,
or be permitted to draw, mileage from any distant country
to attend Parliament, beyond the limits of this Domi-
nion.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I may say a word
upon this subject before the question is submitted
to the House. This is a resolution that cannot be
adopted from any view of the case. In the first
place, it is in direct contravention of the provision
of the statute on the subject, and the whole subject
of mileage, as well as of members' indemnity, is
regulated by statute. The 30th section of the Act
relating to the Senate and House of Conmons lays
down distinctly a provision which gives to mem-
bers of this House and to members of the Senate a
right to draw their mileage and indemnity accord-
imîg to certain rules. The hon. member's resolution,
if it is in the line of the statute, is unnecessary ; but
it is not in the line of the statute, it is an addition
to the statute, it is a restriction further than that
which the statute imposes, and -is in direct conflict
with the law of the country. The statute law having
provided how much a member of this Parliament,
whether a Senator or a member of the House of
Commons, shall be entitled to, the hon. member
proposes by a simple resolution to declare that
no member of this House, nor any member
of the Upper House, shall have a right to draw
that which the statute gives him the right to draw.
Section 30 of chapter 11, states :

" There shall also be allowed to each member of theSenate and of the House of Commons ten cents for each
mile of the distance between the place of residence of
such member and the place at which the session is held,reckoning such distance coming and going according to
the nearest mail route, which distance shall be deter-

inîned and certified by the Speaker of the Senate or
House of Commons, as the case may be."
Parliament has not thought proper to make any
restriction as to where the place of residence shall
be, nor, in case of the residence being outside of
Canada, has it thought proper to make any restric-
tion that the travelling allowance shail be from
some place nearer than his residence. The law of
Parliament, as declared by this statute, is that as
regards members of both Houses, they shall draw
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mileage from their residence, whether their resi-
dence is in the country or out of it.

General LAURIE. This matter has been brouglt
before the House once or twice, and I did nîot
think it necessary to speak again to make an explana-
tion, but as the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen) has again alluded to it, I feel it
necessary for me to reply, and I shall have to give
practically the saine explanation I gave before. I
was called upon to sigu a declaration stating where
I lived, and I found I could not draw travelling
expenses except by signing that declarátion. The
declaration showed that I lived in London, and as
it seemed a high amount to charge, the matter was
referred to those who were authorities on that
point, to find out whether it was right or wrong
that I should draw that sum, and it was decided
that I was right, and that I should draw it. Now,
I have seen it stated that I drew this money to put
it into my own pocket, and that is a point upon
which I would like to say a word. The bon.
member for North Wellington, who poses as the
great financial reformer here, and who undertakes
to set us all right in financial matters, has himself
taken the advantage of the law in 1885, as I find,
from the Auditor General's Report, that there was
paid to Mr. James MeMNIullen, in that year, the sum
of $1,476 as indemnity for the Session of 1885, a
part of which sum, I believe, was extra indeinnity
voted by this House in consequence of the length
of the Session. This samne hon. gentleman is
recorded in the Debates as saying :

" I shall not cheat my constituents out of the money.
If I take the money I shall give it to them for the benefit
of agricultural work. I say I am opposed to the idea. I
am opposed to it on all grounds. I believe the sessional
allowance granted to us is quite sufficient, and I think
any man who takes it should do as I intend to do with
mine."

Now, Sir, as he has posed as a model to us of
financial purity, I took it for granted that what he
said and what he did was right, and that I might
reasonably follow his example. I took the money
and I appropriated it, not for agricultural purposes,
but for the benefit of the fishermen in my county--
that is, for the widows and families of drowned
fishermen. I have taken upon myself to do that.
Whether the hon. gentlemen did, as be said lie
was going to do, give that money or not, I am not
prepared to say ; but I have notified the trustees
that I have placed the amount at their disposal.
I have been simply desirous of following the
example of a financial purist ; whether he carried
out what he intimated he intended to do or not I
am not prepared to say, but I took him for an
example and I copied what he announced he
proposed to do.

Mr. LAURIER. It is, perhaps, just as well to
look at this question from a business point of view,
without any of the personalities with which it may
be connected. The true test of the question is
whether the law contemplated that the mileage for
the sessional allowance should be granted fron any
place outside of Canada. The statute says that
the mileage shall be calculated from the place of
residence to the capital. I question very much,
under such circumstances, whether the hon. mem-
ber for Shelburne (General Laurie) had the right to
draw his mileage fron any place other than Oak-
ville, but he drew it from London. I question if
be had any power to draw it from any place out-
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side of Canada, that is to say from London. If I
correctly understood him on a previous occasion
I understood him to say that his residence at
London was not permanent but simply tempor-
ary. A man cannot have two domiciles, he can
have but one ; and if a man is domiciled at a
certain place, and if for reasons of his own, for
health or pleasure, or any other cause, he goes
abroad for one or two years that does not change
his domicile. That is what I interpret to be
the law. Of course, if the hon. gentleman says
that he has changed his domicile, that his domicile
is no longer in the county of Shelburne but that it
is in London, I believe he comes within the statute,
and I would have nothing to say ; and my conclu-
sion would be that under such circumstances the
law is in his favor, and that he had a right to draw
his mileage f rom the place he did draw it. That
may be the letter, but I question whether it is
the spirit of the law ; I do not believe it is
so, and I am sure when the law was first enacted
it contemplated that the place of residence would
be within Canada. I question very mach if an
hon. gentleman were to reside in England, or in
any part of the British Empire, outside of Canada,
and if he were to offer himself to the electors
of Shelburne, or any other county of the Do-
minion, he would have the support of the elec-
tors. I do not think he would receive such
support. That is not an argument on the legal
point, but it has a direct bearing on the ques-
tion, because it shows, in my opinion, that the
spirit of the law is, not that the mileage shall be
drawn from any place where at the time the
domicile may happen to be, but that the domicile
should be in Canada; and the question affirmed in
the motion is that this is the spirit of the law and
that it should be acted lupon. If there is any
doubt on this point, if it be pretended that the
mileage can be drawn from the domicile of the
member though he may have changed his domicile
to any part of the universe, it is a question for this
House to decide at once that the law be amended
so as to make it agree with what is the understood
principle of the statute, namely that the mileage
shall be drawn from somne point in Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is very
probable that the question as to whether a member
residing out of Canada should receive mileage from
any point outside of Canada has not been author-
itatively decided. It was most probably only in
contemplation when the statute was passed that
the members would reside in Canada and have
their residences within Canada. The hon. gentle-
man is mistaken in supposing that domicile is
mentioned in the statute; the word is residence,
and there is a great difference between these two
words. A man must have his residence somewhere.
The hon. member for Shelburne (General Laurie)
has told the House that he has no residence in
Canada, that he has given up his house, and that
he now resides in England. Under these circum-
stances I take it that under the strict reading of
the statute he would have a right, if it were claim-
ed, to receive travelling expenses from the place
of his residence, as the statute says that the
travelling expenses shall be fromn the place of
residence to the place where the session is held.
If the hon. gentleman could not claim travelling
expenses from England, they could not be claimed

Mr. L&umavt.

from anywhere else, as he must claim them from
his residence, and as he has only one residence he
must claim thema from England. I agree with the
hon. gentleman that it is a subject for consideration
whether, next Session, we should not deal with the
question as it has been brought up. In the mean-
time it seems to me the law is plain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will neither
dispute the statements of the hon. gentleman nor
the view of the law enunciated by the Minister of
Justice. I have a recollection, however, of a simi-
lar case, decided in the other way, which is very
likely known to the First Minister. This identical
point was brought up in the case of Mr. Sydney
Bellingham, who went to Ireland to reside, and
who claimed his mileage allowance from Ireland,
but his claim was disallowed. Whatever the law
may be, it never was intended or contemplated
that mileage should be paid from points outside of
Canada; and if there be, as the hon. Minister of
Justice states, a doubt, or if the law be the other
way, the sooner it is changed the better.

General LAURIE. The hon. member for Quebec
East (Mr. Laurier) has alluded to the fact that I
do not now reside in the county of Shelburne. I
never did so. I asked when I resided in the county
of Halifax whether I could draw my mileage from
the county of Shelburne, and the reply I received
was that I could not draw it from my constituency.
I submitted that point.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). According to the in-
terpretation of the statute given by the Minister
of Justice, the majority of members of this House,
if they choose to reside at Melbourne or Sydney,
could draw their mileage from distant points, and
they would receive over $3,200 for mileage. Of
course the statute never contemplated the election
of non-residents.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). On the same theory

there could be no objection to any British subject
being returned to this Parliament, if over twenty-
one years of age, if he lived in Australia, South
Africa, or New Zealand. That is sufficient to
show the absurdity of the idea that the election of
non-residents was ever contemplated. When the
statute speaks about mileage being reckoned from
the place of residence, it was assumed that the
members would be residents in this country. No
doubt, according to a strict construction of the
statute, the opinion of the Minister of Justice
would be followed, as it would be followed in the
case of the criminal statute. But the First Minis-
ter will remember that he had the same ques-
tion before him not long before Confederation. A
gentleman elected for a county went to reside in
the Isle of Wight, and he claimed mileage under
exactly the same words as these, and the right
hon. gentleman refused to entertain his claim.
The right hon. gentleman will remember the case
of Mr. Scoville.

Mr. BOWELL. Io the hon. gentleman sure the
law was precisely the same as it is now? My re-
collection is that it provided for the payment of
the mileage from the constituency.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). From the residence;
the words are the same. The present First Min-
ister in that case ruled that Mr. Scoville was not
entitled to mileage from the Isle of Wight.
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Mr. McMULLEN. Before this matter is passed

over I wish to say a few words in reply.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman has spoken
already.

iMr. McMULLEN. I wish to refer to some-
thing the hon. gentleman said, and I have a right
to give a personal explanation. The hon. gentle-
man says that I drew the additional sessional
allowance in 1885. I opposed that increase at the
time it was granted, and when the money was
voted to me, I took it the same as any other mem-
ber. I think I earn my sessional allowance as well
as any member in this House. Some hon. gentle-
man said that I did not give the money in the way
I promised on that occasion. I tell that hon. gen-
tleman that that statement is untrue. I gave
every single dollar to my constituency, in the way
I said I would give it to them. With regard to
making a declaration, I may say I have been here
for eight years and may say I never was asked to
make a declaration. I do not know how the hon.
member for Shelburne (General Laurie) was asked
to inake a declaration, and I appeal to hon. gen-
tlemen opposite if they were ever asked to make a
declaration ? The accountant will give you the
mileage set down without any declaration.

Amendment negatived on a division, and House
again revolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

To pay J. G. Moylan for services on
Royal Commission in making an
investigation at St. Vincent de Paul
Penitentiary with Mr. Baillairgé.... $250

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Moylan
is our Chief Inspector of Penitentiaries; in fact
our only inspector, and it appears to me that this
is a duty which fell entirely within his province,
and for which he should hardly be paid extra.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The item is recom-
mended under these circumstances: About the
time of the appointment of Warden Laviolette, a
very protracted investigation took place at the
penitentiary, under the direction of my predecessor.
Mr. Moylan thought that the conduct of some of
the officers was to be reprimanded, and he main-
tained there was want of discipline among the
officers, which was due to the fact that his instruc-
tions had not been followed. Lest it should be
supposed that he should be influenced by the pre-
ious judgment he had formed, he had associated

with him Mr. Baillairgé, who was allowed for his
services, $500, and Mr. Moylan claimed the saine
amount. I am aware of the objection the hon.
gentleman has taken, but the practice of paying
officers who serve on royal commissions has been
pretty well established. In this case it was de-
cided to give to Mr. Moylan half of the amount
paid to Mr. Baillairgé, in consideration that to
some extent he was performing duties of a special
kind.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I can under-
stand that this might be done in the case of an
officer taken from one department to another, but
I do not recollect at this moment a case in which
matters so clearly falling within the purview of
the inspector's duty, was made a reason for a
grant.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That was one of the
reasons why only one-half of the sum was allowed.
There is an illustration of the same kind in the
case of Mr. Schreiber, who was a member of the
Royal Commission and also Chief Engineer of
Railways.

Mr. LAURIER. I am not sure if I do the Min-
ister of Justice an injustice by saying that he does
not appear to be quite satisfied that the course
suggested to the House is a good one. I believe
that if he were to follow his better judgient lie
would not have asked this money. The fact that
this claim has been allowed to remain unpaid since
1885, shows that the hon. gentleman has been con-
sidering it for a long time, and it was, perhaps,
after due consideration that he came to adopt it.
I think there are grave objections to giving extra
pay for extra services, which eaci officer is bound
to perform under any circumstances. The prin-
ciple seems to be a wrong one, and ought not to
be sanctioned in the future.

Mr. McMULLEN. We pay Mr. Moylan $3,200
as inspector of penitentiaries, and I find by the
Auditor General's Report that last year he drew
$1,600 additional for travelling expenses. I can-
not see how this Government are disposed to en-
courage claims of this kind from men who are getting
large salaries. These claims for extra services are
increasing very rapidly, and it is not much wonder
when the Governnent are continually sanctioning
claims of this kind which are two or three years
old. It should not be permitted.

Manitoba Penitentiary-Maintenance
and repairs of buildings.......... $5,36265

Sir -JOHN THOMPSON. The House during the
last year or two voted the salaries of one or two
trade instructors for the penitentiary service.
That enables us to have small repairs made by
convict labor, instead of calling on the Minister of
Public Works continually. I have in mîîy hands a
memorandum of the various items of this expendi-
ture, extending over several pages. The principal
item consists of $1,500 for 2,000 feet of picket
fence. It was stated by one of the hon. members
for Elgin the other night that it was very desir-
able to have a fence about the prison reserve in
order that the prisoners might be employed more
freely out of doors, and it is intended to make a
beginning this year.

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although we

are not now going to pass the items in the Supple-
mentary Estimates connected with agricultural
statistics, I wish to make a suggestion to the right
hon. the First Minister with regard to the census
to be taken this year. In our various census returns
taken heretofore, we have taken no precaution to
ascertain the descriptions of buildings and the
number of rooms they contain. The First Minister
knows that in almost all other censuses taken in
other countries, pains are taken to describe the
nature of the buildings, whether stone, brick or
wood, the number of stories and the number of
rooms. This is an extremely valuable item of
information, as it affords a good indication of the
progress of the country and the way the population
are lodged.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will take a
note of it.
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Two monuments to be erected on battle-
fields of Canada........... .. $2,000

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. When this matter
was brouglit up in the House before, we had a
discussion on the advisability of making a begin-
ning in building up monuments to commemorate
the historie events of Canada. The intention is to
make a beginning by erecting two monuments, one
on the battlefield at Lundy's Lane and the other at
Chateauguay.

Mr. DENISON. I was in hopes there would
be something in the Supplementary Estimates for
the drill of the rural militia this year. I would
like to know whether it is possible yet to have an
appropriation for that purpose brought down.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The Estimates have
been brought down, and I feel just as sorry as the
hon. gentleman that we could not bring down the
amount required to drill the whole force every
year, but I hope on a future occasion we will be
able to (o so.

Mr. MITCHELL. When we are charging $6 a
barrel on prime mess pork, which is the chief food
of the working classes, it is no time to spend
money in building monuments.

Mr. GORDON. I would ask the hon. the
Minister of Militia if it is his intention to establish
a battery of garrison artillery at Nanaimo. It has
been recommended by the different adjutant gene-
rals of the Province from year to year, and I have
frequently called the hon. Minister's attention to
the matter. The importance of the coal mines there
should not be overlooked in case of war, which I
hope will never occur ; but at the same time they
are the source of fuel supply for all the trade and
commerce of the Pacifie coast.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. My friend has been
most energetic in pressing that question upon the
attention of the Department. Of course it is very
difficult, when we find it difficult to drill the
whole force, to increase the force as it now stands.
I hope that at some future day we will be able to
give Nanaimo the battery the hon. gentleman
desires. I hope that at some future date we may
be able to give the matter further attention, but I
do not see that it is possible to do so at present on
the money which is voted by Parliament.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Some time ago I sug-
gested the advisability of furnishing helmets to the
Militia force. The Minister of Militia said he
would take it into consideration, but he had not at
that time enough money to propose to furnish the
Militia with helmets. I would like to know if lie
has taken that subject into consideration ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There is no item
under the head of Militia to furnish helmets to the
force. 1 do not think that it is possible this year.
It would require $10,000 per annum for three
years to furnish the helmets required for the whole
force.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not altogether agree
with the Minister of Militia as to the amount
required, but I think this is a necessary thing to'
do, and I believe this Parliament would agree to
the vote if it were proposed by the Government.
I think it is a case of very serious neglect on the
part of the Militia Department. I had hoped from
the answer which the Minister gave before, that

Sir RIcHARD CARTwRIGHT.

he would have considered the subject, and that we
would have had a more favorable answer. I think
$10,000 a year for three years is a very small mat-
ter in promoting the efficiency of the force and the
comfort of its members.

Mr. GORDON. I would ask the Minister what
is the intention of the Government in regard to
Nanaimo next year. I know that the young men
there are as loyal and as desirous of enrolling
themselves in the Militia for the defence of the
country as any young men in Canada. If oc-
casion should arise for their services-which God
forbid-they would be ready to do their duty. I
think proper encouragement should be given to
our young men. They are full of vigor and full of
energy, and they are now held back simply because
the head of the Department, through a dread of
expenditure, will not give life to an organisation
which could easily be established and formed in
that country.

General LAURIE. I was deputy adjutant general
in British Columbia for some time, and I tried to
reorganise the volunteers there, because I recog-
nised that Esquimalt and Nanaimo were very
important strategic points. Nanaimo especially is
an important point, because it is a coaling station
and is used for the supply of coal to the vessels on
the Pacific coast. I think we should protect that
place, and should give every encouragement
possible to the inhabitants to reorganise them-
selves into a Militia force. It is simply replacing
the old infantry company by a battery of artillery.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to ask if the repair-
ing of the drill shed and armory in Chatham is to
be gone on with this year ? The building is in a
wretched state.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think I told the
hon. gentleman when the Estimates were first
brought down that there was an item under the
head of repairs which would allow me to do what
I thought necessary in that direction.

Mr. CASEY. I am glad to hear that the supply
of helnets will cost only $10,000 for three years.
In that case, however, I think the Government are
neglecting not only the comfort but also the health
of those young men who enroll as volunteers, in not
providing the accommodation represented by so
small an amount. If the Minister had himself to
turn out in a forage cap after living indoors for a
great part of the year, as many of the volunteers
have to do, I think he would see the necessity of
providing something to protect their heads from the
sun. It might be said that farmers' sons would
not suffer from this, but I have found that they
suffer more than any one else, because, when they
are on the farm they are in the habit of wearing
wide-brimned hats when at work.

Mr. AMYOT. I got helmets in London for our
battalion, the 8th, consisting of eight companies
and 42 men in each, and it cost over $700 for the
men in my battalion, and of course, the helmets
of the officers were separate from that. of course
it is necessary that the men should have heliets
when they drill in summer.

Tay Canal............................. $20,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does this

complete the drainage of the town of Perth?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a re-vote.

There has been expended up to the lst March,
,15,000, and it is supposed that $5,000 will be
expended up to the 30th June, making $20,OO0
in all.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this canal
going to be equally profitable with the Rideau
Canal? On the latter, if my memory serves me,
we received $8,000, and spent $60,000, and I should
like to know if the same proportion is expected to
apply to the Tay Canal.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The business of
the Rideau Canal is increasing considerably within
the last two years.

Construction of a wharf, St. Peter's Canal, $12,000
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Is that anew structure?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes. The hon.

gentleman must have seen that there was great
inconvenience and annoyance to vessels mooring
near the lock, and also in unloading freight. It is
to provide a wharf for vessels to load and unload,
and to which they can moor.

Canadian Pacifie Railway-Construc-
tion $24,900

Remuneration to be paid to L. K.
Jones, as Secretary to the Commis-
sion of Arbitrators,............. 100

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is to cover
the probable amount of claims in British Columbia,
along the line, and some outstanding claims on the
Pembina Branch and east of Selkirk, and towards
the probable expenses of the arbitration now going
on, and the salary of Mr. Jones, who is clerk to the
arbitrators.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, he lias
figured for a good many years. What bas been
the total cost of the arbitration to date ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Perhaps $25,000. I
will ascertain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You will get
off cheaply if you get off for $25,0O0. I think we
had granted large sums already towards that in
other places. I should be glad to know if the
Minister of Justice can give us any idea when this
business will be disposed of-these Onderdonk
arbitrators.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I cannot give any
information on that point. The last stage that
was reached was an argument before the arbi-
trators for the purpose of ascertaining if a prin-
ciple could be arrived at on which the decision
should be based. It was believed that if the arbi-
trators could decide at that stage of the case on a
principle on which the award might be made,
they could then lay down principles on which the
amount should be computed, if the award should
be made against the Government, and then cease
their labors. Decision is reserved on that point.

Lachine Canal-Electrie light..... .. $11,250
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What sys-

tem is being adopted ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is for the

purpose of changing the present system of incan-
descent lights to arc lights. It is proposed to
transfer the present system from Lachine to Cham-
bly and Beauharnois.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are you go-
ing to work this with water power derived from
the canal ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume so.
This is plant for an electric light, and the expen-
diture will not be repeated.

Welland Canal........... ... ..... $15,450
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not in a

position to say whether these works are demanded,
but in addition to the enormous expenses char-
geable to income for Canals, a sum of nearly $60,0(00
more is required. Can the First Minister tell me,
puitting everything together, what is the cost
chargeable to income alone for the maintenance of
these canals now, all told ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have not got
the figures with me.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It strikes me
as running up to very heavy figures indeed. I
called his attention to the enormous disproportion
between the receipts and expenses, when the main
vote was going through. I am alniost afraid to
speak from recollection, but it seems to me that
the total expense on these canals is getting up to
the better part of a million.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The expense is
very considerable.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And our re-
ceipts are getting small by degrees and beautifully
less, all the time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope when the
canal is built we shall have more revenue, unless
the Americans build another Welland Canal.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I woul d inform
the hon. gentleman that when concurrence comes
down, I shall ask him for the total cost, all told, of
the canals, chargeable to income. He will have to
look over two or three different points in the ex-
penditure to get it. I want to know the total annual
expense, and the total receipts.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I desire to ascertain
whether an item will appear in the Estimates to
construct a canal from Port Stanley to St.
Thomas, the surveys for which were made last
summer. The work will only cost about a million
dollars. The promoter has been made a junior
judge of the county. and so the duty of pushing
forward the work will devolve on myself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If I thought it
would secure my hon. friend's election against the
Equal Righters I might be inclined to bring down
such a vote.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The hon. gentleman
need not trouble about my election. Last time I
won against combined influences, and the right
hon. gentleman is as strong as the Equal Righters.

St. Peter's Canal-To pay H. F. Perley,
C.E., two years' services to December,
1890, in superintending St. Peter's
Canal.......................... . ... $500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is an
addition to his regular salary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Perley is
engineer of the Public Works Department, but he
had special knowledge of this work and was per-
suaded to attend to it, although it was against his
wish. The payment will cease on 31st December.
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Mr. LOVITT. He received his regular salary
all the same, but he went to the seaside to have a
change from his office duties.

Carillon and Grenville Canals-Repairs. ... $2,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have been
informed, although I do not make the assertion
from my knowledge, that a good many frauds have
been committed in connection with the payments
on the Carillon and Grenville Canal. Has the hon.
gentleman received any information of late touch-
ing frauds in connection with pay-lists?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I have not'

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On page 4--F
of the Auditor General's Report the hon. gentle-
man will find a detailed stateinent of the parties to
whom money has been paid on this canal. He will
observe the name of William Bestwarwick, to
whom $36 are alleged to have been paid. It is
stated that this man has been in the United States
for two years. Antoine Boyer is down for $90; it
is stated that he departed this life a good many
years ago. Then there is a carter named Charle-
bois, 176 days, $264. It is stated that this man
bas also been in the United States for two years.
There are some other cases, but I will not trouble
the hon. gentleman with them. I call his atten-
tion to the fact that allegations are made that the
items have been improperly placed on the pay-
lists, and that a system of plundering is going on.
I had been inforined that the matter had been
brought to the attention of the First Minister him-
self.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I have not
heard of it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course,
letters may have been sent to the Department,
which the hon. gentleman never received.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Did the hon.
gentleman learn when the frauds commenced ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not
aware. The statements made to nie are simply
that a number of men entered on the pay-list as
having been employed could not have been so em-
ployed, because they were either dead or absent
from the country a long time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will see about
it to-morrow.

Resolutions reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at

12.45 a.m. (Friday).

H1OUSE OF COMMONS.
FRIDAY, 9th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PATENT BALLOT BOXES.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Before presenting the re-
port of the Select Committee appointed to enquire
into patent ballot boxes, I beg to move:

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

That the Select Committee appointed to examine and
report upon newly invented ballot papers and ballot
boxes to be used in parliamentary elections, have power
to send for persons, &c., &c.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. The Committee ought to

have the power of fixing a sum which would pay
certain- small expenses incurred by persons who
appeared before the Committee.

Mr. BLAKE. I thought this must be an ex
postfacto arrangement, and that it was not really
designed that the Committee should send for per-
sons at this late stage of the Session. I do not
think that these persons should be paid their ex-
penses for coming here in pursuit of their own
business, and, for my part, I shall object to it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We invited, by our action,
a certain number of persons to appear before the
Committee and present certain devices which might
have been an improvement on the system already
existing for receiving votes at an election. Sone
of these persons incurred expenditure in attending
the sittings of the Committee, and it was the unani-
mous opinion of the Coinmittee that their travel-
ling expenses to come here and to return, should be
paid, as well as a sum of $10 for attendance before
the Committee. The Committee had three sittings,
and some of these persons who were not in a very
good financial position were obliged to remain here.
It is but just, I think, that a small compensation
should be paid them.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me that this is very
objectionable. These persons have come here at
their own risk and peril, intending, perhaps, to
benefit by their trip, with a view of having their
inventions adopted by the Committee. Under
such circumstances, they having come here on their
own errand, I do not see any reason why they
should be paid.

Mr. MITCHELL. I quite agree with the
remarks made by the leader of the Opposition. If
people come here with their fads and inventions,
niot for the public good, but for their own benefit,
and fail to get their inventions adopted, I do not
think the House should be asked to pay them. I
have heard no indication that any of the ballot
boxes have been adopted by the Government. If
they had been adopted I would have looked upon
it with grave suspicion, as they might be loading
the dice for the next election.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh.

Mr. MITCHELL. My hon. friend says " oh ;"
but I think I have the right to make a remark of
that kind.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I know that Parliaments are
not generally remarkable for generosity, but it would
be really a case of hardship if these people were
not paid their expenses. This is not a proposition
which emanates from the Government or from
myself, but from the Committee, and members on
the other side of the House, who were members of
the Committee, will support it.

Mr. CROQUETTE. I quite agree wfth what
has been said by the hon. the Secretary of State.
If any one of these ballot boxes had been adopted,
it might have been in the public interest, and I
think the small sum asked for paying the expenses
should be allowed.
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Mr. MULOCK. I would like to know what
conclusion bas been arrived at by the Comnittee?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I will present the report
now, but I may say, to satisfy the curiosity of
the hon. member for York (Mr. Mulock), that the
Committee has recommended a trial of three of
these devices.

Mr. McMULLEN. If the House made a mis-
take at all, it was in the appointnent of a Com-
mittee in the first place. The moment our
Parliamentary proceedings contained a notice that
tiere had been a Committee appointed for the ex-
ainination of these ballot boxes, all those who had
inventions of the kind were anxious to bave them
investigated. These people came here and sub-
mitted their ballot boxes and returned with the
expectation of not making a single farthing out of
their trip. These ballot boxes were submitted to
the mechanical engineer for his report, and these
people were again notified to return. If the House
is not disposed to pay the expenses of these people,
they should not have held the investigation. I
think it would be unfair to bring these men here
twice without paying their expenses. Although I
was not on the Conimittee, I advocated that they
should be paid their expenses, and I think so still.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not think the case is at all
parallel to any case we have had before. It was
purely in their own interest that these people came
here. They came in the hope that their inven-
tions would be adopted, and that they would make
money out of them. It seems to be out of the
question that we should pay them for three at-
tendances here, and their travelling expenses
besides. If we sanction this now, where are we
going to draw the line ? There is a trial recom-
mended of three of these ballot boxes, and are we
going to pay these men for the preliminary use of
their invention ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The bon. gentleman evi-
dently thinks that anything but his own advice or
conclusions are absolutely to be disregarded.

Mr. BLAKE. No.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Instead of making the re-
marks that the bon. gentleman has just favored
the House with, he should have appeared before the
Committee and witnessed what was done. He sent,
it is true, a suggestion from one of the returning
officers ; one of his own friends, I presume.

Mr. BLAKE. No, it was for Mr. Blackburn,
the former editor of the London Free Press, and
now registrar of Middlesex.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. At any rate, the suggestion
of the hon. gentleman has not been followed, and
necessarily the whole action of the Committee is
null and useless. The persons who brought their
inventions to be examined were not, of course,
entitled to be paid, and were notified to that effect ;
but after the Committee bad examined their inven-
tions we had them remain to enable the Committee
to put their inventions to the test of an examination
by a special officer. They were kept by the Com-
mittee in the city for some time, and that is the
reason why the Committee unanimously, without
exception of party, made this proposition. I do not
insist upon it if the House is disposed not to agree
to it.

Mr. BERGERON. I am surprised to hear some
hon. gentlemen oppose the granting of this small
amount. It seems to me that this Committee was
struck because the flouse of Commons wanted
some new means of counting the votes cast in
elections. Most of the inventors who make these
boxes are poor men ; in fact, we know that genius
is almost always poor ; and I feel convinced,
though I do not know it as a fact, that most of
them must have borrowed money to pay their ex-
penses in bringing their inventions here. The hon.
member for West Durham says they expected to
make money. Well, it is quite natural that a man
who bas w-orked at one of these boxes for five or
six months, would expect that his box would be
accepted by the Government. They understood
that the Government of Canada were not making
a childish offer, when they were asking any man in
the Dominion who had made a ballot box to sub-
mit it. Every one who came there was perfectly
convinced that his box was better than all the
others. The bon. Secretary of State says that the
Committee have recominended three boxes. and I
suppose out of them some choice will be made.
Although I like economy as much as anybody else,
it seems to me it is not economy to refuse to pay
these men their expenses ; it is stinginess rather.
The House of Commons were asking something in
the public interest, and these people had a right to
believe that they were bringing their inventions
here for the purpose of doing some good to the
country.

Motion negatived.

RAILWAY STATISTICS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). I beg to lay on
the Table the Report of Railway Statistics of the
Dominion for 1889. It is rather inperfect, from
the fact that some of the railways have neglected,
in fact refused, to make the returns required by
law.

Mr. LAURIER. Do you propose to take any
steps as to that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a matter
which we will consider before next year.

Mr. BLAKE. This is a very old comnplaint, and
I think if the existing law does not give the
Government power to compel the companies to
make these returns, the Government should take
such power, or we will never really have complete
returns, which are very valuable, in time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The only pro-
vision is, that it shall be the duty of the railway
companies to make these returns.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You must
provide a penalty.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There ought to
be ê penalty. I will consider that.

PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. TAYLOR moved:

That the sixth report of the Joint Committee of both
Houses for the Printing of Parliament, be concurred in,
with the exception of the tenth paragraph, which recom-
mends a mode of eollecting aceounts due for members
for printing ordered during the Session.

Mr. INNES. As one of the members of the
Sub-Committee, I may say that we have had the
various matters under our consideration, which
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we considered carefully before bringing down
our report. Perhaps not all of the members are
aware that, under the provisions of the Act for the
establishment of a Printing Bureau, the outside
distribution of all parliamentary documents now
devolves upon that bureau, and in consequence we
have recommended that the distributing staff be
divided. At the same time, we retain complete
control of the d-istribution of all Parliamentary
documents within the House, to members of this
House and the Senate. We have recommended
that the distribution staff be divided, but have
also recommended that Mr. Botterell, the head of
the Department, be retained at an increased
salary on account of his long and faithful services.
Mr. Botterell has been thirty-four years in the
service and has been twenty years at the head of
this Department; in fact, it was he who organised
the present excellent system, and has kept the
records and attended to all the distribution
outside in a most efficient manner. As regards the
further distribution of Governnent documents,
referred to by the Secretary of State, I think
some iethod should be adopted by the House for
further distribution of the documents besides
the ordinary copies given the members. Some
system should be adopted for supplying extra
numbers required by the members. A recommen-
dation with regard to this is contained in the memo-
randum of the Secretary of State now before the
House, and it is for the House to say whether they
will adopt the method recommended or not. With
regard to the memorandum of the Queen's Printer,
which has been expunged from the report, we
thought at first it would be an excellent method of
collecting accounts for supplementary printing
ordered by members ; but, on reflection, w e found it
would be contrary to the statute respecting the pay-
ment of indemnity of memibers. At the same time
we recommend that some method should be adopted
by which accounts should be collected, or these
accounts will run up. I do not know what better
method could be adopted than, perhaps, to enforce
the system of payment at the time the work is
ordered, otherwise many of these accounts will not
be collected. Even under the old system, while the
parliamentary printing was in the hands of the
contractors, considerable balances are due to the
contractors, which, perhaps, will never be paid.
With respect to the messengers, we found, in con-
sequence of the distance between the Bureau and
the building here, it was necessary that you, Sir,
should employ a pony express, and we recommend-
ed that, as the chief messenger thoroughly under-
stands i his business, the whole matter should be
left in your hands and those of the chief messenger
to arrange for the work of carrying messages
between both places during the Session.

Mr. AMYOT. I do not intend to discuss the
merits of the report as regards the work of diAtri-
bution, but there is a certain feature of the report
of which I would like to have some explanation.
The present office is composed of Mr. Botterell,
head officer, Mr. Boulet, Mr. Botterell, a son of
the head officer, who replaces another son of his
who died, and the miessenger, making a total cost
of $4,400. It is proposed to retain Mr. Botterell,
who has $1,600 a year, and give him an increase
of $200 on account of his long services; it is pro-
posed, secondly, to keep Mr. Botterell, junior, who

Mr. INNES.

has $800 a year, and grant him an increase of $200 ;
it is proposed to keep the present messenger-all
which will cost the country $3,600. I do not say
that is too much or too little ; but I say that though
we are asked to take away from that office about
three-fourths of the work and to increase the sala-
ries of the two officers, the other officer, Mr,
Boulet, is sent to organise another departinent in
which the three-fourths- taken away from the
present department will be doue, and to give him
one messenger, and we will not diminish his salary,
although he has to work the whole year round.
Mr. Botterell, senior, has been twenty-one years in
office, and so has Mr. Boulet. Mr. Botterell has
had four months' holidays every year, and Mr.
Boulet has had none. Practically all the work had
to be done by Mr. Boulet.

Mr. MULOCK. Bully for him.

Mr. AMYOT. Yes, they want to bully him.
We increase his work three-fourths, and we
do not increase his salary. We say Mr. Bot-
terell's son is entitled to an increase of $200 on
account of his four years' services. I do not think
that is a reason, because Mr. Boulet, who is a
most competent officer, and has been working there
for twenty-one years, is entitled to something
more than a declaration that we will not diminish
his salary.

Mr. LAURIER. What is his salary?

Mr. AMYOT. Mr. Boulet's salary at present
is $1,200, and he has been in the Distribution
office for twenty-one years, the same time as Mr.
Botterell. I have seen the way in which Mr.
Boulet has been treated. His chief has kept him
in a dark room, and has used his own son as
secretary in the light of the open room. Now, we
propose to send Mr. Boulet to organise a new
department without any increase of salary, while
we increase the salaries of Mr. Botterell the father,
and Mr. Botterell the son, and diminish their work
by three-fourths. There must be some feeling at the
bottom of this. Of course, the Committee will say
they have examined the matter. I say that, if they
examined any one except the chief, they would
have seen that there was some one else who deserv-
ed consideration besides him and his family. We
will see next some member moving for the number
of messengers and their nationality, and the num-
ber of employés of the Library and their nation-
ality, and he might possibly ask for the number of
washerwomen and their nationality, and the result
of the return would be spread over the country
with an intent to mislead the people, because it is
certain that, if we are fairly represented in the
lower kinds of employmnent, we are not represent-
ed in the employments of real importance. I
presume the Government are not animated by wrong
motives in this iatter and that they desire to do
justice; but I call their attention to the fact that
this is a gross injustice. We will have three or
four employés here with high salaries and nothing
to do during the recess, while we chase one from
that office who will have all the work to do and
without any increase of salary. This is aninjustice.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If Mr. Boulet
has not been fairly considered by the Committee,
the fact that he goes from the present Department
to the Department of the Secretary of State, is
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likely to be for his benefit. I have never heard
that my hon. friend the Secretary of State has any
particular prejudice against a French Canadian.
The Committee could scarcely propose that Mr.
Boulet's salary should be raised, when he is trans-
ferred to another Department. That question will
be no doubt fully considered by my hon. friend the
Secretary of State. Another matter has been spoken
of. I am very sorry to hear that there was any
necessity for this memorandum in regard to ac-
counts outstanding owing by members, who have
taken parliamentary documents without paying for
them. I object, however, to this clause being in the
report.

Mr. BLAKE. That clause is expunged. I
quite agree in the view that it ought to be ex-
punged, because it would be contrary to the statute
w-hich provides for the payment of the indemnity.
At the same time, we have been made acquainted
with this regrettable fact-I think by the Auditor
General's Report-that a very considerable sum is
owing in the way of arrears on this account. That
ouglit not to happen, and, if hon. members take
advantage of the provision, by which they can
obtain public documents at cost price, and (o not
pay for them, I think the circumstances should be
made known. I propose, on the first day of the
next Session of Parliament, to inove for the names
of the members who remain in arrears. We have
talked a good deal about clubs here to-day, and we
know there is a very good system in clubs of post-
ing the members who are in arrears. I shall pro-
pose to post those members of this House who are
in arrears in this way.

M1r. INNES. In regard to what the hon. mem-
ber for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) has stated, I may
say that we had nothing to do with Mr. Boulet's
salary. We simply recommended that his salary
should not be decreased, and that, as there was to
be a division of the Department, he should be
placed at the head of the new Department, and we
left the question of his salary to the Secretary of
State, believing that he would see that justice was
done to him. We had no ill-feeling in regard to
Mr. Boulet. On the contrary, we thought we
were doing him a service when we recommended
that he should be placed at the head of the new
Department, and that the question of his salary
should be left to the Secretary of State. There
are not three parts of the work taken away from
the Department here, as the hon. gentleman said.
There is only the outside mailing of the parlia-
mentary papers which go to members of Parlia-
ment, to judges and courts, and so on. In addition
to that, Mr. Botterell is charged with, and is re-
sponsible for, keeping all the documents in his
hands which have accumulated for twenty-one
years. That is a very responsible position.

Mr. McMULLEN. I was exceedingly sorry to
hear the member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot)
cast a reflection upon Mr. Botterell as to the way
in which he treated Mr. Boulet. I have met Mr.
Botterell almost every day for the eight years that
I have been here during the Session, and have
found him to be a most courteous and kind man,
and I do not think members of this House should
permit such a reflection to pass without protest as
to Mr. Botterell's acting unkindly or cruelly
against any one under him. He is not that kind
of a man to treat any one in that way.

Mr. DAVIN. With respect to the arrears
which have been referred to, some of the trifling
arrears can be easily accounted for in this way :
Last year the Committee thought the (-Government
Bureau was charging more to members than it ought
to charge, and we agreed that, until a more satis-
factory rate was fixed, we would not pay for what
we got. I do not think that the rate is satisfactory
now, and if it was not so trifling a matter I would
go into it and show my hon, friend the Secretary of
State, that the amount the bureau is charging
members, is in excess of what it ought to charge.

Mr. AMYOT. With the permission of the House,
I would like to say that the hon. member behind
me stated in the beginning of his speech, that the
two officers would be kept .under the control of
this House ; therefore it is no excuse to say that
he did not recommend the increase of this salary
for the reason that it will be under the control of
the Secretary of State. In the second place, lie says
they ought not to recommend anything about his
salary, although they say in the report "and that
his salary be not less than at present." What I
want to know is, the reason why, since these two
officers are kept under the control of this House,
since there is an increase to the son of Mr.
Botterell, who has been twenty-one years in the
service-I do not say unduly ; but why increase it,
and why increase the salary of Mr. Botterell's son
by $2() for his four years' service-I do not say
unduly-why (o they do that, and why do they
not increase Mr. Boulet's salary, whose competency
nobody will deny? My bon. friend said a moment
ago that both remained under the control of this
House. But why decide that his salary shall not
be less ? The power to say that it shall not be less
implies the power to say that it shall be diminished
or increased. They say it shall not be less ; then
they should have given some reasons why that
discrepancy exists, why they discriminate in that
way. They do not give any good reasons. They
leave it to the Secretary of State to take the re-
sponsibility, and they might just as well have left
to the Secretary of State the responsibility con-
cerning the others.

Motion agreed to.

IDUTY ON SAWN LUMBER.

Mr. BRYSON. Before the Orders of the Day
are called, with the permission of the House, I
would like to ask a question which has been put on
the Notice paper by the hon. member for North
Renfrew (Mr. White). The question is this:
Whether, in the event of the United States Con-
gress reducing the import duty on sawn lumber to
one dollar per thousand feet, the Government will
remove the export duty on pine and spruce logs?
It is very important that this question should be
answered at the present moment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will answer
that question. In the event of the United States
Congress reducing the import duty on sawn lumber,
the Government will remove the export duty on
pine and spruce logs. I will take an opportunity
of conveying that decision to the proper quarters.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A sensible
decision, and highly complimentary after the
policy announced the other night.
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THE BALTIC OUTRAGE.

Mr. McNEILL. Before the Orders of the Day
are called, I would like to ask the acting Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, whether he will be able to
lay on the Table of the House, this Session, the
report with reference to the outrage upon the boy
Hambley. In asking that the report be laid on
the Table, I do not wish in any way to reflect
upon the Department. I have had an opportunity
of looking into the evidence and reading the
report, and I think the Department has done all
that could fairly be expected of it in the matter.
They have appointed to investigate this subject,
perhaps, the best man to be found in Canada, cer-
tainly one of the very best men, and they could
scarcely be expected to go beyond the report that
he makes. I understand that in such cases the
suspension of the certificate »for a year is the
greatest punishment that is inflicted, short of
taking away the certificate altogether ; and the
Government can scarcely be expected, I think, to
take away the captain's certificate altogether, in
view of the fact that Lieutenant Gordon had only
recommended that it should be taken away for a
year. I may mention

Mr. SPEAKER. The bon. gentleman is out of
order, unless the House is willing to permit him to
proceed.

Mr. McNEILL. I merely wish to say that
there is a great deal of painful interest taken in
this matter in my constituency, and I am quite
sure it would be in the public interest if the
report were laid on the Table of the House.

Mr. COLBY. There is no objection whatever
to laying the report on the Table, if the bon.
inember desires it.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT.
House again resolved itself into Committee on

Bill (No. 118) further to amend the Steamboat
Inspection Act, chapter 78 of the Revised Statutes.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. COLBY. When we were last in Committee

on this Bill the clauses were all passed with the
understanding that clause 2 would be subsequently
considered, with a view to meet, if possible, the
objections raised by some bon. members from the
Maritime Provinces, who were very familiar
with the subject under discussion. My intention
was to have consulted those bon. gentlemen with
regard to preparing an amendinent to the clause.
I was not aware they were then intending to
leave,-I refer to the bon. senior member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones) and the bon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies). Under these circum-
stances, I have nothad an opportunity of consulting
them, and I, therefore, withdraw that clause, and we
can, if it is thought proper, consider it some future
Session.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE.
House proceeded to consider amendments made

by the Senate to Bill (No. 136) further to amend
the Revised Statutes, chapter 5, respecting the
Electoral Franchise.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. On page 3, the following
sub-section is inserted

Sir RiCHARD CARTWRIGHT.

But no lists now in force shall be deemed illegal on
account of any polling district therein described, contain-
ing a larger number of names of voters than is permitted
by 'The Electoral Franchise Act,' and in the case of an
election taking place before the next revision of such
lists, a sub-division of such polling district may be made
in due time for such election by the returning officer for
the electoral division where such polling district is
situated.
The clause bas special reference to a case that pre-
sented itself in British Columbia. Judge Walken,
one of the revising officers, made a polling dis-
trict covering over a thousand names. When
representations were made to His Honor in regard
to the matter, be answered that he interpreted the
law as not making it illegal to give such a number
of names to a polling district. In case of a diffi-
culty being raised against the list, this clause
provides that because the number of names in the
polling district exceeds 250, the number prescribed
by the Act, that fact shall not invalidate the list ;
but, if the election were to take place before the
next revision, the returning officer could make a
sub-division.

Mr. LAURIER. This amendinent is one which
can hardly be approved by the House. I do not
object to the first portion of it, for I do not see
any reason why, if a returning officer through
error or otherwise, places more names that 200 or
the prescribed number in a polling district, the list
should be illegal. But after making such an error,
power is given to the returning officer, at any
time before the election, to sub-divide the polling
district, and this is giving the revising officer
power which he might exercise to the undue ad-
vantage of the candidate in whose favor he might
happen to be. I have known in my own experi-
ence, before this law was in force, a returning
officer to divide polling districts so as to give an
undue advantage to one of the candidates.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The revising officer bas
been specified as the officer who might remedy any
defect for the moment. The law declares that
the returning officer bas the right to divide the
votes into as many polling booths as he deems con-
venient for the proper carrying on of the election.
The amendment is harmless in that sense. He may
sub-divide a polling division which is too large to
come within the provisions of the law.

Mr. DAWSON. Does this give power to place
more than one polling booth in one polling sub-
division? I think the returning officer should have
power to do so, especially in such a district as
that I represent, where polling districts are as
large as ordinary counties. The population is
often very thin and scattered, and the returning
officer should have power to establish two polling
stations in one polling district, in order that the
people may have the opportunity to vote.

Mr. BLAKE. It may be desirable to have a
special provision for a particular case, although it
is obvious that there would be danger in adopting
the suggestion of the bon. member for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson), because it would give the bon. gentle-
man's voters the opportunity of voting " eardy and
often" with greater facility. But it is very danger-
ous to apply the argument that because a special
district requires special legislation, that legislation
should be made generally applicable. Let me make
this suggestion to the hon. Secretary of State :
The hon. gentleman says the reason for his change
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is because a particular revising officer bas been
under the impression that the law permitted him
to make polling districts of any size he pleased.
I think, Sir, that while it might be expedient to
provide against injustice arising from some error
of a revising officer, so as to avoid the disfran-
chisement of voters; it is very inexpedient that
we should open any wider door for the revising
officer to decline doing his full duty. I would sug-
gest to the Secretary of State the advisability at
the same time at which lie makes provision for a
possible neglect or error of duty, of making it still
clearer what that duty is. He tells us that a revis-
ing officer,who is also a judge of the Superior Court,
lias construed it to be within his duty, deliberately
to make a polling division comnprising some 1,100
voters. I do not understand that to be the intention
of the law. I understand it to be the duty of the
revising officer to restrict the number to 250 voters.
If we alter the law as it stood, and add this provi-
sion, we will be rendering it more likely that simi-
lar results will happen in the future. There are two
several classes of cases which occur to me. I think
it may very often happen that a revising officer,
through error, or perhaps thinking it reasonable,
may allow a small nuinber of fifteen or twenty votes
in a polling division, more than the maximum.
That would be amply satisfied, I think, by just
leaving things as they are. I believe there is no
(lifficulty in polling at the one place a larger num-
ber than our mîaximum, and I believe it would be
less evil to permit, within a moderate limi-
tation of that kind, the division to remain
undisturbed, than to allow the returning officer,
a week before the election, in the case of an
error of that kind, to dislocate the appointed
divisions. There is really no necessity for it in the
great number of cases for which we may be expect-
ed to provide. Such an exceptional case as the
hon. the Secretary of State cites to us as one to be
provided against, would be provided against
chiefly by making the law very plain, so that lie
who runs may read, and by stating that it is the
duty of the revising officer to divide the polling
sub-divisions for each 200 or 250 voters. As ny
hon. friend bas said, we have known in days that
are past, very great improprieties committed by re-
turning officers in reference to the discharge of dis-
cretionary duties. I have had before me an authen-
ticated instance wherein, at the last general elec-
tion, a polling station was established, not in the
most convenient or central place, but in a place ex -
tremely inconvenient to the greater number of the
voters who happened to be of one party, and thus
creating an absolute injustice. I am not disposed
te give to the returning officer, who is appointed
shortly before an election, who is appointed at the
will of the Government, frequently upon the nomi-
nation of the candidate, and who is acting in the
heat of a contest, and largely at the suggestion of
a candidate-any more discretionary powers than
we can avoid. Some such powers lie must have,
but I think we should limit them to the utmost.

Mr. CHAPLEA U. I agree with the lion. gentle-
man, that the amendment proposed by the Senate
is not at all fraught with the danger which is
apprehended. It is provided that the polling
divisions should consist of 200 names, but the
revising officer has the latitude of adding fifty
more names. At the last minute, when the Bill

was before the Senate, my attention was called to
the fact that in one electoral division there ha&
been a polling district of some 1,000 or 1,100
names. I think the clause says that it is only in
case of an election taking place before the next.
revision of the list, that the returning officer may
make a sub-division. I state as a fact that there
is only one case in the Dominion where it lias
occurred that this large number of nanes was put
in the one polling division.

Mr. MULOCK. This work should be done by
the revising officer, and we should not hand over
his duty to the returning officer. The returning
officer is as yet an unknown man, and is only
appointed after the writ for the election bas been
issued. If we require to deal with an existing
flaw in the law, let us deal with it. If this one
returning officer in the whole Dominion bas made
a mistake, let us enable him to correct it, and to
that end I suggest that we should strike out the
words " returning officer " and substitute " revising
officer," and specify the riding, and the time with.
in which lie has to make this correction.

Mr. DAWSON. With regard to the sugges-
tion which I made, the bon. miember for West
Durham (Mr. Blake) says, that the voters would
have an opportunity of voting often in the sanie
polling district. Let him imagine a polling
division 500 miles from one end to the other, as
we have in Algoma, and lie will see it would be
rather difficult for the electors to vote. If there
were two polling booths allowed to be opened in
such a large district as that, I do not think it
would open the door for any more fraud than may
or may not exist at present. A great many voters
of that large district are certainly disfranchised,
because they cannot get to the polling places.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The case mentioned
by the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) is
one entitled to the consideration of the House,
and, I hope, that next Session the subject will be
dealt with. In newly settled districts, or sections
of the North-West Territories, where the popu-
lation is very sparse, a provision oug lit to be made
that the polling districts should be re-divided,
although the number of votes may be less than
the number now specified in the Act. I think the
returning officer might have power to re-divide
such large divisions.

Mr. LARIVIERE. I do not think there can
be much objection to the suggestion made by the
Senate. Of course in the old Provinces where the
population is more compact, and where the polling
districts are not so extensive, there may not be the
same necessity for it as there is in our western
Provinces. In my county, at the last election in
January, we found, that in one of the polling dis-
tricts the revising officer had no option at all, and
had to confine himself to the number of electors on
the list ; in one of the polling districts, where the
distance some of the electors had to travel to get
to the polling place was about 50 miles. In that
case, I must say, the other candidate and myself
agreed to allow the returning officer to put an extra
polling place in the district, in order to facilitate
the voting. It was not legal, I admit, but the
fact of the matter is, we did not want to deprive
about 50 electors of the opportunity to record their
votes. I believe the suggestion made is a proper
one. It is said that the votes might be duplicated ;
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but we have a law against that, and under the
present law it would be equally possible for per-
sons qualified in different districts to duplicate
their votes. On the other hand, I believe the lists
are so made that it would be impossible for any
elector to vote twice. I believe the provision is a
wise one, and if it is not necessary in the older
Provinces, it is in the newer Provinces, where
population is sparse, and where at certain seasons
of the year, when the weather is very unfavorable,
the electors have to cross streams and other
obstructions to get to the polling places.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The ion. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) and the lion. member for
Provencher (Mr. LaRivière) misunderstand the
amendment somewhat. It does not relate to the
Election Act at all, nor does it touch the subject
of providing polling stations. At present, the
Franchise Act clearly and distinctly requires that
the revising officer shall sub-divide the electoral
district into polling districts. He has not done
that. The returning officer only has power to
sub-divide the polling districts in order to provide
convenient stations for polling ; but it is provided
by this amendment that the revising officer having
failed to divide the electoral district into polling
districts, the returning officer, in the event of an
election taking place before the next revision,
shall do it, and if an election does not take place,
the revising officer shall do it when he makes the
next revision. As the electoral district now stands
undivided, there are no polling districts for the
returning officer to sub-divide.

Mr. LAURIER. I understand that this provi-
sion is exceptional for time and also for place.
You have made it exceptional for time, as it is
only to apply to the list at present existing hnd
not to a future revision.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not understand that it is
limited in point of time, but that it will be perpe-
tually engrafted on the law, so that after the next
revision, if you should find that a dozen revising
officers had made the same default of duty, you
would find a dozen ret urning officers performing
the same duty.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have no objection to
striking out the words after " Franchise Act," and
I move that they be struck out.

Amendments concurred in.

BILLS WITHDRAWN.

Bill (No. 85) further to amend the Fisheries Act,
chapter 95 of the Revised Statutes.

Bill (No. 47) to amend chapter 91 of the Revised
Statutes of Canada, intituled : "An Act respect-
ing the Protection of Navigable Waters."

LAND GRANTS TO RAILWAYS.

House resolved itself into Committee on the fol-
lowing resolutions :-

1. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov-
ernor in Council to grant to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, Dominion lands to au extent not exceeding six
thousand four hundred acres per mile for a branch line to
be constructed from Glenboro' westerly, a distance of
about sixty miles, te a point on the proposed branch rail-
way of the said company running from Brandon south-
westerly.

2. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov-
ernor in Council to grant te the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, Dominion lands te an extent net exceeding six

Mr. LARIVIÈRE.

thousand four hundred acres per mile for a branch line of
railway from a point at or near Brandon, on the main
line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, south-westerly to
or near Township three, Range twenty-seven, West of the
First Principal Meridian, and thence westerly, a total
distance of one hundred miles; and also a similar grant,
at the same rate per mile, for the said companv's pro-
posed branch railway from a point on the hne just de-
scribed at or near Township three, Range twenty-seven,
West of the First Principal Meridian, easterly to Delo-
raine, a distance of about twenty-five miles, making the
total of railway to which this grant is applicable, one
hundred and twenty-five miles.

3. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov-
ernor in Council to grant to the Brandon and South-
Western Railway Company, Dominion lands to an extent
not less than six thousand four hundred acres per mile
for the line of railway from a point in Township one, in
either Range twenty-three or twenty-four, West of the
First Principal Meridian, to Deloraine, a distance of
about seventeen miles.

4. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov-
ernor in Council to grant to the Lac Seul Railway Con-
pany, Dominion lands to an extent net exceeding six
thousand four hundred acres per mile for a line of rail-
way from a point at or near Shelley Station, on the main
line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,to a point at or near
White Mud Lake, on the Winnipeg Railway, a distance
of eighteen miles.

5. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov-
ernor in Council to grant to the Calgary and Edmonton
Railway Company, Dominion lands to an extent not ex-
ceeding six thousand four hundred acres for each mile of
the company's railway from Calgary to a point at or near
Edmonton on the North Saskatchewan River, a distance
of about one hundred and nine miles: and also a grant of
six thousand four hundred acres for each mile of the
ceompany's railway from Calgary to a point on the Inter-
national boundary between Canada and the United
States, a distance of about one hundred and fifty miles.

6. -Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov-
ernor in Council to grant te the North-Western Coal and
Navigation Company, Dominion lands to the extent not
exceeding three thousand eight hundred and forty acres
for each mile of the company's railway from Lethbridge
to the Crow's Nest Pass, a distance of about one hundred
miles.

7. Resolved, That it is expedient that the said grants
be made in aid of the construction of the said railways
respectively, in the proportion and upon the conditions
fixed by Orders in Council made in respect thereof, and
that, except as to such conditions, the said grants shall
be free grants, subject only to the payment of the gran-
tees respectively, of the cost of survey of the lands and
incidental expenses, at the rate of ten cents per acre in
cash on the issue of the patents therefor.

(lu the Committee.)

On resolution 1,
That it is expedient te authorise the Governor in

Council to grant to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
pany, Dominion lands to an extent not exceeding six
thousand four hundred acres per mile for a brandh line to
be constructed from Glenboro' westerly, a distance of
about sixty miles, to a point on the proposed branch
railway of the said company running from Brandon
south-westerly.

Mr. BLAKE. I recollect very well that, during
the discussion on the charter which was proposed
to be granted to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, with all its aids in land and money, one
of the reasons given for the large subsidies granted
at that time was that they were necessary for, and
in the interest of the country because the company
were expecting themselves to construct and
were to count on their constructing branci
lines through the North-West by means of these
grants. I find now that it is proposed to give
large subsidies to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company for the construction of those branch
lines which we were told they would builT in con-
sequence of receiving those large grants of money
and land. I would ask the Government to say
why this departure is made from the policy
enunciated in 1880-81 -
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Mr. DEWDNEY. The line from Glenboro'
westward constitutes a portion of a line which, I
think, was originally called the Winnipeg South-
Western. There were two South-Western Rail-
ways, and the charters were purchased from the
parties who held them by the Canadian Pacific
Railway, so that the first resolution would not
come under the objection of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. BLAKE. I am quite aware, from the lie of
the ground and from seeing the map, that this
piece does not run from the main line of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, but is connected with a
branch line which the company has acquired. But
it was a part of the understanding with the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company that the branches
were to be constructed at their expense. The
Canadian Pacific Railway Company took over a
branch which had been subsidised by the country,
and now it is proposed that an additional piece
shall be added to that by the company at our ex-
pense in part.

Mr. DEWDNEY. That portion of country, if
any in the territories, needed railway communica-
tion, and the only possible way was to offer certain
inducements. When there was a clamor for
railway construction there, the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company made a proposition to the Gov-
ernment which was considered to be fair and
reasonable and which was accepted. An Order in
Council was passed on the llth June, 1889,
in reference to granting the usual subsidy to this
road and confirming the previous grant of the
17th May of the same year from Glenford to
Deloraine. Both these applications were care-
fully considered, and a strong appeal was made
from the south-eastern portion of Manitoba and
the south-western portion of Assiniboia, that means
of communications with the coal fields should be
afforded. If the application for this subsidy had
been made by any other parties who showed their
bona fdes, the same consideration would have been
given to them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gen-
tleman's statement appears to show that the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company have chosen to dis-
charge themselves of their obligations as entered into
by their political godfathers, and that, I fear, is the
result which we have achieved in our relations
with the Canadian Pacific Railway, that that com-
pany is not doing anything whatever except for
special consideration, and now they require even
further consideration in regard to the construction
of these side lines. If I understood correctly the
statements which were made last year by the
Minister of the Interior, we were practically giving
away our control of almost all the lands in the
North-West by these railway grants. According
to the statement made last year by the hon. gentle-
man, there was in the tract of about 400,000 square
miles, that is, the tract substantially extending
from the Red River on the one side to somewhere
on the Rocky Mountain line on the other, by
a width of about 400 miles, about 130,000,000 acres
of land more or less fit for agriculture. A portion
of the balance, he stated, might be fit for pastoral
purposes, but he did not venture to estimate
that there could be more than 130,000,000 acres,
including Manitoba, which were fairly fit for
agricultural purposes. I am not quite certain
ihow much should be deducted for Manitoba,

where the land is for the most part good,
but I presume I would not be far astray in
saying that it should be about 35,000,000
acres. That would leave something like
90,000,000 acres of agricultural land at our
disposal. I put on one side lands not fit for agri-
culture but fit for pasturage. We are aware
that we have pledged ourselves to give half of the
land to actual settlers, so that there remains to us
of agricultural land, on the statement of the hon.
gentleman last year, something like 45,000,000
acres. Of that, we have already departed with,
or made railway grants to the tune of 33,762,00)0
acres. Now we propose to give about 4,000,000
acres more. We will have, however, to make a
further deduction for the Hudson's Bay Co. and
the school lands. Practically the result of the
proposals now before the House will be that we
will leave ourselves, if we carry out the policy of
giving half the land to the actual settler, without
any land in that great territory of 400,000 square
miles-that is, any land fit for agriculturalpurposes,
unless we are to suppose that the railroads will be
content to take a large quantity of inferior land,
which 1, for one, consider unlikely. That seems to
be the practical result, that we will get rid of all
control or means of making money out of the huge
territory lying between the Rocky Mountains and
the Red River and between the parallels of 49 and
54. If I am incorrect in that, I should be glad if
the Minister of the Interior would point out how
and in what degree I am incorrect.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think, if the hon. member
will look at the return

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have ex-
amined the note of the hon. gentleman, and I know
what it refers to.

Mr. DEWDNEY. When I made the ex plana-
tion last year, I did so on a return prepared fJor me
by my deputy ; but, in looking over the debate
which occurred then, and enquiring into the matter
since that time, I find that the statement I made
was not as nearly accurate as I think I could make
it to-day. I could not understand from the re-
turns that were given me at the moment, what area
of country was included in the estimate that I
gave the hon. gentleman; but on subsequent en-
quiry I find that the estimate had been made by
one of the old deputies, Col. Dennis, from a plan
which he had prepared, showing what he considered
as the fertile belt, and also showing the portions of
country which he considered, from the informa-
tion he had, were of a dry character and hardly
fit for settlement. Our information since that
time with regard to that matter, has changed
our views and changed every one's views ; so
I went to the trouble of making another esti-
mate ; I have got the plan here, and will lay it on
the Table of the House. It really includes, ap-
proximately, the whole fertile belt, and is more
reliable than the return he made before. The hon.
gentleman will see that it makes a better showing
than the description I was able to give to the
House last year. I calculate that in the area of
what we describe as the fertile belt, we have
135,000,000 acres, included in which are: School
lands, 15,000,000 acres; Indian reserves, 1,459,740
acres; sales, &c., 2,000,000; railway grants, as
per schedule attached to this return, 33,672,186,
making a total of 52,141,926 acres, which to-day
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we may consider we have appropriated, but thai
does not include the grants which we are askini
Parliament for to-day. That would leave a surplu
of 82,852,074 acres at the disposal of the Govern.
ment for other purposes. Of course, when one
thinks of the Territories at present, one only thinký
of those portions which will be rapidly settled up,
which we read of every day, and these would be
included within the 49th parallel north of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway upper reserve. I have
another plan whiéh I will also lay on the Table,
which the hon. gentleman asked me for, and whicli
will show the Canadian Pacifie Railway grants.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course, I
am aware, and the House no doubt is well aware,
that there may be, and I trust there are, valu-
able territories north of latitude 54 ; but, for
the purposes of this argument, I am taking lati-
tude 54 as the northern liit, and I am taking the
Red River as the eastern limit, and the base of
the Rocky Mountains as the western limit. I
think I am rather exaggerating the area when I
put that at 400,000 square miles ; in fact, I know
I am exaggerating it, but it is better to be on
the safe side. Now, 400,000 square miles are, as
nearly as possible, 270 million acres, as the hon.
gentleman knows. The essential point I want to
get at. is this : I have always been under the im-
pression, and I think the majority of the House
have been under the impression, that something
like one-half of that 400,000 square miles is not fit
for agricultural purposes, although a part of it
might, perhaps, be fit for pasture land. That the
hon. gentleman admitted last year. Do I under-
stand him to say that he has reversed his opinion
on that point, or is he still of opinion that I would
be correct in saying that no more than one-half
of that can be fairly put down for agrieultural
purposes ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No ; I think there will be a
far greater area than the hon. gentleman supposes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Remember,
I am speaking now of agricultural lands, not of
pasture lands, but what we may describe as agri-
cultural lands fit to be used by settlers. Last year
the hon. gentleman stated that he believed it
would be a ut one-half.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I forget whether it is the
same area or not.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I want to
ascertain what proportion the hon. gentleman
thinks may be put down. As I now understand,
he thinks that his estimate was much too low last
year, and that there is more than one-half.

Mr. DEWDNEY. My impression is that my
remarks had reference, particularly, to that
portion of country along the line of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway west of Moose Jaw~, towards
the Mountains. I think the hon. gentleman
asked with regard to that. I recollect having
stated, at any rate, with regard to that, that there
was a great deal more agricultural land in that
part of the country than was general]y supposed,
that in all the dips there was a very extensive
agricultural country, some valleys three or four
miles in width, and all the botton lands were of
first-class quality ; whereas on the ridges that have
been exposed to winds, the land is dry and stony.
That has been proved, I think, since Sir John

Mr. DEWDNEY.

Lister-Kaye began to cultivate his farm and has
ploughed up a large area of land, and there, we

s may say, the soil is just as good as in any other
part of the North-West. I have also another rea-
son for thinking that if I did make that statenient

s last year, it was an under estimate, because I have
gone very closely into the quality of the land in
the northern reserve of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and I find there is a very small portion of it
that is not first-class land.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Every man
in the House will be very much gratified if the
hon. gentleman is correct, and the quantity of
good land that he estimated last year proves to be
under the mark. All the same, it is quite clear
that we are parting with an enormous quantity of
land in these various grants. Even after taking
what we have purchased back from the Canadian
Pacific Railway, the hon. gentleman will know,
and the House will know, that for every mile we
give to the railways we are bound to reserve
another mile for the actual settler. So, as the
matter now stands, 38,000,000 acres of land are to
be given away for railway purposes, say 40,000,000
in round numbers, and then there are the Hud-
son's Bay and school lands and road grants to be
added, all of which, -it will be observed, constitutes
an enormous proportion of the lands available,
making the most liberal additions possible. The
distance does not exceed about 400 miles from 49
to 54 degrees ; while from Red River to the Rocky
Mountains the distance is not quite 1,000 miles.
Deducting the area of Manitoba, and allowing the
grants to railways and the grants for school lands
and Hudson's Bay lands and roads, we are rapidly
depriving ourselves of the ownership and pro-
prietorship of the region which the Government
now owns or controls. These grants appear to be
likely to be attended with considerable embarrass-
ment, and, more especially so, if the Government
do not take the precaution of compelling the
railway companies to sell the lands to actual set-
tiers at reasonable rates, leaving on the companies
the onus as to actual settlers.

Mr. O'BRIEN. We have-tecome so accustomed
to dealin with large figures that I am afraid we
do not t oroughly realise what we are doing in
dealing with this matter. The Government's propo-
sals cover 4,000,000 acres of land, or about three
times the size of the Province of Prince Edward Is-
land, and one-thirtieth of the whole area, good, bad
and indifferent, of the Province of Ontario. In addi-
tion to that fact, there is one consideration which I
have not heard mentioned, and it is one which, to
me, is one which may involve serious consequences.
We are now dealing as a Dominion with these
lands, and we are dealing with then under condi-
tions that will very materially change before these
lands are sold. In a very short time, speaking
comparatively, all these territories will be divided
into Provinces, and these Provinces will, in the
end, demand the control of the lands within their
areas. But even supposing they do not, shall we
impose on these various Provinces the samne diffi-
culties which have existed at various times in other
Provinces ? We are establishing large tracts of
land over which neither the Provincial Govern-
ment, the Dominion Government, nor the public
at large will have any control ; and those
who know how- much grumbling and dissatis-
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faction have existed in the Province of Ontario
in regard to a comparatively small tract of
land held by the Canada Company, can realise a
state of things that will exist in those Provinces,
extending over millions of acres held by one great
corporation like the Canadian Pacific Railway. We
are very likely to have in the future, as a result
of these grants, just such difficulties as have, to a
very great degree, existed in Ontario from the
existence of a land corporation, so comparatively
local and so comparatively liberal as the Canada
Company. If the Canadian Pacific Railway is able
to carry on its operations without selling those
lands, why should they sell them ? How can we
expect them to sell them ? If their lines prove
to be sufficiently profitable to enable them to pay
interest and to carry on their varions operations,
even with the disposal of a comparatively small
portion of their lands, they would naturally hold the
balance for speculation, and we would have, when
those territories come to be divided into Provinces,
and the people fall under the control of the
Provincial Governments, a serions difficulty to deal
with, one which, I think, this House hardly realises
at the present moment.

31r. BLAKE. When first the policy of aiding rail-
ways in the North-West by land grants was brought
before the House, independently of the great grant
to the Canadian Pacific Railway, in regard to which
grant somewhat special reasons were adduced, I
admvanced this view : that although it was eminently
advantageous, and it was absolutely necessary, that
railways should be built through the North-West ;
although it was extremely reasonable that that
country should bear, by the means we were pro-
posing, a considerable portion of the burdens in-
VOIved in the construction of those enterprises ; yet,
still, it was of the greatest possible consequence
that we should devise some means to avoid the
locking up of large quantities of land, and parti-
cularly the locking up of those areas of land along-
side the lines of railway, which would be the first
desired for settlement, and more especially when
these were alternating with free grant sections,
w1hich would be sought for before the sections
which were to be obtainable only by payment.
We know that, during the period in which
there was a considerable immigration and an ex-
itement with respect to the values of land in the

North-West, the suggestion that advantage would
lie taken by the railway corporations of their power
as land holders, was realised. We know that their
behavior was such as indeed we could not complain
of ; that it had respect to what they thought their in-
terest underthe circumstances; and that theyraised
the prices of their lands, as they had a legal right
to do, as we who granted them without condition
had no right to condemn, to the highest point that
the then inflated condition of the market would, it
was thought, allow. Lands, which had been sale-
al)le at $1, $1.50 or $2 per acre were raised
ta 85, $6 and even $8 per acre, and sale and
settlement were checked, and the country was in-
jured. The settlement of the country is effect-
ed very satisfactorily indeed under those condi-
tions which allow two or three members of a
ianily or two or three close and intimate friends
to go together. One of the great difficulties in a

vew country like the North- West is the separation
of the settlers, at the best, from the aggregates of
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population. That difficulty they must encounter
until towns grow ; that difficulty is made greater
in the Nortb- est by reason of the large areas
which we allow for the individual settler, and
which make him in a sense remote even from his
immediate neighbor. But that difficulty is inten-
sified when under our principles of settlement
there is going to be settlement in the first instance
only in alternate sections ; when you have a set of
sections for sale along the railway, and a free grant
set of sections, alternating with each other. It
is obvions, except in the case of an immigrant
who has considerable capital, that a settler
will be almost driven to say " the capital I
have must be put into fencing and buildings and
into implements and breakinu the land, and I
cannot afford to pay a price for the land; " and,
therefore, you have these inevitable difficulties to
some extent intensified, even by any system under
which there will be a check on free settlement.
We cannot avoid that, we cannot eat our cake and
have our cake. If it is necessary to make these
railway grants to secure the construction of roads,
we must do so on the least disadvantageous terms
to the public consistent with reasonable advantage
to the railways. When these grants were proposed
and submitted to the House, I subnitted a motion,
which will be found recorded in the Journals of the
House, for a vote was taken upon it, that the grants
should be made only on condition that the areas
granted of agricultural lands (I did not speak of
land with mill privileges or station grounds or
town sites, or other special values, but only of
ordinary agricultural lands) should be open for
sale on reasonable conditions for actual set-
tlement and in reasonable areas, at a price
not exceeding a maximum to be fixed. My
object was to ensure that a man who goes ont to
that country to hunt for land, and takes a map on
which he finds the alternate sections indicated,
would know that if he has found a choice section
on railway lands, he would be as certain to get that
section if it had not been entered before, on coming
back to the railway office and paying the stipu-
lated price, as he would be certain on coming
back to the Government office of getting the free
grant which is adjoining it. He could thus choose
his free grant, and for his neiglhbor or friend with
whom he wished to live in proximity he could
choose the railway land. By this means you would
provide against the lock up of land which the
hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) has
referred to, and which may be a very serions evil.
You would make this land as freely open for settle-
ment as the Government lands, except on the addi-
tion of having to pay a certain sum. In the old times
when I had an opportunity of taking an interest in
these matters-an interest which the hon. member
for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) doubts a little sometimes,
but which I can assure him, however misdirected
was, at any rate, very sincere-I received com-
plaints from persons who had been in that country
and who said : " We went here and there and every-
where, and on coming back, having made one or
more selections, we found either that the land was
a railway grant and we could not get it, or it
was held by the Canadian Pacific Railway under
that blanket grant of theirs, or it was in the
hands of speculators, and we came back dis-
heartened." Your system ought to be one which
would leave open on plain terms to actual settle-
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ment, irrespective of the will of the railway com- at the greatest profit, will try to bring settlers on
pany, the agricultural lands, out of which, not- to the land, and be content with a comparatively
withstanding your arrangement, the railway coin- small profit for ready cash ; that statesman wiIll
pany shall derive a reasonable price. Name a confer a lasting benefit on the North-West. I
maximum price, and let the lands, subject to the consider that the railways adopt a short-sighted
payment of that maximum by reasonable instal- policy in holding these lands. If they went pari
ments, be open to settlement in reasonable passu with the Government in settling the ton-î
areas. If you do that you diminish the ships in which they have sections, they would be
difficulties inseparable from this question, to well repaid by the passenger and freight trafiie
the greatest possible extent, and, if so mini- which they would have to and fro, as the resuit of
mised, the advantages of securing the construc- this settlement. There cannot be the least doub t
tion of a railway are greater than the disadvan- that this is a problem to the solving of which air
tages of causing the partial lock up of lands neces- statesmenshoulddevotethemsclves. Thisisa ue.
sary for its construction. I do fear, that if there tion of vital importance to the comfort and welf are
comes again a time of considerable immigration to of alI classes of settiers in the North-West. Look
the North-West, and of considerable hunting for what happens under the present systen. You
land, the reckless manner in which we have given, have thirty-six sections in a township, 1n0
and are giving, these grants will prove in the fu- when you take away the school sections and the
ture, as it has proved in the past, to be a greater Hudson's Bay sections, you have not haif the
obstacle to the settlement of that country than number of sections of a township to support the
might exist if a different system were adopted. It is schools, and the varions other taxes which niust be
all very well to repeat the arguments with which borne by the settlers of the township. If we
I was met in former years, namely, that it is in could devise some means of bringing settiers on to
the interest of the railway company to sell, and these sections that are given to the railway. and if
that we may be quite sure they will be glad to the railway would co-operate with the Government
set a low price on the land. We have heard that in this, weshould havethirty-three orthirty-fouriii-
before, and we have had an example of the short- habited sections in each township. If you suppose
sighted policy in the period of inflation to which I that each one has a homestead and pre-emption. it
have referred, which prevented settlement just would give something like seventy settiers to bear
because it was thought a little more money miglt the burdens of the township, but if you have only
be obtained later on. I do not want these lands 160 acres to each, you will have a good deal more
to be used for speculation, either by the individual than a hundred to bear the various littie burdens
buyers or by the railway company itself. I want which have to he borne by the township, such as
them to be charged, in favor of the railway dealing with schools and other matters of great
company, with a reasonably fair price for the importance to the settler. This is a problem which
settlers topay; and while subject tb that charge, will rebound to the credit of the statesman who
that they shal be as free and open to the settlers will sove it, so as to make the railway, wheter q
as if they were Goverment free grants of lands. be the Canadian Pacifice Railway or any other

which gets a grant of lands, co-operate witb Loe
Mr. DAVIN. I listened with a great dea of Gverntet in setting the townships. Au>
terest to the speech of the hion. iwember for West statesman who wiay provide a means of doing tha

Durbam (Mr. Blake), and there cannot be any wil command the gratitude of the North-West ad
doubt that the subject which he bas brought before the confidence of the country.
the attention of the House is one of vital import-
ance to the North-West. The solitude which is
almost enforced at present is oppressive, and we
have again and again discussed, in the North-
West, the best way of dealing with it. If the
Government can make some arrangement with the
railway companies, that the land henceforth will
be open to settlement on some such conditions as
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
has pointed out, it would prevent for the future the
evil which at present we feel keenly in the North-
West. There cannot be the least doubt that any
railway will do exactly what the hon. mnember for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) has pointed ont; it will
hold its land and sell at the greatest profit. It is
human nature to do that, it is what any business
corporation will do. But if a maximum of $3 or
$4 an acre were fixed-it need not be so low a
price as the hon. member for West Durham has
stated-that would compel the railway to
sell, and it would relieve us of the diffi-
culty we have to deal with in regard
to these railway sections. We have in fact many
times discussed in the North-West, the possibility
of making an arrangement with the railway
for getting rid of these lands, and the statesman
who devises a means to secure that the railway
company, instead of keeping these lands to be sold

Mr. BLAKE.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
On resolution 1,
Mr. WATSON. I think the arguments ad-

vanced on this side of the House show that some
restrictions should be placed on railway companies
which hold lands in the North-West. We know
that two railways, the Regina and Long Lake
Railway and the Calgary and Edmonton Railway,
which are both practically branches of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway under other names, have se-
cured cash subsidies as well as land grants. It is
well understood by this House and the country
that when the charter of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company was originally granted, power
was given to the company to build branch lines mi
any direction they saw fit in consideration of re-
ceiving 6,400 acres a mile. The land grants al-
ready obtained by the different railways-the
Manitoba and North-Western, the North-West
Central, the Canadian Pacific, the Regina and
Long Lake, and the Calgary and Edmonton-take
up a great portion of the odd-numbered sections
in Manitoba and the North-West Territories ; and
on looking at the map, I have come to the con-
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clusion that the land grants now under considera-
tion will almost entirely absorb all the valuable
odd sections north of the Canadian Pacific Railway
reserve up to the 52nd degree of latitude. Under
these circumstances, I think that in making these
grants, a certain maximum price should be fixed
for the land for actual and intending settlers. It
is well known that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company hold their lands to-day just as any
company of private speculators would hold them.
It was expected, and with a good deal of reason,
that it would be in the interest of the company to
throw open their lands for settlement at the
earliest possible moment ; but they have appar-
ently thought differently, and have come to the
conclusion that it is better for them, from a finan-
cial point of view, to hold their lands as a matter
of speculation, than to allow them to be occupied by
settlers. I donot know at what price they hold their
lands in the North-West, but in Manitoba they
hold them to-day at from $4 to $10 an acre. It
appears to me that it would pay the company to
sell their lands at a much less price, when they
would derive the advantage of their being settled
upon and cultivated. These being my views,
when the proper time arrives, I will test the
feeling of the House on this question of fixing a
maximum price.

Mr. ROSS. With regard to the suggestion that
there should be a maximum price fixed upon the
lands, I think it would be utterly impossible to
carry it out. In some parts of the country $3 an
acre would be quite sufficient for them; in fact, in
certain parts you could not get $3 an acre, while
in other parts the land would be cheap at double
the price. Then, in the same locality there niight
be one lot which would be more valuable than
another, on account of the hay, or coal, or timber
it contained, or because of its close proximity to
a station or a town. Such lands might be worth
$12 or $15 an acre, and it would be unfair to put a
maximum price of $3 an acre upon them. With
such a maximum price, the good lands would have
to be sold at a figure much below their value,
while the poor lands would not be worth the
fixed price. In this respect a railway company
occupies a different position from an ordinary
land company. The Canada Land Company
had no object besides that of making money out
of its land ; but a railway company has two objects
-to settle up the country in order to obtain traffic,
and to obtain as large returns as possible from the
sale of lands. There is no railway corporation in
the North-West that is more anxious to hold its
lands at a high price than it is to get settlers into
the country; on the contrary, I am satisfied, from
the efforts made by the railway companies in the
past, they are more anxious to dispose of their
lands and get settlers into the country, than they
are to hold their lands and wait for high prices,
because it is only by getting settlers into the
country that the value of their lands will be in-
creased. Knowing these facts, and holding these
views, I am utterly opposed to fixing a maximum
price on the lands held by the railway companies.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In answer to
this, I know, and every one of us who has the
slightest knowledge of the state of things in
Southern Manitoba knows, that whatever the
railway companies consider to be in their interest,

147J

as a matter of fact, settlers have been driven out
of that part of the country by the policy of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company ; and li sup-
port of the proposals made by my hon. friend
fron West Durham (Mr. Blake), and my-
self, who, knowing what has taken place, have
been endeavoring to compel these companies to
bring the lands into the market, we have these
facts staring us in the face, which show that it is
impossible that these companies can be depended
on. We are practically locking up and abandon-
ing the control of 100,000,000 acres in that coun-
try ; and I have no hesitation in saying, that no
policy could be devised more likely to retard set-
tlement, than giving these railway companies
control over enornous blocks of land, without any
restrictions whatever. I trust that my hon. friend
will persevere in his motion, and put on record
the names of those in this House in favor of set-
tiers obtaining lands at a reasonable price.

Mr. BLAKE. To the difficulties that beset the
consideration of this question, the hon. member
for Lisgar (Mr. Ross) has added other alleged
difficulties which do not in fact exist. He has
spoken about coal lands, timber lands, and lands
in the immediate vicinity of stations and town
sites being included. What is the suggestion I
made to the House ? I excluded lands of this
character ; I limited my suggestion to ordinary
agricultural lands. Lands which the company
might have a right to hold as havng special
values, which did not cone within this
denoinilation- lands having a special value,
such as coal lands, timber lands, town sites
or expected town sites, could, by a very easy ar-
rangement, be withdrawn from the operation of
the regulation which would apply, by arrange-
ments to be prescribed by the Government, under
the general direction of Parliament, a maxi-
mum to ordinary agricultural lands alone. I admit
that there are some real difficulties to which
the hon. gentleman has alluded, but which also lie
has exaggerated. He has supposed that my sugges-
tion necessarily applied one maximum to all rail-
way grants. Not at all. It is not necessary, when
you are dealing with the lands of one railway con -
pany, to apply the same maximum which you
would apply with reference to the lands of another.
For instance, there is a railway enterprise in
which I understand the hon. mnember for Lisgar
(Mr. Ross) takes a great deal of patrioticinterest-
the Hudson Bay Railway Company. No one can
suppose it would be reasonable to apply the saine
minimum or maximum to that, which would apply
to some of the others. But why complicate un-
fairly and unreasonably a practical suggestion,
whatever its difficulties, by adding these absurd
notions of difficulty which the hon. gentleman
entertains? We are now dealing with one grant ;
we are now dealing with one locality; we are now
dealing with a certain mileage of railway la one
part of the North-West Territories ; and we are
called upon therefore, if we deal with it intelli-
gently, to determme what maximum should be
applied to ordinary agricultural lands lu the
region of that grant. Even there, there may be
great variations in the characters of the
lands which will be allotted to the company.
'There, also, you cannot have a perfect plan because
your maximum must have regard, I will not say to
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the choicest morsels, but to the highest class of agri-
cultural land properties in the grant. No doubt con-
sideration has been given by the Administration to
those questions. I presume the Minister who is
proposing the grant, and the Minister of Railways
-for I suppose they are jointly responsible-have
considered what are the difficulties and probable
cost of construction ; what the prospects of traffic
are, and the general qualities of the lands along
this proposed railway, in respect of which this
grant of 6,400 acres per mile is to be given. If
this, as a branch railway, is going to cost $12,800
a mile, and if we are to suppose those lands,
including timber lands, coal lands, town
sites and so forth, have only to-day an aver-
age cash value of $2 per acre, we are giving
the cost of the road. If the road will cost
$18,000 or $19,000 a mile equipped, we still are
naking a free gift of two-thirds of the cost, aver-

aging the lands at $2 per acre. I do not know,
we have not the slightest information as to whether
there are any special difficulties of construction,
whether there are " any more rivers to cross; "
whether the bridging, the grading, the excavation
and so on, is expensive. I do not know what the
particular character of the land is. Upon that no
information is vouchsafed. Sir, the Government
policy does not regard the difficulties suggested by
the hon. member for Lisgar. The grant is 6,400
acres per mile all round, no matter whether the
road be easy or difficult to build ; no matter
whether it is one immediately promising a large
traffic or promising only a large traffic in the
future ; no matter whether the lands are more or
less valuable. Except in the case of the Galt
Road, 6,400 acres is the general acreage given per
mile. We are entitled to ask the grounds of the
Government's conclusion. We are entitled to
know whether the Government have considered
these things-whether they have considered what
the probable cost of the road will be, what will be
the probable results to the company of the road,
what the probable value of this land grant will be ?
We are entitled to know whether the Government
have been appropriating this land grant of 6,400
acres per mile, with some regard to those consider-
ations, or whether it is all pure guess work, or
whether there has not even been a guess.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Government have con-
sidered this matter, and have come to the con-
clusion, from the experience of eight or ten years,
that land grants will not build railways. If land
grants could build railways, we would not come
down to this House and ask a guarantee for
certain roads proposed to be built in the Terri-
tories-one of which is under construction, and
one which we hope will be under construction in a
shprt time. It is well known that companies have
not been able, on land grants, to raise sufficient
money to build railways. I might instance the
road which has been most successful in the country,
the Manitoba and North-Western. They have,
even with one of the largest financial backings in
Canada, not been able to raise sufficient money, or
anything like it, from their land, in order to carry
out their undertaking. Now, with regard to some
observations which fell from the hon. member for
Marquette (Mr. Watson), lie, in looking over the
plans, stated that lie found that all the railway
land, north, I think, of the Canadian Pacific Rail-

Mr. BLAKE.

way belt, had been given away to railway companies
and that virtually, after this appropriation
is made, there will be nothing left. I can tell the
hon. gentl2man that we have in that portion of
the country, from the 49th parallel up to the
southern boundary of the northern Canadian
Pacific Railway reserve, still on hand 20,000,000
acres, and we are only asking out of that about
3,500,000 to cover these subsidies. Now, with re-
gard to some observations which f ell from the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) before re-
cess, one of his objections to the policy of the
Government in regard to lands, was the giving of
them in alternate sections. Well, we propose, in
the subsidies we are asking, to give, and the par-
ties applying are anxious to accept. alternate
townships in preference to alternate sections.
That will free us from one of the difficulties the
hon. gentleman mentions. The hon. gentleman
states that the price of land in Manitoba varies
from $4 to $10 an acre. Well, that may be so.

Mr. WATSON. They are held by the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway at that.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The hon. gentleman must
recollect that those lands have been in the market
the last 8 or 10 years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I, myself, in
1885 and 1886, saw the lists of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and the lands were then actually held, I
believe, at higher prices than they are to-day.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The land commissioner, I
know, held these lands at avery high figure then, but
the land commissioner who has had charge lately,
within the last year or two, has reduced the price
considerably of Canadian Pacific Railway lands
generally.

Mr. WATSON. Do you know what that price
is now ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I do not. I know they are
reduced considerably. With regard to the North-
West, to my own knowledge, the Canadian Pacifie
Railway are selling lands at $2.50 per acre. I
certainly agree with the hon. member for Lisgar,
(Mr. Ross), that the scheme proposed by hon.
gentlemen opposite, to build railways in the North-
West, is utterly impracticable. If we want rail-
ways built, we must give lands, and allow the rail-
way companies to dispose of them according as
there is a market demand for them. If not, the
result will be, instead of giving one acre, we will
have to give four acres. I recollect the proposal
of hon. gentlemen opposite, when they were con-
sidering this scheme. They did not propose to
give 6,400 acres per mile, but they proposed, I
believe, to give 12,000 or 20,000 acres.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was
sixteen years ago.

Mr. CHARLTON. The Minister of Interior
tells us that the land grants will not build rail-
ways. If that is so, we had better abstain fron
giving land grants. Why should 'we give the
heritage of the people in the future away to specu-
lators now, when they are considered by the Minis-
ter of Interior not to ensure the building of the
railway?

Mr. DEWDNEY. What I mean to say is that
the land grants will not be sufficient in themselves

4679 4680[COM.MONS]



4681 [MAY 9,1890.] 4682

to build the railway. The companies will have to
put money in as well.

Mr. CHARLTON. Does the hon. gentlenar
suggest that it is for the Government to furnish al
the money necessary to build the road ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Certainly not.

Mr. CHARLTON. That has been done in soine
cases, no doubt, and now, if the 6,40) acres a mile
can be sold at $2 an acre, that will, in the majority
of cases, pay the cost of building a road in a coun
try of that kind. We are embarking in a reckless
systerm of bartering away to speculators the land
which will be required by settlers in the future,
and that is a matter which many bon. meibers
and the average elector fail to comprehend. If my
hon. friend and bis colleagues would condescend to
learn wisdom from the experience of others, they
would look to the experience of a country to the
south of us.

Sorme hon. MEMBERS. Oh!
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes; any parallel case

w hich is cited fron that country calls from the
super-loyal members on that side of the House
nothing but groans. In that country, they have
had the experience of designing speculators, of
railway contractors who designed to make a
great deal of money out of a very small capital by
means of the grants of land. There might be a
reason for these grants in the case of a great
trunk line like the Union Pacific, or, in the case of
Canada on the line of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way ; but the promoters of other Hines, with their
lobbyists, came to Congress and obtained enor-
mous grants of land, as now they are coming here
and obtaining enormous grants of land, not in the
interests of the people either to-day or in the
future, but in the interests of speculators. What
bas been the result in the United States? The Cen-
tral Pacific was organised with a capital of $12,500.
That is, that was aIl that was paid in. The result
was that men like Huntingdon, and Crocker, and
Sanford, made profits out of that speculation rang-
ing from 840,000,000 to 850,000,000 each. The last
returns that I saw show that the assets of that coin-
pany are valued at $287,000,000, and that enormous
profit was secured by just such schemes as these, by
grants of land which are sufficient t. pay the cost
of the road twice over, or, perhaps, in some cases,
five times over. The whole system of land grants
and money grants for railways is a vicious one.
Last night we had an example of the system in the
bald swindle in connection with the Caraquet road,
to which the Government was a party. The action
of the Government in granting subsidies in advance
of settlement, far in advance of the needs of the
country, away in the wilderness, is a reprehensible
one, and I think they should wait until these
roads are required, because the experience of the
United States will show them that, where roads are
required, capital will step in and build them. The
great difficulty nowadays is to obtain employment
for capital. The great monetary centres are over-
flowing with redundant wealth, and wherever there
is a reasonable prospect of return for an investment,
the money is forthcoming. Wherever a railway can
show thatitwill pay expenses and returnadividend,
the money will be forthcoming to build it, and it is
not necessary for the Government to step in ten or
fifteen years in advance of the requirements of the

country and give large grants of land to secure
the preinature and unnecessary construction of
roads. I repeat that the system is vicious, that it
is not in the interest of the country, and I predict
that, w-ithin ten years from this day, the popula-
tion of Canada will regret the adoption of this
system, and will curse the Govern-ment that squan-
dered millions of money and millions of acres of
land on these wild-cat enterprises.

Mr. LARIVIERE. I believe my hon. friend (Mr.
- Charlton), in citing the United States as an exami-

ple, bas not been looking into the recent history
of the Western States. It mnay be that the Union
Pacific or somue other railways may have given
great profits to their promoters, but, in Minnesota,
Montana and Dakota, he will find that the local
legislatures are now granting lots of land to rail-
ways in order to promote their construction.

Mr. CHARLTON. In Montana and Dakota
the Local Legislatures do not own any lands,
because they belong to the Federal Legislature.

Mr. LARIVIERE. At any rate, I know these
grants are imade in Minnesota. If you do not
give these railways aid in land, you will have to
give themn a cash subsidy, and I believe it is better
to give them lands, because in that way the coin-
parties are interested in colonising the country
through w-hich their lines run. I believe the
present policy of the Governient is the wisest and
the best that can be adopted. A misinterpretation
bas been given to what w-as said by the Minister
of the Interior in regard to his statement that the
land subsidy did not build the railways. He did
not mean to say that by giving that land subsidy
we did not secure the construction of railways.
We know that the 6,400 acres per mile which we
give bas no value until the road is constructed,
and, therefore, the grant does not ensure the con-
struction of the road. The railway co>mpanies
have to wait for years before they can dispose of
these lands, and then the interest on the money
they have invested, and the cost of management
of these lands and other things, amount to such a
surm that, even if they get $2.50 or $3 or 84 au
acre, they hardly get $1 an acre for the land in
comparison w-ith what those prices would have
represented w-hen the subsidy was granted. But
these grants increase the value of the security for
the bonds which the promoters have to issue in
order to build the line. The present policy of the
Government is the proper one, and the only one
that can be adopted under the circunstances.

Mr. DAVIN. There seems to be a difficulty in
the way of the proposal to bring the railw-ay lands
into the market. Since I made a few remarks
here this afternoon, I have been thinking about
that matter, and I think this would solve it. Let
it be reserved that by Order in Council, at any
given time, and in regard to any given lands, a
certain maximum sum should be fixed. The hon.
member for West Durham stated, a couple of hours
ago, that some lands migbt be more valuable than
others, and my hon. friend from Lisgar (Mr. Ross),
pointed out that some lands would be more valu-
able than others. Well, I think, that if it were
reserved that by Order in Council-and I think it
would be safe to confide in the fairuess of the
Government-a surm should be fixed at any given
time, and in regard to any given lands, the difficulty
would be got over. I see a great diffliculty in fixing
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far ahead a maximum sum, but an elastic system Council at a given time, and in regard to any
might be introduced by which, by Order in Coun- given land, taking their value, taking their situ-
cil, a maximum sum should be fixed at which the ation, taking the settlement around them-taking
railway wvould have to alienate its lands. As I all these things into consideration, and fixing at
said this afternoon, it would be to the advantage certain periods a maximum sum at which the land
of the railway, and as the hon. member for Lisgar would have to le alienated. The moment the
points out, nothing can be more to the advantage objection vas pointed ont 1 saw the difficulty. I
of a railway than to fill the country with popula- sec the strong objection against fixing now a
tion. Now, it is very important to do this, because, maximum sum. What would le a reasonable sum
as the Minister of the Interior points out, we have now might le an unreasonable sum, and a most
20,000,000 acres of landstillleft. Ifwegavel60acres unjust sum, for the railway, ten years hence; but
of land to each one of the settiers, 1,250,000 will if it is left to the Goverinent liy Order in Council
take up that 20,000,000 acres, and if you give four to fix the sum, say, five, ten, or fifteen years
to each family you would have about 5,000,000 lence, I think we may rely upon it the Govern-
of a population. Then, if the railway lands ment will not do any injustice in regard to the
adjoining are reserved, you xviii have that railway.
5,000,00e there, and yet a large amoubt of territory
hesides, stili unoccupied, that will support five or Mr. DALY. I certainly cannot agree with the
six millions more people. 1 grant it is in the renarks made by the aon. member for Assiniboit
interest of the railway to flul up the country, but (Mr. Davin), because thiak if we were to surround
I do think it would not lie unbecoming or unstates- the land grants of any railway with restrictions
malike to take guarantees that they would sch as li seeks to impose by Order in Councilit
act in accordance with their interest for it may would be impossible for that raiiway company to
happen uit happens in regard to other matters sell its land grant bonds. It seems to be the
than railways-tat the greatest wisdom oes not opinion of hon, gentlemen opposite that the land
always prevail in their management, nor the most subsidies that are proposed to be given to these
far-seeing views control. I would urge this upon railways are along the ne of these railways.
the attention of the Government, if they entertain None of the railways that are mentioned n
the proposal of putting into legislation what is these resolutions, with the exception of the
undoibtedly the wish of the North-West people, Lac Seul Railway and tom e railway running
and what would be a great advantage to the from a point 17 miles south of Deloraine, to
North-West. I think the difficulties that have seloraine, will receive any land whatever in
been raised against the plan may be got over the Province of Manitoba. The hon. member for
if, instead of fixing now, far ahead, a maximum South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) complains
suma at which the lands shoul be alienated, the that the Canadian Pacifie Railwa hold their land
faovernment reserved for temselves power by in Soathern Manitoba at a greater price than they
Order in Counil to fix the sumn at any given time sould have done. It should be remembered that
in regard to f any given lands. these lands were at the thie in the most thickly

Mr. DEWDNEY. How would the hon. gentle- settled portion of the Province of Manitoba, and the
man propose to deal with the Long Lake Road, for Lne of railway ran t nrough these lands, and conse-
instance, who have already got their land? quently gave them a particular value. Now, in

beraid againt thed p an s a been g ve this case take the first line of railway upon the list,
sumat iaich The land g t gn ent that is the Glenoro' branch of the oanadian Pacifi
Order ina oni job fitRailway, a so-called extension of that brandi.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Then why did not the hon. iNone of the lands will be given along that hue of
gentleman say this last year railway, lecause they are ah taken up and sold

Mr. DAVIN. The reason why I did not say long ago, and form part of the Canadian Pacific
it last year was, that the thing did not come up. Railway main line subsidy, and the chances are

Mr. WATSON. This point was discussed last
year.

Mr. DAVIN. Perhaps, then, I may have got a
little more enlightenment since then. I dare say
mny hon. friend the Minister of Interior thinks that
because the Long Lake Railway goes north froin
Regina, I may have taken so deep an interest in it,
that I was glad to see it go through, irrespective
of these considerations ; but the fact is, this thing
did not occur to me last year. It has been dis-
cussed in the Territories, and the necessity has
been recognised of bringing as quickly as possible
the railway lands into settlement, and I believe
that if the Government will look into this matter
they will see it is the interest of the railway, not
less than in the interest of the country, or the
Government, that some means should be devised
whereby those lands will rapidly be brought into
settlement. I believe the suggestion I make has not
been made before in this fHouse, but I think it
would meet the views of the railway and the views
of the country, if power was reserved by Order in

Mr. DAviN.

that the 6,400 acres per mile given to the Canadian
Pacific Railway for that branch will lay away up
in the north-western portion of the North-West
Territory. Now, I think it would be very unfair,
those lands being situated in that western por-
tion of the Territories, to fix now a price upon
them. It may be, as was stated by the hon. mem-
ber for Lisgar (Mr. Ross), that they might have an
unusual value on account, as lie remarked, of being
coal lands, or having valuable timber limits, and it
would be simply impossible at present, and until
such time as these lands were selected, to put any
value upon them. Now, it seems to me that the
lion. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
is opposed to building railways in the North-West
Territories and Province of Manitoba. Ie takes
issue with all his Reform friends and the whole
Liberal party in the Province of Manitoba upon
that question. It is only a short time ago lat a
contract was entered into between the Greenway
Government of Manitoba and the Northern
Pacific Railway by which they were to get an
enormous subsidy, but so glaring were the
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ternis of that contract that, subsequently, they
luiu to withdraw it. At all events, the
people of Manitoba have contributed $750,000
!ut Of their treasury towards building branch
lines of the Northern Pacific into the Province of
Manitoba, and that policy was inaugurated and
carried out by the Liberal Government of Mr.
Greenway. Therefore, the Liberals of Manitoba
have a different view upon this matter from the
hon. member for Norfolk, and I have no doubt
ibat the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson),
who represents the Liberal party of Manitoba in
this House, also differs from the hon. member for
North Norfolk upon the question of giving aid to
railways. It seems to me that that hon, gentle-
man is never himself unless he is inconsistent. He
was in this House in 1888 when a resolution was
iitroduced by Sir Charles Tupper, the then
Minister of Finance, in reference to granting
s15,000,000 to the Canadian Pacific Railway and
the withdrawal of the monopoly clause. An
ameniment was made to that resolution, and
the final clause of the amendment was to the effect
that the principal moneys of the $15,000,000 should
be applied to building branch lines in the Pro-
\ince of Manitoba. The hon. gentleman voted in
favor of that aniendment. Having done so, his
renarks to-night are very inconsistent, because
the Glenboro' branch and the Souris branch are
the very lines to which they sought to have these
s15,000,000 applied, and it was through the in-
strunentality of myself and those who urged the
gruanting of this land subsidy that the Minister has
submitted this proposed land grant of 6,400 acres
per mile. The hon..memberfor North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) and any other hon. gentleman who oppo-
ses this motion will not be thanked by members of
the Liberal party in Manitoba for the action they
havce taken, because when I state that not one acre
given to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
tor either of these branches I have named will be
in Manitoba, but will be in the north-west portion of
the North-West Territories, it would be unfair for
Parliament to declare that this railway should only
hold lands at a certain fixed price per acre.

Mr. SPROULE. The object of giving lands is.
for the purpose of assisting the building of the
railway, and is to create a basis of security on
whieh the company can raise money. If the
Government were to reserve for themselves the
right to fix the price for the land, no capitalist
Would think of lending a dollar on such security.
Suppose the proposal were made, the reply would
at once be offered that they did not know the price
for which the lands would sell ; that the Govern-
ment had the power to name the price, and after
the company had spent money and thereby
inereased the value of the land for their own
selfish purposes, the Government might afterwards
tix the price so low as not to be sufficient to pay
the interest on the investment. Such a policy
would be a most unreasonable one. The hon.
Ienmber for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), has

said that this might be in the interest of the railway
companies and the country. It might be so, pro-
Cided the railway companies were able to secure
inoney to build the roads, but even in such a case,
it would be practically impossible for railway coin-
panies to go on the money market and raise loans
With which to carry out their undertakings.

Mr. MILLS(Bothwell). I donotthink there is any
such difficultyin fixing the price as the hon. gentle-
man has indicated, nor do I think the land would be
as valueless as the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken would have the Committee suppose, if the
price were fixed. The scheme for the construction
of the Canadian Pacific Railway proposed in the first
instance provided that the prices of the lands held
should be from time to time agreed upon between
the Government and the company. There was
really no difficulty in agreeing on a price. What
the Government desire in the construction of rail-
ways, I suppose, is to promote the public interest,
and the reason why this House sanctions these
appropriations is simply as a means to accom-
plish this end. We have in establishing rail-
way companies and conferring benefits on themu
nothing to gain, except so far as these roads are
capable of conferring benefits on the community.
If the railway corporation created in this case was
not going to assist the early settleinent of the coun-
try, the very object for which aid is given would
be frustrated. We have two questionsbef ore us that
are of importance. There is the queFtion as to
whether the tne has comle when railways
should be constructed in that district. The
hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) spoke as
though it were the immediate duty of Parliament
to build all the railways required for all time in
that country. The hon. gentleman argued that
because certain parties who settled in Manitoba
desired the early construction of railways in that
Province, we would be inconsistent if we did not
desire the immediate construction of a railway at
the foot of the Rocky Mountains. It is not in the
interests of the people that the population coming
in should be scattered. There are a great muany
advantages in having early settlements as dense as
possible, and the tens of thousands of people, if we
can secure such numbers year by year, who go into
the North-West had better settle as near Winnipeg
as possible; and these settlements should extend
gradually westward, and railways should be pro-
vided from time to time to meet the wants of the
community as the country is settled. There is a
very great advantage in adopting such a system.
We have to consider whether the railway
facilities, already offered at very great expense to
this country, owing to the disposal of a very large
portion of the public lands, have all been made
use of ? Have new settlers availed themselves
of those facilities as they exist ? I do not think the
Government have made out their proposition, or
submitted to the House anything that justifies
this expenditure, and it is a very great waste of
the public money and public resources to construct
railways to different points when large sections
much nearer are open to settlement, and the settle-
ment of which, at an early day, ought to be secured.
Passing from that point for the present. the next
question is, how are we to give this aid to such
railways so as not to impose an impediment in the
way of settlement ? An hon. member opposite
urged that the lands in Southern Manitoba held by
the Canadian Pacific Railway at from $4 to $10
per acre, were worth that price. If that was the
real value of those lands, they would be settled
more rapidly than they were settled. We
know that that country is not being settled,
that there is nothing like the population in
that country which was supposed before the census
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was taken two or three years ago ; and any one
who will fairly consider the appropriations of
public lands made to the Canadian Pacific Railway
and the railway facilities furnished, must be disap-
pointed at the slow settlement of Southern Manitoba.
There must be some reason for this. The climate
is fairly good ; the soil is excellent ; the country is
in its natural state inviting, and yet, notwith-
standing these railway, facilities, settlement does
not go on as rapidly as it does in Dakota or Mon-
tana. We know that the settlement in Dakota,
even of Canadians, lias exceeded by a large majority
the settlement in our North-West Territories. And
the prices at which our lands are held is an explan-
ation of the cause why settlement has not more
rapidly developed in that section of the country.
There are many ways in which the Government
might meet the views expressed on this side of the
House. Let me say this : Suppose the Govern-
ment were to provide that the amount of money
which the company should receive from these
lands should be a fixed maximum sum, and that
the Government should have the privilege of
retaining the control and sale of these lands, if
they thouglit proper, so long as the proceeds were
paid to the railway until that suin w-as received ;
it seemrs to me that you would keep the country
fairly open for settlement, that you would prevent
the stockholders, for mere speculative purposes,
seeking to make the nost out of these lands at the
expense of the settlers. It would be in the last
degree a mistaken policy to hand over these lands
without any restriction to railway corporations, and
to depend wholly upon the interests of the con-
panies for their imnimediate settlement. Why,
Sir, experience lias already shown that that is not
a sufficient conîsideration upon which to rely, and
that the public interest is not likely to be served
by that course. Take, for instance, the increase
of the value of real estate during the period
of the boom in Manitoba and the North-West
Territories, when it was supposed that a very
large immigration was about to go in there.
The Canadian Pacific Railway, looking at its
innnediate imterests, acted upon the principle
which everywhere governs the holders of real
estate for the purpose of sale. They held on to
the lands for a larger price, they put impediments
in the way of settlement, and they turned away
immigration from the country. No doubt, in the
long run, they have suffered by that policy, but it
is a policy which under like circumstances will be
adopted again and again. It does seem to me that
this Parliament is dealing altogether too loosely
with the public domain in giving effect to these
resolutions, and to the policy which has hitherto
been pursued in respect to this matter. I think
the Government ought to provide means to retain
the control of these lands, and a voice in deter-
mining what the price should be, su bject to the para-
mount consideration of Parliament. The more
rapidly the lands are settled the better it will be
in the public interest, and it is the public interest
that we are here to consider.

Mr. DALY. I wish to draw the attention of
the House to some figures which I gave in my
address on the tariff question. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Mills) has referred, as did another hon. gen-
tleman before him, to the high prices at which the
Canadian Pacific Railway held their lands in
southern Manitoba. I said the other night that

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

I took exception to the price at which these lands
were held four or five years ago, and I stated that
I believed the policy of the Canadian Pacific
Railway at that time was a very mistaken one.
However, a great portion of the land sold by ti
Canadian Pacific Railway to the Canada North.
West Land Company, which has been mentioned
here to-night, are in this very portion of Southern
Manitoba which lias been referred to. lI tie
figures I have quoted, on another occasion, I pointe
out, that for the six months ending the 30th June,
1889, the Canada North-West Land Companv sold
32,320 acres as against 20,620 acres durinig the
corresponding period of 1888, the value of the
land they sold in 1889 was $191,402.65, as
against $113,432.80 in 1888, an increased acreage
sold of 11,700 acres in 1889, and an ilcrease
of $77,969.85 in value. Now, the great bulk of
these lands are in Southern Manitoba, and the people
must have thought the lands were worth the price
they paid for them or they would not have bought
thein. I do not think that the price at which
these lands are held in Southern Manitoba to-dav.
results in retarding settlement there, because that
country is well and thickly settled, and the mein
who are living there are increasing their holdingc
year after year, and are willing and able to pay
the prices asked. I would impress upon meimlbers
on the other side of the House that in relation to
the lranch lines of railway in the Provinîce of
Manitoba, which it is now proposed to aid, there
is not an acre of the land which it is intended to
give these railways that is within a hundred miles
of theni, and I say it w-ould be unfair to restrict
the price at which these lands should be sold.

Mr. WATSON. From the arguients which the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Daly) lias addressed to the
House, it appears that it is unnecessary to give
assistance to these railroads. He bas told us the
high price at which land was sold, and that the
Canadian Pacific Railway are not building that
road for the sake of the land grant, but for the
sake of the traffic. I may say that the Canadiail
Pacific Railway have been promising to build this
road for the last seven or eight years, and in coIl-
sequence of their delay and neglect to do se a
large number of the settiers in south-westeni
Manitoba have been deprived of railway comui-
nication up to the present time. I have no doult.
that had it not been for the move made by the
Liberal Government of Manitoba, the Canadiai
Pacific Railway would not undertake to build
that road even now. They are building it at th1i-
late period only because the Northern Pacifie oh-
tained a charter last Session, for the purpose of
constructing a road without any assistance whiat-
ever fron this Government. I may say that
the Local Government lias assisted us in sec-r
ing the construction of some '250 miles of
road, by building competing lines witb the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. I may also say that
the Local Govermnent have succeeded in securiiim
the construction of a road at a less price, than this
Parliament bas ever secured the construction of a
road for in the North-West. They secured the
construction of that road for a cash bonus of
$1,500 a mile or a portion of it, an<d $1,750 for the
balance of the road. They have built that roai
without any other assistance than this ; they ob-
tained no land grant aid, and I ani happy to say
that that sane company proposes extending their
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road during the present year, without any assist- thousand four hundred acres per mile for the une of rail-
ance from this Parlianent. The other argument way from apoint in Township one, i either Range twenty-

three or twenty-four, west of the .First Principal Meri-
which has been used by the hon. gentleman goes dian, to Deloraine, a distanpe of about seventeen miles.
to show that the road to be built from Glenboro',
west, and Brandon, south-west, will pay, without
the assistance of a very large bonus from this Gov- parties concerned in this road? Is it at a couplete
ernment. This, I think, is a very strong reason road of seventeen miles, or is it an extension of a
why we should limit the price which the railway road now existing?
companies should receive for their lands to actual Mr. DEWDNEY. This railway, the Brandon
settlers. I am under the impression that there sud South-Western Railway, is promoted by gen-
is quite a large quantity of land in south-western tienen of Winnipeg, who hold a charter from the
Manitoba which will be available for these land Local (overnment to construet the line from Bran-
grants. I may be mistaken, but I think I am right don to the Turtie Mountain District. They applied
in saying so. It should be remembered by this for a land grant for the whole of that distance,
House, that the land grant given to the Canadian which was refused, and subsequently they applied
Pacific Railway for the construction of their road, for a grant froin Deloraine to the coal district of
are not for alternate townships, but alternate sec- Turtie Mountain, a distance of 17 miles sud tha
tions, and they are lands fairly fit for settlement, Governmant sgreed to giv- thai» this land grant
and I venture to say that the Canadian Pacific Rail- ou their obtainiug a charter from this fouse, which
way have not, to-day, for sale in the Province of they have ohtained this Session.
Manitoba, one acre of land at a less price than $4. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who are the

Mr. ROSS. The average is less. corporators?
Mr. WATSON. I know it runs up as high as Mr. IEWDNEY. David Hypsop, R.

,10 an acre. I live in Manitoba, and I arn in a Crow, George H. Camphell, Horace Edgar Craw-
position to know the prices of the Canadian ford, Wm. A. Macdonald and Colin H. Campbell.
Pacific Railway lands in Manitoba, at least, as \r. MITCHELL. A question arose bast uight
well as the hon. gentleman who resides in British on the discussion of the Caruquet Ruibway, as to
Columbia. The hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. the manner in whidi railwuy aid is given by this
Daly) states that the member for South Oxford Governunent. While I am in fuvor of acting
(Sir Richard Cartwright) did not know what he liberally towards uny railway corporation which
was talking about when he spoke of the price of undertakes bomd fde to open up and develop some
land in Southern Manitoba. As I have said, I live district of the country where railway accommoda-
in Manitoba, and I know that, up to the present, tion is required, I must say that the Governt,
the Cauadian Pacific Railway Company have not bafora grantrng assistance, should sutisfy then-
accepted lands fron the Government unless they selves of the sbility of the parties to carry out
were fairly fit for settlement. I do not know Of what they undertake. We should see that we
any lands in the Province of Manitoba, fairly fit have no more of these Caraquet Railway scandaIs,
for settleiment and cultivation, which are not worth by affording facilities to parties to engage in
$4 an acre, and that being the case, I think it is wildcat operations in the hope of selling their
our duty to guard these lands. I was rather charters or honusas. I must say for the Canadian
amused at the remarks made by the hon. member Pacific Railw-y Company that they have doue a
for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) in speaking of the hon. mem- great deal foi, this country, and there may ha a
ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) voting that justification for these grants but, speaking gen-
the 815,000,00) granted to the Canadian Pacific eralîy, 1 say that before giving away the whole of
Railway should be spent in the construction of that territory in the North.West, the Government
railroads in Manitoba and the North-West. suouîd see that the pcrsons who apply for grants
I find in the Votes and Proceedings of are able to carry out what they undertake.
this House that the bon. gentleman froin Mr. DALY. With regard to this Brandon aud
Selkirk (Mr. Daly) actually voted against that.
He is not in favor of money being spent to build out ofeternilway, I onan s evthst the
railways in Manitoba and the North-West, but my Tbje o trii to oe, and erelop the
hou. friend on this side of the House did favor cha u tain coa miopl sauîd tharby affor
that proposition. As a rule, railways are more
cheaply constructed in that country than in any Mr. MITCHELL. Thare is oua thing to ba said
other portion of the Dominion. This Government with regard to this granting am-ay of de whole of
have secured the construction of railways in other the North-W'est. I racollect that when we bonght
parts for a cash subsidy of $3,200 a mile, and they that country, and paid Our money for it, certain
propose now granting 6,400 acres a mile, which expectations wara held ont to us of baing recouped
means a valuation of 50 cents an acre. As an evi- froin the sale of lands. Now, we are practically
dence of what I say, I have stated that the Govern- granting away the whole of that territory without
ment of Manitoba have secured the construction of sny definita statarent baing preseuted to this
250 miles of railway in that Province for $1,500 a fouse as to any particular necessity for it. I can
mile for a portion, and $1,750 a mile for the bal- undarstand specitbc grants being made whauu ra-
ance. That ought to be sufficient evidence that sons are given why they should ha made; but I
people can be got to build railways in that country cannot understand giving away wholasale the
where there is a necessity for them, for a much country, m-hich wa have bought sud paià for, and
less sum than is granted by this Govemment. for the development of which the older Provinces

On resolution 3, are heavily taxed.Mr. DEW'DNEY. In addition to, what the hion.
That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council

to grant to the Brandon and South-Western Railway ay
Company, Dominion lands to an axtent not lass than six railway is intended to supply eoal to the people of
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the south-western portion of Manitoba, where not regret and condemn that action. The only
fuel is now very scarce and dear. I could show coal mine of any extent on the Pacifie Coast of
the hon. gentleman appeals from different parts of Canada was granted away on that occasion to a
that country to the Government asking us to assist corporation largely controlled hy Americans. It
this road for that very purpose. The Canadian vas an outrageons thing that an immense estate, one
Pacific Railway Company have offered to give it of those properties to which we look forward to
every assistance in distributing coal through that recoup the eastern Provinces for the outlays
country. At present the people there get their they have made in that country, should have been
coal from Winnipeg by the Manitoba South-West- granted away on so little information and with so
ern Railway, and by the time it reaches them its little conpideration ; and we are asked to repeat the
price is very high indeed. saie outrage to-night. It is a disgrace that sucb a

Mr. WATSON. I hope the Government will contract shouid have been made. Every man
not make this grant without seeing that a maxi- regrets it to-day. That coal mine alone is worth

mum rate is fixed at whicht seing that hunreds of millions of dollars-its value man

the coal, because otherwise it will have a practical tat the un itasactisae o juntra
monopoly of the coal supply. We have had an ex- little information and in the same manner as we
perience of that sort of thing in connection with are asked to pass these votes to-night.
the Galt Railway, and many people in the North-
West now regret that a maximum rate for carry- Mr. DALY. I was going to say, for the infor-
ing coal was not required in the case of that rail- mation of the hon. gentleman, that I do not think
way. the extent cf this ceai mine in question will ever

Mr. DEWDNEY. The hon. gentleman will see reach the extent cf the Dunsmuir mine.
that if the railway is constructed for which we Mr. MITCHELL. I hope not.
have just passed a resolution, the Souris coal Mr. DALY. It has been developed by local
fields will be opened up, and there will be compe- capitalists who have faith in being abie to make
tition which will keep down the price of coal. money out cf the seheme; and it is iu order to get

Mr. WATSON. The Souris coal field will be the ceai fron the mine to the Canadian Pacifie
operated by the Canadian Pacific Railway. This Railway that tiis une is to be built. When the
branch line will be operated by the Canadian hon. member for Marquette talks about the hon.
Pacifie Railway, to whom it practically will the Minister of the Interior incerporating in the
belong, and they will be able to control the price grant restrictions as to freight rates, he talks most
at which coal can be sold in that country. It is ridicuiousiy. The idea cf raiking about restricting
simply a question of competition. It will just be rates oi seventeen miles of railway! Ail the dis-
laid down as cheaply as the Galt Company can lay tance this railway carnes freight is fron the mines
down their coal, because they have practically a te Deloraine, and in connectien with this grant
monopoly of all the coal fields in their section, they cannet restrain the Canadian Pacifie Iaiiway
since they own the road and fix what rates of froin charging any rate they choose. As te the
freight they choose. A man might have a coal information whic can be given, the hon. member
mine close to the Galt Company's mine, and yet for Halton prebably knows as much about this
not be able to compete with them because they grant as any persen in the House, and I have no
can charge him what rates they please to carry his doubt he can give an opinion to the hon. gentleman
coal to the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I hope the as te the extent of the property owned by the
hon. gentleman will see the point I take and meorporators of the cempany. Ail I eau say is
guarcl against this company charging over a fixed that I knew ceai is there, and that it is being
rate, because I expect in that section there will be develeped and used, and that. the people cf
more coal mines opened and developed than the Manitoba expect te get cheap bituminous ceai,
one owned by this company. If such be the case which they have net been able te get up te the
this company should not be allowed, as the Galt present.
Company is, to charge arbitrary rates of freight. Mr. CHARLTON. The reference made te the

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Minister has chosen Dunsmuir transactien on Vancouver Island brings
to give an illustration of the advantages to be affor- to my recoilection the fact that when the resolu-
ded by getting cheap coal delivered over this road tiens with regard te that transaction were before
for which we are asked to give a subsidy. I the House, there was sarcely a member f the
lect a very noticeable instance when a territory House t protest against it.
worth $100,000,000 or $200,000,000 was given Mr. MITCHELL. I protested against it.
away on similarpretences, and with about the same Mr. CHARLTON. Haif a dozen members pro-
informationfurnished the House asis givento-night. tested against it pessibly, auJ yet it was forced
I recollect when a proposition from the combina- threugh by the Government, and when it was
tions with which the late Mr. Dunsmuir was con- stated that connected with Mr. Dunsmuir
nected, came before this House late in the Session, were Mr. Huntingdon ef San Francisco and Mr.
just as this has come, and we were asked to vote Creker cf San Francisco, two magnates of the
away, and we did vote away, properties worth Central Pacific Raiiway, aud that it was an
hundreds of millions of dollars. That vote has been American transaction controlled by American
since deeply regretted by every man who has given capital, the statement was received with jeers
the question any consideration. Take the people and the taunt thrown out at me that 1 had
who control the Canadian Pacific Railway, take always a leaning for the Americans and should be
thepeople of British Columbia, takeeverystatesman gratiiied. Since that tine I have passed ever the
or gentleman connected with the legislation of this road from Vancouver te Nanaimo, a road right
country-there is not one man of them who does along the sea-ceast, a rond buiit ostensibiy for the

Mr. DEwD-xE-Y.
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purpose of developing the coal mines of Vancouver,
and yet which has not afforded facilities for the
development of those mines to any material extent.
The property on that Island then granted away may
in the future reach in value to some hundreds of
millions of dollars ; it was granted to keen,
shrewd speculators, who appealed to the Govern-
ment in that keen way in which speculators always
know how to make their appeals; and their de-
iand vas secured through the supineness, the

want of knowledge, and the want of care, on the
part of the Government as to the interests they
had in charge. We have had that thing repeated
again and again. There are abundant instances of
it in other countries, and we have to-night grants
being made of precisely a similar character-grants
made in the interests of a few individuals,
against the interests of the future millions who are
to people this country. I say the Dominion Gov-
erniment are deserving of all blame for their reck-
lessness in this matter, they are doubly deserv-
ing of blame because they will not even put a
liiit to the price at which those lands are to be
oli by the companies to whom they are granted.

Surely the Government might at least so fai, hav-
ing squandered the heritage of the future, place
some restraint on those corporations and secure to
the people who are to settle on these lands, some
mneasure of justice, by fixing for the protection of
the settlers, a maximum price which will be
aiply sufficient to build the road. If they will
not do that, they will sacrifice utterly and entirely
the interests of the people to the interest of specu-
lators and moneyed men.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. member for Selkirk
thinks it is ridiculous of me to ask this House
to fix a maximum rate for the carrying of coal
over this line. Now, I think the hon. gentle-
man ought to know by this time that my sug-
gestion was not at all ridiculous. The sanie
contention was made in the case of the Galt Com-
pany's road, and we have since found in Manitoba
and the North-West that it was a pity the Gov-
ernment dlid not see fit to fix a maximum rate for
the carrying of coal over that road. That coin-
pany is in the position of making $4 per ton on its
coal. It controls the output, and only sells the
coal at the price at which it can afford to sell it
and meet American competition. We suffer in
that country from high rates on coal. This Gov-
ernment are carrying coal over the Intercolonial at
three-tenths of a cent per ton per mile, and yet in
Mlanitoba the rate is l, cents per ton per mile.
Now, when we are suffering in that way, it is the
duty of the representatives of Manitoba to guard
uainst legislation of this kind, and see that fuel
will be furnished to the people at the lowest pos-
sible rate. It is my duty on such occasions to rise
and offer suggestions to the Government, and
wihether they accept them or not, I will have done
m"y duty. I would not be doing my duty if I sat
here silently when I saw the Government aiding
a road for the benefit of a company owning a coal
niune without asking that the public should obtain
some of the benefits and that all the benefits
should not go into the pockets of the company.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think it would be
vell for the Government to consider, in regard

to the minerals in the North-West, whether they
be precious metals or ordinary metals or petroleum

beds, the propriety of not parting with the fee, but
of retaining the proprietary interest in the Crown,
in order to secure a royalty or a revenue for the
community which may subsequently settle in those
districts. I do not think it is much advantage to
the man who purchases lands for the purpose of
cultivating the soil to own the minerails under-
neath those lands, and it would be of advantage
for the Crown to retain the property in them. It
would be far better to deal with the Crown in a
matter of that kind than with half a hundred
ordinary proprietors. With regard to retaining
control over the public lands, and not leaving it to
the railway companies to fix a price, I would call
the attention of the Minister to a Bill which I
introduced not nany years ago, the Colonisation
Railway Bill, in which it was provided :

" Should the Government in Council deem it expedient,
instead of conveying lands to the company, the company
may be paid the moneys received from the sales of lands
on the hne of and within six miles of such railwav from
time to time until the company shall have reeeived a
sum not exceeding S10,000 per mile."
The Government may fix what they think a fair
maximum value, and then it will be to the interest
of the company to part with the land at a rea-
sonable price. If the land proved to be of a higher
value, the Governnent would have it in their
power to say so, but they would not lose control of
the price.

Mr. WATSON. As to the price of coal, I find,
on enquiring from my hon. friend from West
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), that the price of the Galt
coal was $8 a ton at Regina dwhile the same coal is
delivered in Winnipeg for 87 a ton, with 370 miles
longer haul. That is because of the American coal
coming into competition with it in Winnipeg. It is,
therefore, a question, nîot of the value of the coal,
but of the freight rates.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Since presenting these reso-
lutions, I find there is an error in the distances
mentioned in regard to the Calgary and Edmonton
Railway Company. The distance froma Calgary to
Edmonton is 190 miles, and from Calgary to the
boundary 150 miles. I ask the Committee to allow
the change to be made.

Resolutions reported.

SUPPLY-ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the House again
resolve itself into Committee of Supply.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I want again
to call the attention of the House to the state-
ments which have been made by the Messrs.
Anderson, which I alluded to last night, with
respect to the correspondence that went on be-
tween the Government and themselves. I have
already expressed my opinion that the Govern-
ment are treating the House like a parcel of chil-
dren in refusing to bring down that correspon-
dence. They are now confronted with statements
made by these gentlemen, whom they must have
regarded as respectable and responsible persons,
in which something lilte a contradiction in terms
is given to the statements of the Minister of Fi-
nance and of the Prime Minister himself, as these
hon. gentlemen can see in referring to the letter of
the Messrs. Anderson, which I read last night.
Now, I say we ought to be put in possession of
that correspondence. The Government are not
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acting with due regard to their own bonor, under
the circumstances, nor with regard to the honor
of the people of Canada, in making statements on
the floor of this House which are flatly denied in
public newspapers of large circulation in England,
by the other parties, and we ought to have that
correspondence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have no
objection to bring down that part of the corres-
pondence which relates to the surrender of the
contract by the Messrs. Anderson. We object to
bring down the whole of it, for this obvious reason:
that there are a number of conditions and arrange-
ments made with the Messrs. Anderson connected
with the contract, which they had undertaken,
and which they threw up two months after they
had signed it. Those particulars may be import-
ant to us when the time cornes for us to call again
for tenders for the Atlantic service. That is the
only reason why we declined. But as regards
that portion of it which is concerned with the
surrender of the contract, we have no objection to
lay it before the House. It is simply a difference
in terms, but not in substance. The Messrs.
Anderson agreed to build the ships under a parti-
cular contract, and they asked for two months in
order that they might go home to England and
see whether they could make satisfactory arrange-
ments to raise the money. They said, I think,
the vessels would cost some £2,000,000 ster-
ling, and that was not a sum that could be
easily arranged for ; therefore, they asked for two
months in order that, they might surrender the
contract if they fouind'they could not make satis-
factory financial arrangements. We were aware
that the two gentlemen w-ho were named, Sir
Donald Smith and Sir George Stephen, had
agreed to invest a certain large sum of money
in that undertaking, I suppose, subject to
certain arrangements between them ; but, Sir
George Stephen, as Mr. Anderson mentioned,
withdrew from that arrangement, and I suppose
Sir Donald Smith did likewise. In conse-
quence of those great nanes being withdrawn,
they surrendered the contract. The fact of the
matter is that they could not very well go on
'Change without having the important sanction of
two such promninent capitalists so intimately con-
nected with the Canadian Pacific Railway. That
is the reason-those gentlemen having withdrawn
from the arrangement they were obliged to throw
up the contract.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When will
that be brought down?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On Monday.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Because I
may call the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact
that the language used by the Messrs. Anderson
is this :

" We are able to say without hesitation that if the re-
presentations made to us when we undertook the business,
and on the faith of which we alone embarked upon it,
had been fulfilled, we should have had no difficulty what-
ever in finding the necessary capital."
They imply that representations had been made
by the Governnent which were not fulfilled.
That is the obvious meaning of their letter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Anderson
does not inean that, I am sure.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have heard it rumorel
that after the Canadian chief men of the Canadian
Pacific Railway had agreed to go into this opera-
tioni, they did it under an arrangement which was
rumored to have been made between the Govern-
ment and the Canadian Pacific Railway, in refer -
ence to giving the- through means of communica-
tion, on the basis of that short lne arrangement of
last year, to Halifax. When the Government with-
drew from that arrangement Sir George Stephen
and Sir Donald Smith, not being able to see an
advantage to the road, in failing to get the right
of way over the LItercolonial Railway to Halifax,
as was agreed by this rumored arrangement, felt
it necessary, in the interest of their company, to
withdraw from it. I do not know how imuch
truth there is in these rumors, but it is well that
we should have information on that point.

Mr. FOSTER. I may say, with reference to
the letter which was read here last night, in
w-hich Mr. Anderson speaks of something that was
said by myself, that he appears to have taken a
rumor, or a statement made by me, as a fact,
which was not a fact. I had no authority ii
stating, and certainly did not state, that I lad
counselled, or that the Government had counselled,
that the contract with the Messrs. Anderson
should be entered into provisionally. What I
stated in the House was, as any persons can see
by referring to it, that they surrendered thir
provisional contract, which was in accordance with
the Act.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itself
into Committee of Supply.

(In the Comnittee.)

To complete additional Public Build-
ings,Wellington street, Ottawa S155,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
total sum which bas been spent on this building,
and what is the total sum which will be spent in
order to complete ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The ainqunt that
has been expended, up to the lst of March, 1890.
is $711,000, and the estimated additional expendi-
ture up to the lst of July, this year, wil be
$1,0.38.09 more. The vote asked for by this reso-
lution is to cover the whole expenditure, accordinl
to the report of my chief architect.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That makes
a total expenditure of $867,000. What was the
estimated cost of the building in the first instance .

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say that.
We could hardly make an estimate at the begin-
ning, because we did not know what the laid
would cost.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You had an
estimate of the cost of the building, outside of the
cost of the land. My impression is that the state-
ment made was that the building would cost ialf
a million dollars, but it now appears it will cost
$867,000.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The site cost
$96,566 ; drainage 6,348 ; various contracts for
building iron roof, iron staircases, &c., $462,360;
iron joists, $15,000 ; elevators, $38,000 ; heatttg
apparatus, $24,000 ; electric bells, $1,555; or a total
of $542,070. Smaller sums, including amounts for
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granite, iron work, gas meters, mantles, hose racks,
gratings, &c., $13,343; contingencies, &c., $11,000.
All these items bring the total expenditure to
>S67,000. This vote of $155,000 may not all be
expended, but we require it in order that when
the final estimates are made all the claims may be
paid.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it a fact
that in the ccntract given out for this building the
roof was accidentally omitted, and when the build-
ing vas supposed to be completed a further demand
was made for putting on a roof ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No. The contract
was for the stone work without the roof, because
the building roof was to be a metal roof, in order
to make the buildings as far as possible fire-proof.
The roof was a separate contract.

Sir RCHARD CART WRIGHT. When was it
made ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In September, 1886.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was a

very long time after the original contract was
given out. Is it the practice of the Department to
give out a contract at two different periods? Were
tenders invited for the roof ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Tenders were
called for from different parties for the roof.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Were they
advertised for?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it the
practice to advertise for the construction of a
building in 1882, and to again advertise for the
construction of a roof for that building two or
three years afterwards.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The chief architect
recommended the adoption of that course at the
timse as this was the largest and most costly
building we had under construction. He thought
as this was to be a special roof, it should not be
included in the ordinary tender for the building,
because a contractor might be well able to do the
masonry work and not be competent to put on an
iron roof. He, therefore, thought we should have a
contract for the building and separate contracts for
diffrent other works, such as the iron roof, the
ironu staircases, joists and steel girders, elevators,
and so on.

Mr. WATSON. Was the roof mentioned in the
specification of the original contract ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.
Mr. WATSON. What was the total contract

price, and what was the amount of the claim made
or extras ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The claims for
extras were very large. I think about $400,000.

Mr. WATSON. What was the amount of the
original contract ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $460,000 or $470,-
OM00.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What w4s
the contract for the roof ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $60,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Were many

tenders sent in?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There were several.
Mr. WATSON. Who was the contractor for

the roof?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The contractor

for the building itself.
Mr. WELSH. Do I understand that the first

contract was for $500,000 and that there are ex-
tras for over $400,000? If this is the case, a
change in the Department is very badly needed.
You talk about the dead meat business-this is
dead meat business.

Mr. LISTER. This matter requires some fur-
ther explanation. The Minister of Public Works,
in answer to a question submitted by the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
the other day, stated as follows :-

" The buildings are completed. The entire sum paid
on the building up to lst Marcb, 1890, is S608 096.70, ex-
clusive of land purchase. In reply to the third ques-
tion: Yes-Mr. Charlebois, the contractor for the build-
ing, bas put in claims for extras amounting to $393,954.19.
I understand that Mr. Charlebois is ready to reduce his
claim to $200,000."
Either he bas put in an excessive and exorbitant
claim to whichl he bas no right at all, or else there
must be something wrong in the matter which
induces the contractor to reduce his claim to
$200,000. Will the Minister explain to the House
how it is the contractor is willing to knock off
$193,000 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The contractor put
in bis claims after executing bis contracts, and bis
claims for extras and additional works amounted
to nearly $400,000 in round numbers, or about
$396,000. The claim was exanined by the Chief
Architect, who told the contractor that there were
some items which he could not entertain and which
must disappear, because they could not be allowed
at all.

Mr. LISTER. Were these extras ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They were claims

for delaying bis work, &c. It was pointed out to
the contractor that if there was delay on one side,
there was also delay on the other, and, therefore,
the Chief Architect would not entertain the thing
at all. These accounts of nearly 8200,000 have
been examined and are being examined by the
Chief Architect, who has special instructions, as
be should have: that lie should report only on
the claims that are included in the contract, and
if there is any additional work which may have
been ordered from time to time, as the work pro-
ceeded, these must be reported on specially. He
is also instructed that if there is any doubt about
the legality of any one of the items, they must be
referred to the Minister of Justice, and that the
other claims that cannot be decided according to
the contract must be rejected. If the contractor
is not then satisfied he will have bis recourse by
presenting a petition of right.

Public Buildings, Nova Scotia ....... SlO,000
Mr. LAURIER. I see nothing here for public

buildings in the town of Lunenburg. I find that
some three or four years ago, at a period anterior
to the last election, the Government had decided
to erect public buildings at Lunenburg, and their
determination was so well understood that they
actually bought a site for these buildings. Am I
correct in that?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The site was pur-
chased. There is nothing in these Estimates to
erect a building now.

Mr. LAURIER. What is the reason?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is not the

first time that a site has been purchased, and we
did not go on with the building. For example,
.sites were purchased at St. Hyacinthe and Van-
couver, and we did not go on with the buildings
immediately, but will do so next summer. We

Charlottetown Dominion Buildings.... $2,000
Mr. WELSH. I am glad Prince Edward Islandi

appears for something at last in the Estimates. It
is a beginning at all events, and I hope it will not
stop here. I will certainly not object to it.

Chatham, N.B., Post Office, Custom
H ouse, &c.......................... s1,500

Mr. MITCHELL. It is rare to find the County
of Northumberland get anything, and it may seem

sgnular that I should rise ta make enquiries about
115 ~ this vote ; but there is apost office and Custoi

Mr. LAURIER. I understand that the Govern- house in Chatham now, anî I think the least tii
ment cannot do everything at the same time ; but hou. Minister of Public Works could have dont
I understand further, that the Government had was to have asked for information fran sane one
determined to erect buildings at Lunenburg, and who could give it to hin, as ta whether any repairs
they carried out their determination so far as to are necessary on this building or not. I shohi
purchase the site. The logical consequence then like ta know on whose autbority this aitoint i
would be ta have the building erected. asked for.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is the inten- Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is for repairs t
tion. the present building. They are called for as

Mr. LAURIER. I cannot understand why the
Government having purchased the site, should
leave it unoccupied and unprofitable for four years.
The reason given by the hon. gentleman, that
this has been done elsewhere, is no reason what-
ever. I do know the circumstances of the Lunen-
burg case, because I have been informed of themu,
and I cannot conceive any reason for buildings not
being erected there, unless it be that Lunenburg
has returned a Reformer.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Some years ago a site
was purchased in Lunenburg, in Arichat, in Anna-
polis, in North Sydney and in New Glasgow and
other places. The buildings in North Sydney and
New Glasgow were completed. The building
in Annapolis is still uncompleted, but as soon
as the Government can provide the funds, the
buildings, I hope, will be erected in both Ari-
chat and Lunenburg; especially in Lunenburg
which is a very thriving town. It has, during
the last winter, been connected with the railway
systen of the Province, and I have no doubt that
the Government will be perfectly willing, as soon
as funds are available, to erect that building.
Lunenburg is a town and a county which has fair
claims to a public building of that kind. Un-
fortunately, however, the Government have not
been able to provide in the Estimates this
year for any buildings in the Province, except for
the purchase of a site in Dartmouth, where a post
office is very desirable, it being a town of more
than 10,000 inhabitants and doing a large business,
and for the completion of the building at Anna-
polis. I do not think the member for Lunenburg
(Mr. Eisenhauer) has fair reason to complain, or
to think that this has not been done on account of
his politics, for there are no buildings to be erected
in the Province this year, although there are sites
for that purpose in other places as well as in Lun-
enburg.

absolutely necessary by the chief architect in my
Department.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask that this
item stand uutil I am able to examine the basis on
which it is put in the Estimates. I was in this
public building last year, and I could see no neces-
sity for any such amount of repairs. I do not want
to see money expended even in my own county if
it is not needed ; I certainly have not asked for this,
and I do not see on what principle the hon. Min-
ister comes down here and asks for an expenditure
of this kind when the representative of the county
has not asked for it, and when I believe it is not
needed.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not necessary
that we should ask the menber for a county
whether repairs are called for or not ; these thin1gs
are done, not by the members, but by the officers of
my Department. They go and enquire, and then
they report whether such repairs are necessary or
not. Of course, if I thought the money was being
squandered, I would ask that the vote be struck
out ; but I have a duty to perform, and I believ e
these repairs are required.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not object to the bon.
gentleman sending his officers around, but I would
like to ask, at whose instance the officer was sent
to examine this building? I think it will be found
that the request was made by a gentleman who
has opposed me for years. There is a substantial
stone building there, and there is no opportunity
for spending $1,500 for improvements that I know
of. What I want before the vote is passed, is the
report of the hon. gentleman's officer, as to how lie
proposes to spend that money.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Post Office
Inspector has also reported that the building
required repairs, and that is the reason for tlis

Of if * t 1 1h h l i stvotLe. course, t e on1. getea iin
Mr. LAURIER. I am glad to hear that these absolutely that my officers must not go into hiS

buildings will be erected as soon as funds are county, I will have to consider whether the
available. We were told the other day by the repairs should be made or not ; but, I think, 1myv
Finance Minister that we would have a surplus of hon. friend will see that he is on a false track inl
at least $1,000,000 next year. I hope the Govern- finding fault with me, or my Department, because
ment will be able to take out of that large sum the we take care of a building in his county. It is not
little amount required for these public buildings at because it is in his county, but I am in duty bounl
Lunenburg. to take care of that building as all others, and I

Mr. LArRIEi.
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state on my responsibility, that the building
req uires these repairs.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have endeavored to find
out what the repairs are, and I have not found out
yet. The hon. gentleman has undertaken to give
nie some advice as to what my county wants ; but
I may say to him, that not a single request that I
have ever made in the last three years on behalf of
my county has been granted, and here I find a
vote, which so far as I know, is not required at all,
simply because the gentleman who opposed me in
the last election has, as I suppose, asked for it.
The bon. gentleman may drop it or pass it just as
he pleases, so far as I am concerned.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not a matter
for me to drop or pass just as I please. It is my
duty to put it in the Estinates. The hon. gentle-
man is quite wrong in saying that the gentleman
he speaks of lias asked for this vote. I do not
know his name, and I have not had any informa-
tion from him. If the hon. gentleman wants the
information, I will give it to him. The Post
Office Inspector says that the building is hardly
fit for occupation, being deficient in light and out
of repair, and destitute of the ordinary conveni-
ence for personal cleanliness, and the comfort of
the employés. Then the Custons Department
requires some repairs. The drainage requires to be
attended to, and the flooring renewed, and a number
of other repairs require to be made.

Mr. WELSH. I think the explanation of the
hon. Minister ought to be quite satisfactory to my
hon. friend from Northumberland. I see that the
hon. Minister has put a sum in the Estimates, based
on a report by the Government inspector. I am
glad he laid down that platform because I have a
report in my hand from the Government engineer,
which, when the vote comes on, I will put to him
and nail him pretty hard. I hope the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland will not say anything
more, but allow this grant to pass, because I think
the explanation very satisfactory-at all events to
me.

Mr. MITCHELL. Since the hon. Minister has
given information in detail which lie ought to have
given at the outset, I cannot resist the grant, but
I must say, I am still not convinced of its necessity.
If the hon. gentleman would take information and
suggestions from the responsible representatives of
the people as to what is wanted, lie would place, I
think, amounts in the Estimates which lie has pre-
viously omitted. The hon. gentleman knows to
what I refer. The hon. gentleman is a victim of a
policy. There is no man in this House whom I
respect more, and I am satisfied if lie were per-
nitted to perform the acts of common justice to

representatives of the people, lie would accept sug-
gestions as to what the counties require, not from
outside and irresponsible people, but from the
people whom the constituents send here to repre-
sent their views. The hon. gentleman is a victim
of a system. He would accept a suggestion from
me, but he will not be allowed to do so. The
policy of th@ Administration of which he is a mem-
ber, is, as they stated in a correspondence to me
some years ago : We cannot accept suggestions
and views from people who oppose us, and the
price of the consideration for your recommendations
is the clearest support and the tamest following in
everything we do.

Richmond Post Office, &c.........S 4,000
Mr. McMULLEN. What is the revenue of this

office ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The postal revenue

last year was$1,991.45; Customs, 87,071.74 ; other
revenues collected, $8.40.

Grosse Isle Quarantine Station........S 20,000
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is a quaran-

tine station for Quebec and Ontario. The architect
lias reported to the Department of Agriculture that
a number of repairs are required, and that they
ask for a new building to be erected.

Mr. LAURIER. I believe this work is neces-
sary, but I am informed also that a pier is absolutely
necessary, as it is impossible, in stormy weather,
to land the patients from the ship to the hospital.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. A pier would cer-
tainly be very useful, and the attention of the
Department lias been called to its necessity the
past year and this year again, but the Government
thought they could not afford this year a sum for
that purpose. It is a wharf which will cost from
$60,000 to $80,O0.

St. Hyacinthe Post Office, Customs House,
& c.....................................2,500

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the third
grant. The first grant was for the purpose of
purchasing the site. Then we called for tenders,
and we think this will be sufficient until we can
obtain money at another Session. This is to con-
tinue the payment of the contract.

Mr. McMULLEN. How inuch is the con-
tract?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think it is about
$15,000. That is for the building itself, but it
does not cover the fittings and matters of that
kind.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is it a port of entry also?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. McMULLEN. I see the receipts for the
post office were about $6,000. What were the re-
ceipts for the port of entry ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The revenue from
the post office was $6,059. The inland revenue
amounted to $57,810, and the Customs revenue to
$25,211.

Public Buildings, Ontario......... 78,900
Mr. McMULLEN. How much has been ex-

pended on the Peterborough Customs house, for
which $7,000 is asked?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $3,900. That was
for the land.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is this vote intended for
the post office also ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No this is for the
Customs house.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This land was purchased
for the post office, was it not?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was not the in-
tention to purchase that lot for a post office, but
for a public building. Afterwards we thought we
should purchase a lot for the post office which
would be useful, not only for the town of Peter-
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borough, but also for the village of Ashburnham,
which is adjacent to Peterborough, but on the other
side of the bridge, which is an extension of the
street on which the post office is built.

Mr. McMULLEN. It is customary to place the
post office and the Customs house in one building,
but the ordinary custom seems to have been de-
parted from in this case, and we want to know the
reason.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It has been
explained several times. One lot is Protestant
and the other lot is Catholic.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is the post office completed,
and what did it cost ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. lt is completed,
but I cannot now state what it cost, as I have not
the particulars here.

ofr. MCoMULLEN. What is the estimated cost
of the Customs house?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The building,
with the fittings and heating, will cost about
$16,000.

Mr. McMULLEN. I suppose the post office
cost about $24,000.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think about
that.

Mr. McMULLEN. That is $40,000. One build-
ing is placed on one side of the river and the other
on the other side of the river. I believe there
was a little row in that town in regard to this.
There was a grant voted for a post office on one
side of the river, to which some of the people ob-
jected, and the Government, in order to make it
generally acceptable, decided to build the Customs
bouse on the other side. Is that not so?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The river does not
run through the town of Peterborough. The village
of Ashburnham is on one side of the river and the
town of Peterborough is on the other side. The post
office is built on a proper site close to the bridge,
so that it can serve the postal requirements of
Peterborough and Ashburnham, but the Customs
bouse is being built in another direction, towards
the market place.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I suppose this is a
division to prevent division, or a division to secure
union.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The lot upon which the
Customs house is now being built was purchased
originally for the post office. I saw the agree-
ment. It was shown to me by Mr. Phelan, just
before the election. They paid all Mr. Phelan
asked for that lot, and they were to put up a post
office upon it, but some other parties got hold of
the other lot upon which the post office was put
up, and they had more influence than Mr. Phelan.
After the election, Mr. Phelan's usefulness was
gone, but another election was coming on, and
now they are building the Customs bouse on Mr.
Phelan's lot. They are keeping up two staffs of
officials instead of one, but they have a supporter
from Peterborough here. I see him over there in
his seat--and we should like to hear from him.

Mr. BARRON. I think we ought to hear from
the hon. member for Peterborough (Mr. Stevenson).
This is really a very serions matter. There is no
doubt of the general opinion of the public with
regard to it, and I think the hon. member for

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

Peterborough should give some explanation with
regard to it.

Kingston Military College-New dor-
mitory............................. s1O,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not ob-
ject to this, becaus'e I believe it is very much
wanted. I would like to know if the bon. gentle-
man proposes a new building on the third side of
the square?

Mr. KENNY. I would also like to ask the
Minister if any portion of this building is to be
used as an infirmary. In all well equipped
educational establishments there is an infirmary,
I visited the Military College the other day for the
first time, and I was very much surprised to find
that in the basement of the main building there are
a few rooms which are allotted to the cadets who
happen to be suffering from any sickness. The place
is exceedingly damp-so damp in suînmer that wben
the dormitories were crowded, and the cadets
were obliged to live in it, those who were there
told me that when they cleaned their brass accou-
trements in the morning, in the evening they were
mouldy. I think the House will agree that that
is hardly the place into which to put sick boys.
These rooms are alongside of the boiler bouse,
whence the building is heated, and the pipes pass
over these rooms, and the temperature is not
unusually up to eighty. Owing to the fact of
these rooms being occupied by invalids, the win-
dows cannot be opened, because that would
create draughts. As the State is conducting that
institution, it becomes our duty, if possible, to
remedy that state of things, and, I think, some
provision should be made for an hospital or an
infirmary.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This vote, as
stated in the resolution, is for a new dormitory.
I do not know the location there, but I have a
note stating that it is a new east block. This is
for a dormitory to accommodate fifty cadets.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. $10,000 will
not build a dormitory capable of accommodating
fifty people.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is going to
be a plain building, but it is going to be calculated
for fifty students. There will be a dispensary
and sone rooms for those who have slight illnesses.
On full consideration, and on the recommendation, I
think, of Colonel Hewitt in the first place, followed
up by Senators, it was thought that serious cases of
illness would be better attended to at the General
Hospital at Kingston. I believe that is a very
well conducted institution, with all the appliances
of the hospital, and it bas always been well
managed-at least, it was when I lived in King-
ston. It has been though; that for serious illnesses
the patients would be much better cared for at
the hospital where there would be more profes-
sional science and better attendance for the few
boys who might be ill. I believe the rooms below
are liable to the charge made by the member for
Halifax (Mr. Kenny). That will be reinedied and
there will be comfortable rooms in the new dormi-
tory for slight cases.

Brantford Battalion Drill Shed-Re-
vote.............................. $10,000

Mr. FOSTER. This item drops, as I find it
was voted in the main Estimates.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the Minis-

ter has made a mistake in simply adding the word
"re-vote." I have no doubt that it was the in-
tention of the Government to grant this extra
.l10,000, and the word " re-vote " bas gone in by
mistake.

Ir. FOSTER. It is not a mistake. It was the
intention of the Government to vote S10,000 to-
wards building a drill shed in Brantford, and that
is already voted, as my bon. friend will see on
looking at page 40 of the main Estimates.

M\r. PATERSON (Brant). The regiment are
certainly under the impression that there was to be
an additional amount. Plans were prepared by the
Department for a drill shed last year, and the
work was not gone on with, and the tenders have
nlot been asked for. The estimate of the Depart-
ient is, that the plans will cost much more than

the amount voted, and the, regiment confidently
look for an additional grant this year. I trust
that the Minister of Finance, now that the amount
is i, and that it is provided for, will leave it
there, and all that is requisite would be simply to
strike out that word " re-vote " and let the 810,000
stand. The Minister need not expend it if he does
flot like. I would like the Finance Minister, and
the First Minister, and the Government to under-
stand the position. The city of Brantford voted
Sl0,000 for a drill shed, and there was $10,000 put
ii the Estimates last year. The drill shed of
Brantford has cost the Government for the past
twenty-two years comparatively nothing. The town
of Brantford, in the first place, put it up, and the
Government contributed a very insignificant sum
towards it. The town found the land and put it
on one of the publie squares; the lease expired a
year or more ago, and the building stands there,
and lias all gone to decay. I have a letter from
the colonel of the reginent in which he expresses
the greatest regret that the work has not been
zone on with. He says:

"It is really too bad that we should be flooded with
tain for another year on our arms and clothing and
atcoutrements."
This lias been kept up at large expense by the
oficers themselves, and it will be discouraging to
theim if they should be treated in this way. I do
think when the city granted the land for the
building, that the Government ought to help them
im erecting the building. I have no desire to
eneourage, on the part of the Government, expendi-
tiues that I do not think are warranted, but the

uinister of Public Works, the Minister of Finance
and the Minister of Justice will themselves see the
necessity for it, and I think they will consent
simply to strike out the word " re-vote " and let
the sum stand. It need not be spent if it is not
Wanted. The plans have been already prepared,
ad the chief architect of the Department reports
that the grants are wholly insufficient. The re'-
muent have seen these plans and they very much l e
then, they are in love with them, and if you alter
this and cut them down to a plan that will require
?uly the balance of the money left out of the
'D ,000 granted, you will utterly discourage the
reginent. You must remember that this is a city
regiment, all the companies are in the city, and I
ask, as a matter of fairness on the part of the
('overnment, who have been building drill sheds
'L other cities, that they do this simple justice to
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Brantford. What they have done for Brantford
is nothing in comparison with what they have
granted for drill sheds in other places.
This regirnent took part in the general inspection
in Toronto, on which occasion the highest praise
and credit were bestowed upon them. They are,
however, without a drill shed ; they are in an old,
building where their arms are constantly flooded,
and, moreover, this building is only on sufferance,
and if we do not pass an extra amount there will
be delay in changing the plans, which will break
the heart of the regiment, and the building cannot
be erected this year. An amount of $10,000 was
voted by the city of Brantford, and the people
thought they would be fairly entitled to adequate
Government assistance, and $6,200 have been ex-
pended in purchasing the lot, under instructions
from the Militia Department. It cannot be denied,
that even if the plans are altered, a suitable build-
ing for such a regiment cannot be erected for
$13,200. The Minister of Public Works will ad-
mit this fact, and the Minister of Militia, taking
an interest, as I trust he does, in the regiment,
will notice that the present action will necessitate
the postponement of a building for another year.
I have stated the case, not in a pleading
manner, for I do not desire to expend any more
money than is required, but according to justice
and the circunstances of the respective cases, and
also in view of expenditures made in other cities,
towards the erection of militia drill sheds. I do
not find fault with these expenditures, but if any
one looks at Hamilton, which I admit has a fine
regiment, they will find the expense is not in com-
parison, but even that city does not possess a more
efficient regiment of officers and men than the
regiment in whose interests I now speak. I feel
this is a serious matter in regard to the regiment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am very much
afraid that if the amount is there, we shall have to
expend it. When I saw the hon. gentleman the
other day, I stated that the plans prepared for the
drill shed were too expensive, the estimate bein
$50,000. Under these circunstances, I mentionec
that this vote had been placed there by mistake,
and I found that this had been the case. A new
plan must be made on a smaller scale, otherwise
we cannot proceed with the work.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I (o not know Cabi-
net secrets, but I think the Minister of Militia must
have subnitted a request for an additional amount
of money, and that fact accounts for the insertion
of this amount in question. I submit this is an
exceptional case, for the men are without a build-
ing of any kind, and even as regards the building
which they are occupying on sufferance, it is eon-
stantly flooded and the accoutrements are damaged.

Mr. FOSTER. The amount in question was
entered by a mistake. The Government were not
to build a drill shed for Brantford, but were to
give their contribution of $10,000, as was done in
the case of Belleville.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Of course I am un-
aware as to what transpires in the Cabinet Council,
and I can only make a supposition. The Minister
of Finance is wrong in assuming that this building
is in the same position as that which was erected
at Belleville, as the Minister of Customs is well
aware. The drill shed at Belleville had been com-
menced, if not completed, by the officers and men
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and a grant was asked to finally complete the sane.
It was not so with the Brantford drill shed. There
was a recommendation on the part of the Militia
Department for a new drill shed, and towards the
erection of this new drill shed, $10000 w-as grant-
ed. The Minister of Finance will see that lie is all
wrong, because the Militia Department got out the
plans and specifications of that building, and they
are now in the hands of the Minister of Publie
Works, who states that the plans were so expensive
that they could not go on with them.

Mr. BOWELL. The statement of the lion. gen-
tleman with reference to the grant last year, was,
I think, quite correct ; but I never understood that
the grant which was made to the Brantford drill
shed was to be in any other position than that of
the grant made to the Belleville drill shed, with
this difference: that the officers of the 15th Bat-
talion, and the citizens, had contributed largely to
the construction of the drill shed, and that $10,000
was appropriated by the Government to assist
them in that undertaking. As the city of Brant-
ford had passed a vote granting $10,O0 for the
purpose, the Government was to supplement that,
but I never understood that the Government was
to build the drill shed. The Minister of Finance
says that the word "revote," in the Supple-
mentary Estimates, shows clearly it was not in-
tended to be an addition to the $10,000 which was
voted as a revote in the main Estimates, and there-
fore it is evident that this was inserted in error.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who prepared the
plans and specifications for the drill shed at Belle-
ville ?

Mr. BOWELL. They were prepared by the
Battalion and as I understand they were submitted
to the Militia Department and received their
approval. That is my recollection.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). My impression was,
as the Minister says, that these men went to work
themselves with a very laudable spirit and having
erected this drill shed, and involved themselves in
debt, they properly came to the Governnent and
asked for a grant. This work had been done by
the city of Belleville in that way.

Mr. BOWELL. The city corporation did not
give them a dollar.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It was done by the
public spirit of the men themselves and the citi-
zens, but in the case of Brantford there was a
recommendation of the Minister for the erection
of a drill shed by the Governmnent. As a proof of
that, the plans have been prepared for months,
and are now in the hands of the Minister of Public
Works. It was understood that it was the
Government who were to build the drill shed.
The battalion is now virtually without a drill shed.
The building they occupy now is city property,
the lease of which has expired. It is an unsightly
building, in ruins almost, and as it is in a public
park, the citizens are asking to have it removed.
What are you going to do with your regiment, if
they have no drill shed whatever? Are you going
to allow this regiment, which has been a credit to
the Province, to be disbanded ? I would like to
know from the Minister of Public Works what his
intentions are, and whether we may expect the
buildings will be erected? I think hon. gentlemen
will agree with me, that a grant of $10,000 by the

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

Government and $10,000 by the city is not sufli-
cient, after the purchase money for the site is taken
out of it, to erect a suitable building for this regi-
ment.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The understandini
arrived at between the Department and the gentlec
men who represented the battalion whose head-
quarters are at Brantford, was that the cit3- of
Brantford should contribute $10,000 and "the
Government $10,000. The hon. gentleman will. I
think, admit that that was the proposition that
was made to the Department, and as I understaid
it, the question of who made the plans, does not iii
any way affect the undertaking of the Department
which I have just explained. The saine under-
standing was arrived at in reference to Belleville,
with this difference : that the officers of the
Belleville Battalion had a building which they had
already erected, and which under the report of tht
officers of the Department of Militia, was consider-
ed to be quite equal to anything we could have
built ourselves. Hence it was that the officers
representing the force in Belleville offered to the
Government the building for the same amount
which had been expended upon it, and the $10,00
was granted and the building secured.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would ask the
Minister of Militia if lie is not in favor of a larger
grant for the drill shed at Brantford ? Does he not
think that the requirements of the regiment, anid
the position they stand in with reference to accom-
modation, dernand that there should be a drill
shed erected there at once?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am in favor of
having a drill shed, and the fact that there is
$10,000 in the Estimates for this purpose, indicates
that the Government is in favor of it. If the ques-
tion is whether I am in favor of giving $20,000,
when we only promised $10,000, I say no. As a
member of the Government, I view it fron the
standpoint of the Government, and I say that the
understanding was that we should contribute
$10,000, and the city of Brantford $10,000. We
have carried out our part of the undertaking, and I
have no doubt that it will secure a drill shed
adequate to the requirenients of the force. It may
not be as good and as handsome a building as the
hon. gentleman would wish to see in his city, but
that cannot be helped.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). When is the w ork
to go on?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I was waiting to
see what sum of money would be put in the
Estimates before I would undertake that. Whei
I know what I have at my disposal, then I will be
in a position to have plans prepared ; or we may
say to the city of Brantford: You have contributed
$10,000, go on with your drill shed, and when it is
erected to the satisfaction of the Departnent, We
will give you the $10,000 that have been voted 1y
Parliament.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is not the
position the matter is in at all. The lot bas beel
purchased under instructions from the Miltia
Department for $6,200. If that had been te
plan proposed to the city or ever dreamed of, the
city might not have gone into the enterprise at all,
or bought a lot where it did ; but the city has
been acting under the direction of the Militia
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Department all along. If the matter liad been in one to be erected for the money put at iny disposal.
the hauds of the city, it would have taken some But if the city of Brantford prefer to say: "We
action long ago, but it has been in the hands of will erect a building for ourselves, provided you
the Militia Department. will give us the $10,O00," I have no doubt the

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I cannot allow the Governmnent will assent to that, provided the
hon. gentleman to represent that the site was building is erected in conformity with a plan that
purchased under instructions from the Departient will be approved by the chief architect.
of Militia. The Department never gave instruc- Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think they prefer
tions to purchase the site ; but when the gentle- that the Department should go on with the work,
man who took an interest in the purchase of the as it is to be subject to the approval of and accord-
site submitted it to the Department of Militia for ing to the plan made by the Departnent. I would
its approval, the Department said that if it suited like to know whether the work cen go on this year,
the force at Brantford to have that site, the so that the regimuent cen expect to have a drill shed
Department saw no objection to the selection. If before the winter storns.
the Department had been called on to express an Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hou. gentie-
opinion whether one site or the other was a good man Hd better lev io inmthns
one, it would have said, you nust consult the man bcd better leave is, in my bands.
local militia forze, and if the site suits them, it Mr. PATERSON tBrant). Then I only again
will suit the Militia Department." This is a mat- urge immediate action on the part of the hon.
ter of understanding and agreement between the gentleman, because the hon. Minister of Militia
parties. The Government have agreed to contri- knows the urgency of the case.
bute 810,000 and the city has agreed to contribute Petrolea Publie Building...........OO0
$10,000, and I think, instead of fighting over it,
we should agree to put up as good a building as Mi. LISTER. I hope the hon. member for East
we can for the $20,000. Lambton (Mr. Moncrieff) will succeed in getting

this post office building soonîer than the bon. mem-
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the Mini- ber for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer) appears to

ster sent up there and selected a site. If he is still have got his. So far as this vote is concerned, I
determined, I want to know when the work will have no objection at all to raise to the amount
go on. I have explained that the regiment are asked for the erection of a public building at
without quarters, and the matter has been hang- Petrolea, for, on looking over the list of public
ing fire, waiting for the Militia Department; the buildings throughout this country, I find that Petro-
plans were prepared months ago, and the Depart- lea is as much entitled to one as nearly all the
ment have never said anything as to whether they places that have received them, except the cities.
will be altered or departed from, and.the force are When this matter was discussed during a previos
virtually without a building for the protection of Session, the hon. the Minister of Pu lic Works
their arms and stores. It seems to me that this laid down the principle that the buildings should
is a case which the Minister is vitally interested be erected in places where the population and the
for the maintenance of an efficient militia force. revenue justified such public expenditure ; that

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I admit all that. I the principie of their erection shonld be uniforin;
admit the necessity of building a drill shed. But and thet these sbould be the only reasons guiding
the city proposes to contribute $10,000 provided the Government in the erectim of public buildings.
we contribute $10,000. We have contributed Since then the bon, gentleman bas falsified this
$10,000. The fact of plans being prepared for a statement distinctly and frankly. Wben le states
building costing $25,000 does not at all imply that to this House that any principle at aIl guides him
the Government are responsible for the expendi- in the erection of public buildings, he States w-bat
ture of that amount of money. We have carried is not correct end takes a position be bas iever
out our side of the undertaking. What I suggest observed since he bas been Minister of Public
to the bon. gentleman is that we have to cut our Works. I charge hin distinctly and plainly with
coat according to our cloth ; we shall have to prostitnting the position he occupies for the pur-
build a drill shed according to the amount of pose of gaining public support. I charge him with
money we have got. Beyond that I do not see baving erecte buildings in the most insignificant
that we can go. places for the purpose of securing support for this

Goverament, ignoring entirely places large in popu-
Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) I want to know lation, giving large revenues to the Goverument,

when the building is going on. I want to know wbere the public interest and convenence re-
whether the regiment in the city of Brantford are quire sncb buildings. The hon. gentleman pro-
to be told that $10,000 of public money is at their stituted bis position for tbe purpose of bribing
disposal, and they are expected to go on with the coatituencies througbout tbe country to return
work, or whether the Department intend to go on memners to support his Government. The return
with it, and if so, when it will be proceeded with, in the blue-books fully bear out my statenent.
and when we may expect the building to be coin- The tonn of Petrolea is much more entitled to
pleted? a public building than inany of those places

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I had to wait where public buildings bave been erected; but
until I saw what amount of money would be voted while I say tbat, I say that other places are enti-
for that drill shed this Session. The $10,000 tled to those buildings before Petrolea. Woodstock,
voted before would cease to be at my disposal on witb a net revenue of $10,875, is entirely ignored by
the lst of July, and therefore I had to wait. Now the Government, while they place public buildings
that ] know I have the $10,000 voted here and the i Cayuge, which only gives a net revenue of $918
balance of $3,800 from the city, I have to say that in Stratbroy, whicb bas a net revenue of $3, 180 ; in
I have 813,800 for that drill hall, and I will cause Trenton, wieh has net revenue of 3,485 ; in
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Almonte, which has a net revenue of $2,930 ; in urged that the Inland Revenue have to look af1er
Amherstburg, which has a net revenue of $1,176; the inspection of oiîs, but that does not require an
and so you can go on though the list. There are office, because the inspector las to nake bis rounds
public buildings in Alymer, Quebec, with only a to inspect. That i5 no reason for taking away froin
revenue of $681 ; in Joliette, which has a revenue of the principal town intle county the riglt it las 10
81 ,764; in Lachine, where the revenue is only $292; efirstconsidered. IrepeatthattheGovernment
in Rivière du Loup, which has a revenue of 81,789; must be held responsible for spending the public
in Sorel, whose revenue is $1,863; in St. Jérôme, money in erecting public buildings in order to
with a revenue of $890; in St. John's, with a rev- obtain political support for tlemselves, and 1 say
enue of $2,771; and Three Rivers, which is the that the intelligent electorate will take this as an
largest outside the cities, which has a revenue of insult and will see tlat it is an attempt on tle part
$4,416. Thtn going to Nova Scotia, I find a pub- of tle Goverument to buy up support for them-
lic building in Annapolis, where the revenue is selves at tle expense of tle country.
81,188 ; in Antigonish, the county which sends
the Minister of Justice here, whîch has a revenue Mr. MONCRIEFF. 1 bave listened to tle
of 81,775 ; in Arichat, with a revenue of $434 ; in remarks of the bon. member for West Lambton
Barry, whbere the revenue is $776 ; in North (Mr. Lister), witl a great deal of interest, and 1
Sidney, which has a revenue of S1,462 ; in am astonisled at the course which lie la$ taken.
Pictou, which has a revenue of 83,078 ; in To begin witl, lie generously concedes that tle
South Sidney, the revenue of which is 81,582; town of Petrolea requires facilities ofthe kind pro
in Windsor, which has a revenue of $3,018 ; in Yar- posed by tle Government, and I do not know tlat
mouth, which has a revenue of S537. Then coni- I would have troubled tle House, if the lou.
ing to Prince Edward Island, I find public build- gentleman lad not stated tlat tle Minister of
ings in Montague, which yield a net revenue of Public Works was prostituting bis position in
8465 ; Summerside, which gives a revenue of order 10 obtain political support for bis Goveru-
52,466. And coming to New Brunswick we find ment. The closing remarks of tle lion. gentleman
Bathurst having a public building, although its were practically to the effect that this grant of
revenue is only $1,019 ; Carleton, St. John, whose public money to the town of Petrolea was intended
revenue is $841 ; Chatham, where the revenue is tu obtaîn a stronger political support tlan tle
82,459; Dalhousie, which has a net revenue of Government now lave. It was not public buildings
S628; New Glasgow, which has a revenue of or Goverument support Ilat secured my return at
S1,374. Out of the total number of public build- the last elections. Il was notbing else than tle
ings erected in Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick, policy of tle Opposition in Ibis House, which was
Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward Island, 52 public distasteful to tle farmers in that constituency, and
buildings, not one is in a place which yields as was pnrticularly dîstasteful to the miners and
much revenue as the town of Woodstock ; a few refiners of oil. Before that, tle constîtuency
of the places yield half the revenue it does, and returned a Reform member by a majority of
there are only five that yield revenue equal to 160, but I was returned by a majority of 140,
the post office revenue of the town of Sarnia. I making a ciange of 300 votes. When the lon.
do not object to the hon, gentleman getting his gentleman says tlat this vote is given for the
post office, or any other public building in the town purpose of buying up votes, I desire to give
of Petrolea, but I desire to say to the Government that an unqualified and absolute denial. Tle lion.
that the town of Sarnia is the county town of the gentleman knows tle town of Petrolea; le knows
county of Lambton; it is a port of entry and has a its peculiarities; lie knows the immense amount
population of 7,200, while Petrolea has under of business il is doing, and also tbe rapid increase
5,000. Sarnia is a port and gives a net revenue to of business iu tlat place. If lie does nul know
this Government of $5,619 as against a net revenue that, I may give liim a few figures to show the
from Petrolea of $3,997. About $30,000 are col- rapid increase in that town, and the absolute in-
lected by Customs at Sarnia, anid I have been sufficiency of tle offices wlih are there now. The
unable to ascertain what is collected from Inland Customs office is by itself in one building. Tle
Revenue. So that if the Government had followed Inland Revenue las been in a small room about eiglt
out the policy laid down by the Minister of Public feet wide, but I believe tbey bave liad b move.
Works, the first place in Lambton to have received We are now paying a large rent for a post office.
a public building would have been Sarnia. But Ibus we baye the Inland Revenue office in one place,
the Government have entirely ignored the position the post office in another, and the Customs bouse in
taken by the Minister of Public Works, and anotber block; and neither of tlese offices is suf-
have put up buildings in places which they ficient for the service required. I desire to show
thought would give them support. As I have stated, te gross revenue from the sale of postage stamps
there are 52 towns in the Dominion outside of in the last few years, in order to point out the rapid
Manitoba, thé North-West Territories and British increase whicb las taken place, and consequently
Columbia, and the town of Woodstock has a the prospective increase which the Government
greater revenue and a larger population that any may look forward 10:
one of those places; and in all those 52 there are Gross Gross
only five which exceed in receipts and population Year. Revenue. Revenue.
the town of Sarnia. In addition to that, Sarnia is 1 ........ $2,78S 06 1887.........$4,16303
used as a distributing point for the mails of the 1881..........3,049 12 1886..........4,857 &5
county. The mails are made up there for the 182..........3,706 60 1887.......... ,167 41
different sections of the county. I repeat, if the 1883..........3,51720 1888..........5,70124
Minister of Public Works were sincere in the state- 1 .......... 4,03 4 1889..........5,96 49
ment lie made, Sarnia would have been given a
public building before this. I know that it willie Then take the Customs revenue

Mr. LiSTER.
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Year. Revenue. Year. Revenue.
1889 ............ S20,376 29 1884..............S16,541 86
1888 .......... .. 22,269 62 1883..... ......... 25,209 53
1887 ........ ..... 19,493 61 1882.............. 19,976 34
1886 ............. 18,156 41 1881 ............. 14,162 81
1885 ............. 11,304 15 1880... ........... 5,043 52

Mr. LISTER. That is a dropping off.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. There is a difference of
$2,O00 in the last year ; but it is evident that in
ten years the amount has been quadrupled.

Mr. LISTER. That is not the point.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. If the business required to
be done in such a place is not a guide as to the
accommodation the officers require, I do not know
what is. The hon. gentleman may have some
different view on the subject.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The revenue in Wood-
stock is $15,000. How do you explain that ?

Mr. MONCRIEFF. It is clear that nearly
$30,000 were derived from these two branches. We
know that the officers of the Inland Revenue Depart-
ment require to use valuable instruments, and that
they have valuable records, and that these have to
be kept in safe places. The Canadian oil inspected
in Canada for some years past-and I might almost
say in Petrolea, because seven-eighths or perhaps
nine-tenths of the Canadian oil was manufactured
in that particular place--was as follows:-
1882.......... .. 6,169,353 1886.. ........ 8,341,203
1883. .... ...... 7.135,580 1887 .. ...... ... 8,436,938
1884.... ......7,836,949 1888.. ........ 9,769,265
1885..........7,843,033 1889.. ......... 9,684,316
That shows a rapid increase in about the saine
proportion as the other items. These inland
revenue officers have to inspect all this oil in from
five gallon cans to forty gallon barrels, and so on
up to larger tanks. I shall not take up any
more time excent to give the House an idea of what
the value of this oil really is. From 1882 to 1889,
there were 65,216,557 gallons of oil of Canadian
manufacture sold in this country. At an average
price of 10 cents a gallon, which would be low,
that would be worth $6,521,655. The other pro-
ducts from the oil would amount probably to a
value of about $3,500,000, which would make a
total of about $10,000,000. As I have already
shown, the trade in Canadian refined oil was
9,684,336 gallons last year, which is equal to a
revenue of about $5,000 a day.

Mr. CAMPBELL. How much in Sarnia ?

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I feel that the Goverument
in doing this, have done what is almost a necessity,
for buildings of this kind are almost a necessity
in that town. I would also suggest to the Minister
that if lie proceeds with the erection of these
buildings, he would do well to consolidate the
offices in one building, for the greater convenience
of the public. Very many people have business
at the same time with the Customs, the Inland
Revenue office and the post office, and it would be
more convenient to have these offices in one build-
ing. I think there is no vote that has been passed
by this House which is more needed than this
particular one.

Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentleman who has
just spoken has been beating the wind. Nobody
said anything against Petrolea. I expressly said

when I rose to speak that Petrolea was more
entitled to public buildings than most places in
which they had been built throughout the Domin-
ion. I know that Petrolea is a prosperous place, I
know that it is getting along. But that is not the
point here. The question is as to the statement
made by the Minister of Public Works, that the
rule which should govern him in the construction
of public buildings, would be population and
the revenue received in the place. My hon.
friend has not shown that in the town
of Petrolea the receipts from Custoins, or from
post office, or from iiland revenue are at all equal
to those of the town of Sarnia. If the Minister's
statement is to be taken as true, if it is a correct
rule that is to be adopted by the Goverment,
then I say that in this case he has violated the
rule. If Petrolea is entitled to these publie
buildings, surely the town of Sarnia is equally
entitled to them. Now, I charged that the Minister
of Public Works and the Government were using
these means for the purpose of bribing the con-
stituencies. I did not refer to the town of Petrolea,
but I referred to other eonstituencies throughout the
country. Take, for instance, the town of Cayuga,
with a net revenue of $910 ; I ask the hon. gentle-
man who has just spoken if that item itself does
not show that the Government have deliberately
put in that item for the purpose of buying support ?
Do they not know that before the election which
was pending in the county of Haldimand, this was
brought down and held up to the electors as a
reason why they should elect the present hon. gen-
tleman who represents that county, that is that the
Government were going to build a post office there ?
-not because the public service required it, because
the revenue received there is most insignificant,
and the total amount of the revenue will barely
more than pay the interest on the money it costs
to erect this public building. Then take the town
of Lachine, with a revenue of $293. The (overn-
ment deliberately go to work and put up a public
building in that town, wbile places like Wood-
stock and Sarnia are not given these advantages.
I ask my hon. friends opposite if that is not the
strongest possible evidence that the Government
are not carrving out their policy of erecing public
buildings where the revenue justifies it. Take St.
Jérôme, with a revenue of $890 ; I ask the hon.
gentleman and I ask the Minister of Customs how
he reconciles the erection of public buildings in
places that return such a revenue as that, with the
statement he bas made that he is always guided by
the revenue derived, by population and by public
convenience. The hon. Minister receives a great
deal of praise often in this House for being a fair-
minded man, but we have all heard the statement of
the hon. member from Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Welsh) who says he does not believe aword the Min-
ister says. Sir, one is almost inclined to believe that
the hon. gentleman does not always adhere to the
truth, when you come to examine his statements.
I never stated that this vote was held out to the
town of Petrolea to help elect the hon. gentleman,
I never made the statement that it w-as a bribe to the
electors of the county of East Lambton. I stated
over and over again that the town of Petrolea
was more entitled to these public buildings than
nost places in the Province of Ontario, and more

than all the places in the other Provinces that I
mentioned. So the hon. gentleman must not
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get off the track, he must not beat the wind or
kick against nothing, because I made no charges of
that kind. I did make the charge, based upon the
returns laid before this House, that the statement
made by the Minister of Public Works is not borne
out by the facts, inasmuch as he has not considered
population, he has not considered revenue, he has
not considered any public interest which he stated
guided him in the erection of public buildings; and
there is but one conclusion to be drawn, and that
is that the Minister of Public Works is prostituting
his position by giving public buildings to places
that are not entitled to thein, for the purpose of
securing support for himself.

Parliament and Departmental Buildings $3,200
Mr. McMULLEN. I want to call the attention

of the Minister of Public Works to a complaint that
has often been made this Session with regard to
the cold draughts in this chamber. All this
winter, since Parliament assembled, we have
suffered very seriously from the cold ; I have
suffered myself, and I think I could refer to every
member on this side of the House. I think there
must be something wrong with the windows, and I
earnestly beseech the Minister to see that some-
thing is done to remedy this inconvenience next
winter. The members here, all along the centre
benches, have suffered. I know that the hon.
member for Huron (Mr. Macdonald) has had to
wear his overcoat in this chamber. There must
really be some cause for this enormous draught
that comes in at the top and goes out under our
seats. There is a continuous flow of fresh air that
brings the cold into the chamber.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentle-
man is perfectly right in wiat he says. The con-
plaint has been made repeatedly. I may say that
we have a draught of cold air on this side also.
The architect and the mechanical engineer who
have made a special examination of the building
say that we can hardly prevent that. The doors
upstairs are constantly being opened, and that
makes a draught. Then we have the doors below,
and the upper part of these boxes, if I may so call
them, quite open, and as soon as the doors open a
very strong draught cones in.

Mr. AMYOT. Not only are there great draughts
in the chamber, but the acoustic properties are
very defective. I do not hear one-tenth part of
what is said by hon. members ; except those mem-
bers on the front benches, members cannot hear
anything unless some inember speaks with a loud
voice. The chamber is erected without regard to
its acoustic properties, and the voice of the speaker
is lost behind the columns in the recesses. Parlia-
ment must build another chamber, erected in accor-
dance with acoustic principles. There are buildings
in the United States where the acoustic properties
are perfect in every particular, and I do not see
why such a chamber should not be constructed
here. Members suffer from not being able to listen
to the discussions, and if there was a proper
chamber as regards acoustic properties, there woild
not be such a repetition in HaîHard of similar re-
marks made by members. In fact, there is no use
in our sitting here unless we can hear what trans-
pires, for in such an event we might as well go
for a holiday and have our indemnity sent to us
without our attending.

Mr. LISTER.

Smith's Falls Post Office, Customs
H ouse,&c ......................... $4,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Smith's Falls
is no doubt a highly respectable town, but it cannot
be compared with Woodstock or Sarnia. The
Government a few weeks ago accepted a motion
of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills),
declaring that they intended to be guided by the
terms of that resolution, and they further declared
that they have never violated its terms in their lives.
Under what circumnstances is this vote proposed ?

Mr. HAGGART. Smith's Falls is one of the
most important postal towns in Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
postal revenue ?

Mr. HAGGART. S6,285. It is largely in excess
of most towns in Canada which have post offices.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It has about
one-third the revenue of Woodstock and about
one-half the population.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This subject should be
fairly considered in view of the appropriation sub-
mitted. The resolution carried by the House was
as follows -

"Mr. Speaker do not now leave the Chair, but that it
be resolved, that in the expenditure of public money,
the public interest and not party favoritism should
control; and in the choice of places for the erection of
public buildings for Post Office, Customs IHouse and Inland
Revenue purposes, regard should be had to the amount of
revenue collected and of public business donc."
A list of fifty-two different places where public
buildings have been erected has been read, and a
large majority of these places are very much below
rnany of the ton-s and villages in my own county.
Woodstock has, however, a population of 12,000, a
large postal revenue, and a large Custons and
inland revenue. Sarnia has a very much larger
population than either Petrolea or Smith's Falls,
and contributes very large sums to every depart-
ment of the revenue; yet Sarnia is unprovided for,
and the other two places I have named are provided
for. That action is directly in the teeth of the
resolution which the Government adopted as their
future policy.

Mr. HAGGART. Taking the population of
Smîith's Falls and the receipts from the revenue, I
do not think there are more than four or five
places in the whole Dominion which have larger
receipts and have not a public building.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Why should there be
any. What I contend is that there are larger
towns unprovided for.

Mr. HAGGART. In regard to Woodstock,
there is a satisfactory arrangement made by hiring
a large building.

Mr. BARRON. Take Lindsay. Up to a recent
time there was a suitable building rented, yet the
Governmnent erected a building. I justify the
expenditure in the town of Lindsay, and I approve
of it, but when they say that they are only doing
these works because there are not sufficient build-
ings elsewhere, I say it is not a sincere reason.

Mr. LISTER. The net revenue from the town
of Sinith's Falls, is 84,375. I have reason to know
that the people of Woodstock are not satisfied
with the postal arrangements of the city. They
think that a town of the importance of Woodstock,
is entitled, as much as any other town in this

47164715 [COMMONXS]



4717 [MAY 9, 1890.] 4718
country is, to have public buildings. It gives a
larger revenue than many of the cities, and it
certainly gives the largest revenue of any of the
towns of the Dominion.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Before this item carries,
would it not be well for the House to rescind the
resolution passed at the beginning of the Session,
which was proposed by the member for Bothwell ?
It certainly stultifies the House in passing this
item while that resolution stands upon the records
of the House. It is an insult to Parliament to
proceed with this vote until that resolution is re-
peaIed; and it certainly should be repealed in
keeping with the honor and integrity of this
House. As long as that resolution remains on our
records, this vote should not be allowed to pass,
if ve were to stay here all summer. This is the
proper way in which to meet a thing like this. We
should stand up for our hônor and dignity even if
w-e have to stay here all year. I think the people
of the country will uphold us, and that they will
coidemn the Government for having violated a
solemn pledge which they gave, which was unani-
nously carried by this House, and which they
break on the very first occasion, when it is neces-
sary to retain a supporter in the House, or to con-
ciliate a constituency. It is an outrage on the
people, and an outrage which this House should
not assent to, and we should protest against it,
and not allow it to pass, no matter how long it
takes. Either do one thing or the other. Be fair
or (herwise ; but while you have that resolution
on the Order paper, this vote should not pass,
w hen there are other cities and towns of greater
importance which are neglected by the Govern-
ment. The towns of Woodstock and Sarnia have
been neglected, the town of Bownanville, the town
of Vhitby, the town of Durham, the town of Kincar-
dine, the townof Hanover, the town of Mount Forest,
and any number of other places of greater import-
ance than Smith's Falls, which should deserve the
consideration of the Government. So long as that
resolution remains, and so long as the Government
will defy the resolution they have assented to
and boasted of that it was their policy, this vote
shîouild not pass, and this House should teach the
Government the lesson that they cannot betray
the principles they themselves have laid down.
They should be taught that they cannot pass such
a resolution as this, and on the very first occasion,
depart from this resolution. We should show our
constituents and the people of the country that
they lied and deliberately lied, in the passage of
this resolution.

Mr. LANDERKIN. There has Leen a depar-
ture from the truth, I will say that. There has
been a departure from the principle contained in
this resolution. Call that departure what you
like. I call it a falsehood, and I will not withdraw.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes ; order. It is order to

stand by the truth, and I will stand by it every
time.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must ask the hon.
gentleman to withdraw. I know he will do so.

Mîr. LAURIER. If my hon. friend would say
that the Government have betrayed their princi-
ples, lie will state truth and fact as well.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If I said they departed
from principles every day, and every week in their
lives it would be truth.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must ask the
hon. gentlemen to withdraw the expression, to
preserve the dignity of the chamber.

Mr. LANDERKIN. They have departed
from the principle which was laid down.

Mr. FOSTER. Do not fool with the House like
that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am not fooling with
the House, and I won't be fooled with by the Deputy
Speaker, the Finance Minister, or anybody else.
While I have truth on my side, I will not take it
back for the Minister, the Speaker, the Deputy
Speaker, or any other power. I say they laid
down the principle, and they have departed from
that principle. Will anybody deny they have
departed fromn that principle?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must again ask
the hon. gentleman to withdraw the obnoxious
expression used by him, and which was wholly
against parliamentary practice, which lie, as an
old parliamentarian, knows well.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I will -take back that
word, but I will say they have departed from the
principle they have laid down. They have de-
parted fron it once and twice in these Estimates
to-night; and I say it is a burning shame and a
disgrace to the country that we should allow it.

Goverunment Printing Bureau--Addi-
tional amount required to complete. S7,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the
total cost of that building?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. With this amount
Mr- IDEPUTY SPEAKER. I must ask the the total expenditure will be $248,647.

hion. gentleman to withdraw that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What ? Is it withdraw the
truth ? No, Sir.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I ask the hon.
gentleman again to withdraw that expression.

Mr. LANDERKIN. No, Sir. A resolution has
been passed stating that those towns which have
the most business-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman

knows very well the course which has to be taken,
and which I do not wish to take, if lie does not
withdraw the expression.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That does
not include any of the plant?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; I speak of
the building.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is weIl
that the House should understand, because my
impression is, taking all that has been expended,
that this same Printing Bureau cost us for the
plant and building a cool half a million dollars at
least, and unless I am mistaken, you will find that
the work will be more expensive and in some re-
spects less satisfactorily executed than it was
under the contract system.
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Mr. DAWSON. While the votes for public
buildings in Ontario are being passed, I take the
opportunity to say that there are certain public
buildings becoming a very great necessity in the
district which I represent. A public building is
needed at Port Arthur, which is a large place ; yet
the want of it is the fault of the people themselves
to a great extent, because there was a grant made
for a post office and Custom house, but they could
not agree on the site, and the work did not go on.
Anocher public building we want there is a drill
shed. The people are making over a magnificent lot
of land to the Government, and they are willing to,
contribute half the cost of a drill shed, so that be-
fore another year passes I think we ought to have
that building erected. In that district the reve-
nue is increasing very fast. Last year the Customs
revenue in Western Algoma amounted to $80,000
and the Inland Revenue to $24,000, making in all
a little over $100,000 ; the revenue derived in East-
ern Algoma during the year ended the 30th of June
last amounted to about as much more, so that the
whole district of Algoma, I think, yields a yearly
revenue of $200,000, apart from postal revenues. At
Port Arthur we have a postal revenue running up
some years to $6,000. Therefore, I warn the Gov-
ernment that by the time another year cones
around we shall be down upon them for public build-
ings for Port Arthur and other towns in Algomia.
We have a magnificent battalion in Algoma, the
96th, who take a great deal of interest in keeping
up their drill They have rifle ranges, and there is
not a more spirited battalion inthe whole of Canada;
and we want to be up with the rest of the country
in buildings and everything besides.

Manitoba-Public Buildings ............ 6,250
Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the Min-

ister if it his intention to go on with the immigra-
tion sheds in Winnipeg during the coming summer?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is.

Public Buildings, North-West Terri-
tories - Court bouse, lock-up and
police accommodation ......... .... . 5,000

- Mr. DAVIN. I understand that this sum is to
g o towards building snall court houses at Moose
aw and Maple Creek, and Medicine Hat. We

have already voted $10,000 for this purpose, al-
thougb the vote embraces court houses in Eastern
Assiniboia also. The sum is small, but I hope we
may count on these court houses being comnenced
this year at Moose Jaw and Maple Creek and
Medicine Hat. I can assure the bon. Minister that
the administration of justice is greatly hampered
for the want of thein at present. I spoke to the
Minister of Justice about this item, and he told me
it would be for those western towns. Last year
there was a sum voted, and the people expected that
they would get that accommodation. It is very
necessary that it should be commenced this year.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The reason they
were not undertaken last year was, that the plan
suggested for them was too expensive and on too
large a scale, and I could not undertake then
without going far beyond the amount voted by
Parliament. Under the circumstances, I thought
it was better to wait and ask for a new vote. Of
course I will have to consult with the Minister of
Justice, who is responsible for the administration
of justice in the Territories.

Sir RICHARD CARTwRnIrT.

Regina Industrial School................ $2,000
Mr. WATSON. What is the total cost ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Not quite

imcluding this vote.
Mr. WATSON. I do not object to this item.

for I think it is important to have those schools,
but I regret there is no vote for purchasing tie
school at Birtle. I understood the Minister of the
Interior favored its purchase as an industrial
school for the Indians. There is quite a band
there, and since the school lias been running, quite
a number of them have attended it and made coin-
siderable progress.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The school was offered to
the Government, and I took the opportunity of
inspecting the building, as we had been assisting it
by giving so much per head for a certain nuimber
of pupils. It appeared to be very well cared for.
After my return I sent an expert and an inspector
to examine and report on the building. It was
found that the building itself was very substantial
but it required a great deal of work to be done to
it, to make it habitable; and as the cost of doing
this would be considerable, we did not, with the
many obligations we have, like to ask for an appro-
priation.

Mr. WATSON. What was the amount askel
for the school ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think it was offered for
$8,000. An estimate was made by the parties who
exanined it, and they reported the price w-as not
excessive, but the building would require so many
alterations and additions that the whole expense
would be about $15,000. Besides that, there is no
land in the neighborhood at less than $15 or S20
per acre.

Mr. WATSON. If suitable land can be pur-
chased around the school, will the Governmsent
favor the purchase another year?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I would not like to make
that promise at preseat, but will see what land
there is available in the immediate neighborhood
at a reasonable price. None of our institutions
have less than from 300 to 600 acres. I think w-e
could do with 100 acres.

Residence of the Lieutenant Governor, $4,000
Mr. ELLIS. How much will this residence

cost ? This will make $35,500 voted for this
residence.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have not the
figures here, but will give the information later on.

Port Maitland or Green Cove.......... $1,000
Mr. LOVITT. Does this complete the amoulit

to be voted ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes ; with the vote

in the ordinary Estimates.
Mr. LOVITT. Have the contractors started

with that work at the wharf yet?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say

exactly.
Mr. LOVITT. This wharf was washed away

four years ago. The result of its not having been
repaired has been to drive miost of the pe&ple aw-ay.
Money was voted for it last year, but the Minister
did not go on with the work, and I think there
has been delay enough.
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Digby-New pier at the Raquette-re-
vote of lapsed amount............. $40,000

Mr. LOVITT. What is this vote for?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That money was

voted two years ago, but we thought that, with
some repairs, we could keep the old wharf for four
years more, and avoid expending the money at the
time. However, the pier is now in such a state
that we think we should build a new pier.

Mr. LOVITT. Are you going to build an en-
tirely new pier, or are you going to have two piers?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The old pier will
disappear.

Tidnish-Re-vote............... $2,000
Mr. WELSH. The hon. member for Westmore-

land (Mr. Wood) represents that district, and I
think there are soute other itens required in his
constituency. I have been applied to and asked
to see that something was done for the harbor of
Port Elgin, which would make connection with his
railroad. I think it would do his people a great
deal of good if a larger ainount were put in the
estimates for that district, and with the influence
he has and the open ears of the Minister of Public
Works, I should have thouglt lie would have ob-
tained some further amount for the benefit of Tid-
nishi Harbor.

Mr. LOVITT. How long before the Minister
will put the contractors to work on the breakwater
at Port Maitland ?

Sir HECTOR T ANGEVIN. I thought I told
the lion. gentleman that we would go on with that
work at once.

Harbors and Rivers, P.E.I........ $16,200
Mr WELSH. We had a principle laid down

to-night by the Minister of Public Works that cer-
tain repairs to some buildings to which my bon.
friend fron Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) called
attention, were caused to be made on a repoit by
the Government surveyor or engineer. I see here
a vote put down for New London of $1,000. I
want to know on what principle the Minister bas
inserted that amount, because I have here a return
to an Order of the House im reference to the survey
of New London, dated the 20th January, 1890. I
will read the report of the Government surveyor
of what is required for that harbor, and if the
Minister of Publie Works will cause these works
to be made according to the report of the Govern-
ment surveyor, lie will hear no more about it:

" The harbor of New London is situated on the northern
coast of Prinee Edward Island, about ten miles south-
east from Richmond Bay. The entrance is about 1Po
feet in width, and the bay, on an average, three miles
wide. Several rivers and the South-West River, the
French River, and the Stanley and the Hope Rivers,
empty into it, the two former being navigable by vessels
drawîng ten feet of water, for a distance of five or six
miles. New London harbor is a convenient fishing port,
and also an important shipping point for the producers
of a large and fertile farming district, The works con-
structed by the Department for the improvement of the
entrance into the harbor of New London, consist of :
First, a breakwater 1,050 feet in length on the sand beach
at the eastern site of the entrance, built partly of piling,
brush and stone, and partly of crib work. Second, a
breakwater 460 feet lu leugth on the depth at the
western aide of the entrance, eonsistinig of pile
work, brush and atone, with a squared timber block
at the outer end. Third, a dam 1,600 feet in length
off Campbell Point. The breakwaters were constructed
ivith the intention of confinisg the ebb current, and are

erected on the bar outside the harbor, as well as to pre-
vent the strean from washing the sand into the navigable
channel. The results ofpiling have been so farvery satis-
factory, the depth of water on the bar having increased
from six to fourteen feet in a channel about 400 feet in
width, thus making of the harbor of New London one of
the best on that coast of the island. The dam at Camp-
bell's Point was constructed with a view to increase the
force of the ebb current out of the South-West River, and
thus deepen the shoal obstructing its mouth, but so far the
desired object has not been obtained. In file No. 96,123 it is
asked: First, that repairs be made to the eastern break-
water. This has been made the subject of a special re-
port, dated 20th January. Second, that the eastern
breakwater be extended further seawardly. A small
channel is forming past the end of the eastern break-
water, running in an easterly direction, which channel
may assume larger proportions to the detriment of the
main channel, which runs in a north-easterly direction,
by dividing the volume of the ebb current, and tberefore
diminishing its beneficial effect on the bar. To remedy
this possible occurrence, it will be necessary to extend
the eastern breakwater in a northerly direction, a dis-
tance of 200 feet. The cost of this proposed extension I
estimate at $3,500, made of pile work, with brush and
stone, and a stone slope on the seaward aide."
Will the Minister please take note of that, and
not ler, it be a dead letter. -

" In the autumn of 1888 the depth over the bar had de-
creased to six feet, but owing to the construction of the
breakwater, the depth is now from 10 to 14 feet, and as
this depth is as much as the depth at the shipping
wharves, no survey was made. Dredging on the bar
would only be of temporary benefit, as it would undoubt-
edly fill in again with the first heavy easterly gale. Any
improvement in the depth of water over this bar can only
be obtained by further contracting the entrance of the
mouth or barbor. Fourth, that some dredging be doue to
the approaches to the Bay View pier in the Hope River.
This will make the subject of a special report.

"Ihave the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

" LOUIS COSTE."

Now, Mr. Chairman, here w-e have the report of
the Government engineer ; the date is not given
upon which lie held this survey, but I fancy it was
held somewhere about the month of June last, so
that the Minister of Public Works has had all the
information before him, of what is required for
the improvement of this harbor, before these Esti-
mates were made up. Now I want to know from
the Minister of Public Works what is the neaning
of putting $1,000 into these Estimates to do the
work that his engineer says will require $3,500 to
accomplish. Another thing I want to mention is
this: The dredge employed about the Island har-
bors is at present engaged in dredging Rustico
harbor. Well, I ain very glad she is engaged
there and I hope she will do good work. I
would recommend that after the dredge completes
that work she be ordered to New London harbor,
as it will cost only a trifling item to move the
dredge and the scows there to complete New
London barbor; whereas if, after Rustico
harbor is conpleted, the dredge is moved
round to the southern aide of the Island, at an ex-
pense of $1,500 for towage, and then move her
back a year or two after to cosnplete New London
harbor, it will be a very costly work. After the
dredging is done at Rustico harbor, if she is noved
five or six miles to New London harbor to complete
the work as advised by his own surveyor, it will
be a saving to this country, I will be bound to say,
of at least $15,000 or $20,000. I am honest about
it. I tell the Minister of Public Works that if he
has the public interest at heart, it is his duty, as
soon as the dredging is complete at Rustico, which
is only four or five miles from the entrance to New
London harbor, to niove ber into that harbor and
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do the dredging as required by this report, and to
expend this $3,500 to complete the work. On the
north side of the Island they have not many good
shipping ports. New London is about one of the
best, Cascumpec is soinething similar, and there
has been a large amount of money laid out there.
But this $1,000 is not going to be of any benefit to
New London harbor. I tell you I would sooner
put it in the dead meat business.

An hon. MEMBER. Strike it out.
Mr. WELSH. Yes ; I tell you honestly, strike

it out, or else do the work as it ought to be done. If
the Government will only go by the report of their
own engineer, which is a creditable report- and it
is a credit to the Government that they have a
man who can -nake such a clear and distinct re-
port as that-it will be more creditable to the
Government to see that bis report is attended to.
That is about all that I want to say. I would like
to say a good deal more, but I do not think that
will do any good. I would dearly love to see
something doue there. I do not expect much from
the Minister of Public Works. He and I are not
chums, but if he will do what bis engineer recom-
niends, I will let him off very easily.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This amount is
placed in the Estimates for repairs on the wharf.
The report which the hon. gentleman has read is
perfectly correct in regard to the amount of $3,500.
But that amount was not placed at my disposal by
moy colleagues. and, therefore, I cannot ask it to be
voted by this Committee, and that is the reason
why it does not appear in the Estimates. The
hon. gentleman stated that the $1,000 placed in
the Estimates is not required.

Mr. LAURIER. Was not sufficient.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentle-
mian alludes to bis position towards me. That is
none of my doing. The hon. gentleman says lie
intends to forgive me and so on. In so far as for-
giveness is concerned, I have forgiven hi long ago.

Mr. WELSH. I have nothing to forgive. The
boQt is on the other leg. The hou. gentleman bas
deceived me, lie lias broken bis word to mie.

Some lion. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. WELSH. It can be seen in Hansard, and

the hon. gentleman does not deny it. I am honest
about this matter. Of this $1,000 how much will
go on that breakwater? About 500 will go to
political hacks, to sonie old fossils such as he bas in
bis Department. Why could not the hon. gentle-
man get the $3,500, which the engineer said was
required for the work ? Why did lie put 81,000
here? It is no good, it is no use. If it is expended
it will go to dead heads, and political fossils will
get hold of it for supervising, overseeimg and tra-
velling and all sorts of things. The hon. gentleman
might as well take the $1,000, and rub it out of
the Estimates.

that report $1,000 is placed in the Estimates.
Wlat is the reason given? The reason given is
that the anount is not placed at his dis-
posal by the hor. Minister's colleagues. If the
country were short of money, I could understand
this explanation ; but when the surplus is so large
as at present, what is the reason that the collea-
gues of the hon. gentleman would not place at
the Minister's disposal the amount which, ac-
cording to the report of the engineer, is required
to carry out the work ? It bas been manifested
for some time in the House and in the Com-
mittees of the House that no justice can be had
except it is done for political partisans of the Gov-
ernment, that no county represented here by a
member of the Opposition can hope to have justice
done, and only those counties whose representa-
tives are ready to support on every occasion the
Government will receive, not to say favors but that
justice to which they are entitled. Under such
circumstances the Government may strike ont the
amount, I do not care ; but the people of Prince
Edward Island will understand the measure of
justice they have to receive at the hands of the
Government of this country.

Motion agreed to; yeas 23, nays 16.

Souris East-Breakwater, &c., at Knight's
P oint........ ........................ S3,700

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). It appears that on
account of a remark made by the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Welsh) the Government considered it
to be their duty to strike an item out of the
Estimates.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.- I rise to a questiou
of order. The hon. gentleman is discussing an
item that has already been disposed of.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The motion before us
is: " Souris East Breakwater, &c., at Knight's Point,
S3,700." The remarks of the hon. gentleman thus
far led me to believe that lie is going to make a
motion to strike this item out.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not think I am
obliged to niove to strike the item out. he
Minister of Justice must feel keenly the vote lie
bas just given.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I rise to a point of
order. The hon. gentleman is discussing a past
debate, and lie lias already disavowed his intention
of moving an amendment, on which understanding
lie was allowed to refer to a past debate.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. If the hon. gentle-
man will now submit a motion he will be in order.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I move that the Coin-
mittee rise. If there bas been anything to cause
regret to members supporting the Government it is
their action in voting to strike out the last item of
81,000. This amount was thought to be necessary
for repairs made in the locality, and if after dule

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I move that this deliberation and consideration the Government
item for $1,000 he struck out. have come to the conclusion that the expenditure

Mr. LAURIER. I submit there is force in the was necessary, and if owing to an expression made
contention of my bon. friend, and that this motion use of by an hon. member of this House the item
is now warranted. The explanation given by the lias been struck out, it is an unfair act to the peo-
Government is a most childish one. An officer of ple of Prince Edward Island. Why bhve they
the Government is sent down to ascertain the acted in this manner? It is because the hon.
necessary expenditure requisite on a certain work, member for Prince Edward Island (Mr. Welsh)
reports that it will cost 83,500, and in answer to opposes the Government ? There can lie no other

Mr. WELSH.
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reason, and the Minister of Justice as well as the that this harbor of New London is one of the
other members of the Government know full we]l most important harbors in the Province of Prince
that they have not acted in any spirit of fair play Edward Island. It is tolerably certain that if this
or justice to the Province. They know, on the con- money was required for necessary repairs, and if it
trary, that they have struck out this item or is not now expended, this country will sortly be
account of pure spite towards the representative put to a greater expense to put that harbor in
of that locality. It is another proof of the order. Everyone who knows anytbing at ail about
arguments which have been time and agai. these matters is aware that the worst possible
presented to this House, that the Government policy is to allow wind and ti(e and sea to work
intend only to give work to counties represented their wilI on these harbors, and that it has gene-
bv their su pporters. If my hon. friend (Mr. rally resulted in inflicting four or five times as great
Welsh) had been a supporter of the Government a cost on the whole comnity. Now, we have
lie would have had $3,500 granted for this work. the question as to whether my hon. friend froin
We have in these estimates evidence of a deliberate Prince Edward Island (Mr. Welsh> or the
violation of the resolution that was passed in this hon. Minister of Public Works may or may
House a few weeks ago, in which the Goverunent not have possessed their souls in patience i this
anounced to the country that in future, if not in discussion; but there cau be no doubt that the
the past, they were going to aet on the same prin- Government (Io not occupy a very creditale posi-
ciples of justice to the various constituencies, tion in this matter. They brougbt lown this item
regardless whether they received the support of of whicb my bon. friend (Mr. Welsh) says
the members of these constituencies or not. To- is too sinail, and his opinion is entitled to weigbt,
night we see them violate their promises deliber- as being that of a man who knows the country,
ately, by striking out a paltry item for 81,000, and who is a professional expert in these matters.
when the engineer stated it should be 83,500, and His opinion is backed up in the strongest manner
they did this to punish a constituency for not send- by the engineer of the Iepartment. There is no
ing here a supporter of the Goverament. The doubt that the Government adoptel the responsi-
action of the Government to-night is devoid of bility of introducing a vote of when their
priiciple, and I feel we are justified in asking the own engineer recommended nearly four times as
commaittee to rise, so that the Government may try much, and there is no (oubt that tbey did not act
to repent of the evil they have done to-night. in a very dignified fashion in abandoning the vote,
Perhaps they have a little conscience left and they becanse one bon. gentleman had a quarrel witb an-
may reconsider their action, which I maintain was other. My reason for interfering is this-and I
outrageous. shah take occasion later on, if not thîs Session, to

LIr. MILLS (Bothwell). When any hon. gen- cail the attention of the House to w-bat I say-tbat
tlemîan on either side of the House takes counsel of it is almost certain, that if you neglect to rake the
his passion, he is not likely to judge very correctly. requisite repairs to this harbor now, we will be
I think my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island compelled within ne or two years to spend eigbt
usel pretty strong language towards the Minister or nine times as mncb as is uow asked.
of Public Works, and I think the Government have -otion, that the cominittee rise, witbdrawn.
maie even a greater mistake in striking out the
simall sum of 81,000. My hon. friend from Prince Repairs to breakwater at Negro Point,
Edward Island (Mr. Welsh) felt very strongly be- St. John harbor.............525,000
cause the amount was so very muuch less than the Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much
engineer recommended. It does seem to me that the bas this breakvater cost us
Go0ernment have not acted upon the advice of the Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. S436,000. As the
hou. memnber. The Government have acted upon hon, gentleman knows, that is for the protection of
the advice of their engineer. They did not put this the barbor of St. John.
sum in the Estimates to please my hon. friend fron
Prince Edward Island and if the item were not put Berthier (en bas)-Repairs to pier. 0
in the Estimates, with a view of promoting the Mr. CIOQUETTE. I think sometbing shonld
public interest, there is no justification for it. If be given for the wharf at Berthier. This suin is
this money was for a proper object and in the pub- fot for the planking of the wharf nor for a building
lie interest then it seemns to me it is a most impro- to be nsed as a beacon. When the works were
per proceeding to strike the estimate out, simply coumenced last year, I believe that a certain sum
because my hon. friend, at one o'clock in the mor- was voted for that purpose, but it was inade-
mg, used language that was not conciliatory to juate.

the Minister of Public Works. Sir HECTOR LANGIKVIN. Tbis is for a new
ir. WELSH. Your hon. friend is not going to slip

take one word back. He is going to add a lot
more to it. Mr. CHOQUETTE. Lt is for a pier that bas

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the committee been damaged.
ought to restore this item in the Estimates, and Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The railiug has
then pass on to the next item. been carried a-ay dnring a storin, and we must

-Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With res- replace it.
Peet to the matter which is engaging the attention -Mr. CHOQUETTE. The wharf, I believe, has
'f the House, I must point out this fact. By the been damag
terns of our arrangement with Prince Edward
Island, we undertook the charge of a great number Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Well, if any re-
ot these harbors and breakwaters ; whether that pairs are required, they can be made ont of the
vas wise or not, we have done it. Now, I belieane general grant.
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Mr. CHOQUETTE. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that
the Government have considered the engineer's
report reconnending that 83,000 be given for
works on the Rivière du Sud. Is the Government
aware of it?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government
have noticed that report, and it is now before the
Council ; perhaps this will satisfy the bon. member.

McGregor's Creek-To complete ........ $1,500
Mr. CAMPBELL. Could the Minister of Public

Works inforni us where and for what purpose this
money is to be expended ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is required for
a length of 250 feet opposite Taylor's warehouse,
to prevent damage to the foundation of the build-
ing by undernining.

Thornbury-Dredging ................. 53,000
Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to ask the

Minister of Public Works what he proposes to do
about the dredging of the bar at the River Thames ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will be better
able to answer the bon. gentleman on Tuesday.

Mr. CAMPBELL. At the early part of the
Session a deputation was sent down to interview
the Minister of Public Works in reference to this
matter, and upon that occasion the Minister pro-
mised the deputation that a sumi would be placed
in the Supplemnentary Estimates to complete this
work. I fully expected it would appear in the Es-
timates for that purpose. This work bas been
promised for a number of years. It was promised
in 1887 and 1888, andlast year there was a vote of
$4,000 in the Estimates. That $4,000 was spent
during the summer; and the moment it was
exceeded, although the work was two-thirds done
and the bar lad a cut dredged two-thirds of the
way, fhe Minister of Public Works telegraphed to
stop the work at once. The Board of Trade im-
mediately met, the Town Council immediately
met, everybody interested met, and petitioned the
Minister of Public Worksto allow the dredging to go
on a few days more, so as to complete the channel
through this bar. The reply was that it was con-
trary to the law, and lie regretted that be could
not spend any money in this work until it was
voted by Parlianient. But every single dollar
expended last summer was spent contrary to the
rules of Parliament, as the amount voted had run
ont on the 30th June, and this work was not con-
pleted until the 4th of September. Consequently
the $4,000 was spent without warrant fron this
House at all, but was afterwards covered by
the Governor General's w'arrant. The people con-
sider that the work having been promîised so often
and being of so much importance, it was only
reasonable the Government should have gone on
and spent a little more to complete it. Unless
the cut, which bas been carried two-thirds through
the bar, be finished, every dollar spent will have
been thrown away. What has been done
will be of no use, because until the cut is
finished vessels drawing over îý feet of water
cannot get in. If, however, a little more
money were spent to finish the work, we
would have a channel there for a numnber of years,
and the Government would not be required to

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

spend any more. The bon. Minister has had his at-
tention drawn to this over and over again. I pie-
sented a petition last year signed by over i .00
residents of the county, Conservatives and Re.
formers, praying that this work should be coln-
pleted, and I do not think it is treating the cout
right when the work is so important and can le
completed for so little, that there should be any-
hesitation in the hon. Minister saying what th'
Government intend to do. For 25 miles, after
you cross the bar, you have from 18 to 20 feet of
water. The largest vessels can come in and sail
up the river for 25 miles after they get across ti
bar. From 8,000,000 to 10,000,000 feet of hunber
corne to Chatham every year fron Georgian Bav
and parts north. It is not treating the county
right to neglect so long carrying on this work.
especially after it was pronised so often and partly
done. A couple of thousand dollars more will
carry the cut through and give us 12 feet of water,
so tiat vessels can come ini without having to un.
load. If the bon. Minister cannot give me an
answer to-night, I trust he will the first oppor.
tunity, and before the last moment ; and I will b
much pleased if he would make up his mini to
expend a small amount more and finish tbe work.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the hon. gentle-
man is entitled to an answer.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If I do not an-
swer, it is not througli want of courtesy, but
because I cannot. I told the hon. gentleman tiat
I could not give him an answer to-day, but would
give him one on Tuesday. The hon. gentleman.
however, thought lie would make a speech, and hi
bas made it, and I will give him the answ er on
Tuesday.

Mr. CAMPBELL. In making the remarks I
did, I merely wish further to impress upon the hon.
Minister the necessity for this work.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The bon. gentle-
man has already on many occasions impressed its
importance on me, and I am fully aware of all the
arguments he bas to bring in its favor. I have had
no report or information as to what is likely to be
done.

Goderich Harbor .................... 8- 2,500

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About Port Stal-
ley, I promised the information to the hon. gentle-
man, but I also told him that the question was be-
fore Council. It lias now corne out of Council, an
Order in Council bas been passed, and I an try ing
now to see whether I cannot bring the compaliy to
fut the harbor in proper repair. If that caniiot
)e done, we will have to take other mîeasuiies
necessary for the purpose, either to resume posses-
sion of the harbor altogether, or compel the coi-
pany to do what I think they are bound to do by
their contract with the Governmient.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am quite satisfied witl1
that reply. It is all that I desire in refereuce to
the matter.

Harbors and Rivers, B. C..............
Mr. GORDON. I would ask if the Minister Ot

Public Works reinembers receiving a petitioln
from the people of Cowichan for the improveimelit
ot the navigation from Cowichan River to Somneîio
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Lake, also an application presented by myself to was the great obstacle to the entrance to the
the Department for the improvement of Kokisalah harbor. Vessels were constantly in danger of
River ; also an application from residents of Comox striking that rock, and they did strike it, and
for the protection of the banks at the junction of perhaps some were lost. W hen that is doue we
the Courtenay and Tso-lon Rivers. will be in a better position to see to what extent

i h~ ~ hv i oiu eui e~r
sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We could not put

in these Estiniates every work that was petitioned
fr. I assure my hon. friend that, if these works
are not in the Estimates they are in very good com-
paly, probably two or three hundred other appli-
cations which are not put in. We could not do all
tiat was asked this year, and we will not be able
to do it all next year. I am under the impression
that two or three of the matters of which the bon.
entleman spoke require examination and report.

ihere was one of those rivers, with a very nice
nm01e, which I never saw before in my Dep.artment,
ai I think I must have an examination made in
regard to that. I intend to take up the matter
during recess, though I do not promise what will
e dolne next Session.

\Ir. GORDON. I would remind the hon. gentle-
malàn that two years ago he very kindly granted

ilm) towards the improvement of the River
Kokisalah. If that is the river with the nice

anme, to which the bon. Minister refers, his De-
partment cannot be unfamiliar with it. That is
quite as important a river as the McGregor Creek,
wiieh I knew very well in the days of my youth ;
and many of these rivers in each of the older Pro-

nifices w-hich are improved by the (overnment are
f4 much less importance than those for which I

have asked the favorable consideration of the bon.
entleman's Department.

Dredging.... ......................... $29,300
Mr. ELLIS. What is to be done with the

amount of $16,700 for the new dredging plant in
the Maritime Provinces ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is for new
pilat in the dredges and for repairs to the scows.

Mr. ELLIS. I had hoped that the Minister was
going to provide a new dredge. None of the

redges are fit for use in the Bay of Fundy.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentle-

man1 is quite right. We should have a new dredge
for the Maritime Provinces, and one for Ontario,
but these cost a great deal of money, and we could
lot afford to provide themn this year.

Mr-. GORDON. Referring to the item of 85,000
for Bjritish Columbia, I desire to ask if it is the
iltention to dredge the entrance to the Nanaimo
Harbor to a greater depth. I made an applica-
tion to that effeet three years ago. This is only im-
Portant in regard to the large sea-going ships. The
dit fron the Nanaimo River is driven across the
harbor, and sometimes ships that draw more than
32 feet strike on the deposit. That seems a large
draught to hon. gentlemen from the East, but
dst year 383 ships entered the harbor of Nanaimo
id Departure Bay, and they were entered out-
airds for sea with 463,966 tons of coal and 5,000

ton1 measurement of other products.
ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gen-

tiemaan knows that we have had considerable
litlculty in the Nanaimo Harbor because of the

-\ichol Rock, and we have put an amount in the
Lstunates to enable us to remove that rock. It

w ecango È, , e prvement of the harbor.
Of course, this will not be forgotten.

Resolutions reported.

ADJOURNMENT-RAILWAY SUBSIDIES.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The railway
subsidies, where are they?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think notice has
been given by the First Minister, and they will ap-
pear on the Notice paper on Monday.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the
railway subsidies, of which notice has been given.
comprise all that are to be brought down, or are
there further ones to be brought down ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say posi-
tively. At all events, if there are any others, they
will come clown immediately.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They ought
to be down, in all conscience, on Monday.

Mr. LAURIER. We shall expect on Monday
to have all the papers in connection with applica-
tions for railway subsidies, and the usual informa-
tion in regard to them.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 2
a.m. (Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAY, 12th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE EX-MEMBER FOR LINCOLN.

Mr. GIROUARD moved the adoption of the first
report of the Select Standing Committee on Privi-
leges and Elections. He said: As Chairman of
this Committee, it is my painful duty to-day to
inove the adoption of this report with regard to
certain charges which have been made by the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
against Mr. Rykert, the late member for Lincoln
and Niagara. The report contains an exhaustive
review of the whole case, and is the unanimous
finding of the Committee, after a great deal of
consideration and deliberation ; and I believe it is
not necessary for me to offer any remarks. I will,
therefore, simply invite the House to adopt the
report by a silent, but unanimous vote.

Mr. MULOCK. If I am to understand that
there is to be no discussion on the report, I will
confine my observations to two matters, which,
though not coming within the main subject-matter
of the enquiry, are incidental to it. When the
correspondence, out of which this enquiry grew,
appeared in the public press, there was a prominent
reference in it by name to a Minister of the Crown,
the hon. Minister of Customs. The charge made,,
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or apparently made, against him in that correspond-
ence, thus incidentally forned part of the enquiry ;
and it may be said ta be completely disposed of by
the general statement in the report that there had
beeii no corrupt advance made to any Minister of
the Crown, either directly or through any other
person ; the report finds, and correctly finds, that
there is no foundation for any such suggestion.
Although in this general way the report acquits all
Ministers of the Crown of any charge of wrong-
doing, yet I desire to emphasise the finding of the
report by expressing, at all events, my individual
gratification, not only at the complete exoneration
of the Government, but of the individual inember
who happened to be mentioned by naine in the
course of the correspondence. It is not only with
regard to-the Minister of Customs that I desire to
express my gratification at the finding of the Com-
mittee, but with regard to those who, not being
members of this House, have not the saie oppor-
tunities to defend themselves that public men
have. In the course of that correspondence, it
was alleged that corrupt advances were being
made through sons of two gentlemen, one the pre-
sent Premier, the other a former Minister ; and now
that the Committee have discharged their duties,
I desire publicly to offer my testimony in regard to
their finding, more especially in the case of Mr.
Hugh J. Macdonald. I did not express my indivi-
dual opinion before the Committee, not desiring to
bias the members in any respect ; but as the Com-
mittee have now thoroughly discharged their duty,
and come to a unanimous finding, I desire to ex-
press my gratification at their conclusion, which
was the only one that could be arrived at, that
Mr. Hugh J. Macdonald was not guilty of what
was suggested ; and I wish to add, from my
own knowledge of his character, that he is utterly
incapable of having done what was suggested
in that correspondence. I have had the advan-
ta ge of knowing him ever since his boyhood, not
only as a university undergraduate, but as an
undergraduate in law, and during the time he
lived as a practitioner in Toronto ; also, socially
and privately, I knew him ; and f rom my know-
ledge of him, I can say, that of all my acquaint-
ances, I know no man less capable of resorting
to dishonorable methods, less amenable ta sordid
influences, or more completely protected by his
nature from yielding* to corrupt influences, than
Hugh J. Macdonald. Therefore, however de-
sirable it might be to allow this report to pass
in silence, I cannot refrain from expressing my
gratification at the two gentlemen to whom I have
especially referred being relieved completely of all
suspicion of wrong-doing by the unanimous report
of the Committee-a committee composed of mem-
bers of this House having the most widely diverse
political views.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Before the motion is adopted,
I desire to say a few words, not so much with
regard to the member who is particularly con-
cerned, but from a different point of view.
However much the conduct of this member may
be blameable, I think we ought to go further and
deprive members of Parliament, for the future, of
any temptation to do what this member has done.
I believe that this House ought to take this oppor-
tunity of stating firnly, once for all, that no
inember of Parliament should receive, directly or
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indirectly, any favor from the Government ; or if
he wants to go into any kind of speculation, eithler
lands, limits, or railway charters, he ought to
withdraw froin Parliament, and take his chances.
like anybody else. I say this, and I say it openlv,
that a member of Parliament cannot serve t
masters at the same time. He cannot do his duty
as a member of Parliament, and be, at the saniîï
time, in receipt fronm the Government of part of the
public domain. If I may be allowed to refei tc
what has appeared in the public papers, the late
member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), in his address t,
his constituents, asks : " Why should I be selected
alone, whilst there are other members like nyself.
who are reaping from the Government of the day.
advantages they should not reap ; who are livink
by the votes they give in Parliament ?" As long as
the honor of the House is left in the hands of such
men, this House ought to be ashamed of its counse.
For my part, if I could command sufficient sup-
port to carry a resolution of mine, I w-ould nove
the following :-

That the source of all the evil in this case is derived
from the practice of allowing members of Parliament io
ask and obtain for themselves advantages out of public
property.

That such practice is contrary to the well understood
rules of Parliament, for the obvious reasons that a mem-
ber cannot at the sane time serve his private interest and
the publie interest at the same time.

That the osition of a member of Parliament is one of
trust, that he is a trustee of the public domain, and lie
ought not to derive any personal benefit from the pro-
perty confided to his care.

I do not move this amendnent, but merely suggest
it. At the beginning of the Session, I introduced
a Bill which had for its object the securing of
greater independence on the part of members of
Parliament. Of course, being on this side of the
House, and not having that influence necessary to
carry a measure of the kind, I could not hope to
succeed in having it adopted, and it was sent to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, where
of course it died a natural death. There are
many modes of killing a dog without choking him
with butter. I am doing what I believe ta be iiv
duty in suggesting to the House that we should
try to prevent for the future a recurrence of the
facts disclosed in this matter.

Mr. GIROUARD. If the hon. gentleman will
allow me, I will remind him that the other day,
when we got through this investigation, his Bill
was called before the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, and we were sorry he was not there to
promote it.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Though I was not there at
the time, and it may have been my fault, I knew
beforehand, and every hon. meniber knows, thiat
there was not the remotest chance of my carrymi
the measure through this Session.

Report concurred in.

THE BREMNER FURS.

Mr. McNEILL moved the adoption of the report
of the Conmittee appointed to enquire into state
ments made with reference to furs taken froimt onle
Charles Breinner.

Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me that there are somile
very serious questions involved in this affair. anci
that it ought not to pass without some discusion.
Li the first place, I wish to call the attention Of tie
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House to the fact that the matter which forms the
subject of this report is not new to this House at all ;
that it was not new this Session, or last Session,
or the Session before ; that for several years it bas
been brought up ; that for several years statements
have been made which have turned out to be sub-
stantially true ; and that some time ago, the very
letter of Mr. Hayter Reed, which forms the essence
of the whole question, was read in this House-not
the revised letter, but something which purported
to be the original letter, and which was substan-
tially the saine as the revised letter. I wish, in
the second place, to draw attention to the fact
that the Government was called upon, from this
side of the House, by hon. gentlemen who brouglit
the question up, to act ; that the Government had
an obvious duty to enquire and to act ; that the
Government, upon one occasion at least, if not on
more than one, acknowledged that duty and
undertook to act ; and that up to this hour we
have not had the slightest indication of the Gov-
ernment having taken the first step towards
enquiry into the matters, so circumstantially
stated, and so largely proved, as they were, by the
letter of Mr. Hayter Reed. I think the Govern-
ment are called upon to state to the House what
steps they took. I think they are called upon to
state whether they called upon the General con-
manding, who was inculpated by these statements,
and by that letter, to give any report to them.
I think they are called upon to state whether they
instituted any enquiry into his conduct, and that
of Mr. Hayter Reed and of Mr. Bedson ; and if they
did, when they did it, how they did it, and
with what results. They should state to the
House how it happens that this disgraceful matter
-for so I call it-was brought to their attention
so long ago without their taking any action,
if no action was taken ; or if action was taken,
to what extent it was operative. A serious ques-
tion arises upon this letter, which, at some time or
another, appears to have got into the possession of
the Department itself, because, as well as I can
gather from the report of the proceedings, the
revised letter of Mr. Hayter Reed was ultimately
produced from the custody of the Department.
When it got there, how it got there, what was
done upon its getting there, we know not. But
that letter, as revised, read thus :-

"FORT PITT, July, 1885.
"To the officer in charge of the property taken from

Rebel:
" The General having decided to confiscate the furs now

in your care and taken from rebel, desires that you should
iake up a select bundle of beaver and fisher for him,

and a selection also for those of his staff. Have tbem
properly packed and addressed,andkeep a memorandum
of what is packed. "HAYTER REED."

It appears that the instruction in the original
letter was that the General commanding was to have
a double portion-two boxes for himself, and one
each for the staff. It appears also that the langu-
age used in Mr. Hayter Reed's revised letter,
" make up a select bundle," was still stronger in
the original letter, in which the words used were
"select beaver and fisher "-the two, however,
meaning pretty much the same thing. It appears
further that the original letter contained instruc-
tions to the person to whom it was addressed to
keep it private, not to let it be known, and
that the fact that this direction became known

was the reason why it was withdrawn and re-
placed by the letter I have just read. It
was found. it seeis, that in the interval the
party to whon this direction was addressed, one
Warden did not keep it private, and it becaie
known; and the object of the direction having be-
come thus thwarted, the fact of the direction, and
the impropriety of the direction were at once made
manifest, I suppose, and so the direction was with-
drawn, as its purpose had not been served. Now, in
this whole matter there has been a grievous course
of misconduct and inpropriety on the part of an
official of the Canadian Government. There lias
been a grievous wrong done to a Canadian sub-
ject. It has been a subject of enquiry and dis-
cussion here for many Sessions without effective
result; and I very well remember that in the end,
after the debate had been, at the request of the
Government adjourued, when the First Minister
announced that the great inquest of the nation
should be allowed to make enquiry, it turned out
that it was because the General commanding had
signified his good-will and pleasure that an enquiry
should be made, that an enquiry was vouchsafed.
It almost sounded as if the General was still in the
North-West, as if he was still monarch of all he
surveyed, as if he was still the dictator of the
country, the arbiter of the lives and fortunes and
property of the people; because Parliament was
carefully told that, as the General has been
kind enough to say you may enquire, we will
grant an enquiry. It was rumored-I know not
with what foundation-at an early stage of
these proceedings, before the Committee had met,
that this matter could be acconmodated in some
way, and I think $3,500 was suggested as a sum
which would satisfy Mr. Bremner; and I think
that it was suggested that somebody-no, rather,
that everybody-should pay it, so that the matter
might be hushed up. My opinion is that this is a
niatter which should be settled by those who have
done the wrong,andnot by the Canadian people,who
are not responsible for the wrong which has been
done ; and I believe that we ought not to indemnify,
either in reputation or in purse, the man who did
the wrong, but I believe that be should bear the conse-
quences of the wrong he did. He bas had honors
and rewards enough, and be should now pay for
his misconduct, and should receive the censure
wich is his due. I have had some little oppor-
tunity of judging of the rules of norality which
have been generally applied to the conduct and
the honor of British officers; and having some
vague idea of what British military conduct and
British military honor were, I was overwhelmed
with astonishment when I saw the letter which
was sent by the General, and, if possible, I was still
more astonished when I saw the evidence of the
General as to what he considered his rights and
his powers, and the doctrines of ethics and morals
which lie applied to this matter. Thinking that
the information available in regard to military
duties and military regulations, in what may be
said to be analogous cases, might afford in some
way a justification for the General's view, if I
looked into them a little, I took thit trouble, but
all I have been able to find or to read of seems
to be entirely in condemnation of the course which
bas been here pursued. The authorities to which
we generally look, fortunately, cannot bring be-
fore our view cases of civil war. They are not
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cases of disturbance on British soil, but they are
almost always cases of conflict with a foreign foe
and on foreign soil. This case was, of course, en-
tirely different. It was not a conflict on foreigu
soil or with a foreign foe. It was a conflict on
British soil with British subjects-misguided, it is
true, in rebellion it is true ; but British subjects
still-and in this case there could not be any ques-
tion of prize of war or booty at all. In a case of
this kind, different principles are to be applied
from those which apply in the ordinary cases of
military operations. But, restricted as this case
thus was, it was restricted still further by the cir-
cumstance that, even when the difficulty was at the
extreme height, the Administration-and I coip-
mended them at that time, and I renew the com-
mendation now-announced that there was never
an idea of proclaiming martial law in that country.
The Government asserted that there was no in-
tention to proclaim martial law, and the Govern-
ment, as I shall show later on, acted upon the
view and announced it from the earliest period,
that the Queen's civil and criminal courts of justice
were open and should remain open, and that the
Queen's subjects, whether they were concerned in
the rebellion or were actually in the field, should
be dealt with by them alone ; so that we had no
proclamation of martial law in that country. It
seems, I think, to be clear that there was not the
shadow of a claim to confiscate, and if there
was even a shadew of a claim for con-
fiscation, or if the incident of prize of
war could have arisen, it seems to be perfectly
clear that there was not the shade of the shadow
of a claim to appropriate on the part of the con-
fiscator; and that appropriation and that confisca-
tion are each of them unlawful and criminal acts,
the appropriation being only more improper than
the confiscation. In the case of the Monmouth
rebellion, it appears that articles of war were for
the first time put forth introducing powers for
the destruction of rebels' property on the order
of the general commanding. That was in connec-
tion with the case of what was considered to be a
very dangerous revolt. We know that, whether
in the case of domestic or foreign war, one painful
necessity is to distress the enemy by the destruc-
tion of property. In fact, that may be a humane
thing to do, as causing others to desist from war-
fare, and so earlier terminating the war. It was
for that purpose alone that this authority was
introduced into the Articles of War on that occa-
sion; and accordingly, though the provision was
made applicable to the property of civilians en-
gaged in rebellion during the rebellion, the Secre-
tary of War of the day directed Colonel Kirke no
longer to use it after the rebellion ceased. It was
a war ineasure in order to distress the rebels and
cause the rebellion to cease. It was a measure for
the destruction of property in order to terminate
the war. These articles are continued in the
general articles of 1872, and, if you take those
articles of war in their whole scope, in all the
provisions bearing in any way on the conduct
of officers and soldiers engaged in military opera-
tions, you will find that they are all alike
condenmatory of such conduct or of such an
action as this. They show a power to take useful
stores from the enemy for the service of the State.
They show that there is no right to hurt the
subject in person or property. They show that
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plunder and pillage and destruction of private pro-
perty are high military crimes. They show
rigorous provisions for prevention and punish-
ment of such offences. Many of them are not
applicable in terms to this case, but they are most
valuable as teaching the road to be followed and
as indicating to any man in the position of General
Middleton, with very great plainness, how far he
was departing from that road in the course he
took. In the Articles of War of 1872, the lith
regulation is this :

" All public stores taken from the enemy, whether of
artillery, ammunition, engineer stores, clothing, forage
or provisions shall be secured for our service, and the
officers commanding in chief are to be answerable to us
for any neglect in this respect."
Then the 17th article, which refers to the proceed-
ings on the commission of offences, is :

" Whenever any officer or soldier shall be accused of a
capital crime or of violence or any offence against the
persons or property of our subjects punishable by the

nown laws of the land, the commanding officer or officers
of his corps are, upon application duly made in behalf of
the party injured, to use theirutmost endeavors to deliver
over such accused person to the civil magistrate, and
assist the officers of justice in apprehending and securing
him."
The commanding officer is not himself to become
the culprit ; he is not himself to take the goods.
No ; he is to see that those below hlim who do that
shameful and criminal act shall be delivered over
to the civil magistrate for punishment. Then
article 51, and the following articles deal with
" any officer or soldier who shal leave his command-
ing officer or his post to go in search of plunder,
or who being employed in foreign parts shall do
violence to any person bringing provisions or other
necessaries to the quarters of our forces, or break
into any storehouse or cell for plunder." It was
not indeed necessary for General Middleton to
break into this storehouse, because he could coin-
mand the storehouse to be opened ; so he did not
break in, but he commanded the storehouse to be
opened in order that he might plunder; and he
ordered the plunder to be packed up and delivered
to him and his staff. But the Article of War goes
on : "Shall on conviction suffer death or penal
servitude for not less than five years, or such other
punishment as a General Court Martial shall
award." Then, under the heading " Disgraceful
Conduct," in article 80 :

" Any officer or soldier, or other person employed
in the War Department, or in any way concerned
in the care and distribution of any money, provi-
sions, forage, arms, ammunition, clothing or other stores
belonging to our army or for our use-"
And I shall show you before I sit down, that if this
could be considered prize of war, it was for Her
Majesty's use, it was the property of the Crown
and not of the individual.-
- or who shall embezzle, fraudulently misapply, wil-

fully damage steal or receive the saie, knowiug the
same to have been stolen, or shall be concerned therein,
on conviction before court-martial, shall be sentenced to
five years' penal servitude."

And article 81 says:
" Any soldier who shall steal or embezzle Government

moneys or property, or shall receive the same, knowing
them to have been stolen orembezzled, may be sentenced
to such punishment other than death, or penal servitude,
as the court may award."
Then article 103, which is one of those, I fancy,
introduced upon the occasion of the Monmouth
Rebellion to which I have adverted, saya :.
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" Any o1icer or soldier who shall commit any waste or These mies are founded on just principles which
spoil, either in walks of trees, parks, warrens, fish ponds, must conrend themsehes to every man, they are
b ouses or gardens, vineyards, olive groves, cornfields, en-
closures or meadows-or shall maliciously destroy any based upon no techiiical treatment, but upon the
property-whether belonging to our own subjects or to obvions principles of justice and mercy. You find
inhabitants of other countries, unless the destruction of a man made a dictator over the country, and
property shall be ordered by the commander in chief of
our forces, to annoy rebels or other enemies in arms
against us, shall, if an officer, on conviction, be cashiered fundamontal principle statod is that ho is to act
or suffer such other punishment: &c." upon the grounds of justice, honor and human-
And Article 130 says: ity," and that ail the more strictly because he is

"In addition to any other punishment which the court ail powerful for the moment against the people,
may award, a court martial may further sentence any who are unarmed. So, in the -case of the (anadian
offender to be put under stoppage of pay until ho shall
have made good any loss or destruction of, or damage or robelio
injury to, any property whatsoever, occasioned by lis ourselves, the opinion of Lord Canpbell and
wilful or negligent misconduct." Lord Cranworth upun the subject of martial law
So far with reference te thu articles of war, thj whole uas thisw:
tenor and spirit of which go to show to amy man who " oFor the reason quod ecessItas cogit defndit, we are
lias read them but for the frst time, anti much n bore of opinion that th n prerogative (of ureat pog martial law)
to a man lîke the (eneral with whom they ought t m does net extend beyond the cases ofpersous taken in op n

resistance, and with whom, by reason of the suspension cf
be familiar next to bis bible-show, 1 say, te any one the ordinary tribunals, it is impossible te deal acording
faîliliar or unfamiliar with thom, how far this course to regular course of justice. Where the courts are open

'as a departuro frotn the spirit and doctrine any s that criminals might be delivsred over te them to ho
practice of the IBritish army as so prescrbed. Th dealt wite acording te law, there is nsot, as w concive,

oany rigt in the Crown to adopt any othor course of pro-
Sir, if you look at the Wellington Dospatches anI I ceedings. Such a power eau only hc couferrd by the
ýeneral Orders yen will find nuoerous instances of Legisoafture."

the sevrest possible course beig taken with re- Once again, apply that rule and say, here was
ference te those whio engage in plunder any pillage. no "artial lasior any occasion for it. e Adi min
I have looked out many of then, and I cite more ofopiion tt thave bee i morally criniinal if they
eue that is the îost familiar, because it happens ha atte pte i to proclaim it but they did net
t lie quoted in the athority upon these subjectt. proclainr it. The courts of justice were open, the
In ctober, 1810, the Dukeof Wellingtonannonced courts of justice were about te er appled, as I
by general order that: shal show presently, to ths aggrieved subject

"Ho was concerned te have been under the uocessity and yet yotî find martial law-ino, imot msartial law
ficarryig into exocution the determination which he as at aln but sonething quite beyond the rigors of

so long announeced, cf dirocting the immediate oxecution miartià al nutyeecsd eodteetei
f any soldiers caugwit plunderingumd that a British and es latuue. jnstl ci tte exte

Portugues soldier have cosoquently bers ui anged this Onc agaiI coply be andtI s nherthe
fny for pluudering in the town cf Leiria whre thy guise of martial law. Tse fule is stated by Lord
were, contrary to orders, and for other crimiual purposes. Hale as follows
oe trusts this example will deter othirs fromp these dis-
graceful practices in future, aud that the treps may lime ofpeace the exercise of martial law in poin
deperd upn it that ne instance cf this kind il e cof death is declared meurder."
assed over." That is stil las.

Then I looked to eo great neighbors thho were "A military officer maving prisoners taken u the ilt,
ocgaged in a gigantic struggle sonie oears ago, te should baud them oves- te the civil p twer, if existing;
se what course they pursue t whedi they were but if net existiy, thon hi b responsibility is te exeute

a l at ei a I justice in th bt manner that irumstaces affrd himPotgese ie hav strue nqely ben ho ag he 1the opportunity cf dioug; by civil tritunals if they eau
dorrors of war, the further horror that it eas a be convened, or y courts martial, if those courts oly
dornesti war upon the at treendus sale aunt eau e summoned."
the instructions that were given by them in cases Thon Clode ges on te say
graiefu tratiac es ne rcl ac ef imposta "Sn uch ofecessity arising or the trial cf civihians byd uit tt no in ce of ibe court-martial, the cmmauding officer will ho careful o
The instructions which goerned their armies, compose thos courts of mun (civil or miitary) whose

agsued in 1863, are stated u Clode's boek as fol- exporience and character affoerd to the criminal the best
ons secrity fer the . exorcise cf a sound judgment d discre-

stion in the most solemn fonctions of judicial administra-
eng iag m tha hstugle whintryc added thalls tion which they, as judges, are thus unexpeetedly called

h onsion by the fccupring miheiary authority, of the civil upon to disbharge. c The jurisdictios et tho court
andtof th criminal'and domestie administration and ais t be upheld hy the supreme power of the executv
got ernumnt in the occupied place, and in the substitution Government to administer justice at ail times."
wf military ti ad courts fer the saime, as wel as in the
dictation cf general laws as f r as milm ary ncessity I call attention te the funtamental principle that
reures this suspension, substitution or dcctation." justice is te be administered, and this, if possible,

There is the rc-n of war-if martial law be pro- by the civil courts, if net, then by courts erected for
clained it is to abrogate ah ordinary conditions se the occasion, but stil erected to administer justice;

far as, and ne further than, rilitary nesessity and I need enly ask the House to apply these prin-

requires ciples te the transaction which teck place and

"As martial law is exercised by miitary force, is i whichor the asuje o ths repecte a
incombent on those who administ r it to bf strictly whether they have net been, se f r as possible,
guided by the principles cf justice, houer and humanity; violated instead of observed. Then Code says, on
virtues adornîng a sodier even more than other mon, page 168
for th vry reason that ho possesses the power .f bis
arms against the unarmod, * * * 5. Martial lawf Th7e re8uit of excee1Isscjrow,r-. Those charged with
should o bss soringent in places and countri nestlly wrong ln the civil or criminal courts are te meet
oecupied and fairly conquered, or 6. Ai civilthe indietment or suit, upon their own responsibility,
and pouah law shaîl continue te takl lts usua course in oither alono, if Governors, or with the aid of the publice
the enmy's places under martial law, uness inteitei department, if mihitar, oficers. *** They mnst be
or stopped by order of the oucupning miitary powa prepared te kuow that martial law was net only esta-
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blished defacto but de jure; for otherwise, indeed, any
usurpation might be tolerated."

hdone act muet be justified as coming within
the limits of his authority.
I cite this because it alludes to the principle of
British rule, the constitutional principle, which
is that the Crown can do no wrong ; but that the
subject must not be aggrieved without remedy ;
and, in order that the subject may not be so
aggrieved, no person appointed to power by the
Crown who exerts that power can go beyond what
the Crown can give or the Legislature has given,
without personal responsibility to the subject for
wrongs done. Upon this topic of martial law and
the principles of its administration in those cases
in which a commander in chief is clothed with the
power and does assume it, no less a person than
the Duke of Wellington in April, 181, in a very
important discussion in the House of Lords, which
involved some of these questions-I refer to the dis-
cussion on the disturbances in the Island of Ceylon-
made this stateient :

" Martial law was neither more nor less than the will of
the General who commanded the army."
That is what General Middleton seems to have
supposed he was invested with, and that he had
power to do anything lie pleased.
-"In fact, martial law meant no law at all. There-
fore--"
What is the sequitur? That you nay rob the
subject ? That you inay order and do just what
you like ? No.
-" Therefore, the general who declared martial law and

commanded that it should be carried out into order was
bound to lay down distinctly the rules and regulations
and limits according to which his will was to be carried
out. Now, he (the Duke), in another country, carried out
martial law: that was to say, lie had governed a large
proportion of the people of a country by his own will.
But then, what did he do ? le declared that the country
should be governed according to its own national laws,
and he carried into effect that will. He governed the
country strictly by the laws of the country, and he gov-
erned it with such moderation that political servants and
judges who had at first fled or been expelled, afterwards
consented to act under his direction. The judges sat in
the courts of law conducting their judicial business, and
administering the law under his direction."

All this shows that with whatever power you are
invested, under the great exigency whicli makes
saluts rei publice suprema lex, you are bound to use
it as little as you can ; and that, in what use you
do inake of it, your action must be founded on the
general principles of eternal and immutable justice.
You are to be just, you are not to interfere beyond
what is necessary, and your interference is to be
based on the principle of justice. And this, when
in a foreign country, when martial law has been
proclaimed. How much more so when the country
is our own, and when there martial law has not been
proclaimed. I said the question of prize of war
does not ever arise in case of a rebellion. A British
subject can be deprived of his property only by
judicial or legislative action. By judicial action,
based upon the existence of the general law of the
land, which gives the result of an escheat of the
property of an individual convicted of treason, or
by ex postfoacto legislation by a bill of attainder, in
each case corrupting his blood. In these two ways
only can a British subject, or his heirs, be deprived
of his property, and that is a distinction, a char-
acteristic belonging to the British subject which we
ought to sacredly preserve and maintain. You may
declare martial law ; you may try a man and
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execute a man as a rebel taken in arms, by a court-
martial, and yet his property is not alienated but
it goes to his children. You cannot deprive himn or
thiem of his property by that course. In order that
forfeiture may result he must be found to be a traitor
by the courts, the ordinary courts of the country, in
the ordinary course of the administration of
justice. He may have fallen in the field itself, lie
may have fallen by your own artillery in battle
against you, and the saine result happens. There
is no corruption of his blood, and his property
cannot be forfeited. Now to turn to another
feature. With respect to the case of the spoils of
war, when that principle is at all applicable, if
this were such a case, it is perfectly plain that no
personal right arises to the property in favor of
the commander in chief or other person who may
happen manually to obtain possession of prize or
booty of war. The statement of Clode, " Military
Forces of the Crown," is this :

'' When the expenses of war were borne by the Crown
(possibly before William III) the spoils of war belonged to
the Crown as part of the personal rather than the public
revenue. Thus the disposition of the prize was made by
the articles of war; and Parliament did not interfere."
By the 25th section, Articles of War, 1672, there
is this provision made :

"In what place soever it shall please God that the
enemy shall be subdued and overcome all the ordnance,
ammunition and victuals that shall be there found shall
be secured for our use, and for the better relief of the
army, and one tenth part of the spoil shall be laid apart
towards the relief of the sick and lame soldiers."
But after the appropriation Acts, when the
expenses of war were provided by Parliament, the
Crown dealt with prize as a trustee for the public.
The House of Commons appointed Commissioners
of prize and, aided by statutory power, the sanc-
tion of Parliamuent was thus given to the distribu-
tion. But the sole right of the Crown has always
been allowed. That right was conferred-

" Not for private purposes or personal splendour. but
for the publie service to answer the great exizencies of
the public interest and the claims of public justice."
These were the words of Sir William Scott. after-
ward Lord Stowell. That authority further says:

"Prize is altogether a creation of the Crown: no man
has or can have any interest beyond what he takes as tie
mere gift of the Crown; beyond the extent of that gift he
has nothing. Bello parta cedant reipublice."

Lord Brougham said:
" The Crown bas property in prize and can deal at its

pleasure with it. The title of a party claiming prize must
therefoie in all cases be the act of the Crown, by which
the Royal pleasure to grant it ie signified."
It is a matter of pure bounty. Again:

" A grant made to the army by the Royal warrant is
in certain definite shI res and proportions, and it is the
only authority given to the Secretary of State to decide
these questions."
By the statute of prize, 2nd William IV, chapter
53, it is provided that the oflicer in chief in coin-
mand is to appoint agents for the collection ad
realisation of booty by rule, and within one month
afterwards the agents are to transmit the amounts
to the Chelsea Hospital. One of the most im-
portant cases--having reference to the special con-
ditions of the question which exist in India, where
we know the tenure of the land is peculiar, where
a condition of the native states and populations
existed, from semni-dependence merging into ser-
vitude on the one hand, and rising into inde-
pendence on the othei--was that connected with
the Banda-Kirwee booty, in which Dr. Lushingtoll
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gives valuable information on the general question.
Re said :

" As to grants of booty made by the authority of the
Crown, and grants of money through Parliament made,
although no ooty or noue of the same value has been cap-
tured-aIl booty belongs to the Crown; the Orown disposes
of it among the troops engaged as the advisers of the Crown
mnay think fit to recommend. It seems this was always
the case and is now regulated by the 2nd William IV,
chapter 53, regulating the payment of army prize money,
which apparently dealing with the East Indies provides
that in all captures of any fortress or possession of Her
Majesty's enemies, or any ship or vessel in any road or
haven of such fortress: and in all captures, expeditions
or actionls from whîch prize money, or bounty money, or
grants shall arise, the commanders and oher officers nd
soldiers therein engaged, shall have such right to act as
Her Majesty shall think fit to order in all the arus,ammu-
nition, stores of.war goods, merchandise, booty prize and
treasure belonging to the State or to any ublic trading
company of such enemies which shall be Found in sucf
quarter, or possession, or captured, or granted for such
expedition or action, to be divided in such proportions and
according to such general rule of this division for the
army as Her Majesty shall establish, or in default thereof
as Her Majesty hy sign manual shall direct."

" That decision is arrived at on the advice of the law
officers. The proposition is clear, that all prize taken in
war belongs absolutely to the Crown, and for one and a
half centuries the Crown has been in the habit of grant-
ing the prize, after condemnation, to the takers."

Another result of the cession of prize, and that by
no means unimportant, is, that it restrains pillage,
as you will find stated repeatedly. The result of
any other course would be to recognise some right
lu the actual taker by the fact of his taking, and
so to have pillage ndiscriminately, instead of the
first idea being the defeat of the foe and victory
for the army. That property captured at sea
should be kept intact is to the interests of all
parties, of neutral and friendly powers, that if not
prize, it may be restored to the captor, and if
prize it may be legally distributed. I have said
that the Ceylon case was one of great importance.
It was the case of a rebellion. It was a case in
which martial law was proclaimed ; and Colonel
Drought, who was commanding the forces, issued
a proclamation threatening confiscation or attach-
ment of the land or goods of the disaffected. Lord
Torrington, the G3vernor, later on, threatened
further measures of that kind against those who
did not within twenty days return to their homes.
Now what was donc in that case ? I tell you what
was done in order that you may see, in a case in
which exceptional measures were taken, the course
that was pursued, though even that course received
a rebuke which I shall show you. Martial law, as
I say, was proclaimed ; then first warnings were
given to the people ; then second, to a certain
extent, they were acted upon ; and what was
done ? The property was sequestrated by the
military authorities, taken to the store bouse, we
will say at Battleford, to keep it safe, being so
sequestrated. The perishable articles were sold,
an account was kept of the receipts, and the goods
were ear-marked so that it might be known whose
goods they were and what price they fetched.
The articles which were lasting were kept intact;
and of course the land was left untouched ; and in
the end what was done was this. The value of
the goods which had been sold, and the property
m specie which was not sold, were restored to al
those who had not been found guilty of high trea-
son by the ordinary courts. Even the goods and
property of those who were hanged by court-
martial, were restored to the heirs and next of
kim. In the case of those shot to death in arma,
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the same rule was pursued. There was no attempt
to plunder as there was here. A bill of indemnity
was brought in by.the legal authorities after peace
had been restored, and that Bill was very wide in
its terms. It was considered by the Colonial
Secretary, Lord Grey, and lu his report he points,
out :

"That the measures taken-"
Those which I have described-
-"did not fall within the ordinary course of martial law"-
The ordinary course even of martial law did not
justify the sequestration of the property of the
subject, it did not justify the sale of the perishable
articles, and did not justify the taking possession
of these which were unsold; but Lord Grey adds,
that it may have been necessary, and competent
for indeumnification. The sequestration, the sell-
ing of the perishable goods, the keeping of the
accounts and the restorimg of the property may
have been necessary, but it was competent for in-
demnification. But what does he add?

".If the property of persons sentenced by court-martial
for insurrection,but who had in no legal way incurred for-
feiture, had been seized and sold for the benefit of the
Government, nay, if persons suspected of rebellion had
been thus despoiled-"

That is the phrase the Colonial Secretary used
with reference to a transaction which was not
one of taking and pocketing property by a com-
mander, but one of seizing it and selling it for the
use of the Government-
-"had been thus despoiled, the words of the law seem
large enough to cover even such arbitrary proceedings.
This goes miuch further even than necessity or justice
could warrant."
That is bis criticism upon the proceedings on the
Ceylon rebellion. Therefore, Sir, if martial law
had been proclaimed in the North-West ; if the
goods of Bremner, suspected of being a rebel, had
been seized ; if, being perishable goods,-which
they were not, for they say thab some of them are
as good as new, now, and shining upon other backs
-if they had been seized and sold for the benefit
of the Government, the act would not have been
suffered to be the subject of indemnification at all.
But in this case there was no martial law, the
courts were open, Bremner was at the very time
being sent by bis confiscator for trial, to ascertain
whether he was a rebel or not. The confiscator
had himself taken the goods for safe-keeping ; the
rebellion was over; the General was on bis way
back, victorious, to be laurelled by the author-
ities at home, and to be enriched by us, and
at that time-yes, at that time-he appropriates
the goods to himself. He does not say " they
are perishable goods, which will be lost if
they are not sold, and I sell them for Gov-
ernment." He does not say " they are last-
ing goods which will be lost if I do not keep
them, and I keep them for Government." But he
says: "I take them for myself." The rule then is:
that the State has no right to touch the goods of
a British subject by the military power or otherwise
than by the course of law, and that when, acting
through the military power, the State engaged in
a foreign war, does take prize or booty, it is for
the State and nat for the individual, and the State
afterwards grants what it pleases to grant, and as
it pleases to grant it ; and one of the reasons of
that rule is to deter as far as possible from pillage
and plunder, and to keep within the limita of
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honor, justice, liumanity and legality as far as may their homes: others fell on the field; others were
be, those who have the power of the armed over wounded,ý and a number of those wounded are in ourhotals. B3ut the question of deciding who is the
the unarmed, as a military force has over the leader in thee troubles, who has committed a grievou.
civilian population of a country, whether the war i offence, the offence of murder for example, and the ques-
be foreign or domestic. Now, Sir, I want to apply tien whether a man was guilty or not-these are questions
these general prînciples to the case in han, anti te which it is not for us to try; it is for the tribunals of thel tcountry to decide the question. That is the reason whv
ascertain what the general course of the Govern- you did not see the men tried by martial law. The meil
ment, and of the Commander hinself was, as to the are to be tried by the civil authorities and under the laws

ersons and as te the propert of those who were of the country. I do not think it is in the interest ofP .d .s P P those men who are to be placed on their trial, or in theengaged in this rebellion ; and also the result of interest of the peace of the country, or in the interest of
General Middleton's course, in the particular case anyone, that we should interfere in a matter of this kind.
of Bremner and his furs. Now, Sir, I have noth- The only interference we should make is this: to sec that

the men have a fair and impartial trial. That is-theiring but words of commendation on my own part, right, and it is what the Goverument intend to secure for
for the course which the Government pursued-so them, and what they have intended from the beginning,
far as it has been communicated to us-during the to see that these men, beginning with Riel down to the
rebellion, with reference to the instructions they last man lu custody, have a fair and impartial trial."

gave as to dealing with persons and with property. Again the hon. gentleman says :
First as to persons, I will read what vas stated " The court will first decide whether these men are
across the floor of this House at the time, and guilty or not."

seeis to me, as I say, to merit nothing but words Again :
of commendation. Very early in the rebellion, " It is not for the interests of these noor people that such
Colonel Crozier, in command of a detachment of a course should be pursued. I say poor people, for those

people. whether guilty or not, are always pitied when
the Mounted Police, issued the following procla- they are called upon to stand their trial."
mation :- The hon. First Minister, a little later, said this:

" PROCLAMATION. " The General discharged at once, on his own responsi-
"All persons found to take part in the rebellion against bility, the great mass of those who were taken, whose

Our Sovereign Lady Queen Victoria, or those retained by offence was rising lu arms, who were not leaders or
the rebels against their will, will receive protection on supposed to induce others into the rising, or to have been
presenting themselves to the Commanding Officer at tl-,y of special acts of atrocity. We have exercised
Carleton and Prince Albert. that discretion very largely : of course, the Governient

God Sare the Queee. very readily entrusted that discretion to a man-"

" L. N. F. CROZIER, That is, General Middleton-
"l C'om't IV. I. P." ---"who is equally remarkable for lis personal courage,

great caution and great humanity."
Immediately after Bateche, General Middleton's Again the Minister says:
diarized report as to what he was doing, under date tf

of 13t May, eads s follws :l Only those in whom there is found decided crimninality,of l3th May, reatis as follews : on theprinmfacie evidence laid before the Crown prose-
" The rebels were continuallycominginwith white flags cutors, will be put on trial."

to give themselves and their arms up. * * * I have a list Well Sir, ou re
ofthe worst of the rebels, and I disnuiss those not in it with member the circuinstaiices te
a caution to return to their homes, and a warning that if which I shall have to allude later on-under which
hereafter any charge is brought against thei they are General Middleton exercised that high power with
liable to be arrested. I have now three prisoners, two of which ho was at that time entrusted. He was thethen being members of Riel's counci." grand jury ; he was to determine who should be
On the 28th May, 1885, I made this enquiry of the sent te be tried fer their life, ani who should not
Government: be; but having exercised that power, in the case

" Whether Government bas given any instructions to, or of Breinner, and having decided that lie and thosecommunicateti with G;eneral Mitdileton as te the disoi ihbn
tien of any of the insurgents who have surrenderet d spos with him should be sent for trial, what happened

To which the Minister of Militia replied: The Sessional papers report what happeied. The
inforniation was on two counts : first, conspiracy

No instructions were issued to General Middleton, to make war on Her Majesty-the high treasonexcept in so far as instructing him to send to Regina the
persons whom le considered should be committed for count ; and, secondly, conspiracy to seize and take
trial." possession by force of goods and merchandise of
The House will remeiber that about that time, or the Queen, then being carried from Swift Current
before, a proclamation was issued by General Mid- to Battleford for Her Majesty. When Breniser
leton, with the praiseworthy view of causing those J and the others who were charged with him, were
on whom he might prevail, to desist froum further brought before the court, the Crown prosecutor,
rebellion, and to cone in and surrender, but this Mr. Osler, after some prefatory remarks, made this
proclamation I do not happen te find in the midst statement:
of the voluminous papers. Such a proclamation, " The prisoners were in a very difficult position. They
the hon. Minister of Militia will agree, was issued, were brought into camp (Poundmaker's) probably without
and it was a proper proclamation to issue. On the their consent, by a large body of armed Indians; and

. M chaving got into that camp, they may have been led into
16th July the hon. Muuister of Public Works, on a the acts complained of without knowing the serions posi-
question being raised as to the disposition of the tiontheywereplacingthemselveslninsodoing. Wehave
arrested men, said this: considered that originally the desire probably of all th.e

prisoners was to stay m theirsettlement. Wehave consi-
"The. question is how to distinguish these men-who is dered also that they had their families and their property

a leader, who is not a leader, who has committed an act to protect against some uncontroilable violence- "
against the peace of the country, who has committed ,
mu rder or any other offence, and who have not committed -Not of the Commander-in-chief, Sir.-
such offences ?" -" oftheIndianssurroundingthem. Theywereina very
And then I condense his words thus: difficult position. The Crown, considering these things,

and not beingable to bring home acts ofîpersonal violence
"Of the men who were battling, all are not under against any of them, and learning that they were all men

arrest at Regina ready to stand their trials. A large of good character before the trouble came out, we have
number were placed at liberty at once, and are now at considered that perhaps the ends of justice would be

Mr. BLAKE.
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obtained by allowing them to be discharged on their own even called'his attention to the facts mentioned, and -the
recognisances toappear." General has answered that so far as he had been able to
Further on he said : jiudge of the facts, he did not believe in these reports."

" Unless evidence implicating them with acts of I have read from the hon. Minister's reply only an
personal violence appears, they will not be called on- abstract of that which is material to this part of the
not called on for the offence against allegiance." case. Now, Sir, there you find rules laid down-
I need only refer you to that charitable and rules consistent with military practice, e nd consis-
careful statement of the Crown officer, acting on tent with the honor of the Canadian mlitia--rules
the proper and lenient general instructions indi- specially applicable to this case, in which these few
cated by the First Minister and the Minister of unfortunate, misguided men, but, after all, fellow
Public Works; and acting deliberately, I think in British subjects, were the persons and whose was
the nonth of September, after having collected all the property in question. Now I turn to the Gen
the evidence. I need onlyreferyou,in addition, to eral's own action, as stated in his evidence before
the sworn evidence of themen themselves and of the Committee. He was enquired of with reference
Father Cochin, which, I think was the naine of to what took place at Batoche, and lie said, on the
the priest, and of others belonging to the country. 19th page of the report of the Comimittee :
such was the situation when the trial came on; the '' In the middle of hard fighting the men found these
men were without trial discharged. So much with things, but the private houses and property of loyal
reference to the general course as to persons, and people anywhere near the place was not touched. But I
the result as to Bremner individually. Now. let did not consider it was my duty to protect the property of

the rebels we had just been fighting hard with."
mse turn to the discussion on the method of dealing I ask whether that is in comformity with the state-
with property by the force. On the 28th of May nent I have read. Who was to decide ? The
my hon. friend from Quebec Centre (Mr. Lange- rebels did not carry their furs on their backs, or
lier) asked this question : deposit thein in their rifle pits. They left themi in

" Whether it is truc that on the 8th of May soldiers pil- their houses. Wlho was to decide at that momentlaged the bouses of Half-breeds, destroyed a quantitv of
aniles belonging 10 them; demolished Madame Tou- whose property any particular furs where, or was
rand's house, broke her furniture, etc., at Fish Bay ;les- the process of confiscation to be perforied by the
troved windows of Vandal's bouse at Gabriel's Crossing, common soldier, with the prize before him, bybroke up furniture, and set the bouse on fire; and
whether the Government intend to instruct its command- awartiing to Iimsself the property which lie confis-
ing officers to take the necessary steps to prevent a repe- cated ? We were told that strict orders iad been
tition of such excesses and to punish those who have been given to prevent pillage and destruction of pro-
guilty of them? perty ; but we find General M iddleton saying :
Tie bon. Minister of Militia replied : But I did not consider it was my duty to protect the

"It is not truc. Strict orders were given by General property of the rebels that we hsd just been fighting
Mliddleton to the forcé not to enter any house or touch wit."'
any property, under pain of severe punishment." He grossly mistook his duty.

s tise Commander-in-chief tise only person who was At page 20, with reference to the Batoche furs, the

exempt from those orders ? Could ie honestly tell General stated that he did not himself take the fuis,

the commron soldiers not to do, in the height of but was fortunate enough to obtan furs through
little, with their passions roused against the men some one unknown:
with whom they had just bee fighting, that which " Myaide-de-camptold me that someody haîd put a box

t u e . .g h f on board the steamer and said it was for mse. I asked hiie felt justified mn domg hnself, mn cold blood, for what it was and he said it was furs. I said: Who put iton
filthy lucre, after the rebellion had ended ? He board ; andi he said: I have not the slightest idea."
stands self-condemned. The Minister's reply con- The General was asked who put them up for hin,
timues : and le replied :

" Official despatches received mentioned nothing about I bave fot the slgstest idea who put tlem up for me-
the details asked for. The intention of the Government 1 have not the siightest doubt il waQ doue by some Bien of
is to allow the Commanding officer, who knows his duty as the force who got tbem, and tbey tsougît h wîs a sice
a soldièr, to look after the troops under his command." cmpliment to psy me, so îîey put tbem on board. Idi

not want to ask about it.
I quite agree, that having given these instructions, This spontaîeous and anonymous present of
aid assuming that they were to be carried out by a sale of ftrs, known by tie Ceserai to
the Commanding Officer, the Government were
right in the position they took. On the 2nd of on board the steamer. Ho knew, le was satis-
July, the hion. miember for Hochelaga (Mr'Iub, te ho. minhe fo Hocelaa (r. fied that tise mon of the force hati takeit
Iesjardins) read fron a correspendence in the Mail
newspaper of the 19th of June, the effect of which
Was, that the soldiers destroyed nuch and took c
away a great deal at St. Laurent and Fish of then ant puttig then on board for lin. Tbey
Creek from the Half-breeds'houses, of whom many pue out i)oar unno te l So iiu
w-ere loyal, and others were dragged into the insur- t at blush u e the hinseif Tlid it
rection against their will, and that in spite of the -t tonaskiwnho shi ge th reit for t th
Strict orders given by General Middleton, th" j the codto of th trefer to e
soltdiers had robbed and destroyed everything they Bato f As t te B itr n er
Could lay their hands on ; and the hon. member Miteton was not invetot th any powe
for Hochelaga asked for some report on this state-power; the istr-
mient. The hon. Minister of Militia replied : tions of the Goverîient merely were to prevent

" As to that part which speaks of the most stringent ail pillage ant destruction of property; and that
orders being given by General Middleton to preveut was his p
such disorders as those complained of, I have received aivestd ain ti s ao d ole ty. - fi wa
Communication direct from the General statiug that hebad givn tbe mos absolute orders to bat affect. Ibave whom lie w-ould sent dow to Regia for triai.
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At page 13 of the report, his own evidence shows
that, after Poundmaker had been taken, some
half-breeds came from the camp. The General
was told that there was some reason to believe
some of the men had been rebels, as some of
them had been recognised as having been at
Cut Knife ; and it was reported to him that
people were carrying off some of Bremner's furs,
and upon that report he ordered these furs to
be taken and put in the police barracks for safe
keeping. These furs, I think, would have been
there safely kept, if he, himself, had not later
on ordered them to be taken out from the place
where he had ordered them to be put by. But
after ordering them to be put in the barracks
for safe-keeping. he ordered them to be packed
up for himself. But he says that, later on, he got
further information that a rifle belonging to
one of the men killed at Cut Knife had been found
in Bremner's possession. That in itself, was of
course, susceptible of satisfactory explanation as
to Bremner's innocence, but without seeking
such explanation, he ordered all these men, Brem-
ner included, to be sent down to Regina to be
tried ; and at this same time, when he was reach-
ing this conclusion, Mr. Hayter Reed reminded

tooth for his share of the booty, and so he sent hini to
Regina to take his chance. But he thought he could
confiscate his furs ; and that he did without trial or
proof or anything else. While he could not find
Bremner guilty of being a rebel, so far as his person
was concerned, he decided him to be a rebel to the
extent of confiscation, and at the same instant
decided to divide the spoil, and to take the
lion's, or rather the wolf's share. That seenis
to me utterly disgraceful. I cannot, I con-
fess, understand how it is possible that any
man in the position of General Middleton could,
for an instant, have allowed his moral sense to
become so far blunted and confused as to have been
guilty of the act he bas committed. It is said that
the plunderer has beenplundered-that what he took
from Bremner wastakenfron himself on the boat. I
suppose whoever took it, thought he had as good a
right to take it as had General Middleton. But
that makes no difference. It is the disgraceful
course which was taken by the General which has
given rise to the whole loss. I am glad the loss
bas been ascertained ; and I hope the Government
will see fit to take steps to see that theGeneral makes
good the loss and withdraws from our service.

him of Bremner's furs, and thereupon he ordered Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman
them to be confiscated and divided, himself bas, in the most interesting manner, given is a
taking the best. The revised letter reads: treatise upon martial law, and the important

" The General having decided to confiscate the furs now questions cognate to that subject, which the hon.
in your care and taken from rebel, desires that you should gentleman bas treated with that knowledge he
make up a select bundle of beaver and fisher for him and always displays in discussions of any nature. The
a selection also for those of his staff." question, as I understand it, is perfectly stated in
Now, what was this man's situation ? He was, he the report which bas been subnitted to the House.
thought, a dictator. He had the awful power of The report goes into the facts proven before the
deciding who should be sent for trial and who Committee appointed for the purpose of investi-
should be left in peace. He says : gating this case. In that report it is stated, an

" I thought I was the ruling power up there, owing to the General, in fact, admits it in his own evidence,
the state of war, that I could do pretty much as I liked that the furs, which had at first been put up for
as long as it was in reason." safe-keeping in the police barracks at Battleford,
He knew, however, that he had no power to were, upon subsequent orders sent by the (eneral
try Bremner or to determine his guilt. He and written by Mr. Hayter Reed, distributed, two
determined, therefore, to send him on for trial, as packages having been made up for the GeneraFs
to his person ; but, at the same time, he determined use and the other packages for some of the mein-
to condemn and appropriate his property. He bers of his staff. Now, I wish, in the very few re-
determined that tnere was sufficient evidence marks which I mean to make, to state in the mîost
against Bremner to warrant his being tried, frank and open way possible that I consider the
and he sent him to Regina for that purpose. But action of General Middleton is the result of a
as regards the property, the question of innocence most unfortunate error of judgment on his.part.
or guilt he put in a train of immediate adjudication It is stated in the report, and I know that when
by himself, and at the same instant that he was order- the General himself, Sir Frederick Middleton,
ing the man to be tried by competent authorities as after obtaining the information which, unfortun-
to whether he was innocent or guilty, so far as his ately for himself, he did not possess at the tire,
person and life were concerned, he judged, without discovered that, through his error of judgmnent, he
the slightest warrant of authority to be fonnd any- had committed an act which he himself to-dtay
where, that he was guilty, so far as his property admits to be an illegal one, no one more than hin-
was concerned, and, so judging, he, by one single self regretted what had been done. I state that
operation, confiscated and appropriated his because, in the position which I occupy in relation
goods for himself. He said he fully believed to that gentleman, I had occasion to hear hil
that having directed the confiscation of the furs express the deep regret he experienced at having
belonging to a rebel, he was not exceeding his powers given the order which was given, and is knowi to
in ordering some for himself and some for his staff, bave been given by him. It is right to be just; it
his excuses being: " I did not think it was un- is right to be impartial, but, in dealing witlh a
reasonable to allow a few of those f urs to be taken; question of this kind, in dealing with a question
and again : " I might as well have some too." affecting the position of a man who has rendered
He directed that Bremner be sent to trial to services to Canada, I think it is only right ant
find out whether he was guilty of being a rebel or proper that we should consider the attenuating
not; but, as regards the furs, he tried him in his circumstances-if I may so express myself-that
own mind and adjudged him guilty, and confiscated can be brought forward. I have admitted that it
his property. He could not confiscate Bremner was due to an unfortunate error of judgment
hinself, he could not take an eye, or a leg, or a on the part of the General that that order
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was given; but, at that time, it must be remem-
bered, the General was in the midst of preoc-
cupations which might to a certain extent explain
the want of prudence which lie showed. It
was on his return from Fort Pitt that this took
place, and I consider that the circumstances of
that time had a bearing on the case when the
General himself admits that lie had forgotten the
circumstance-and I claim that his word must be
taken on that point-that lie had completely
forgotten that the order had been given and that
the furs had been addressed to him. But, after
the order was given, it is perfectly admitted that
the General saw nothing more of the furs, that lie
knew nothing more of them and did not receive
them, and, when lie returned to Ottawa, I can
say, as far as my information goes, and so far as
the enquiries which I thought it my duty to make,
when hon. gentlemen opposite questioned me in
regard to these matters, from the General hims'elf,
that lie stated to me that from his memory lie knew
nothing about the furs, and knew nothing of what
became of them, to what point they had been
addressed, and had not seen them on the boat or
after they got there. I admit that this is an
unfortunate matter, but the General has tried,
so far as lie is concerned, to make up for that
want of judgnent or that error of judgment
on his part, and has expressed his willingness
to indeinify whoever is entitled to be indem-
nified. But, before this question is settled, I
have no doubt that it will be admitted that it
is important for the General to investigate the
matter more fully in order to know the value of
the furs which are known to have been removed by
his order, and to ascertain whether these furs be-
longed to Mr. Brenner or not. However, I repeat
that I cannot forget that the General rendered to
Canada important services, and that these services
were recognised by both sides of the House, and,
if, in considering this matter, we can arrive at the
conclusion that this was an error of judgment, and
not an intentional wrong, I think we would show
all the leniency, which, I consider, under the cir-
cunistances, the General would be entitled to. I
repeat, from what the General has told me, that
lie is prepared, after a proper valuation of the furs
is arrived at, to indemnify the persons who may
be shown to be entitled to that portion of them
wliich lie is supposed to have removed, or which is
supposed to have been removed on his order.

Mr. LISTER. Having taken upon myself the
responsibility of bringing before this House the
charges made against General Middleton, upon
which charges the report now before the House is
made, I feel it incumbent upon me to say a few
words in this debate. The Minister of Militia has
told the House that General Middleton is now
willing to settle. When lie first used these words,
I took it for granted that he was willing to
indemnify Bremner for the total loss he had
sustained, because whatever loss lie sustained
there lie sustained on account of the action of
General Middleton. Whether General Middleton
received one-eighth of the furs,.or the whole of
the furs, lie must be held responsible for the
value of the whole of them, because, if lie had
observed the duty lie owed to himself as a General,
the duty which he owed to himself as a gentleman
and an honest man, lie would not have been the

first man to despoil Bremner of these furs and to
give implied permission to the men in charge to
scatter them about among the members of his staff
and others who might apply for them. It is no
excuse for General Middleton to come here now,
and say, through the mouth of the Minister of
Militia, that he is to be excused because he is
willing to pay for one-eighth of the furs which were
taken. My hon. friend tells us that General Middle-
ton is now willing to settle. How is it that lie has
waited for five long years before saying that lie is
willing to settle for any portion of the furs which
were taken there ? For five long years, General
Middleton has denied over and over again that lie
ever took any furs, that lie ever authorised the
taking of any furs, or that le knew anything of
their disposition ; and it is only now, when this
mnatter has been investigated by a Comnmittee of the
House, that General Middleton is convinced that he
does know something about the matter of which
he has denied all knowledge for five years past.
Within a few months of the close of that rebellion,
the attention of the Government was called to the
fact that (eneral Middleton had taken possession
of some of those furs. Again, in 1886, the mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) called attention to
the fact that General Middleton liad taken pos-
session of those furs ; and General Middleton
must be taken to have known, and I have no
hesitation in saying lie must have known, that
lie was charged with this Bremner fur business.
Attention was again called to it in 1887, but
nothing was done because General Middleton
denied that lie had any knowledge of this trans-
action, and the Governmnent remained inactive
and took no steps to investigate the charge.
Then, in 1888, this mnatter was brought fully
before the attention of the House by the hon.
mnember for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), who went
fully into the whole facts. He gave the letters
which Havter Reed had written under the direc-
tion of General Middleton ; and from that time up
to the present, no further steps were taken for the
purpose of ascertaining the truth of the allegations
made by him. The Government, I believe,
accepted the statements made by General Middle-
ton, that lie knew nothing about the transaction.
As for the report itself, it is the unanimous finding
of the Committee; but I desire to say that in that
report, for the purpose of having it unanimnous,
General Middleton las been treated with the
utmost consideration. The report is mildness and
gentleness in itself, and I have no hesitation in
saying that, in the light of the evidence given
before that Committee, the report might have
been much more severe than it is. My lion. friend
the Minister of Militia tells us that General
Middleton acted through an error of judgnent.
I need only to recall the fact that the letter
writtenî by Mr. Reed contained the words " Do
not make this public." Mr. Reed swears that in
the letter written by order of General Middleton,
he ordered the furs to be put up in cases, of
which two were to be for General Middleton, one
for Bedson and one for Reed, and the last words
of that letter were " Do not make this public."
That is sworn to by Reed distinctly and positively,
as will be seen by this extract from his evidence :

" Q. The original letter contained the statement that
this was not to be made publie?-A. Yes.

" Q. You got the original back?-A. Yes.
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"Q. Was the original torn up?-A. The original was
tor up, and the formal part re-written and given back to
Warden.

" Q. Why was it destroyed?-A. Because ie had shown
this about, apparently, and owing to this private part in
it."
Then lie goes on:

" Q. Did he give instructions that it should be kept
private, and that that should be inserted?-A. Yes."

This is the answer of Hayt£r Reed. Then he goes
on again, in answer to Mr. Weldon (St. John), and
says :

"Q. There was nothing in that letter except what you
were ordered to write ?-A. No."
Then again :

"Q. Do you think the General intended it should be
part of the order?-A. le desired me to send that."
So that so far as Reed was concerned lie swears
positively that the words, " Do not inake this
public," were in the original order sent to the war-
den. Now, General Middleton partially denied the
statement, and if you taje General Middleton's
whole evidence you will find it is given in an un-
certain way, lie appears to have lost his meinory
entirely as to the transactions which took place.
He does not make a positive denial, but he says
that lie has no recollection of it, and lie does not
believe that such words were in the order. How-
ever, we have the statement of Reed, and if that
letter is correct, then I say that General Middle-
ton knew lie was guilty of a wrongful act in autho-
rising that order to be given. If it were not so,
there was no necessity to put the words in the
order, " Do not make this public," because if lie
thought lie had a right to confiscate the property,
or to appropriate it, there was no necessity for
taking the precaution to have the niatter kept
from the public, and the fact of these words being
in, is proof conclusive to my mind that General
Middleton felt that lie was doing a wrongful act,
an act which lie did not wish to see the light of day.
Well, Sir, when Reed went down to the Fort lie
found, as the member for West Durham has stated,
that Warden liad been making it public, and then
for the purpose of protecting thenselves, and for
the purpose of showing the public that they did not
care whether it was public or not, because they
bad a right to do it, lie destroys the letter, and
gives'him another without those words in it, and
in other respects sonewhat changed. Now, if this
evidence is to be relied upon, there can be no ques-
tion that General Middleton, when lie gave that
order, knew that lie was doing an illegal act. It
is absurd for the Minister of Militia to get up here
and say that a gentleman who has served in the
British army for over 40 years, can be so ignorant
of the regulations of that army as to pretend, for
one moment, that lie did not know lie was viola-
ting the army regulations when he appropriated
any portion of the property. General Middleton's
evidence was not at all evidence that can be relied
upon, and lie merely says that lie thought lie had
a right to confiscate the property, meaning that he
had a right to appropriate the property of a Cana-
dian citizen. Sir, General Middleton now admits,
and he has only recently acquired the knowledge,
that lie had no right to confiscate, much less
to appropriate, the property of this man Bren-
ner. For five years Bremner has been pressing for
the payment of this claim, for five years lie has
been asking the country, or some persan, te pay
for the property of which lie was despoiled. His

Mr. LISTER.

property was taken, and lie was sent to prison and
kept there for two months ; lie was discharged
without a trial, and lie is now broken in health
and living in poverty, and the Minister of Militia
asks this House and this country to excuse General
Middleton upon that ground. When this matter
was brought to his notice, would it not have beei
becoming on his part to have investigated ·this
matter, and have the wrong done to this wretched
man righted, se far as it was possible for him to
do ? But for five long years, General Middleton
has denied all knowledge of this man Bremner, lie
has denied having taken these furs, and in that
way he has kept the Government fron acting. In
] 885 this claim was presented to the Government.
In 1886 the attention of the Government w-as
called to it by the hon. niember for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) ; in 1888 the attention of the Government
was again called to it by the member for West
Ontario (Mr. Edgar), upon which occasion the
Minister of Justice used these words :

" I do not, for a moment, put against the claim for furs
which may have been deposited with officers of the Gov-
ernment, the mere fact that they belonged to persons who
were implicated in the rebelion."

He further says:
" I ask the House, therefore, to understaud that as

regards that claim the enquiry has not been concluded
and will be pursued."

The Minister of Justice used these words in the
Session of 1888, on the motion of my lion. friend
fron West Ontario. Since 1888, up to the present
Session of Parliament, I ani not in a position to
know w-at, if anything, the Governent did
towards having this claim investigated. I do know,
however, that this claimli has not been paid, that
Breminer has never received any satisfaction froi
the Goverinment ; I do know that in consequence of
the want of action on the part of the Governient
I was induced to take this matter up for this un-
fortunate man, and present it to this House, and
ask that a committee of enquiry be appointed. Sir,
I an bound te say that when this matter.was first
subiitted to me, it seemed incredible that a gen-
tlenan occupying the high position of General
Middleton in the British army, a gentleman occu-
pying the position of Commander of the Canadian
forces, could so far liaveforgotten theQueen'sRegu-
lations, could have been so destitute of that ordi-
nary feeling of humanity which animates alnost
every man, as to have despoiled that miserable
individual namîîed Bremaner of his property ; I ai
bound to say I felt an hesitation in taking this
matter up. I knew well the greàt responsibility I
was assuming in niaking a charge of that
kind against a gentleman in his exalted position.
But when the truths were told me. when I had the
evidence before me, w-lien I had the opportunity to
investigate the natter I found that a great and
grievous wrong had been done to a citizen of ny
country ; and I deemed I owed it to myself and to
the people at large that I should not hesitate a
single moment in laying this natter before Parlia-
ment, let the consequences te myself be what they
may. I well remember the Montreal Gazette comiug
out and saying that the charge I made against
General Middleton was a serions one, but it was no
more serious than the one against a member of
Parliament who dared te make it, unless lie was
able to prove the truth of his charge. I regret, on
General Middleton's account, that he should have
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been guilty of such conduct as this; I rejoice on we inight well have found that General Middleton,
account of the unfortunate man whose cause I have at the tite be contiscated those furs, knew lie was
advocated that lie is now within a measurable dis- guiity of an illegai act; and it is inconceivable
tance, at all events, of receiving some compensa- that an officer of 40 years' service ii the British
-tion for the gross wrong done him. He lias army, one occupying one of the iigliest positions
naintained from the very outset that lie was in the force, slould pretend tlat lie was without

an innocent man, and lie contended that lie knowiedge as to one of the first army regulatiois.
was never guilty of an act of rebellion against It is inconceivable aud certainiy difficuit to liee
the Dominion of Canada ; and lie lias told nie that an officer in the position of Geerai Middletom
that not only did lie lose these valuable furs, could have been stating exactly tue reverse of wbat
b<ut at the time of the rebellion lie was prac- lie beiieved to le true. Taking lus large experience,
tically a wealthy man, being the owner of bis great kmowledgc of nîilitary natters, and with
cattle, horses and so on. and yet to-day lie is these letters befoie the Committec, tley niglit
living in a condition of abject poverty, his health wci have foumd tbat Oenerai Middletou, at the
broken down, and if an immediate settlement of timn lie appropriated tlose fers, kiiew lie had mo
this matter is not insisted on by the Government riglt either to contiscate thei or to appropriate
they will not be doing what we have a right toI tlem. Tlis transaction from the beginiing to the
expcct them to do under tlie circumstances. I end is a discreditable one iii thc extreme. It is a
claged Gencrai Middletî with takimig froin <iseroditale ohe on the part of Geieral Middle-
Dreminer a lar-ge cfuantity of furs piaced ii a store ton. It is scarcely to t onderstood that a mas
at Battieford, -witl having appropciated asud used occpying a bigli officiai position as lie did, s sould
the furs for bis own use ; and in iuaking t iat have taken advatage of bis positi , knowiig the
statemient I read the foilowing letter :-wretclied, peverty striçkou condition of tlie nmen

"DyAa WÀREN,-General Middleton lias instructed w-bom hie was sent to tlie Nortb-West to put
d authorised me to seDd you the present letter desiring ckowlg it is ainost ineredihle tat an officer occu-
a you put up bales of frs for the undermenioned eil a n e l f tt e

wo bates for General Middliton, one for p. L. BedGon, pyinget
ardo eefor myself. Please select the best and pack thern duty lie ow-ed to hmnseif, the duty lie ewe(l to tlie
t once, as we will lie dowe there to-morrow by boat. coveru eent that employed ct, the duty lie owd

HAYTER REED. to the people of te cTunry in whic lie ivei, as
As&istant Cortissione?- of[d ' to have appropriated and looted prperty frein a

Upen the strengtl of that letter, w-hici 1 satisfied citizen cf this country hider sncb circ mstances as
iself w-as reasonably correct, I made tie charge I bave descriied. Se fat as (fteneral iicldleton is

w hici I did make against Generai Middleton, 'ind concrned, lis usefuness i tris contry is gne.
ilpon tlîe triai cf this case it w-as admitted tîat If is the duty of tlie soveriient to itimnate to
the copy cf the letter w-as sabstantialiy a copy of 1 iium tliat bis services are nc longer required. It
tie original. (eneral Middleton, on that iîves- ýcannot l e sai that in t s cont-y that a plihc
eixation beint made, put i the pieu, wh c oficer wi l 1 retaibed in lis position after Iaving
hae noG suemits te the tonuse t kroicg the Min- lico guiity cf sucl am act ; anu ne ietter w-at
ister cf Militia, tbat lie ad confiscated toe the censequences to bim may le, we bave cur
fts, thut lie ieved lie ad a rigt te do riglts te aintain, and absointe and full justice
ith and thft it has oniy receitly lie leariied lie niust be meted ot te tmh.
satd ne riget. The (lenelai adits that lic M:. -cNEILL. 1 <le net risc te say eue w-cd
lia nWt, aRd never had a riglt te confiscate in justification cf encral Micdlctom's conduct in
tîle fers. The General did net lielieve, liow- respect of this transaction. 1 entirely emîderse wlsat
ever, that lie mad the riglit to confiscate the oust say I conceive te be tle very severe
fers at the tîme lie did se. The letter writtcn strîctures expresscd in tbe report in regard te
bv 'Mr. Hayter Reed, liy direction of General I is conuct, that liis comî<uct w-as unwar-

idtoup, tie contents of whic w-ere known te rantabie, iliegal and ligbly improper. But
oserai MMddieton, as was sworn teo y M. Reed, 1 must say that 1 de net like te kick a

nakes it cmear that the Genbral knew that at the man wlen lie is down, aud I tlimk it weuld have
tiince that letter was written lie bad no rig t te been better if the lion. gebtaeman w lias just
pproprae the furswhicb beionged te Bremner. spoken ad to-day pursueul ion tonis House tel saine

Mc.- Reed's conduct was net as frank as w te course lic pursued during the investigation, whic I
lii a riglit te expeet from him, ecause ail troug must say was wortihy of ail praise. s The lion. gen-
the investigation lie nover gave the Committee tiemiami lias aiiowed lis feeings ratber te get tbe
te euderstand that a letter iad been sulstituted hetter of him n ttis occasion, and lie lias puslued
foi' tie original letter, the fact being that Mr. a litte tee pardly a man w-i is in a certain sense,
Reed w-rote a letter containing the words " net te in extremis. The statenent that lias been niade
4 made public," but that afterwards lie got witb respect te this pertio e f the letter im whiecc
tue letter lack fcomn Wardm apd gave Warden Mr. Hayter Reed stated that it woud lie wel that
an ecdinary order as a voucher. This did net tus matter s ould be kept secret or quiet-the
eeu1e eut voluntarily on the part of Mr. Reed. statement made by the do. uyember in regard toe
This was forced ont in the course of cross-examina that, whle it may lie perfectly true se fac as
tiOm, sand t"s fact, swor teo by Mr. Roed, an tor. Reed is concerned, is scarcely true i se far
meWilfiig witness, one desirous of protecting him- as the General is concerned. This is w-bat Gene-

self as wdil as General Middleton, ud net dis- rai Middleton said in referemce te that. He said :
tipctlY and positiveiy contradicted by Genera |I would like te say that I perfectly areo with al

ieddleton, must be accepted as a fact; and if we Mr Red has said, wita the excepn lo t part where
arc te accept it, thon General Middleton knew as hoantimated that I directed hic teosay it should e kept
tigasion e tlat wt inthe le o wh ouief. Ice rtainly never direct d him to put that in thesi ria d that I was tnyre y , tt uhe rert he tothe best of my belief; neither did think it

urs at h time heidso. Thetterwrip in the report in r tnecesary.a
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Then he goes on to say:
"Had I seen the thing, I certainly should not have let

it go."
He was asked by Mr. Kirkpatrick, again:

"Was it not an ordinary tent?"
To which he replies :

" The Adjutant had a tent there; however, I dare say
he did write the letter in my tent."
Mr. Wood asks hin :

" The part you would object to would be the private
part ?-A. I did not instruct him to keep it quiet.
Mr. Wood asks :

" You would not have let it go ?-A. No, not that part."
There is no question at all that the General's mind
seems to have been confused froin first to last, with
regard to the whole of this transaction. He has
not a clear recollection of any part of the matter,
so far as we could discover, and he is very cautious
in what he says, lest he makes a statement which is
not correct. However, General Middleton, when
he is brought up to the point, declares more than
once, in the most emphatic manner, that if he had
known this clause was in the letter, he would not
have allowed the letter to go. I think my hon.
friend should have given the General credit for that
statement, and it was hardly fair, I think, to put
it in the way in which he did. We ought also to
recollect that orders were given that there should
be receipts given for, or a memorandum made, of all
the furs that were disposed of. That, at all events,
of itself, should go a long way to show that there
could be no intention on the part of the General to
keep this secret, because he ordered that receipts
should be taken and a memorandum made of the
furs which were so disposed of.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He could not have got
them otherwise.

Mr. McNEILL. I do not quite understand
what my hon. friend means by that.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I mean to say that he
could not have got them from Warden without
giving a receipt.

Mr. McNEILL. I think if Warden had got
the order he would have handed the furs over,
whether there was a receipt or not.

Mr. _MILLS (Bothwell). The order itself would
have been a receipt.

Mr. McNEILL. In point of fact, the receipts
were not given in all cases, but in this case the
order was given that receipts should be taken.

Mr. LISTER. Look at page 17 of the evidence,
as to what he says :

"Q. Did you authorise anybody to give a receipt for
them ?-A. Ido not know. 1 thmk when I told them
they could take the furs, I rather think I told them also
they would have to give a receipt."

Mr. McNEILL. Look at page 23 and you will
find Mr. Reed says:

"I further requested Warden to take a receipt, or
to make a memorandum of who got the furs and the
quantity."
If the General is to be held responsible for what
Mr. Reed did in the one case, it is only fair he
should be held responsible for what he does in the
other. Fair play is a jewel. I think the action of
the General, on this occasion, was just as we
described it, to be highly improper and quite un-
justifiable-but I do think we ought to endeavor

Mr. McNEiLL.

not to strain too far the case which is brought
against him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon.
member for Lambton (Mr. Lister) would have
exercised a wiser discretion if he left the matter
in the hands of my hon. friend from West Durhiam
(Mr. Blake). That hon. gentlemen took great care
to express his views on the matter, and certainly
he did so in a spirit of justice, not with any desire
to shield General Middleton, and therefore the
hon. member for Lambton might well have left
the case in bis hands. The hon. member for Lamlb-
ton brought the matter before this House. He
had a perfect right to do so, and he was perfectly
justified in doing so. He was present at the meet-
ings of the Committee, which was composed of
gentlemen in every way competent to deal with a
case of this kind, and who went very carefully
into the matter. They were, unanimous in their
finding, and the report therefore comes before this
House as a judgment given without regard to poli-
tical considerations, by gentlemen sitting on both
sides of this House, who were animated with the
spirit of doing justice to the wronged party, M-r.
Bremner, and the accused, Sir Frederick Middleton.
I do not think, therefore, the member for Lambton
(Mr. Lister) was justified in making the state-
ment that the report ought to have been more
severe ; that it was a judgment of compromise,
and was not, therefore, a just judgment.

Mr. LISTER. I did not say that. I said the
report might have been more severe.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man said the report was a matter of compromise
and might have been more severe, but if it was a
matter of compromise, and not the deliberate cou-
viction of every hon. member who agreed to that
report, it would not be a report to be relied upon.
I think that statement of the hon. member is an
aspersion on the Committee. With respect to the
case itself, I am inclined to think that the want of
judgment as to the confiscation has: more weight
than would be ordinarily given to it. It is quite true
that Sir Frederick Middleton is an officer of great
experience, but if you consider the experience that
he has had both in China and in India, perhaps
looking at the facts as they occurred, and the iii-
cidents in these two wars, you will find that there
wasagooddealofpracticalconfiscation. However,
in this case, the General was decidedly in the
wrong. My hon. friend f rom West Durham (Mr.
Blake) has proved beyond a doubt, if proof were
required, that Sir Frederick Middleton's conduet
deserves the verdict which has been pass-
ed upon it, and passed upon it, I think, in as
strong. language as could well le used. It is
quite clear that the General acted wrongly and
illegally and that the strong language of the Com-
mittee was perfectly justified. Still, I would be
charitable enough to believe that the confiscation
of the goods was an error of judgment ; but as to
the appropriation of the goods, it seems to me,
that was not an error of judgment. That was an
illegal and improper act, and it cannot be defend-
ed. Upon these grounds, I think that the report
ought to be unanimously adopted by this House.
The whole tenor of the argument òf the hon. mei-
ber for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) was to the effect
that the report did not go far enough, and that it
should be amended. I think it is very fortunate,
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in order to give great weight to the judgment of if we admit any extenuating circumstances, they
the Committee, that it should be accepted by the would apply rather to an uneducated, ignorant
House almost without debate. private in the arry than to a General who ought

Mr. CASGRAIN. Before this discussion closes, to know the Articles of War, who ought to know
I desire to say one word. I entirely concur in the what his powers and duties are, who ougbt to
last remarks made by the hon. First Minister. kn at any rate, what a honest man should do.
think there was a desire on the part of the Com- t l55aid
mittee, not to put the General in a worse that paragraph i the letter which has been re-rntte Posiion ferred t.Mel ehv h vdneo rthan he occupied, but rather to see that justice to. e, whave he evdence o Mr
was done on both sides. We have to consider not wh teve is ve is oth,
only the General, but Breminer. I an glad to see who aterari s ieting of hese
that there is a disposition on the part of the Cen- frs, bu 'h ter d eliein he had one
eral to indemnify Bremner for part of his loss ; but wron rr the e ay he eceived in-
suppose General Middleton indennifies him for k
one-eighth of his loss, what is to become of General tered th e en efund tha
the balance ? I contend that the Governnent are sene as note ke what ie meanina
responsible for the acts of their officers, and should,
therefore, be primarily responsible for the ' of that ? Why sbould he ask that silence shoul

and ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~'s ifte;a eoe n-xhbo h au 5  be kept ? The fact is that a General coinrnandingand if they can recover one-eight th olhe be s- the force of this country deliberately appropriated,the furs fromn General Middleton, they would be sav-indfacoflw ndtepcieofarth
ing so mucli. The Committee have found that the in derac of a nd the practice omwa, the
value»of the furs lost was $4,374.66, and taking the
statement that was made on behaf of Bremner, may not have been guilty of rebelion. The factstaemet tat as adeon ehaf o Brinnr, heycame out in the evidence, that this maxi Brener,have agreed that $4,500 is afairvaluation of histotal instead of having engaged in the rebellion, was
loss. Therefore, I conclude that the Government forced by the Indan Chief Poundmaker into his
should be bound to reimburse Brenner his lossaboe te prtin wic Geera Midleon. camp. One thing is clear, tbe General get tboseabove the portion which General M-Niddleton is
willing to make good. As a matter of equity, furs.
think Bremner ought to be indewenified at once An hon. MEMBER. No.
without delay, and the General ought to find Mr. MITCHELL. I say yes. dce ordered then
meaus to reimburse hinp as soon as possible for the to be put on beard the steaner on wich lie hi-
furs which he took for birnself. If he had corne self travelled, and the were put on board. The
before the Commîttee and had acknowledged at nly evidence we have that ne did not get the furs
the beginning that lie had doue wrng, and was -Ias bis simple statement tbat lie did not k and
williug to repair the loss, it would have been wHat other evidence have we before us that war-
betteî; that w-as the tine for himn to (le so. On rants us in concluding that the did not get them ?
the centrary, he did not do it; but lie cornes now If a man combt ts a burglary, and v ile taking
at tbe last moment and ofiers to do it. But it is the swag to bis ou n place, finds a policeman in
better late than neyer. On the wbole, I tbînk tbe the way, and drops bis bag ani makes off, is that
ieuse %d the Government ouglit to see that ay excuse for him ? No. The General get those
Bremner is indemnified as soon as possible. furs they were put on the steamer by his trders.

Wether they arrived in Ottawa and ere putnMeut MadCEL. n t e ithned ao the st- into the bancs cf a furrier bere. as alleged, is notgreat deal of fer us te enquire. The simple fact is that a lc en-
interest, because I think this is a question thatde r y r ed
themecte actioiiof scrutiny and attention, and take charge of tbese furs, and that was the crime.
ihe w-hid thion o Parliarnent. Tt is a questionI There is ne evidence but the authority cf therf the country, the bonor cf General's own statement, which may, under the
Parliarenît, and the honor cf the Goveru- circumstances, ge fer what it is wmrth, that the
mnent particularly, is invelved. The right bion. furs were net in bis possession, and that lie (lidFirst Minister, as well as the on. Minister f e d the bei as
Militia have eudeavered to palliate tbe cenduct tfrc their the node.i Cis ene onaer iueisin.
of General Middleten. It is ahl very well to rmtersl rue ti oodn usin
say that General Middleton expropriated or The right bon. the First Minister says that bieadopts the report. Yes that is an abselute neces-looted these u ignorance cf wi at bis pewers sity. But oe and I place upon the
awd rights were; and the hon. gentleman who bas r. o M fthe Iry e hereredthe
emdeavored te make an excuse for him says the tob lt cfo th e stveameton ther oim-
lie performed very distinguished services in India, duty.to teli tis Hue whty aci te areng-where, I nderstood him te say, the practce f trav te te. t isther uet u t on bo.he Te-
leoting th e t nd had acknle d the command cf the mihitary force cf Canada-
says that lie served his country with honor and te report him te the morse Guards ; and if the
credit in India, and that lie is a very brave man. entgv inbsdsisl bywl e
The bravery of General Middletou bas never been latter d ein hav we beore u tha w ar-
disputed. We do know, however, that the storng rae ding what is incumbent on thein as the
cf the rifle pits was not done by General Middleton, Iardians cof the honor and public faith cf Can-
but that a man who was n member of this Hcuse ada.
bad the honor uf storming those pits after General Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot 'tllow

tiddleton had lain inactive before them for several the yon. gentleman te misrepresent me as fe des,
days. lu this matter I do net think we should make when he says that I have endeavored t extenuate
amny diffrence between tseneral Middleton and the conduct of General Middleton. On the con-
the meanest private, except in this respect: that if trary, I have stated in the most explicit terms that
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I thought the report, which is a severe condemna- whether General Middleton knew that the few
tion of his conduct, should be adopted. That is a words "Do not make this public" were put i
aufficient answer to the hon. gentleman's allega- the first letter. Mr. Hayter Reed says he was
tion. It is true I stated I was charitable enough directed by the General to put those words in the
to believe that General Middleton might have first order. General Middleton says not. Con-
.supposed he had the right, as an act of war, to sidering the two contradictory statements, the
confiscate these goods, but that there could be no Cornrittee unanimously carne to the conclusion
defence for their appropriation, even if they were that tbey could not report that the General lîad
legally confiscated, for his own use. Therefore given instructions to put these words in the first
the hon. gentleman did not truly state what I said. order. It is possible Mr. Reed got the first order
The hon. gentle'aan now wishes to hold the 1 back in order to excuse himself, as he bad put
'Government responsible for not stating what action words in without the knowledge of the General.
will be taken in this matter. The Government Having the statement of Mr. Recd on the one side
could not take any action until this report was and tbat of Generai Middleton on the other, we
passed upon by the House of Comnons, and when could not pronounce upon h. I believe it is qite
the House has passed upon it, it will then be the unfair to reject the staterent of the General.
duty of the Government to consider wliat it is The bon. member for iNorthiumberland said thut
their duty to do. General Middleton got the furs, that they fcre

Mr. MITCHELL. The lion, gentleman as said put on the steamer that was goinc dow n to
that I did not truly state his attitude, wien Winnipeg, on oard of wHieb General Middleton
alleged that he extenuated the conduct of the w-as. There is no proof wuatever that eneral
'General. The lion. gentlemnan's own explanation, Middleton knew that tbe furs were on board. Mr.
in answer to mny renarks, is an extenuation of Reed does not say lie knew it, and Genkeral
General Middleton's conduet. I admitted that lie Mi(leton says lie did not know it. Upon those
said the report sliould be adopted liv this Blouse points I wish to cal tbe attention of theHouse
unanîmously ; but las lie not just now, as well as to tbe statement of General Middletonc: l
iefore, enideavored to extenuate the conduct of ýthe "jperfetly agree with a l that Mr. Reed bas said

General ? Hle furtber lias said that I have put with the exception Of that part where e intinated that
upon bin tlîe responsihlity of saying oow General I drected him to say that it should be kept quiet. ore

Midletîî oul li (laltvit. WllI loldI did flot hear or see what hie had written * * Had ISseen the thig, I certanly would not have let it go."
that it is thc duty of tbe Governnent, in so gravelu another passage of his statedgent, lie says that
a case, w-he the report is leing aHopted, to corne the furs were put on board the steamer oidtout
down at once and state the opinion of the Admn- es knoww
istration upon it, ap o the action tIey intend to iE.s q
take fand in Got ning so, tcey have failed hi o Y. b fo Northatberlanks ta
their duty. differeuce wletler Gencral Middieton did get tdoe

Mr. LAURIER. I w hould not desire to add to furs or maot. His own stateent is, that he did get
what bas been said on this suliet, were it not for furs, but ate does not tiuow- if tbey were the sae

the statement just made by tbe Minister of Milîtia or not. How-cver, I do not sec that it nuakes aiwy
wit regard to the intention of the Goveri ent differece, sice the fact he proven, by the Generals
I ain quite prepared to lieieve that General Middle- 0wn admissio, that lie ordred the furs to lic sent

ton acted on an eu ror of judgment ;but if lie is to hiîn. And w-betber lie got theiu or not it does
going to do w-bat is suggested by thc Minister of nt inatter. I cannot belp saying, that the coîiduct

po the st. eamer that aus goidwnt

Militia, it seenis to nie hie is gyoimîg to commnit aniother ftelo.mme orJcusCrir(r
error of judgrnent. He is anw-ýerahle for the full Girouard), and différent inenubers of thc Govern-
ineastire of the wrong, tlat bas been inflictcd o1 ment, in tryi g to nake o t that General Middle-
Charles Brenner. Ncoern ton's crime is soething less than it really is
thîs il satisf teNd o ustcopenution nertood sonMething le than violent theft-is r ot creditale

~ee doe not say he knewic it and Generaltoo

the Minister of Militia to state that General Mid dle- to tbm, to this House or to tbe country. Tis is
ton was to hold a sort of enquiry to ascertain wlat ot a case at al comparable to a case of private
had been packed for h, and w-ien lie ad found w-rong com itted by one man again t anotber.
that out, bne would tender the money to Brenner. Ie wrong was notg done to BreMnier merely. The
Tbis would le no palliation at ail of the offence it wirong w-as of such a kina twhat, if a disturbance

would ie no compensation for t e great w-rng unfortunately should arise agan in that country,
donc. The only satisfaction that Bremner can and it might be comitted over again. The only wa
miust ave, is that be shalt ie restored al the furs thto prevent crimes of tlis nature is to apply sharp
taken from him or compensated v money for those aid severe punishment in the first instance, at,
whicae are not returned. I do not mtend to prcess when the Minister of Militia and the leader of
this matter further, but I hope that fu l justice wil the Governent attednpt to paliate this conduct
lie done and if it e not, I intend to bring the by saying tat it is only an error of judguient as
niatter up again in another session. to the powers of confiscation whicli lie thougt lie

t possessed, the criinal is only encouraged in his
Mr. GIROUARD. I may be aiowed, as une of action. It is an asurd suggestion i regard to a

the mnbers of the Com bittee, to offer a few general commanding an army. Either General
remarks. The Comittee did not at oalgo into Middleton did know the articles of war, as proba-
the question as to what course the Government are lly lie did; either lie did know that he was coni-
going to pursue, and I abe not going to trouble nitting an illegal act, as probaly he did, from bs
toysef about that question just now; We were experience go the army; or, if ie did not, it is
instructed to enquire into the facts, and we did no, alsurd that lie should fll the position lhe does, and
ar reported on t.em to the best of our knowledge it would lie worse, it would make the Goverment
and beief. The only difference of opiion was as to partice crimiis wit hini, to endeavor to say

Sir Jornx A. MACDONALD.
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that lie is to go unpunished. I agree with my
hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell'
in saying that the man ought not only to be dis-
inissed from his position, but ought to bE
reported to the Horse Guards and disgraced in
every possible way, in the same manner as any othet
criminal. The House will remember the case of
G;eneral Luard, another commander-in-chief, who,
simply on account of some unfortunate utterances
at a mess dinner, when he was inspecting one of
our battalions, had steps taken against him which
led to his leaving the country practically in dis-
grace. That (eneral's successor lias now done
what we have been talking about, and it is the
duty of the Government to see that a measure of
actual punishment suitable to his crime shall be
applied to him. The leader of the Government
claimed that the Government could do nothing
until the House had taken action upon this matter.
The House took action as far back as the 31st
March, 1886, when it ordered a return of "all
horses, ponies, cattle, furs, waggons, carts and
other property seized by the Mounted Police or
Expeditionary Force, while on service in the
North-West, between 27th March and lst August,
with the disposition made of the saine, the naines
of persons from whom such seizures were made, and
the amount (if any) paid, received, or now payable
or receivable, on account of such property." I
call the attention of the House to the meagre
answer which was given to that return. The
Minister of Militia brouglit down in answer one
letter froin General Middleton, directed to the
officers cornmanding the North-West Mounted
Police, Battleford :

" It would be advisable to take in charge all the
property of all those half-breeds now at Battleford, who
lately delivered themselves up from rebel camp, until
their innocence is proved, there being strong doubts on
the loyalty of the whole of them."
He directed the confiscation of all the property of
all the Half-breeds until their innocence was
proved, instead of taking measures to see that
their gnilt was proved. That is an inversion of
English law which is remarkable. That is the
only return the Minister of Militia brought down
in response to the Order of the House four years
ago, and he has not had the ordinary courtesy to
answer the Order of the Hlouse so far as to bring
down what was ordered, or to give any subsequent
explanations. The Government knew that there
was a feeling for the last four years in regard to
the stealing of this property, but it was not until
an investigation was forced upon the Governnent
that they took any action in the matter, and they
aie to liame, first, for appointing this man, and
secondly, for not taking action before this, and for
their neglect in these respects they wiIl be held
responsible by the country.

Mr. McNEILL. On behalf of the Committee, I
do not wish the louse to suppose that any member
of the Committee supposed that the accidental
tact that the furs were not received by General
Middleton made any difference at all. We found
that the appropriation had been made, and we con-
demned the appropriation.

Report concurred in.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 154) respecting certain Savings Banks
in the Province of Quebec.-(Mr. Foster.)

TELEGRAPH LINE ON THE NORTH SHORE
OF THE ST. LAWRENCE.

Mr. FISET asked, Whether the Government
are aware of the importance to our fishermen of
extending, as soon as may be, to Natashquan the
telegraphli ne now being constructed on the north
shore of the St. Lawrence ? If so, is it their in-
tention to push on the work this year to that
point?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In reply to the
hon. menber, I will say that the Government are
aware of the importance of extending the tele-
graph line in that direction ; but they have not
the intention to pusi on the work this year.

IMPERIAL PENNY POSTAGE.

Mr. COCKBURN asked, Whetherthe Post-
master General has received any communications
from the Imperial Federation League in Canada,
from the Boards of Trade of Toronto, Montreal,
Hamilton, St. Thomas, St. John, N. B., Van-
couver, and other corporations, urging the neces-
sity of the adoption of a penny postage system
for the British Empire, and what action, if any,
lias been taken or is contemplated thereon ?

Mr. HAGGART. The Postiiaster General has
received communications from these bodies, and
the matter is at present under the consideration of
the Government.

MONEY SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that, to-
morrow, the House resolve itself into a Comnittee
of the Whole, on the following resolutions :

1. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the
Governor in Council to grant the subsidies hereinafter
mentioned to the railway companies, and towards the
construction of the railways also heeinafter mentioned,
that is to Say :

To the Montreal and Ottawa Railway Company, for 30
miles of their railway, from the western end of the 30
miles subsidised by the Act 50-51 Victoria, chapter 24,
towards Ottawa, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile,
and not exceeding in the whole ;96,000.

To the Waterloo Junction Railway Company, for 11
miles of their railway, from Waterloo to Elmira, a
subsidy not exceeding S3,200 per mile, and not exceeding
in the whole $35,200.

To the Northern and Pacific Junction Railway Company,
for a railway from Gravenhurst to Callander, the balance
remaining unpaid ofthe subsidies granted by the Act 45
Victoria, chapter 14, and 46 Victoria, chapter 25, not
exceeding in the whole 8600.

For a railway from Woodstock via London to Chatham,
in the Province of Ontario, 80 miles, in lieu of the subsidy
granted by the Act 49 Victoria, chapter 10, for a railway
from Ingersol riâ London to Chatham, a subsidy not
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole
$256,000.ý

To the St. Catharines and Niagara Railway Company,
for 14 miles of their railway, from the eastern end of the
20 miles subsidised by the Act 52 Victoria, chapter 3, to
Hamilton, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor
exceeding in the whole $44,800.

To a railway from Ottawa to Morrisburg, 52 miles, a
subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $166,400.

To the Erie and Huron Railway Company, for 22 miles
of their railway, from Petrolea viâ Oil Spring to Dresden,
a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding
lu the whole $70,400.

To the Brockville, Westport and Sault Ste. Marie
Railway Company, for a railway from Brockville to
Westport, the balance remainiug unpaid of the subsidy
graqted by the Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 59, net exceed-
inlu l the whole $88,0W0.

o the Manitoulin and North Shore Railway Com-
pany, for 30 miles of their railway, from Little Current to
the Algoma Branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway, a
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-subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $96,000.

To the Port Arthur, Duluth and. Western Railway
Company, for 5 miles of their railway, being a branch
from the main line of railway to the Kakabeka Falls, a.
subsidy not exceeding S3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $16,000.

To the Lake Erie and Detroit River Railway Company,
for 50 miles of their railway, o a line to be fixed by the
Governor General in Council, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $160,000.

To the Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Railway
eCompany, for 16 miles of their railway, from Bobeaygeon

to the Midland Railway, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
per mile, nor exceeding in the whole 551,200.

To the Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Railway
Company, for 36 miles of their railway, from the north-
east end of the 20 miles subsidised by the Act 52 Victoria,
chapter 3, to Smith's Falls, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $115,200.

To the Ottawa and Parry Sound Railway Company, for
30 miles of their railway, from Egansville to Barry's
.Bay, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceed-
mng ie the whole $96,000.

To the Bay of Quinté and Lake Nipissing Railway
Company, for 30 miles of their railway, froin Belleville
to Bridgewater, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile,
nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

To the Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacifie Railway
Company, for 30 miles of their railway, from Cobourg to
the Ontario and Quebec Railway, a subsidy not exceeding
$3 200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

To the St. Stephen and Milltown Railway Company,
for 32 miles of their railway, from the town of St. Stephen
to the town of Milltown, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $11,200.

To the Woodstock and Centreville Railway Company,
for 6 miles of their railway, from the western end of the
20 miles subsidised by the Act 50-51 Victoria chapter 24,
to the International Boundary between the Provmnce of
New Brunswick and the State of Maine, a subsidy not ex-
ceeding S3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole
$19,200.

For a railway from a point at or near Fredericton, to a
point on the New Brunswick Railway west of Westfield
Station, 30 miles, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile,
nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

To the Central Railway Company of New Brunswick,
for 4j miles of their railway, the distance which the pre-
vious subsidy granted is short of covering, from the head
of Grand Lake to the Intercolonial Railway, a subsidy
not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the
whole $14,400.

To the Montreal and Western Railway Company, for
70 miles of their railway, from St. Jérôme, northwest-
erly towards Désert, in the Province of Quebec, in lieu of
the subsidy granted by the Act 49 Victoria, chapter 10, a
subsidy not exceeding $5,161 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $361,270.

Provided, that the subsidy hereby granted to the
Montreal and Western Railway Company may be paid by
instalments on the completion of each section of the rail-
way, as follows, that is to say:

SECTIONS.
Approximate

length
in Miles.

St. Jérôme to Shawbridge ................ 8
Shawbridge to St. Sauveur.............. 4
St. Sauveur to Ste. Adèle .............. 6
St. Adèle to Lac à la Fourche ... ....... 6
Lac à la Fourche to Ste. Agathe......... 6
Ste. Agathe to St. Faustin................. 14
St. Faustin to St. Jovite................... 7j
St. Jovite to Summit Lake................ 8
Summit Lake to La Chute aux Iroquois... 7
La Chute aux Iroquois towards Désert.... 3

Such instalments to be proportionate to the value of
the portion so completed le comparison with that of the
whole work undertaken, to be established as aforesaid.

For 75 miles of the railway from Shelburne, in the
County of Shelburne, and from Liverpool, in the County
of Queen's, to Annapolis, in the Province of Nova Sceotia,
to be so contracted for as to secure the construction to
both Shelburne and Liverpool, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $240,000.

To the Inverness and Richmond Railway Company, for
50 miles of their railway, from Port Hawkesbury to
Broad Cove, a subsidy not exceeding $1,000 per mile, nor
exceeding in the whole $50,000.

To the International Railway Company for a railway
from Sherbrooke to 'the International Boundary, the
balance remaining unpaid of the subsidy granted by the

Sir JoHN A. MAcDoNALD.

Act 46 Victoria, chapter 25, not exceeding in the whole
$3,84P.

For completing the Montreal and Sorel Railway from
St. Lambert to Sorel, $40,000.

To the Pontiac Pacifie Junction Railway Company, for
7j miles of their railway, from Hull to Aylmer, a subsidy
not exceeding $3,200 per mile. nor exceeding in the whole
$24,O0.

To the Montreal and Lake Maskinongé Railway Con-
pany, bor 3f miles of their railway, the distance which
the subsidy granted by the Act 49 Victoria, chapter 10, is
short of c9vering from St. Félix to Lake Maskinongé, in
the Parish of St. Gabriel, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $10,200.

To the Great Eastern Railway Company, for a bridge
over the Nicolet River, and also a bridge on the St. Fran-
cis River, a subsidy of 15 per cent. on the value of the
structures, not to exceed $37,500.

To the Drummond County Railway Company, for 24
miles of their railway from Drummondville to St. Ro-
saire, in the Province o Quebec,'a subsidy not exceeding
$3 200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $76,800.

To the Gireat Northern Railway Company, for 15 miles
of their railway, from at or near Montcalm to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway between Joliette and St. Félix de
Valois, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor
exceeding in the whole $48,000.

To the Lake Temiscamingue Colonisation Railway
Company, for 20 miles of their railway, from the northern
end of the 15 miles subsidised by the Act 52 Victoria,
chapter 3, to the Long Sault, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $64,000.

To the Mount Oxford Railway Company, for 21 miles of
their railway, between Lawrenceville and Kingsbury, a
subsidy not exceding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding iii
the whole $67,200.

To the Maskinongé and Nipissing Railway Company,
for 15 miles of their railway, from the northern end of the
15 miles subsidised by the Act 52 Victoria, chapter 3, to-
wards the point of St. Michel des Saints, on the River
Mattawa, ie the Province of Quebec, a subsidy nlot ex-
ceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole
848,000.

To the Jacques Cartier Union Railway Company, for 15
miles of their railway, from the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, on a line to be fixed by the Governor General in
Council, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor ex-
ceeding in the whole $48,000.

To the St. Lawrence and Adirondack Railway Company,
for 18 miles of their railway, from Valleyfield toHunting-
don on the Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway,
a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding iii
the whole $57,600

To the Quebec Central Railway Company, for 90 miles
of their railway, from St. Francis Station on the Quebec
Central Railway to a point on the Atlantic and North-
Western Railway, near Moose River, or from a point 011
the Quebec Central Railway between the Chaudière River
and King Station, to a point on the International Railway
at or near Lake Megantic, in lieu of the subsidy granted
by the Act 51 Victoria, chapter 3, a subsidy not exceeding
$21,191.54 per annum for twenty years, or a guarantee of
a like sum for a like period, as interest on the bonds of
the company, such annual subsidy for twenty years re-
presenting a grant in cash of $288,000.

To the Quebec and Lake St. John Railway Company,
for a railway bridge over the St. Charles River, to give
access to the City of Quebec, a subsidy not to exceed in
the whole S30,000; also for 12 miles of their railway from
Lorette via Charlesbourg, to Quebec, a subsidy not ex-
ceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding le the whole
$68,400.

For a railway from Sumnerside to Richmond Bay, in
the Province of Prince Edward Island, 3 miles, a subsidy
not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the
whole 89,600.

To the Columbia and Kootenay Railway Company, for
35 miles of their railway, from the outiet of Kootenay
Lake to a point on the Columbia Kiver, as near as prac-
ticable to the junction of the Kootenay and Columbia
Rivers, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor t
exceed in the whole $112,000.

For a railway from a point on the Intercolonial Rail
way through the Stewiacke Valley, on a line which will
afford facilities of communication with the iron mines,
Springside, Upper Stewiacke, and Mosquodoboit settle-
ments, 25 miles, in lieu of the subsidy granted by the Act
49 Victoria, chapter 10, a subsidy not exceeding S3,200
per mile, nor exceeding je the whole $80,000.

For a railway from Fredericton to the Village of Prince
William, in the Province of New Brunswick, 22 miles,.m
lieu of the subsidy granted by the Act 49 Victoria,
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chapter 10, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor
eoxceeding in the whole $70,400.

To the St. John Valley and Rivière du Loup Railway
Company, for 22 miles of their railway from the Village of
Prince William towards the Town of Woodstock, in lieu
of the subsidy granted by the Act 50-51 Victoria, chapter
24, a subsidv not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceed-
ing in the whole ,70,400.

2. Rlesolved, The subsidies hereinbefore mentioned as
to be granted to companies named for that purpose, shall
be granted to such companies respectively; the other
subsidies, including subsidies granted for railways over a
line extending beyond a point to which any company
hereinbefore mentioned by naine is authorised to con-
truct their railway, shall be grarted to such companies
as shaIl be approved by the Governor in Council as having
establisbed to his satisfaction their ability to construct
and complote the said railways respectively; all the
lines for the construction of which subsidies are granted,
shall be commenced within two years from the first
day of July next, and completed within a reason-
able time, not to exceed four years, to be fixed by
Order in Council, except the Erie and Huron Railway,
which shall be completed within two years from the
first day of July next ; and shall also be constructed
according to descriptions and specitications, and upon con-
ditions to be approved by the Governor in Council, on the
report of the Minister of Railways and Canals, and speci-
fyng an agreement to be made in each case by the con-
pany with the Governiment, and which the Government is

ereby empowered to make ; the location also of every
such line of railway shall be subject to the approval of
the Governor in Council ; and all the said subsidies
respectively shall be payable out of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund of Canada, by instalments, on the comple-
tion of each section of the railway of not less than ton
niles, proportionate to the value of the portion so con-

pleted, in comparison with that of the whole work
undertaken, to be established by the report of the
said Minister, or upon the completion of the work
subsidised, except as regards the Erie and Huron Rail-
way Company upon which payment shall be made
only upon the completion of the work, except, aiso, as
regards the subsidies to the Inverness and Richmond
Railway, which shall be paid on the completion of each
10 mile section, in accordance, as nearly as practicable,
with the agreement between the company and the Muni-
cipality of Inverness, and with section four of the Act of
the Legislature of Nova Scotia, 1890, intituled : " An Act
to enable the County of Inverness to borrow money ; "
except, aiso, as regards the subsidies to the Great Eastern
Railway Company for bridges over the Nicolet and St.
Francis Rivers, and to the Quebec and Lake St. John
Railway Company for the bridge over the St. Charles
River, upon which shall be paid fifteen per cent. of the
value of work donc, on monthly progress estimates
certified by the Chief Engineer, and upon the approval of
the Minister of Railways and Canals ; and excepting also
the subsidy granted to the Quebec Central Railway Com-
ian-, the first annual payment upon which shall be made
at the end oftwelve months from the date of the Chief
Engineer's certificate of the completion of the work, and
each subsequent payment at the end of each twelve
months thereafter, for the teri of twenty years.

3. Resolved, The granting of such subsidies te the
companies mentioned respectively shall be subject te
such condition for securing running powers or traffic
arrangement or other rights, as will-afford all reasonable
facilities and equal mileage rates to all railways connect-
ing with those subsidised, as the Governor in Council
determines.

He said : There are mistakes in two of the items
here, therefore I have given notice of a separate
Motion in which the mistakes will be corrected.

Mr. LAURIER. Will the hon. gentleman state
to which resolutions he refers ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Instead of the
Oxford Railway Company, for 21 miles between
Lawrenceville and Kingsbury, in Quebec, it should
be the Orford Mountain Railway Company, 31 miles,
from Eastman to Kingsbury. Then there is the
Jacques Cartier Union Railway Company, for 15
Miles of their railway from the Canadian Pacific
Railway ; it should be the Grand Trunk Railway.
Then there are two more resolutions which do not

appear in this list-from Edmundston to St. Francis
River, and the Tobique Valley Railway.

Mr. LAURIER. Are these two additional
grants the whole that are to be brought down?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). Yes.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

SUPPLY.
House again resolved itself into Committee of

Supply.
(In the Committee.)

Roads and Bridges-Iron bridge over
the Grand River at York.......... $20,000

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. By reason of cer-
tain works in connection with the Welland Canal,
the water has increased in height and has extended
on both sides of the river, increasing the width to
such a degree as to compel the municipality to
build much wider bridges than otherwise would
have been necessary. The municipality has at
different times petitioned the Government, stating
that they had been obliged to build a bridge at
double the cost which would otherwise have been
necessary. Besides that, it was represented that
inasmuch as a new bridge was to be built at an-
other place, the municipality stated, after some
correspondence, that they would abandon their
claim for the balf of the bridge tley were building
and their claim for damages, if the Government
would build a new bridge. An estimate was made
on both sides, and it was found that by building a
new bridge, the Government would lose nothing,
and that, as the municipality was really aban-
doning a portion of their claim, it was better to
build one bridge than to pay half of one bridge
and half of another. Under these circumstances,
this amount of $20,000 bas been put in the Esti-
mates, and it will cover the cost.

Mr. McMULLEN. How long since this claim
was first presented to the Government ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was in June,
1887. There may have been demands made upon
the Government before that time, but that is the
information I have.

Mr. McMULLEN. The Welland Canal was
constructed a long time ago, and did this backing
up of water on the Grand River take place when
that canal was first built?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This has been a
standing grievance to the people, who have con-
plained bitterly about it. A commission was
appointed by my Department three years ago, and
they reported that evidence showed that since the
destruction of the last bridge, population had
decreased 50 per cent. for the reason that business
had fallen off in the sane proportion, that the value
of real estate had become merely nominal, and for
about three months in the year it was impossible
to cross the river, that half the population used to
live on the south side of the river at times when
it was impossible to carry their mail matter
to them without great danger to life. It is
impossible to cross the river, and residents
must drive seventeen miles to get to York. In
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the spring time, owing to the water backing up,
the people were obliged to make a detour of eleven
miles, instead of going five miles of the ordinary
road. This bridge would enable the people to
cross to the south side,' where the land is higher
and unaffected by the rise of the water, and the
distance would be the regular five miles.

Mr. McMULLEN. How long have the people
been affected by the rise of the water ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Several years.
Mr. McMULLEN. This is in the County of

Haldimand ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Ir. McMULLEN. How is it, that after the
1 l h b i th1 t. i i l thi

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The necessity for
the building of the bridge has arisen quite recently.
The dam thrown across Grand River is at the
entrance to the feeder, and this was necessary iin
order to throw more water into the feeder ; and
the water not onily at Dunnville but all along the
line of the river bas risen, and claims have been
made and settled by the Government for submerged
lands. This dam is not at the Welland Canal, but
it is built, as I have said, at the entrance to the
feeder.

Mr. McMULLEN. How far does it back upo
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I cannot say, as I

never vas up the river, but the dam is several
miles up.

peope ave een ii ta pos L on severa years, s Mr. McMULLEN. It appears on account ofmatter bas been taken up lately ? the dam that the bridge becomes a necessity, and
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The people felt it seems to be more of necessity because the con-

they must have a bridge. They built a bridge stituency lias sent a supporter of the Government
two or three years ago, but it was not adequate here. The wa.ter backed up, and then the consti-
for the requirements, and another was required for tuency backed up the Government, and sent theim
a different part of the nunicipality. a supporter here, which I suppose accounts for the

Mr. McMULLEN. How far above the Welland bridge.
Canal lias the bridge been erected ? Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter came

HECTOR LANGEVIN. The damn is built up some two or three years ago, and it was dis-Sir Hcussed last year when the member for Haldiuand
at Dunnville. w-as Mr. Colter. At that time lie presenited the

Mr. McMULLEN. Other parts of the county, matter very strongly, and lie called for the papers
no doubt, suffered for lack of bridge accommoda- which were laid before the House. If I am well
tion. What does the lion. gentleman propose to informed, Mr. Colter being a lawyer, gave his
do in the case of those people ? opinion that these people had a right to claim an

Mr. BLAKE. I understand that this bridge is indemnity from the Government or to have a
to make an casier communication between Dunn- bridge built, on account of the damage done to the
ville and Ottawa. municipality.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If another case of Mr. MITCHELL. I might suggest to the hon.
this kind w-as well founded, I suppose it would the Minister of Public Works, who bas been always
have to be decided in the same way ; but each friendly inclined to myself, that the fact is, be-
case must be decided on its own merits. cause Mr. Colter was opposed to the Government,

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman has lie could not get the bridge built, but now that a
niot told us what he proposes to do in these other man of the right stripe is in for the constituency,
cases. He says complaints have been made for lie can have the bridge built. While I am on 1my
a nunber of years ; we have not heard of those feet, I would like to make a few remarks about iy
complaints. own county, On account of the friendship whiehi

ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The municility the hon. Minister of Public Works has shown ie.
was obliged to build a bridge at Cayuga. An and the friendship I have always felt for hii, I
extra cost on account of the water being raised liave indulged in the vain hope for the last four
by the dan was necessary, amounting to S1 8,000. years that some improvements would be attended
Other clains were made on account of the banks to m my county. I asked for a wharf at Baie lu
being flooded, and the Government decided to Vin, which my bon. friend promised me for three
build a bridge, tle municipality abandoning ail successive years, but I believe lie cannot get it,
furtler caims against the Government. owng to the policy which I indicated the other

ight: that the Government will not do anything,
Mr. McMULLEN. This is a most improvident at the request of a man who is opposed to theiii,

action on the part of the Government. It is simply and who dues not vote for tiem through thick and
asking ail the peuple along the Grand River to thin, right or wrong, on all occasions. Notwith-
apply to the Government to have bridges built, standing the good intentions of the hon. gentlemîan
and the Government will bu unable to refuse those to myscf, and to the loyal county which I repre-
applications. This principle has been virtually sent, I cannot get this necessary work done. The
admitted. And the people will secure those hon. Minister was sound enouglh in lip promises,
bridges provided they elect supporters of but lie failed nie entirely when it came to the
the Government. If this particular place had not Estimates. I also asked for an appropriation to
sent a Government representative, it would still bewithut aGovrîîmnt ridg. Iiat s te aciunimprove a very important section of the river calletiwithout a Government bridge. That is the action N.\eguiac, and my hon. friend was kind enoughIl
of the Publie Works Department in regard to e t say that he would have the matter conl-
building bridges, post offices and other works. tsar tat brouh bave thi col
Are other peuple sufféring by the backing uofsidered and brought before his colleagues,Aras othe athe people ufem obfte gup of but when it comes to the Estimates the
water as weli as the peuple of Haldimand ? appropriation is not there. For the last three

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have not heard years, also, I have made a very pressing request
of others suffering. to get dredged the bar of the Miramichi River, the

Sir HEcTOR LANGEVIN.
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second greatest river in our Province. When I gentlemans own Estimates this year, there were
supported the Government in old days-as I was some votes for new works. The lon. gentleman
about to say I regret I did-I got that bar dredged, appears in the present instance to be correct, but.
but owing to the larger class of steamers whicli my recollection does not accord witb bis, tat tbe
cone in there now, we require additional depth of practice bas been invariable.
water. My hon. friend has expressed the best in- Mr. MC LLEN. Was there fot a vote of
tentions in the world towards getting this work for this bridge some years ago?
done, but we know there is a certain place paved Sir
with good intentions. The hon. gentleman always HC R NE . It a fot fit
meets me with the courtesy characteristic of the bruse bte dit otee a ct of it
heroic race to which lie and I belong at election co n f ko
timne, and tells me he believes the work is necessary
and that he will get a report from the engineers Mr. McMULLEN. fas the bridge been buit
and lay it before Council. It cones before the for which the first $1 0,00 was granted?
(ouncil, but vlien we get the Estimates I find that Sir HECTOR LANE VIN Yes.
Miramnichi is left out. I arn quite sure the lion. iMr. MciMILLEN. Wbere is it?
etinan would carry out these necessary wwrks. t .
f it pere left to pis own action, but ie bas gtt so c
jany coileagues adverse to rne, îvlio have laid (îown Mr. WILSON (Elgin). There was a vote of

the principle that thev will flot vote money for any $10,000 for the construction of a bridge at Yrk.
ounty whîch does n4t support tlie (overnment, -Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; at Cayga.

tat his opinion is probably overruled by thei. 1 Mbri WILSON (Elgin). I pould like to ask the
iud that it is an almost hopeless task to get these Minister w ether the backing of the water extends
uiprovements until we get a cliange of Govern- as f ar as where tNis bridge is to e buit?

Cuent, and I a looking forward to that occurring Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
at an early late. Unless the bon. Minister gives
me a publie pledge ere that these works will le Mr. WIL ON (Elgin). I ar cre<ibly informed
carried out, I bave very little hope of gettng thei by une wHo las ad every opportnnity of knowing,
mntil there is a change of Governent, wliich that at nu tine Oes the water back up t e within
shap do all in my power to bring about. tw o or three miles of t ae point wbere tbis bri.ge

tistoaecostrcted. Perapsmyo friend fro nSir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thi k the Weland is aware whether the water backs np that
House sould be infor waed w y this work, whic far or not?
is sai to be s necessary at the present te, w as Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). No; rin not.
fot carried out when there was an appropriation
asked for it tahree years ago. Mr. WILSON (Elgin). It strikes me that, as

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Tie Government this item as in the Estimnates before, if thise lion.
wanted the necessary information before car Mnister really wislies to carry ot the work in
out the work. We had negotiations with the good faith, and there is no question behnd it as to
nnicipality, and finally they stated that they who sbould be elected, a portion of it ought to

wuld abandon their claims and the claims of the appear as a revote.
people for the flooding of the lands, provided the
GUovernment would build the bridge. The matter
was under consideration last year, when Mr.
Colter was niember, and this year as well. I did
not know that the then member for Haldimand
w ould not be the member this year, and therefore
my good intentions which mny hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) lias referred to
just now, were put into execution just after the
hon. gentleman had left. That was not my fault.
It was the fault of the courts and of the election.
Besides that, our engineers have reported that
it was necessary to carry on this work under the
circumstances, and we cannot avoid it. I will
reply to the remarks of nmy hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. -Mitchell) when lie is in the
House, as I see lie is absent just now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a little
unfortunate that this item did not appear in the
main Estimates. Then the disinterestedness and
the impartiality of the lion. gentleman would have
shone in a much clearer light.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentle-
man will remember that we do not put new works
in the main Estimates.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the
hon. gentleman will find that when I was Minister
of Finance they did appear in the main Estimates.
I was under the impression, that in the hon.

150

Mr. FOSTER. The vote lias lapsed a year.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). And why ? Becanse our
friend Mr. Colter represented that constituency
instead of Mr. Montague. The facts will out if
you give them room, and they will state the truth.
Last year, whien the county was represented by an
opponent of the Government, no vote appeared. If
it is necessary now, it was equally necessary then.
It proves what has been time and again stated here,
that we need not expect the Government to vote
any money for a county represented by an opponent
of the Governmnent, and their statement that they
vill expend the public money where it is required
without regard to the representative, is all a farce;
they do not mean it.

Bridge over the Rideau Canal, Maria
St., Ottawa city.................. S15,000

Mr. McMULLEN. Has the city of Ottawa
contributed anything towards the construction of
this bridge ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is one of the
three bridges taken over by the Government, and
the chief engineer tells me that it is in a
dangerous condition.

Mr. MeMULLEN. What kind of a bridge do
you intend to build ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. An iron bridge.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will this
complete the cost ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Can the hon. Minister tell
me what is proposed to be done with regard to
the bridge over the River Thames, at Chatham ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot. I think
I shall be able to tell to-morrow.

Bridge across the River Ottawa, at the
foot of Lake Temiscaiingue; the
Governments of Ontario and Que-
bec contributingeach S4,000...... 84,000

Mr. BRYSON. Before this item passes I would
like to say one word. I regret exceedingly that
the Government have not seen fit to provide a
larger surm for this bridge, as I fear the small sui
of $4,000 will be insufficient to secure its construc-
tion. A year ago a survey was made at this point,
and it was found that $16,000 would be required
for this work. There is no bridge across that part
of the Ottawa River for a distance of ninety miles,
and there is great danger in crossing in the spring
and the fall, and many serious accidents have oc-
curred. The Governments of Ontario and Quebec
have each voted $4,000 on the condition that the
Federal Government would vote $8,000, and I
hope that the bon. Minister of Finance or the
Minister of Public Works will be able to give us
some intimation that, in the event of $12,000 not
being found sufficient to complete the bridge,
another sui will be forthcoming next year.

Bridge over the Old Man's River at
Fort Macleod, revote of lapsed
amount, 810,000............ ...... $15,000

Mr. McMULLEN. When was this $10,000
voted ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was not suffi-
cient, and we did not begin the work until Parlia-
ment would say whether it would give us the
difference.

Mr. McMULLEN. Will this fully cover the cost
of this bridge ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I arm told that it
will*

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). When w-as this sun of
$10,000 first voted ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think it was
voted the year before last.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). And again last year.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think it was

revoted this year with $5,000 additional, because
we had not noney enough voted to do the work.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not understand
why this vote should appear in this manner.

Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentle-
man must not find fault with me or the Govern-
ment. If we have an amount of money voted by
Parliament and find it is not enough for the work,
we do not expend it without first informing
Parliament that it was not enough and asking
for the further amount necessary. If it was a
work of great and immediate necessity, we would
take the responsibility of going on with it and ask-
ing Parliament to indenmify us.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am not complaining
because the hon. gentleman did not expend the

Sir HECTOR LANGEvIN.

money. I was merely mnaking a comparison
between this and some other items. I would have
been better pleased if the Government would not
spend quite so much.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. At all events, this
vote will be sufficient, I hope. With reference to
the question of the hon. member for Pontiac, who
wished to have $4,000 more voted for the bridge
across the Ottawa, the Government thought they
would ask Parliament to vote this $4,000, the
Governments of Ontario and Quebec contributing
each $4,000, making $12,000 altogether. Of course,
if it is found that is not sufficient, and that a little
additional is required, we will have to corne to
Parliament and say so, but we thought, perhaps,
this might be enough, and, therefore, do not ask
for more.

Mr. McMULLEN. When are you going to
build the bridge ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The plans will be
made, and we will then go on with the work.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who will make the
plans when three Governments are interested ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As a rule we make
the plans and communicate them to the other
Governments, and if they are satisfactory to then,
we call on them for their contribution.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If the Governmnent
draw a plan which will cost more than $12,000, say
$20,000, are we to take it for granted that the
Government will furnish the extra amount?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We try to conform
to the order of Parliament, and cut our coat accord-
ing to our cloth.

Mr. McMULLEN. It is quite plain the hon.
gentleman has stated to the member for Pontiac:
Go on, try and get what you can from Ontario and
Quebec, and if you have not enough to build the
work we will say to you: We do not like to 1e
discourteous ; come back and we will see what w-e
can do. The hon. Minister has virtually held out
the temptation to the hon. gentleman to go to his
constituency and tell his people: I have the word
of the Minister of Public Works that if the money
from the Provinces and the money fron the
Dominion Parliament is not sufficient, I am en-
couraged to come back.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. member
for Pontiac is above temptation, so that there will
be no danger of his doing what the hon. gentleman
suggests.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT There is no
guarantee for that.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We will try to
build the work out of the money we have, but if
we really find we cannot do it, we will ask Parlia-
ment for an additional $2,000, $3,000 or k4,000.

To connect Whitehead Island with
Grand Manan Island, Bay of
Fundy..................... $3,00

Mr. LOVITT. What is the object of connect-
ing Whitehead Island with Grand Manan Island

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The lion. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) can explain that. This
is to provide for the establishment of telegraphic
communication between Grand Manan Island and
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Whitehead Island, across Rose and Chain Islands, choice of a few other vessels whicb are specified.
as proposed by the superintendent of Government As to the other service, as soon as the season
telegraphs in his report. It will entail the con- closes, the Government intend to take the matter
struction of four and a-half miles of land lines and up and pursue it to the end with ail possible
one and a-half knots of heavy submarine cables, speed, su that we inay have a first-class, well-
called for on the 8th March, 1889, by the member 1 equippec service between Canada and the British
for Charlotte. The matter was investigated in ports Whether that will be a 20-knot or a 21-
order to see whether we could and should do it, knot service, I cannot now say.

A tote ote serice as soo as th season4-

and we oun a we svu o . e cdanno o

anything else for the people of Grand Manan.

Mr. GILLMOR. It is the continuation of the
submarine cable to Grand Manan, where there is a
population who require it, and to extend it to
Whitehead Island.

Reconstruction of line between Ash-
croft and Barkerville, B.C... 13,000

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is the line
known as the Cariboo line in British Columbia. It
is one of the conditions of the Union between that
Province and Canada, that that line should be
kept up. The line is worn out and requires to be
reconstructed from one end to the other. The
whole thing will cost $26,000 or $27,000, but we
thought we would divide the work in two and ask
only $16,000 this year. The line is in operation
now, but it is so often broken and requires such
constant repairs that it is really necessary to re-
place it with a new line.

Amount required to pay for the
conveyance of the mails be-
tween Canada and the United
Kingdom, under contract with
Mr. Andrew Allan, at the rate
of $125,000 per annum ......... $ 125,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In the first
place I desire to enquire of the First Minister, whe-
ther, according to promise, he bas laid upon the
Table the correspondence between himself and the
Messrs. Anderson which he was to have done to-
day ?

Mr. FOSTER. That is my fault. The First
Minister asked me to get the letters prepared and
have them brought down. I had them prepared,
but unfortunately forgot to lay them on the Table
this afternoon. They will be laid upon the Table
to-morrow. This vote is in pursuance of the explan-
ation made by the Postmaster General some time
ago. It is the temporary arrangement for one
year made with Mr. Andrew Allan.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We want to
understand something more than that. Wc should
understand what service the hon. gentleman ex-
pects to get for this, what the present position of
the matter is, and what is the policy of the Gov-
ernment in regard to it? Hav they abandoned
their 21-knot or 20-knot service, or whatever it
is ? Are we to have vessels which will take, as
one of my hon. friends said, 20 days between
lalifax and Liverpool, or what have the Messrs.

Allan pledged themselves to with respect to the
speed of the vessels they are going to employ dur-
ing the year ?

Mr. FOSTER. When that matter was brought
up a few days ago, the Postnaster General gave a
full explanation. He also gave the names of the
vessels to be employed, and some conversation
took place as to their speed and quality. The
best vessels on the line are to be used, and, in
case of their being disabled, Mr. Allan has the

150j

Mr. LAURIER. We knew all this before, and
the statement is very vague. What we are
interested in now, is to know whether the great
project of the Government, for a speedy service,
equalling the best service on the ocean, bas been
abandoned or is still maintained. The hion. gen-
tleman gave us at one time very large promises,
but, though the authority of his nane was coupled
with these promises, still they were not altogether
implicitly believed in. Now, we want to know
whether the hon. gentleman believes in that
scheme himself yet. We want to know what is
the present policy of the Government in that
matter. He says this is only a temporary arrange-
ment. Is it to remain temporary, or is it to be-
come permanent, and, if the arrangement is to be
a finality, what is the arrangement to be ?

Mr. FOSTER. This temporary arrangement
is not to be for a permanent service. It will last
for the year for which it has been undertaken.

Mr. LAURIER. And will be replaced by
what ?

Mr. FOSTER. As I have stated before, we pub-
pose, as soon as the Session is over, to take up
again the negotiations wlere we left thems in regard
to the fast Atlantic service. The hon. member will
say that I am giving information which is already
in the possession of the House, but $500,000 bas
been voted for this purpose, and it is the intention
of the Government to use that in obtaining a highly
equipped service with as high a speed as pos-
sible, and the Government hope to obtain a ser-
vice not less efficient than those between the
large seaports of the United States and Great
Britain. Further than that I cannot go.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is perfectly
clear that the project of the bon. gentleman-as he
was told from this side of the House it would-has
fallen through, as I suppose it bas fallen through
in consequence of its inherent absurdity. I say
that no more foolish proposal was ever made than
that to obtain a fast line to touch at a port on the
south of England and at a French port, with any
hope of making that line self-sustained. Anything
of that kind cannot be done except on the most
outrageons terms, and even then I do not believe
it would be successful. We ought to know more
in reference to this. We ought to know whether
the Government have made up their minds to
adhere to this foolish proposal. If they have, let
thein say so like men, and we will understand it ;
but, if they see now that this is a foolish proposal,
they should be prepared to submit to the House an
alternative schene. Everyone who is conversant
with the St. Lawrence will agree with me that it
is impracticable to suppose that steamers can run
twenty knots up the St. Lawrence. It mniglit
possibly be done in one voyage out of four, but
certainly not more than that, and the hon. gentle-
men have committed themselves to a scheme
which they must know to be impracticable.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle- equal to that of slips going into New York, and
man says that this scheme is impracticable. I do we hope to succeed.
not know of any scheme, or project, or measure, ir. BLAKE. 1 do not well understand the
which emanates from this side of the House, which Minister of Finance, whether this temporary
the hon. gentleman does not compliment by i8sing arrangement is to te excuisively with vessels of the
the saine language. The hon. gentleman says this Allan Line, or whether the best ships of the
foolish proposition to have a connection with a Dominion Line were also to be engaged in the
a French port is the reason why the schemne broke service,
down. Mr. FOSTER. J think the Allans will employ,

Sir ICHAD CATWRIHT. ne o tfl (lring the coming year as they have during tIeSir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. One of tlie
reasons.past year, tIe TVancoui'er, whici is the test of tIereusooshaDominion Line.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON'ÇALD. Wh,; thc Mr. BLAKE. It would be extremely unsatis.
Iessrs. Anderson made it one of thM conditions factory if the teiporary service were to be lss

that they shouldi have tIc opportunity of having efficient than it w-as a while ago under the arrange-
that connection wih Chertourg, or some Frenchirent by whic , I think, the l'icotr-r and an
port in addition to the Englis porA, so that, in other ship aLiternatel with the faster ships of the
addition to tle first class emigration to Canada Allaiin Line, that we reall got the benefit of Ithe
from Engiand, they would have ail Europe as well best slips that were on this particular voyage.
to supply their slips. J mdas one of the main Evrybody enows that the Allan ships are getting
features which the Messrs. Anderson thongît more and more out of date, and slowcr, and we
favorable to the arrangement. The contract t'as hold te worse off than ever unless suh an arran-
signed. Ir was agreed, that, for the sum of gement as thnt w'as made. M-Ny own impression is
$(K).( , this JO ne should te esWahlisyed, but it was that there may e a great danger of our sacrificing
sad by Mr. Anderson, who was here, that if was the substance for the shadow in attempting to
a very large schene, and pat it would cosv vo carry out the proposais of the hon, gentleman. g
millions of ponnds to build the vessels which were o not see any grea advantage in otaining sips
to ne buait under the contract. Therefore, whie capable of traversing the ocean a thi rate of 20
he believed they wouid te ale to make the neces- knots, Lhech is thuite a difflrent thing froi dtoin
sary arrangenents, le wanved a l oum pe i- a easured mile in the arbor, and tuless w are

teei-for tw-o nionths, and that wnould tring able to utilise these 20-knot ocean liners at somne-
it up to about the Ist of December, wit- thing approxiaing that speed for the whole voy-
in w ich the would te allow d to cancel age, there is great disadvantage in a 20-kot ship.
the arrangement. He went to Englandc, and he Su a ship requires an enorunous expenditure of
wrote be ore the expiry of te two nmonths that engine power andM fuel, sI is very expensive to
e w-as sorry to say le wsould have to surrender engine, she is ery expensive to rn, relatively,

the contracv. A regret that, in consequence of the and she lias but very littie relative capacity for
culpable negligence of any hon. friend the Minister freight carrying, because lier model and lier
of Finance, tI document is not on the Table of he requirenents for storage of coal are scb as dis-
House giving the ij coitra Ter hrfe of the com auni- ables her from extensive freight carryng. She
cation fro i the Messrs. Anderson. Then -e were is, therefore, an expe sive slip to tuild, expen-
about to advertise for tenders de or to see if sive to engine, expensive to cn, and nov profitable
we could find others more plucky than the essrs. to carry freight. She derives lier profits i
Anderson. At that time, as the hon, gentleman carrying passengers of the igest class, t the
knows, large contracts were given by the Admiralty test rare, and from carrying a certain high cass of
of the Brtish hovernient to bui ships of war, expensive freight up to a limited tonnage. Now. if
and there was tesides a greatr ise in lce prîceof you cannot take the speed out of her, it is npro-
building iron ships, so that those wao ere test fitabe to engage in the service a ship of tdat
atinsed on the subjet, said ir was useless for us description. Tere are two reasons why J fear
ao go inta the market atr that tme, trat we could we cannot expect to take run speed ont of tle
not ge for hal a million anybody to contrart ysip. One is tbe cliSatie difficlty. I spoke a
the shipyards were busy building ships for the year or r o ago wit one of the principal ow-ners
navy, heavy contracts were given. I consequence of the Dominion Line, and le tod me that the
of the employment of the slips ty b er Majesty s fast slip eourer, of which the Finance Minister
aovernment, t priee of building iron shp rose bas jus spoken, had been two consecutie wpole
to sud an extent that wehe o were t, and iyears running, during which she neer had one
advised ty persous strongly interested in seeing a chance, on either the inward or outward voyage, f
fast ne built, thart it would be usewess to go into making lier speed. Fog or something else lad inter-
the market. Now thl e contracts have al been vened, and ith sip lad neer been able to make
madIe, and are in considerable progress, and vuie lier mark on lier voyage. J suppose it is unpatriotiC
price of ship-building is fallin very fast and we in me vo say so, but io is nevertheless truc, that our
intend to try de nsoro o get a fast ne of ships for clinate presents a difficulty in this respect. The

fthe $0moM. The hon gentleman says i would other difficulty is erat fo which the bon. memter
te folly to suppose that a vessel of fwenty knots for South Oxford bSir Richard Cartwright) has
would un twenty knots in the Guf of St. Law- alluded. J mnust confess that asheoug not very ner-
rence. Tha is not the proposali. It may or may vous, I would not feel pardicularly bappy in vrusing
no te in the power of slips to rsk a fwenty-knot my bones in a twenty.knot ship runing up tIo guf
speed in the Guilf, but we wanf sips capable of She is too near Ie itand for that speed. You can
ring towenty knots, wether to Halifax or to do it, of course, in a brig t day, but in a great deal
thebec 0 0We wanf fo get le igast speed, of weatier it would be utterly unsaf to do it

Sir RICHARD C RTWtIGHT.
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For these reasons I am afraid that it is practically
out of the question to expect it. Then you have
to enter upon the business of endeavoring to
secure-not to keep what we have got, but to
secure a high class passenger trade, and you would
have to do that with the alternative difficulty, dur-
ing a large portion of the year, of landing the pass-
engers at Halifax for a long rail journey, through
a country exposed to somewhat inclement weather,
which circumstance will not attract a high class
passenger traffic. These are the difficulties which.
a twenty-knot service will have to meet. Now,what
would be really useful for Canada is a service of
somewhere bf about seventeen knots. You will get
it at much less rate for ships built largely for freight
carrying, ships that would be run more economically
and which would retain, at any rate, our freight
business which we are in danger of losing as years go
on. We have given half a million on the statement
that we were going to get a twenty-knot service. I
hope the result will not be that we shall be asked
at some future Session to sanction, or be told that
we have sanctioned in advance, a grant of half a
million for something entirely different from a
twenty-knot service. My opinion is that a seven-
teen-knot service is something that we could get
for much less money, and it will be relatively more
advantageous to us. There is no object in telling
us that our ships are capable of travelling twenty
knots, unless we are going to get something like
that speed out of them. I would like to see this con-
tract prescribe, not merely that the vessel should
be capable of steaming twenty knots, but what are
the limits of the voyage, and what is the length of
time that you prescribe from port to port. How
many days and hours are to be spent from the
point of departure till you reach Quebec ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not wish
the Committee to understand that we are limiting
ourselves to 20 knots. That was the proposition in
the contract, and when it was made, it was with
the understanding that the vessel should be capable
of stE aming 20 knots. We understand that a
vessel fit to do 20 knots on the measured mile in
calm water, could not maintain that average speed
across the Atlantic. The steamers running to New
York making that average time, are running far
under their capability, and, if we succeed in obtain-
ing from a 20-knot vessel an average speed across
the Atlantic of 18 knots, or something less, that is
what we expect to obtain. All we desire is to
have a steam line across the Atlantic so fast that
the mails and passengers will not avoid the line
and go to New York, but that we will have a first-
class line, which, both as regards passengers and
mails, will be sought by the people going across the
Atlantic, and a line which will fairly compete with
the steamers going to New York, in such a way
that it may be considered we are fighting the
battle of transportation across the Atlantic on
equal terms.

Mr. BLAKE. With the advantages the New
York lines now have, and the enormous competition,
and the magniticent vessels that have come out
within the last two years, if the hon. gentleman
proposes to enter into competition for the pas-
senger travel with the New York steamers, the
proposition is something wilder than any scheme I
have ever heard him propose.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If I have
judged the Ion. gentleman too harshly as to the
character of this proposal and some other proposals,
I may remind him that he bas made over and over
again promises to the House of a very extravagant
character, to the non-fulfilment of which we have
adverted more than once. It does not lie within
the mouth of the hon. gentleman who made
the statement as to the population le would
throw into the North-West, as to the results of
his land policy in the North-West and a good
many other matters I could cite, to becomne
very indignant because we hesitate to believe
that bis sanguine temperament bas not again
mnisled him in the matter of the ocean ser-
vice. All who have crossed the Atlantic
a good many times know very well there are very
considerable practical difficulties and a most enor-
mous increase of expense in attempting such a fast
line as the hon. gentleman bas described. I know
I am within the mark in saying that in order to
get a vessel capable of steamning twenty knots as
against seventeen knots if not eighteen knots, you
have practically to pay twice as much. I may re-
mark to the ion. gentleman that the New York
craft, with which lie expects to compete, do main-
tain over a great part of the voyage an average
speed of over twenty knots, as an examination of
their records will show. So if le proposes to com-
pete with them, he must not merely obtain vessels
capable of doing twenty knots, but vessels capable
of maintaining that speed during an ordinary
Atlantic passage, at all events during the summer
season.

Mr. FOSTER. I should like to ask the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) if bis
remarks have reference to a seventeen-knot line ?
He did not state whether bis attention at that time
was directed to a vessel or a line of vessels of
seventeen-knots capacity, or whether he proposed
an average voyage of seventeen knots from port to
port ?

Mr. BLAKE. I think a seventeen-knot voyage
is the highest you can talk of on your line.

Mr. McNEILL. I think there is perhaps some
little misapprehension on the part of the Committee
as to the freight which is carried by these ocean
greyhounds. Wben the subject was up for discus-
sion before, there were a good many conflicting
statements made as to this mnatter. I took occasion
to ask the junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny)
early this Session to ascertain for me what was the
freight capacity of these vessels. The bon. gentle-
man wrote to the agents of some of the companies,
and he supplied me with the information. I find
that in place of those ocean greyhounds not being
able to carry more freight than 600 or 700 tons as
suggested, the Majestic and 'entonic are capable
of carrying something like 2,000 tons of freight.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly; they are vessels of
8,000 or 9,000 tons.

Mr. McNEILL. The impression in the House
last Session was that the ocean greyhounds were
capable of carrying not more than 500 or 600 tons
of freight. It was so stated broadly.

Mr. BLAKE. It depends on the length of your
ship.

Mr. McNEILL. There are no other vessels
except these two which can carry more than 1,000
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tons of freight, but in regard to these two vesse Is
a great advance has been made, so that they are
able to carry twice that quantity. And no doubt
still greater advances will be made. With respect
te the question of steaming at from 17 to 20 knots
an hour, I must say for my own part that having
been accustoined to the salt water the greater
part of my life, and knowing a little for a lands-
man about the matter, there are very few seamen
who will consider it a matter of inuch differ-
ence whether a vessel is steaming 17 or 20 knots
if she comes across an iceberg or a rock. If
we are going to have good vessels at all, if we
are going to have a first-class line-and, for my
part, I do not see why Canada, as well as any
other country, should not have a first-class line-
let us have a first-class line from every point of
view. The vessels crossing between England and
Ireland, and Scotland and Ireland, have as intri-
cate a piece of navigation to perform as our Cana-
dian vessels, considering the number of crafts of
all kinds that are drifting about in the channel,
including colliers, that in calm weather have no
steerage way on them ; and yet the steamers, run-
ning from Holyhead to Ireland, steam 22 knots an
hour. These vessels do not decrease their speed
in sight of land. I do not see any reason why we
should not have a 20-knot service, and I tbink we
are in a position to make good use of such service.

Mr. McMULLEN. Last Session the House was
asked to vote $500,000 for the purpose of securing
a fast service. Although the hon. Minister inti-
mated that a 20-knot service should be given, we
shall do very well if a 17 or 18-knot service is
given. I want to know if this amount will be ex-
pended in any case. The country will certainly
expect that if the amount is expended, we will
obtain a 20-knot service, and for a less speed a
proportionately less amount will be expended.

To provide for a new steamer to re-
place the Sir James 1o)nglas,
employed in the lighthouse buoy,
and coast service of British Col-
umbia, which vessel is no longer
suitable for service................ $70,000

Mr. EARLE. I would like to ask the Minister
of Finance if it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to have this steamer built in British
Columbia ?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it is the inten-
tion of the Government to have sthe steamer built
in British Columbia. The Sir James Douglas
is barely able to do the work at this season, and
the new vessel is required there just as soon as it
can possibly be got. Although the Minister is not
here, I may say that I think it is the intention of
the Department to buy a suitable vessel in the
market.

To .meet increased expenses of
guardianship, owing to proposed
changes in system ot protection.. $25,O0

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What is the change?
Mr. COLBY. This grows out of the change in

the substitution of paying officers per diem for
actual work, instead of having a large number of
under-paid officers. It is to give greater efficiency
to the service, without to any considerable extent
increasing the expense.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Is this remark applied to the
Atlantic coast or to the inland waters, or to both ?

Mr. McNEiL.

Mr. COLBY. It is for all the Provinces.

Mr. O'BRIEN. If the fisheries on the great
lakes are not to be destroyed, as they now are
rapidly being destroyed,' a larger expenditure than
bitherto is necessary for their protection. Whether
it is done by means of a per diem salary or other-
wise, everyone who knows anything about the
condition of these fisheries, knows that the present
expenditure is altogether inadequate for the service
required. Either the Government must incur the
necessary expense to protect the fisheries, or these
fisheries will be destroyed. At present there is a
great deal of money spent, but the object in view
is not attaimed. I do think that the Fishery De-
partment does not realise the service required to
protect the fisheries on the inland waters. It is at
present altogether insufficient for the protection of
these fisheries, which are just as valuable to the
country as those in any other part of the Dominion.

Mr. McNEILL. I agree with the remarks of
the hon. gentleman that our inland water fisheries
should be sutficiently protected. The revenue de-
rived from the fisheries on the lakes is more than
equal to the revenue derived from all the other
fisheries in the Dominion added together.

Mr. MASSON. I quite agree with the remarks
which fell from the hon. member from Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien) that the importance of the upper
lakes -fisheries is greatly under-estimated by the
Department, and it is to be expected that it should
be so. They have been led from year to year to
look on the fisheries of the Atlantic coast as the
all important fisheries, and it is only within the
last few years that any attention whatever has
been paid to the fisheries on the upper lakes. A
few years ago, I was pleased to see that an effort
was made to protect these fisheries by the purchase
of a small yacht known as the Cruiser which
is now to be found on the lakes.

Mr. O'BRIEN. She is to be found in the
harbor most of the time ; she cannot go ont.

Mr. MASSON. As my hon. friend says: she is
to be found in the harbor principally. She is no
doubt a very good yacht of her kind, but she is
entirely unsuited for running on the Georgian Bay,
Lake Huron, or Lake Superior. She is no more
fit to ply on these waters than she is to go out oni
the Atlantic Ocean. The consequence is that
during the close season, in the month of Novem-
ber, when these waters are often very rough, that
vessel is generally to be found, not only in the
harbor, but in the more secure harbor in the
neighborhood, chiefly at Owen Sound. The result
is that during the close season, while she should be
visiting the varions fishing grounds, she dare not,
to use a slang expression, poke her nose outside
the harbor. In that neighborhood, a great deal ls
said about the unseaworthiness of the vessel, and
perhaps a little more about the tinndity of the cap-
tain. It has been urged by many that the steamer
could do a great deal more than she does, and
perhaps that might be admitted, but I for one am
frank to say that if I intended to cross the Geor-
gian Bay or Lake Huron, in rough weather, I would
not like to let my wife and family know that I
would cross in the Cruiser. I think the captain
is perhaps only displaying reasonable forethought
when he remains inside the harbor. When an ofi-
cer of the Department came up from Ottawa last
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fall, the yacht went out on the21st November, and
several miles of net were seized then, which
showed that during the close season the fishermen
were plying their avocation as if there were no
such thing as a close season. It is hard for us to
estimate the importance of these fishing grounds
on the inland waters. The Trade and Navigation
Returns show, it is true, that $394,000 worth of
fish was exported from Ontario, and I presume the
greater part of that was from the lakes. That,
however, is no criterion of the value of fish actu-
ally exported, and for which we have no means of
obtaining data. Right in the centre of the Geor-
gian Bay are vessels plying to the United States,
and I know myself that these vessels load from the
fßshing smacks without giving any reports. It is
the same in Lake Huron and Lake Superior,
where we have hundreds of miles of coast visited
by this same class of American vessels. Therefore,
while we have a return of $394,000 worth of fish
taken from our Canadian waters, we cannot from
that statement place any reliable estimate as to
the extent of these fisheries. I think that instead
of S3,000 being voted to protect the fisheries of
our great lakes, a very much larger sum should be
appropriated, and efficient seamen should be
appointed to take charge of that service.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Vill the hon.
gentleman state what particular vessel he was
referring to ?

Mr. MASSON. The Cruiser.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is the

vessel that was formerly Mr. Gilmore's yacht. It
was probably not intended to encounter navigation
on so great a body of water as Lake Superior. It
was a very nice yacht for the purpose for which
Mr. Gilmore used it, of going to the salmon rivers,
but it appears to be a very unsuitable craft for the
service to which the hon. gentleman refers.

Mr. DAWSON. With regard to the fisheries of
the great lakes, I concur with the remarks of the
hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Masson). The
fisheries of those lakes are becoming depleted very
fast, and unless some system is adopted by which
fishing with pound nets shall be in some measure
restrained, in the course of a few years there will
be no fish left in the lakes to dispute about. What
I would like to draw the special attention of the
Government to is the condition of the fisheries in
the small inland lakes and in the waters of Rainy
River, which latter are international waters. On
the banks of that river we have some 4,000 Indians,
vho at present receive very little aid from the Gov-
ernment-in fact, only $5 a head of treaty inoney,
besides some little presents in the way of nets, &c.
That is all they require at present ; but unless
fishing in those waters is in some way regulated,
in the course of a few years these Indians will be
coming down to the Government for the means of
subsistence. Fishing is all, or nearly all, they
have to depend on, now that the game is disap-
pearing, for a living. In the little inland lakes,
especially those near the line of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, people from the United States
and elsewhere come and set out pound nets and
take out the fish by the ton and send them to the
United States markets. These little sheets of water
cannot stand fishing of that sort, and the conse-
quence is, that the fish are being swept away and
the Indians are becoming deprived of the means of

sustenance. Therefore, I would suggest that some
strict measures be adopted for the protection of
these fisheries, because otherwise the Indians who
depend upon thein will unquestionably make a de-
mand on the Governlment for the means of subsist-
ence. They will say: " You promised by treaty
to leave to us these fisheries, and you have not done
so; the fish have been destroyed by the white
man, our means of subsistence are gone, and to the
white man we niust look for relief."

General LAURIE. I would like to call the
attention of the Acting Minister of Marine and
Fisheries to the very valuable service rendered
last year by an organisation established by Capt.
Gordon-a Fishermen's Intelligence Bureau, by
which information relating to the fisheries was
collected through the varions Collectors of Customs
and other gentlemen at varions points along the
coast, and collated and published by Nir. Mc-
Lennan under Capt. Gordon's direction. I notice in
the Supplementary Estimates for 1889-90 a vote
of $125 for Mr. McLennan for his work ; but I do
not see any amount placed in the Estimates this
year for prosecuting it still further. I believe that
the intelligence should be sent by telegraph, and
not by post card, because when sent by mail it
arrives too late to be of value. I hope the De-
partment will, this year, take into consideration
the question of improving this service. which is of
great value to the fishermen in enabling them to
find the fish they are in search of, and thereby to
return with fares full instead of empty.

Mr. COLBY. I would call the attention of the
hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) to the
fact that this appropriation is not the only
appropriation made this Session. We have already
voted $20,000 for this service, and this vote only
implies that we are going a step futher in the
direction he desires. We expect that increased
efficiency will result from the employment of men
practically fitted for the service, instead of the
thirty-four men we have hitherto enployed in
Ontario at $50 a year, who seen to have felt that
they had no responsibility whatever, and were
not paid enough to give proper attention to the
service. We expect that this new system will give
us a greatly improved service in those waters.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Do you propose to superannuate
them?

Mr. COLBY. No ; we do not. With regard to
the (ruiser, she vas purchased at a very reasonable
price, which was said to be considerably below her
actual value. and it was thought that she would be
adequate to the important service for which she
was detailed. It is true she has not been able, in
all weathers, to prove herself entirely adequate,
although when Capt. Gordon was in charge of her
last autumn she did some excellent work. I be-
lieve it is the intention of the Minister, at an early
day, to exchange her for a boat of larger capacity,
and fortunately there will be no loss from the pur-
chase of the Cruiser, for I am told that the Depart-
ment has already been offered for her a larger
amount than she cost the Department. But I can
assure hon. gentlemen who take such an interest
in fishery protection in that locality, that the
Department feel equally interested in the matter,
and the Minister will be able, with the means with
which Parliament provides him, to afford greater
protection than has been accorded hitherto.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon.

Minister state what depth of water the Cruiser
draws?

Mr. COLBY. I think about seven feet.
Mr. ELLIS. I would like to ask the Minister

if his scheme includes the transfer of men from one
part of the country to the other. It seems to me
that it is quite impossible to get men living along
the banks of rivers to inform on or prosecute their
neighbors for breaches of the fishery laws.

Mr. COLBY. The Department has experienced
the very difficulty the hon. gentleman mentions.
It has been found that these low paid officers
receiving only $50 per annum, are quite unwilling
to enforce the law against their friends and
neighbors. That is one reason why they are being
dispensed with, and why men are being employed
who will be compelled to keep a diary and report
to the Department precisely where they were and
what they were doing every day, in order that
the Department inay judge by the results of their
work, and whether they were actually attending
to their duties or not.

Mr. SHANLY. Does this apply to the rivers
as well as to the lakes ?

Mr. COLBY. Yes.
Mr. SHANLY. I would ask the hon. Minister

if the greater vigilance promised for protecting the
lake fisheries is to be extended to the rivers. The
poaching carried on close by here, on the St. Law-
rence, is notoriously audacious, and the system of
inspection entirely insufficient to prex ent it. Along
the frontier in my own riding the poaching in our
waters from the other side of the river is a stand-
ing grievance with my people. I took occasion to
draw the attention of the Minister to it last year-
not here in Parliament but in his office. Repre-
sentations were made to me from the county that
svstematic night-poaching was being carried on by
marauders from the Ainerican shore, who use
dynamite to destroy the fish. This sort of thing
is carried on from Kingston down, and I trust that
effective measures will be taken to protect the
river fisheries, and put an end to this foreign
poaclhing more particularly.

Mr. COLBY. I believe greater vigilance is
exercised this year than formerly.

Mr. TEMPLE. I an glad to see that the
Government have adopted during the past couple
of years in our Province the plan they are now advo-
cating for the other Provinces, nanely, that of
hiring men by the day to look after the fisheries,
and dispensing with the services of the wardens,
who draw their fifty or sixty dollars per year and
stayed at home imost of the time. The new system
has worked very well in the Province of New
Brunswick. There is an overseer who keeps
continually inoving about in order to see that the
men attend to their work, and as a consequence
poaching is much less practiced than formerly.

To aid the Agricultural Society of the
Oneida Indians of the Thames, to
enable the society to give prizes at
the annual exhibition............ $60

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is this a new depar-
ture ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think this amount was got
last year. That was the first year, and it was

Mr. CoLBY.

given at the request of parties who took an inte-
rest in these exhibitions. Applications were made
for a further vote this year by the Indian bands,
and I considered it desirable to comply with their
request. It is very desirable that the Indians
should take an interest in these agricultural
shows. The Indians in question are very poor,
but I believe they are good farmers and take a
great interest in their farms, and it is at the spe-
cial request of themselves and their friends that
this vote is asked.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I agree with the
hon. Minister that it is very desirable to give the
Indians encouragement, whether out of public
funds or not. I think the people living in their
neighborhood ought to encourage then any way.
But if we are going to give grants of public funds
to one band, can we refuse it to others without
doing an injustice ? The Six Nations, as the hon.
Minister knows, have a very creditable exhibition
in my county. Would they not be equally en-
titled to a grant, if the system of giving grants be
adopted ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The Six Nations are iuch
better off. This band have only $120 to their
credit.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Capital?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; they have virtually no
funds.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Who made the applica-
tion ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It was made by letter and
personally by the hon. member for West Mid-
dlesex.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I was going to ask
whether, in naking those grants, the Department
would specify in what way and for what objects
the prizes shall be given, or will it be left wholly
in their discretion?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In the past the Department
has left it entirely to the agricultural society. I
believe there is a society in this band similar to
the one I saw last summer in the Six Nations, who
appear to manage their affairs vey well.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Six Nations
have no grant from the G-overnment.

Mr. DEWDNEY. No.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the hon. Minister
not think it would be a good plan, in giving these
moneys, the object being to encourage and to
develop agriculture, to specify, not in detail, but
in classes, what they shall be given for, such as
agricultural products, women's work, and so on, so
that none of these outside matters, which take
place at these shows, such as speeding horses, and
which are not really pertinent to agriculture, will
not have a share. Would it not be wise to stipu-
late that so much will be given for agricultural
productions, so much for women's work and dairy
work, and cattle and horses, and so forth.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I agree with the hon. gen-
tleinan in that regard. I do not recollect receiving
any reports of the proceeds for the last year. I
think we ought to give instructions that the money
be devoted for the purposes mentioned by the hon.
gentleman, and certainly not for horse-racing.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. I think the action of the

Government in this matter is very creditable. - In
no way can you better encourage industry and en-
terprise among the Indians than by means such as
this. I have somue knowledge of these bands on
the Thames. I have never been on the property
of the Moravians which is in the County of Elgin,
but I have met the chief at agricultural meetings
and he is a very intelligent man, who has a good
idea of what is necessary for an agricultural
society. As far as trusting the money to them is
concerned, I say, with knowledge of the subject,
that the Government may very safely entrust them
with the expenditure of this money. In my own
riding there are three bands, the Oneidas, the Chip-
pewas, and the Munceys. The Government have
acted on a judicious plan iu assisting the band which
is nost in need of assistance. The Oneidas are rather
wealthier than the others. They have show grounds
with a high board fence and a big building for their
exhibits, and they charge an entry fee to their agri-
cultural show, which is a very good one. In fact,
those who were at the Western Fair in 1888 know
that there was a department there for the Indians,
and that it was very bard to tell whether the
samples shown by the Indians or those shown by
the white men were the best. They do not need.
anything, and the Government have not given
them anything. Then there are the Chippewas. I
do not know whether the Government have given
them anything or not, but I understand that they
have sufficient means to carry on their own show.

yh nnes are in a different~ position Thev

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the fairs on
the Six Nation Reserve are becoming self-sustaining.
As to the Munceys, if they have a fair ground,
which is not fenced, they will not be very success-
ful as a society. Gradually these societies among
the Indians become self-sustaining, and I think
the one on the Six Nation Reserve, by the public
spirit which has been displayed by those con-
cerned, and by the manner in which it has been
managed, have prospered so far that it has funds
in hand. Of course this is apart from the funds of
the tribe altogether, and I suppose the Minister
thinks himself justified in these grants in the hope
that the shows will become self-sustaining after-
wards.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes ; and they are not only
making a very good showing in their own exhibi-
tions, but are making a very good exhibit in com-
parison with their white neighbors at the shows of
the latter. I visited the Six Nations last year in
company withi my hon. friend from Brant (Mr.
Paterson), and certainly they had a most credit-
able show, which would equal anything I saw dur-
ing the year at any of the agricultural shows.
They exhibited the products of their farms, their
pickles, their fruits, and products of every kind.
I received a letter from the leader of the band of
Indians who made this application asking me to
visit theim this summer. I hope to be able to do
so, and then I shall be in a position to give more
particulars in relation to this matter if I have to
ask for another vote.

have no funds worth mentioning of their own. Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not think my hon.
They commenced only about two years ago. They friend from South Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong)
have had exhibitions and they are making progress. should be so touchy. I understand that these
They have purchased a piece of land on which they shows are supported largely by voluntary sub-
have their school and council bouse, and they hold scriptions, and I think that if these Indians can
their exhibition there, but they wish to enclose give voluntary subscriptions for other purposes,
their ground so that they nay be able to charge they should be able to raise $90 for this purpose.
a fee for entrance to their show. I think in this It is a new departure for these shows to be kept
matter the Government have done a judicious thing, up by the Dominion Government instead of by the
and I am glad that the Minister of the Interior bas Indians, and I agree with my bcn. friend from
seen fit to put this sum in the Estimates. South Brant (Mr. Paterson), that, if it is reason-

able to grant this amount to this tribe, it is equally
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). My bon. friend from fair to make a grant to the Six Nations, though it

South Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong) makes out that appears that they have made their society self-these Indians are in a deplorable condition, but I sustaining, by private contributions and collectingshould like to ask himi if they have not expended fees at the gate. The Indians represented by my
a sum of money in building an Orange lodge-room hon. friend from South Middlesex get assistancethere. If that is the case, I should think they from the Dominion Governnent for this purpose,might be able to expend money on their own show. while those represented by my bon. friend from

Mr. ARMSTRONG. If individual Indians who Brant get none. That is hardly fair ; because
are Orangemen choose to give their own money to my hon. friend from South Middlesex (Mr. Arm-
build an Orange lodge, they have a right to do so. strong) has the ear of the Government, he gets aid

for his Indians, while the Indians in the constitu-
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). In that case, they ency of ny hon. friend froin Biant have to support

cannot be mn such deplorable circumstances, and I themselves by their own unaided efforts. As I
think, by a little effort, they would be able to said, if these Indians can give private contribu-raise a little fund to establish prizes for their tions to build Orange halls, which are good schoolsagricultural shows. to make Tories out of, I think they should be able

Mr. ARMSTRONG. No one bas hinted that to give something to keep up their agricultural
they were in a deplorable condition, but the tribe societies.
has no fund at its command for this purpose. The Mr. ARMSTRONG. I see that one of these
lion. gentleman ought to know that an Orange grants is made for a band of Indians in the County
lodge-room is not built out of the tribal fund. The of Kent. I think the Government have taken the
Munceys are not in a deplorable condition, but correct way to deal with this matter, and that is,they are onlychildren compared with the advanced aid only those who need aid. The Six Nations are a
whites. They have started these shows only two wealthy people who can run their own show.
years, they are doing well, and they should have Further, all the bands in my riding are not getting
encouragement. help. It is only one. The Oneidas are not getting
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any, because they are able to manage their own
show, and the chief of the Chippewas told me that
they did not want any assistance. As I have said,
the Munceys are in poor circumstances, but they
are making a beginning and are doing well. All
they want is to have their ground fenced in. I
have no doubt that, in a year or two, they will be
self -sustaining.

To assist schools for Protestant Indian chil-
dren at White Fish Lake, and Chapleau,
Ontario................................. $400

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). By whom was application
made for this grant ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It was made last year, and
again this spring, by a reverend gentleman whose
naine I forget at the moment. He was in company
with Rev. Mr. Carson, who was then in charge of
the Dominion Church, Ottawa. Subsequently Rev.
Mr. Carson came again to see me, and asked whe-
ther I had forgotten the promise made by my pre-
decessor, Mr. White. I agreed to fulfil the promise,
and the same amount was voted last year.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The hon. gentleman is
unable to remember who accompanied the Rev.
Mr. Carson ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. If the member for Algoma
(Mr. Dawson) were here, I dare say he w'ould be
able to give the clergymnan's name. He is a well
known clergyman who has been there for years.
I think it was a Rev. Mr, Macpherson, or Mr.
Macdonald, or sotie such name.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Here is a grant for
denoninational purposes. I believe the " Equal
Righters " ought to protest against any such thing,
and I am surprised at the hon. member for West
York (Mr. Wallace) sitting quietly by and allowing
grants for sectarian purposes, for denominational
schools, Methodist schools, to pass through. It is
certainly a fearful outrage. Some hon. gentlemen
have been going from one end of the Province of
Ontario to the other, protesting against Quebecusing
her own money for educational purposes, and yet
we have a deliberate grant for Protestant schools.
I t4ink it is hardly fair that these " Equal Righters"
should allow an item of this kind to pass.

Muncey Indians Agrieultural Society.... $90
Mr. LANDERKIN. Last session there was an

amount voted for building a barn, or something of
that kind, at Mount Elgin, for the Muncey Indians.
Who made the application for that ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. If I recollect aright that was
made by the Rev. Mr. Sutherland, on behalf of
this society. The barn was burnt down, and the
sui of $600 was asked and granted.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Was it by letter ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Did some other clergyman

make an application likewise ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. I do not recollect.

To pay John Grant, squatter on the
Gibson Reserve, as damages for im-
provements he was obliged to
abandon................................ $50

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Where is the Gibson
Reserve ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In Algoma. This case was
brought to my notice last year by the hon. member

Mr. ARMSTRONG.

fo.r West York (Mr. Wallace), and by the hon.
meinber for North Simcoe (Mr. Tyrwhitt). I en-
quired into the matter and agreed to give the vote.

Subdividing the Indian Reserves in
Ontario and Quebec.... ....... $1,000

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is it the intention of
the Minister to carry on the work on an Indian
reserve unless the Indians themselves ask for it?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No.

Manitoba and North-West Territories, to
pay a school teacher at Lac la Rouge,$300; at Lake Montreal, $300; to assist
in the construction of a school house
at each place, $200, total............... $800

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). To what denomination
do these schools belong ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. These schools are to be built
in the new country that was ceded to us last year,
north of Prince Albert. We took 1,100 square
miles of territory, and got a surrender of it two
years ago. The Indians, although living so far
north, are well advanced, and at the first treaty
made in the North-West they signed their owi
names to it. The schools belong to the Church of
England. They have had schools there before,
and I think the Rev. Mr. McKay had been
amongst them for some little time.

To repair the Industrial School at
H igh River........................ S 4,000

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). These are denomina-
tional schools, I suppose, also?

Mr. DEWDNEY. These will be (overnment
schools, but the school teachers will be of the
Church of England persuasion.

To provide a salary for a teacher for
third day school, on the Indian Re-
serve at Fort Alexander, in Treaty
No. 1, M anitoba..................... $300

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). W hat is the meaning of
a third day school in the North-West?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There are already two schools
in the reserve. This school is needed, as there
are fifty-five other children who are not able to
reach these schools already i operation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are all the schools
under some religious auspices or some religious
body ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. This school we propose to
establish is a Church of England school. The large
industrial school is Roman Catholic ; it has been
in operation three or four years. It is a wooden
building, and we propose to veneer it, as the
building has become cracked and is not weather
proof.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Do I understand
that all schools are maintained by or operated by
the Government, and that these are simply supple-
mentary grants to schools managed under the
different denominations?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There are two that may cone
under the category of being maintained wholly by
the Government, and they are these two we are
proposing to establish in the Montreal colony. The
others are wholly assisted schools.
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Metlakahtla Industrial School ........ $1,360
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What does the hon.

Minister expect to accomplish by this expendi-
ture ? How is the school to be operated ? Is it
proposed to teach the Indians trades, and to
educate them at the sane time ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In the previous Estimates
there was an amount voted of $1,500 for the
erection of an establishment. This amount has
been applied for by the agent of the district, who
thinks that by erecting an establishment such as is
proposed, a great many Indian children may be
taught. It is proposed to undertake this work
as an experiment, and not to enter upon a very
large expenditure. The Indians there are very
ingenious and are very good workmen, and we
consider that by employing two or three machin
ists at the institution much good can be accom-
plished. We do not propose, I repeat, to enter on
a large expenditure, but we intend to ascertain if
the Indians take up the work or not. We provide
for twenty boys to learn trades.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are these all denomi-
national schools?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The schools at Kootenay
and Kamloops are Roman Catholic schools ; the
school at Metlakahtla is an undenominational one.
It is under the eye of the Bishop of the English
Church, but it is under a Presbyterian principal,
and the institution is really undenominational.

To enable the Department to pay Rev. J.
D. Cummane,missionary, for services
to the Indians of Colchester and
Hants County, Nova Scotia........... $100

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). What services have been
rendered by this missioner ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. He has given great personal
attention to the Indians, and bas been a friend to
them. His case has been recommended by the
hon. member for Colchester. It bas been the
practice to grant these small amounts to the mis-
sionaries for the Indians.

To pay Mr. James Fletcher for services
im connection with the entomologi-
cal collections in the Geological and
Natural History Museum...... .. $100

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Is this gentleman not
now connected with the agricultural farm ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; Mr. Fletcher was for-
merly assistant librarian of this Parliament. Dur-
img the time he was librarian he made these
collections. He was paid specially for it. $100
w-as considered fair remuneration for the work he
diid. This is proposed to be the last payment of
this kind.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Unfortunately, we hear
that word "I last " very often.

Mr. DEWDNEY. You never heard it from me
before.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I heard it from yon
now, and I will probably hear the same thing next
y ear again.

Expenses in connection with Artesian
Borings...... ......... .... ... $10,000

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is for the purpose of
demonstrating, if possible, where artesian water
can be obtained. The director of the Survey has

not yet decided the exact locality where the ope-
rations will be carried on. I am in hopes that the
results obtained from this small amount will induce
Parliament to give a larger vote in other years. If
we can get artesian water it will be of great benefit
to the country, and these borings will also assist us
in demonstrating the different strata we penetrate,
and may develop riches we are at present ignorant
of.

Mr. CASEY. If the hon. Minister bas no idea
of where he is going to expend this money, it shows
that his Department is very backward. At this
period of the year the Department should know
where operations are to be carried on.

Mr. DEWDNEY. We are boring at Deloraine
now, and we expect the results of that boring will
guide us with regard to future borings. I should
like to sink those wells in a large district of 200
miles square, about six or eight miles from Regina,
where, in dry weather, water is scarce.

Mr. CASEY. This is to be expendedi in Mani-
toba and the North-West ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.

Purchase of traps for destruction of
gophers in the N.W.T ........... S1,000

Mr. DEWDNEY. I explained the other night
that the settlers complained that the gophers
breed on the unoccupied Government lands, and
these traps are to kill the gophers.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What does each trap
cost ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I have had several saniples
of traps sent me since this was mentioned in Par-
liament, and yesterday I nearly lost my finger ex-
perimenting on one of them. I think the most
useful is the ordinary muskrat trap.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The senior member for-
Hamilton (Mr. Brown) should be here to look after
the Government for cruelty to animals.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The gophers go for the
wheat, the settlers go for the Government, and
then the Government go for the treasury.

Mr. WATSON. I think something should be
provided to destroy the gophers on the Govern-
ment lands in Manitoba, as well as in the North-
West Territories. The gophers come from the
vacant lands which are held by the Canadian
Pacific Railway without paying any taxes, and
destroy wheat fields in some parts of the country
which are not generally cultivated. I have seen
myself a large field of wheat destroyed by the
gophers in two or three days.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I was not aware that Mani-
toba was inflicted with gophers to any great,
extent, but no doubt there are some in very dry
places. I may say that this is specially voted at
the request of the Legislative Assembly of the
North-West Territories.

Mr. WATSON. I believe that in some parts of
the North-West gophers' tails have been used as a
sort of currency, valued at two cents each, and the
Indians have made a good deal of money catching
the gophers and depriving them of their tails, and
letting them go again. But the people became
afraid that they would multiply too rapidly, and
now I believe they demand their heads instead of
their tails.
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Collection and classification of old re-
cords of Canada in the Privy Coun-
cil Offce............ ...... $1000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is
.charged with this work?

Mr. COLBY. It is done under the superintend-
ence of the Deputy. He has found that there are
some seventy boxes of records in the Privy Council
vaults. some of which are, in his judgment, very
valuable, and this vote is for their collation and
.classification.

Mr. CASEY. Is it to be done by officials of the
Departinent already receiving pay ?

Mr. COLBY. The work is in excess of that done
by the ordinary staff, and that is the reason why
we ask for a special vote.

Rouleau's Debates of Legislative Coun-
cil of Quebec for 1888, 1889 and 1890-
20 copies each, at $3................ $180

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will any
member of the Ministry venture to say that he
will read these if we buy them ?

Mr. FOSTER. No; but I will say this, that this
is the last of this kind of vote that will be asked
for. The Library Committee will be supposed to
buy what books they require for the Library and
as exchanges for this House, and the duty of dis-
criminating will be thrown upon then.

"Le Vieux Lachine," published by the
Gebhart-Berthiaume Co., 50 copies
at $1................................. $50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this.?
Mr. FOSTER. It is a historical sketch of the

history of Lachine.
Mr. LAURIER. I have not read the debates

of the Legislative Council, but I have read an
account of this work, w hich I am informed has
been prepared by the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Girouard), and is a valuable work.

"Les Bourgeois du Nord-Ouest," 25
copies at $2 each............... $50

Mr. LAURIER. This book I have had the
pleasure of reading through and through, and it is
a most valuable contribution to our history.

To provide for an increase of salary to
the manager of the methylated spirit
warehouse............. ............ $150

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. What salary
has lie already ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The present salary is the
ordinary salary of an excise officer. This officer
was brought from another position to take charge
of the wood naphtha establishment here. He was
granted the usual allowance paid to officers who
change their positions : and he has now become a
permanent officer. The position is worth about
$1,200, which he will eventually receive, but in-
stead of paying him an allowance out of contin-
gencies, on consultation with the Auditor General,

propose to give him this increase. The change
will result in a saving to the country.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Who is the officer?

Mr. COSTIGAN. His name is Flynn.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). What was the salary lie
was receiving before ?

Mr. WATSON.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Under $1,000, I think ; but
I know that lie will be receiving now less salary
than lie was receiving as an excise officer if the
extra amount from contingencies be considered.

To compensate Collector Nash, of Char-
lottetown, for extra services per-
formed for three months during the
absence of Exciseman Moore from
the division .... ,..................... $125

Mr. COSTIGAN. For that division there are
two officers. Exciseman Moore is absent froin his
office for three months getting information in one
of the larger divisions with regard to distilleries
and breweries, and under ordinary circumstances
we enploy an extra officer to assist the other
exciseman who is left in charge. But the excisemian
has volunteered to do the work for three months,
and I have thought it reasonable to ask for this
amount to pay him instead of employing an extra
man at the rate of at least $600 a year.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think this is a most ob-
jectionable item. If that servant is in the employ
of the Department and his time will permit him to
perform this extra duty, be ought to perform it
without any extra pay whatever. It is most ob-
jectionable that w-e should grant double pay in this
way, when in reality they are paid for full timue in
the service of the Department in which they are
engaged.

To increase the salary of A. C. Patter-
son, assistant inspector of weights
and measures at Qu'Appelle........ $100

Mr. COSTIGAN. This increase is because that
branch of the service, for many reasons, is the
poorest paid of any branch. The excise men start
at $600 and increase at the rate of $30 a year,
and have besides great chances of promotion
through the grades of third and second class and
collectors. The assistant inspectors of weights and
measures cannot go beyond $800, though they may
spend all their lives in the service. Where there
is a report of the inspector that the officer dis-
charges his duty faithfully*, his year's salary should
reach $600.

To inerease the salary of M. Kelly, as-
sistant inspector of weights and
measures, Quebee ..... ,............ $100

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I have called the atten-
tion of the Minister of Inland Revenue to the cir-
cumstances with reference to an individual by the
name of Geo. W. Bogg. I have been informed
that lie has made formal application for a refund
of the amount voted and paid into the Government
during the term lie was acting assistant inspector
of weights and measures. He made that appli-
cation, feeling lie was entitled to the amount
that lie paid into the fund, plus the interest
up to the present. I also have the statement of
one of -the inspectors of weights and measures who
had been appointed by the previous Government
and w-as dismissed by this Government. His nane
is John Campbell, and lie was assistant inspector
i the county of Elgin. It appears that lie was
dismissed for no fault of his own, but on accouint
of the change in the Act, and he considers it is
only fair that the amount lie had paid into the
superannuation fund should be refunded to him,
with interest. It is only fair that the amount of
$4 or $5 a year that the Government took out of
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his salary for the superannuation fund should be
returned to him, plus the interest. For wliat rea-
son lie was dismissed he does not know, because lie
is a good Conservative and did his duty well, and
his family need all the assistance he can give them.
I hope the Minister will look into the matter dur-
ing recess and deal fairly by this man, and if lie
does not do him justice I will have to refer to the
matter again at another session.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I have told the hon. gentle-
muan that the case of Mr. Boggs would receive my
attention. With regard to the assistant inspectors
of weights and measures who were not dismissed,
but displaced through the repeal of the law and the
reduction of the number of districts, in all cases, I
think, they did receive the refund of the amounts
they paid in. If any one has not received that
amount, it must be because lie was disinissed for
cause, in which case, of course, lie would not be
entitled to it.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I can inform the lion.
gentleman, that, as a matter of fact, this man was
iot dismissed for cause, but was dismissed on
account of the repeal of the Act. I have his state-
ment here in which lie states the amount lie paid
in.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Will the lion. gentleman send
me the information and I will look into it ?

To additional pay to persons perna-
nently employed 4 in the Publie
Service" and remuneration to
any other persons for services
rendered for or in connection
with passiug vessels through the
canals between Lake Erie and
Montreal from midnight on Sa-
turdays to 6 a.m. Sundays, and
from 9 p.m. Sundays to uidnight,
notwithstanding anything in the
Civil Service Act to the contrary. S6,350

Mr. CHARLTON. Is it the intention of the
Governient to continue the arrangement, which
this vote indicates, with regard to the canal, during
the season of navigation, of keeping it open a por-
tion of the Sabbath

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes ; it is the
intention of the Government to keep the canal
closed from six in the morning until nine in the
evening. Between those hours the crews and
passeugers can have an opportunity of attending
divine service. This is absolutely necessary for
the usefulness of the canal. There is no restrie-
tion of this kind on the Erie Canal or any of the
canals in the United States. Only this week, I
received a strong remonstrance from the Ogdens-
)urg Transport and Shipping Company who have

a large fleet on the lakes, and they pressed espe-
cially that the traffic on the Welland Canal should
not be interrupted on Sunday, as it is a great in-
jury to their traffic not to have the canal open.
However, it was thought that it would be better
that the canal should be closed d uring the hours of
public service.

Mr. CHARLTON. Then they are closed from
6 a.m. to 9 p.m. ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are closed
from 6 a.m. to 9 p.rm.

Mr. AMYOT. While we are upon this item, I
would ask if the Minister of Railways has come to
any conclusion in regard to the debentures of the
North Shore Railway, as it was called-the deben-

tures which the Government hold against the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company? The ques-
tion was asked before by the hon. member for
Quebec (Mr. Langelier).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Governmnent
has not come to any conclusion as yet.

Mr. AMYOT. Do the Government expect to
come to any conclusion during this Session?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They expect to
discuss it.

Mr. AMYOT. I suppose I would get the same
answer as to the assistance to the Quebec bridge?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That inatter
stands.

Post Office Department................. $3,900
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand

that the officer in charge of the post office at Rock-
port, in the county of Leeds, has been dismissed, or
has been inforned that he would be dismissed. I
should be glad if the Postinaster General will state
why lie is to be dismissed ? I understand that this
gentleman has been in the service for over 30 years,
and, unless there are strong grounds for dismissing
him, it would appear to be a rather arbitrary exer-
cise of power.

Mr. HAGGART. I do not rerember the facts,
but there must have been very strong grounds or
certainly lie would not have been disnissed. I
think there was an enquiry made by the Inspector,
and that the evidence was sucli that the Depart-
ment recorimnended his disinissal to nie. I will
bring down the papers to-morrow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this
.1,200 for an additional first-class clerk in the office
of the Inspector at Stratford for ?

Mr. HAGGART. It is to promote Mr. Yorrick,
who has been over 30 years in the service, from a
second to a first-class clerkship.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will you
have to put another officer in Mr. Yorrick's place?

Mr. HAGGART. The grades move up, and I
suppose there will be an additional third-class
clerk.

Mr. LOVITT. Why is the item of $200 put in
every year to increase Mr. Sydenham Howe's
salary to $600? Why is his salary not made 8600
at once.

Mr. HAGGART. He is a superannuated civil
service employé, and the Auditor General requires
this to be put in every year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. His office, I
think, was abolished. He was receiving about
$2,400 a year, but on the superannuation allowance,
got only about 81,200. What I want to know is
what work lie is doing, because it would be very
peculiar for a man who was very nearly at the
head of a department to be put to very inferior
work for the sake of increasing his superannuation
allowance. It would be better to appoint him to
some definite office and allow his superannuation
allowance to be suspended. I see grave inconve-
niences in the present course.

Mr. HAGGART. I made enquiries into this
case, and ordered the information to be forwarded
to the hon. gentleman.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not

quite certain whether some memorandum was not
sent to me, but it did not add to the information I
received from the Auditor General's Report. I want
to ascertain exactly what sort of place Mr. Howe
fills, because apparently he is now doing duty as a
third-class clerk, and that is an eccentric disposi-
tion of a man who has occupied a high place in the
service, and would not commend itself to my mind
as being a good thing in the interest of the service
generally.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Mr. Howe was the
agent of the Receiver G4eneral. The office was
abolished. He was employed in the Post Office
Inspector's office to do certain clerical work. He
is satisfied to do that work, and I do not think his
health is such as to allow him to undertake any-
thing like the duties he perforned before when he
had the more responsible position. I think he was
-only able to do clerical work of this kind.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will not
press the point just now, but the position is a queer
one for a man of Mr. Howe's former status to
occupy.

Inerease of salary to two first class clerks
in the post office at St. John, N.B.,
$100 each ............................ $200

Mr. ELLIS. Might I enquire why this sum
was also in the ordinary Estimates of the year ? It
has appeared twice.

Mr. HAGGART. If so, it is a mistake to put
it in again. It was intended to increase the salar-
ies of Messrs. Potter and Reid, first class clerks,
from $1,200 to $1,300. Mr. Potter is reported as
efficient, and has been in the service 27 years.
Mr. Reed is also reported very efficient, and has
been in the service over 20 years.

Mr. ELLIS. I have no objection to the in-
crease, I think it is deserved, but it appears in
both columnus.

Mr. HAGGART. It must be a mistake, then.
Strike it out.

Further amount. required for Central
Experimental Farm................ $4,000

Mr. FOSTER. The Minister of Agriculture
being absent, the explanation of this item has been
given to me. It is to erect a dairy building and a
piggery. The use of the dairy building is outlined
here by the professor of dairying. Its purpose is
to promote live-stock experiments, for the care
and treatment of the mnilk of the different animals,
to afford conveniences for carrying on a number of
scientific investigations in butter and cheese mak-
ing, and to demonstrate the suitability of Canadian
salt for dairying purposes. For these purposes a
building is required which will cost $2,500. Then
another building, estimated to cost $1,500, is re-
quired for the piggery. The importance of
economical methods of swine-feeding is very great
to Canadian farmers, and reliable information is
necessary bearing upon food experiments, relating
to the quantities of different sorts of grain required
to produce a pound of pork, the most economical
combinations and preparations of grain for swine-
feeding, the influence of the different kinds of food
upon the quality of the meat, the ages at which
swine give the largest return, &c

Mr. HAGGART.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). What is the number
of hogs to be kept ?-because I think this is a very
large amount. I know one or two institutions
that have put up pig-pens on improved principles,
capable of acconnodating over 100 pigs, for S600
or $700.

Mr. FOSTER. The idea is to have at least 20
different lots of swine, each pen is to be constructed
to accommodate six hogs.

G. L. Macdonald for exhibit of Nova
Scotia building stone at Philadel-
phia Exhibition.................... S800

Mr. FOSTER. This is an old claim. It appears
that Mr. Macdonald was authorised to get an ex-
hibit of Nova Scotia building stone to be taken to
the Philadelphia Exhibition, and this is certified by
Mr. Perreault who had charge, of the exhihit.
Mr. Pelletier was the responsible Minister, and iii
settling the accounts Mr. Macdonald's claim does
not appear to have been paid. Time ran on, and
the claim was not made for several years owing to
Mr. Macdonald's illness.

Toaid in a Canadian representation at
Jamaica Exhibition in 1891......S5,000

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). How is this aid to
be given ?

Mr. FOSTER. This exhibition is to commence
on 22nd January next, at Jamaica. It is an exhi-
bition of products, manufactures, works of art and
so on, not only from Jamaica and the other West
Indian Islands, but also from Great Britain and
lier colonies, and in that way it is a sort of Inter-
national Exhibition. It will remain open not less
than three months. The Department of Agricul-
ture asks for this vote in order to assist in paying
the freight of Canadianu exhibits sent there, and
the return freight of such articles as will not be
sold. Ample space has been applied for, and1 that
already asked reaches 5,000 superficial feet.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will the Government
defray entire freights of the exhibits ?

Mr. FOSTER. No. This amount will be ex-
pended in that direction.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is it intended to send a
representative there ?

Mr. FOSTER. That has not been settled.

Montreal and European Short Line
Railway........................... $101,000

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This item is
necessary to meet a judgment of the Court of
Exchequer. The company made a claim and
secured a judgment fqr $241,866, subject to a
deduction of the amount paid by the Go vernient
for wages on account of the company, $148,079,
leaving a balance of $100,777.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this road
now in the hands of the Canadian Pacific Railway?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this a

further amount for the Oxford and New Glasgow
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There appears

to be no limit to the way in which this unfortunate
country is inulcted for this road. First we were
told that it was in the hands of a first class com-
pany, and on this assurance we voted a subsidy.
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Then we had to take it off their hands and build it
ourselves. Then we were assured that a mileage of
45 miles would be saved, but the saving effected
turned out to bc 7 miles. I suppose we must pay
the claim, as it is a judgment of the Court of
Exchequer; otherwise I would oppose it entirely.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is this the last time appli-
cation will be made on tbehalf of this road ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope and
believe so.

Mr. McMULLEN. It will be remembered that
Sir Charles Tupper first stated that the saving
would be 45 miles, afterwards 19 miles, still later
15 miles, and the First Minister at length told us
the fact that the saving was only 7 miles. What
is the total length of the line ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The report of
the Railway Department shows the length of the
line. The information furnished to nie by the
Department was that the reduction will be 7 miles,
and I submitted that to Parliament. With respect
to the statement as to the 45 miles, Mr. Schreiber
inforns me that Sir Charles Tupper received the
most explicit assurances again and again that 45
miles would be saved.

Mr. McMULLEN. Sir Charles Tupper gave the
house his positive assurance that 45 miles would
be saved, and he, moreover, assured the House that
this was a gigantic scheme which would unite the
different Provinces, enable coal to be sent from
Nova Scotia to Toronto, Hamilton and western
points, and that the light grades on the line would
enable the traffic to avoid the heavy grades on the
Intercolonial. It, however, appears that the
reduction in the length of the line is only 7 miles,
and that the grades are up to 110 feet on this line
as against 85 or 90 to the mile on the Intercolonial.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I could under-
stand and make allowance, if the length of the
road had been considerable, for a very serious per-
centage of error, but the total length of the road is
only 80 miles. To make a mistake in a road of 80
miles to the extent of 45 miles is a too heavy per-
centage of error for which any Minister of Railways
should be responsible.

Further amount required for Immigration. $150,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have the

Ministry received new light froui any source as to
the necessity for this vote for immigration ? We
have been told that they had determined to keep
down the expenses for immigration and to abandon
the assisted passages, and all the rest of it. This
item looks like a new departure and we would like
to hear something about it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I an sorry the
Minister of Agriculture is confined to his house,
by a serious indisposition, or he would be able to
enter into this question fully. The Government
have, to a certain extent, enlarged their immigration
policy. The North-West bas now been fully
supplied with railway accommodation, and large
tracts of country are open there for settlers and
w aiting for settlement. Emigration from the mother
country is drawn everywhere by the large aids
w hich are given. Al the Australian colonies are
granting this aid, and there is a large flow of
ennigration to the United States, drawn, princi-
pally, by the relatives of the emigrants, who are

settled and are prosperous there. Even the
Argentine Republic is bidding largely, in England,
and in Europe generally, for settlers. Now, there
was a very considerable objection, and with a good
show of reason, although it was exaggerated, taken
in the cities and towns and in older Canada, that
artisans were brouglt out here, perhaps in a
season of the year when work was scanty and when
the resident artisans were quite sufficient to dIo the
work, and that the residents were, at very incon-
venient seasons of the year, pushed off their stools
by immigrant artisans, who, from necessity, worked
for lower wages. That complaint, as the hon.
gentlemen opposite know, lias a great appearance
of justice, and I think there is a good deal of
substance in the complaint, but there can be no
objection to assist, in a moderate way, settlers,
especially of the agricultural classes, who comle
from Europe, and go to the North-Mest Territories
and Manitoba and settle there. It is the intention
of the Department only to invite and to assist agri-
cultural laborers, and any aid given to them is only
to be given after they arrive in the North-West Ter-
ritories and settle there. In such a case, of course,
every one knows that this immigration instead of
being an injury to the eastern mechanies, manufac-
turers and workmen, will be an assistance to them,
because these agricultural laborers will be wanting
supplies of all kinds, and they will be adding to
the purchasers of Canadian goods. As I have
already said, assistance is only to be given to far-
mers and farm laborers. They are not to get their
money in England, or at Quebec, or at Montreal,
or at Toronto, or at any other place where they
may linger, but it will be given to them by a systeni
to be worked out by the Department, after they
have really arrived in the North-West and assumed
the position of settlers.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is it by assisted pas-
sages ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will be pro-
mise of assistance, to be realised only when they
arrive in the North-West and Manitoba, and settle
there. I am unable to enter fully upon the details
of the scheme, and I am sorry to say the Minister of
Agriculture is very nuch indisposed and may not be
able to be out for some little time. The Government
think it expedient to increase the vote for this pur-
pose, and all safeguards will be used for the purpose
of preventing persons who are so aided going to the
United States, or lingering in the older Provinces.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). As I understand, the
hon. gentleman proposes to assist immigrants
coming to this country, of a particular class, only
upon their reaching the North-West Territories
and Manitoba.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And British
Columbia.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is that whether they
settle on the Dominion lands of British Columbia,
or anywhere in the Province ?

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. Anywhere in
the Province.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Why would not that
rule apply to any of the territories up to the
Ottawa, and north of the lakes, as well as to
Manitoba, the North-West, and British Columbia?
If the lion. gentleman proposes to confine the aid
to those who occupy Dominion territories, of course
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that is an intelligent proposition. But if he says pamphlets, for the purpose of inciting people to
that the inmigrants may go where they please in immigrate to this country, or whether the Govern.
British Columbia, but they cannot go where they ment are going to be content with the more
please in any of the Provinces east of Manitoba modest method of actually paying money to those
I do not think that would be an intelligible course. wvo undertake to immigrate to this country, exer-
If there is to be a general policy of aiding immi- cising a careful supervision over the payment, so
gration to Canada, it does seem to me that no as to see that the money does not go to parties who
matter where the immigrants settle within the are simpiy on their way to the United States. 1
Dominion, they would be entitled to the same aid. think that is a most desirable precaution. 1 wouîd
If the Government proposes that they shall be not hke to see the payment restricted to those who
aided simply for the occupation and settlement of go westward beyond Ontario. There are in the
the Dominion lands, of course that would exclude older Provinces large quantities of land to be set.
compensation to those who settle in Ontario, and tiet, ant laborers are more likely to obtain em-
in British Columbia as well, except they would ployment in those Provinces than in the neer
seule within the beit that was granted to the districts of the west, which are rather for the set-
Dominion G xoveriiment, as compensation for the 1tier than the laborer. I tbink that the IIonse,
building of the Canadian Pacific Railway. If this when asked for this appropriation, is entitled to a
vote is to be sed for the payment of officiais mfuller and more minute statement as to the way in
and for printing, and advertising, and distributing which the money is to be employed. If the tov-
pamphlets, as it has been largely used aeretofore, ertent do not propose to expend gooney for other
then a am afraid the greater portion of it will go purposes than for assystet passages, there wi l Sa e
to other purposes than to aid the immigrants. If littie reason for complaining ; but if it is to go for
it were not so late in the Session, I would nike to these various other enterprises, as the money weot
cal the right bon. gentlemgan's attention to the for Ginx s baby, I thik we ought to know it.
story of Poicinx's baby. Tqe uon. gentleman no
doubt remembers ow Ginxs baby gote into a Sir JOHN A. MACDONALi. Mly bon. frienm
nunnery, and how the windows in the estabish- las far too good a memory, both as regards Ginxs
ment were broken, antithe baby taken ont, and baby and sote of tbe ways in which immigration
how the case came before a magistrate, anti ulti- money bas been expended. I can teil hi, how-
biately before a meeting at Exeter Hall, where eer, s far as this a150,000 is concerned, that it is
upwaris of £1,300 were raised at t ofe Protestant not to be expened in any other way than in
meeting for the purpose of airtaining that Pro- furnishing, metaphorically, a feeding botte for
testant c aild. He remembers how that money was Ginx's baby, for it will only be expended in aiding
spent. I sent to the Library a few imoments ago, settlers. The reason why I mention that it is for
and I find that the money which w-as subscribed the purpose of encouraging immigration to tIse
for Ginx's baby, 'vas spent as follows :-Paysnent North-West is, in the first place, that the expense
for rent of conenittee rooms, £45 two secretaries, of going there is mach greater than the expense of
£120; agents, canvassing, c., £88 6s. 3d.; paid for going to the older Provinces ; and, in the .ext
books, o Daily Bulletin of Health" Life of inx's place, the ho. gentleman wil remenber that
Baby, " "Protestant Babyhood,'" "The Cradle of an there was a very strong opposition offered by the
Infant Martyr," "A Snatched Brand," &c., £596 artisans, the trades unions, the Knights of Labos,
13s. 5d. h dvertisenents of meetings, sermons, &c., and the workig classes generally, to the expen-
£261 Is. i. ; legal expenses, £77; stationery, £35 diture of any money in bringing immigrants into
h0s.; postage, &c., £27 19s. 2d. So that there were their idst in the older Provinces; and there u lti
£1,25 and upwards paid for these varions amounts, se of our rying to fight against that feeling,
out of tse £1,300 that were subscribed for the main- altough the danger of their being supplanted by
tenance of Ginx's baby. and there was oly some- foreign labor is in my opinion much exaggerate.
thint like £100 left for the support of tse infant. In Stii, that is a flxed feeling in ail the towns of
a very short time that fund was exhausted, and s the older Provinces, and yo cannot resist it.
Ginxs baby was afterwards found on a cowmson on On the other hand, it will please everyboY
the bondary between two parishes, and there was a to have the North-West speedily hled up by a
tre endouslaw-suit as to which parish should main- clss of agriculturists who will be the consuners
tain the child, because its head was in one parish and of our manufactures and the products of the
its heels in the other. The snoney voted by Parlia- labor of our artisans. Therefore, I can giv-e
ment for the promotion of immigration bas hereto- the most positive pledge that this su will not be
forebeenspentinverymuchthesameway. Iremem- expended either on pamphlets or in appoint;stn
ber the last time we were discussing this question, a agents to go to England and lecture, and ail that
few years ago, when I think some $600 was paid sort of thing. At the saine tine I must say that
for the purchase of the right to publish a certain tbe hon, gentleman under-rates the advanta e of
valuable pamphlet prepared by one Captain Allen pamphlets and the means of information that were
for the promotion of immigration to the North- scattered over the mother country and the conti-
West Territories, a further sum to some one living nent of Europe. Canada is better and more favor-
near the frontier for printing a certain pamphlet ably known in the older countries than it co1if
in German, and other sums to newspapers ; and otherwise have been, in consequence of the lectures
the amount paid for printing, I think, was sonNe- which were delivered by men well acquainted with
what oore than the amount actually received by the country, and still more in consequence of the
immigrants in the way of assistance in thg payment pamphlets which were distributed. The mone,
of their passage. I would like to know from the hon. let me repeat once more, will be expended in a-
First Minister whether any portion of this $l50,00 sisting immigrants to go to Manitoba and the
is to be applied again for the appointment of North-West and British Colunbia. The recipielitS
officiais, and the publication of advertisements and of aid will not receive anything until it is knOWt

Mr. Mi s (Bothwell).
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that they have arrived in the North-West and
have taken up their land, and have, in fact, be-
corne settlers in the country.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). This is a large vote,
anid in asking for it the Government are entering
upon a new policy, apparently, if we may judge
from what the hon. First Minister says. The
policy of encouraging immigration has been the
policy of the Government of Canada for many
years ; but this money is to be devoted especially,
if I judge from the hon. First Minister's remarks,
to the promotion of immigration to the North-
West Territories. Well, that whole matter has
been so disappointing to the country that it would
have been well, I think, if the hon. Minister of
Agriculture could have been here-I regret that
lie is unwell-to have given us an idea of what
results lie expected from this proposed expen-
diture. In the first place, I think the hon. First
Minister must feel that it is rather hard upon him
and upon the House to ask us to vote this money;
for I cannot help remembering that, when ive were
mnaking grants of money to the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company to open up that country, one of
the statements the right hon. gentleman made to
the HLouse was that one of the benefits to be derived
from those grants would be that we should be
relieved from immigration expenditure altogether
-that the railway company would become the means
bywhich the fertile plains of the North-West would
be settled. Some years after that promise was
made and after the moneys had been expended, I
asked for a return showing -w hat the expenditure of
the company had been for the promotion of immi-
gration, and to the best of my recollection at
present, the report which came down showed that
the company had expended in that direction simply
nothing at all. The hon. Minister of Public Works,
at the same time as the hon. First Minister, dwelt
strongly on the same point, holding that one of the
greatest benefits to be derived from the construe-
tion of this road was that it would lift the burden
of immigration expenditure from the country, and
that self-interest would compel the company to
assume the responsibility of doing that work. The
hom. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives)
tookthesame ground. It wasthe burdenof thesong
of the Ministry and their supporters at that time.
Now, what is the result ? The road has been com-
pleted, but completed by greater exertions being
mac e on the part of Canada-by further advances
being made to that company in order that the
road might be thoroughly completed ; and yet,
after Parliament has voted millions of acres of
land more to that company by way of aiding
branches and giving them even a greater and
More direct interest in the North-West than the
vast interest they had before, we hear nothing
said about their duty with reference to this mat-
ter. We find, however, that the same Ministers
who told us that it would be the company's
imlterest, as well as their duty, to make large expen-
ditures for the purpose of immigration and relieve
us of that necessity, we find the Government com-
mng down with a proposition to spend $150,000 per
anlum to bring people to the North-West.
We have heard representatives of the North-West
urge this policy; we have heard them urge
that $1,000,000 should be granted; and there are
such conflicting statements made that one does not
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know how to reconcile them. Sitting, as I do, on
a Committee which has to do with this matter, I
hear, what I am rejoiced to hear, that we have in the
North-West, better lands, better soil, better climate
than you can find in the North-Western States. We
are told, besides, that there are many Canadians
settled in Dakota who desire to leave that State
and settle in our North-West ; that there is a
large immigration expected from there, and that
it is already begun. These people would no doubt
be the very best class of settlers we could have in
the North-West. They are the sons of Ontario,
and the other Canadian Provinces, who have located,
accordingto these statements, in theNorth-Western
States only to be disappointed, and who desire to
leave there to take up their residence in Canada.
With all that, we find the Government coming
down with a proposition of this kind in order to
bring out people from the old country to settle our
lands. It would be well to (lefer entering on this
new policy until next year, when the census will bo
taken, and we willbe able to ascertain what have been
therealpraticalresults of our expenditure inthepast.
We do not forget that, in 1885, when the last
census was taken, the result was most disappointing
and disheartening ; and when the census is taken
in 1891, it is to be hoped better results will be
shown by it. But, after all, the promises which
were made that the Canadian Pacific Railway
would bring settlement to the country, that the
company would make every effort, as it was their
interest to do, to promote settlement, it was most
disappointing to find the Government coming down
now and proposing to add $150,000 a year to our
expenditure, over and above the millions of acres
of land we have voted away every succeeding
session including the present. We find the members
of the North-West pressing this natter on the
Government ; we find them calling for an expendi-
ture of $1,000,000, which proves that the immigra-
tion to that country has been bitterly disappointing
to them as it has been to the rest of the members of
this House. It is the duty of the Government to urge
upon the Canadian Pacific Railway, when giving
them additional grants of land, that they should
be more active in promoting immigration. The
Government should urge upon them their duty to
assume, in a large measure, the expenditure of
peopling the North-West from the surplus popula-
tion of the old country. Certainly they have
as great an interest in that country as any one can
possibly have, and the arguments used when these
railway grants were being given was that the
interests of this company would impel them to
take this course. I think the Government ought
to be in a position to come to the House and say
what the Canadian Pacifie Railway have done in
the way of encouraging immigration, and what
expenditure they have made in reference to that
matter ? When, a few years ago, I asked for a.
return of the expenditure they had thus made, I
received one which amounted to stating, in so
many words, that there was no expenditure. I
think it is the duty of the Government to take
steps in the direction that I have pointed out,
before asking us, after all the expenses we
have made, to start upon this policy of spending
$150,000 a year in order that we may bring
over immigrants to settle upon lands that
belong to us and the Canadian Pacific Railway
as well, and by the location of these immigrants
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upon which this corporation shall greatly benefit. of Agriculture will make with the Canadian Paci
If we are to enter upon this scheme of expenditure fie Railway. The mode of applying it in each in
and if it be truc, as it lias been reported in the dividual case, or rather in the case of each inivh
Commnittee on Immigration, that there are a large dual family, will depend upon the arrangements
number of Ontario farmers settled in Dakota and that the Goverument or the Departmentof Agricul-
other North-Western States who are anxious to ture vill make with the railways. We shah buter
leave and come to our North-West, I sul9nit that into negotiations, 1 think-and I have no douht
possibly there we might find a field from which we successfully to carry the immigrantat the cheapest
could, with nuch less expense, draw a more suit- possible rate over the Canadian Pacifie Raihvay
able class of settlers for our North-West, than we and the other western railways, so that there maV
can get even from the old country. Then, be a minimum of expenditure and a maximum c
with reference to the assisting of passengers, comfort for the intending settier.
I would like to know whether the Government have
had a conference with the Canadian Pacifie Rail- Mr. MeMULLEN. I desire to eau attention to
way, and whether, if this scheme be gone into and the neeessity and desirability of getting up some-
we grant assisted passages to immigrants across tbing of an immigration scheme in conuection with
the ocean, the Canadian Pacifie Railway will on the older Provinces. While it may be well to vote
their part agree to carry these immigrants to $150,MO for immigration to the North-West, I do
Manitoba and the North-West Territories, and net think the interests of the old Provinces sbould
give themn free passages to where they may settle. be completely overlooked. Iu the Province of On-
What do they propose to do in the matter? Do tario 1 know there is a large amount of lnd
they propose to help, and to what extent ? I think it whieh eonld be bought very reasonably, and those
is the duty of the Committee to ascertain somne- who have been in the North-West would say that
thing with reference to these matters before giving the people who go from the Province of Ontario, or
this grant of money, and I do think the time bas the Province of Quebec, are better adapted te the
come w-hen the Government ought to urge. if they requiremeuts of the North-West than immigrants
have not already done so, the Canadian Pacifie from the old country. do not think we shouhi
Railway to take more active steps and expend devote our whole attention to immigration to the
more money in promoting immigration to the North-West. An hon. gentleman to-nigbt lias
North-West. We were promised by the First given us an account of Gînx's baby. It seems to
Minister and by the ýIinister of Publie Works, me that the North-West is going to be a Gmnx s
when that scheme was gone into, and by their sup- baby on our bauds. Unfortunately, our experience
porters, that in course of time the Canadian las been that an enormous number of immi-
Pacifie Railway would relieve us entirely of ex- grants have entered that country, and when the
penditure upon immigration, and would become last census was taken we found that a great
the instrument by which these lands would be set- mauy who were suppesed to bave gone there
tled. Well, things have gone on in the past ten were not theýe, but had left the Country.
years ; and certainly the duty devolving upon them I tbink it would be a prudent act on the part of
and their interests as well, have increased, instead the hon, gentleman to ereet a wire fence 150 feet
of being minimised, by the extra grants of lands hîgh from the Lake of the Woods te the Rocky
we have given them each succeeding Session, includ- Mountains, and keep the settlers there when le
ing the present. Yet we have no information gets them. Mhile 1 woull be glad to se
from the Government as to what expenditure they the North-West filled up with immigrants and te
have made. I am aware the First Minister is not see a large influx of settlers there, still, if you
thoroughly posted in this matter ; and I am sorry would bring a class of settlers wbo eould spemi a
the Minister of Agriculture is unable to be present; few hundred pounds ou lands in good agricultural
but perhaps some member of the Government is districts in Ontario or Quebec-and the prîce is
in possession of the information I desire ; and if s uow low-aud let the present owners of those
the Comittee ought to be favored with it before lands go to the North-West, I think it would be
adopting this, which is, in a measure, a new policy, n better system than te get these poor immigrants
as explained by the First Minister-not a measure te go in tbere aud settle. Perhaps one objeet of
of assisting immigrants to settle in the older Pro- the hon. gentleman is to get people in there witl
vinces but to bring only those who intend to settle a view te the census which is te be taken iu 1891.
in the North-West. My hon. friend iu front has beeu predictiug that

the ceusus wili net show ail the population which
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the Ca- we should have, and this vote may be used te

nadian Pacifie Railway have done a very great deal hunt mp the people in the highways and hedges,
in the way of assisting immigrants to get to the and bring in the blind, the lame, the hait
North-West. Besides spending large sums of and tbe dumb, so that it may be shewn that
money in distributing information in England, they we are iuereasing. I hope the nioney wîll not
carry in their immigrant trains immigrants at the be used in that way, and I aise earnestly hope that
lowest possible rate. The ordinary rate from Que- arrangements wiii be madethat, when these
bec and Montreal to Winnipeg is upwards of $30, immigrants get te the 'North-West, we will keep
and they carry the immigrants from Quebec to Win- them there. I would be giad te endorse the su"-
nipeg for $12. They have, during the summer, gestion of my bon. friend from Brant as te some of
weekly or fortnightly immigrant trains. The hon. those who have gene te Dakota, Minnesota and
gentleman will see that it is a substantial advan- other American States. I believe it would be very
tage to the immigrants ; and besides the mode of desirable that they should be induced te coue
applying this vote-if it be granted, and I hope it back. I believe that, if we eau 611 up the North-
will be--in the case of individual families, will de- West by the sens cf Ontario farmers, or by far-
pend upon the arrangement which the Department mers from the older Provinces who have large

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).
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fanilies and are anxious to go to the North-West our way to advance money to these, and Our
to get more land, and can bring here those people inuigration agents might bring a considerahie
who have a few hundred pounds to buy out those number of such people to this country. But we
Ontario farmers, we will secure the success of the have very littie light from the First Minîster as to
North-West far more than by bringing in these how this money is to be used. If he is going to
poor, miserable, inexperienced immigrants who will pay to a family here, and a family tiere, ail over a

oflt uinderstand the country to which they go, and territory of 300,000 or 400,000 square miles, I shouid
will report unfavorably of the North-West, as they say there would be very great difliculty indeed in
have in nany cases in the past, and as they have superinteiding the operation, or in ensuring any
also in regard to the United States, where their good resuts from it. Now, an tot at ail certain
experience has been the saine as in our ow-n North- that, so far as -Manitoba is concerned, seeing that
West. the Manitona Governmient have got an immigration

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I fnnd great service of their own, and understand the thing
difculty in understanding what the First Minister tolei'aley well, it would not be better- as the lion.
intends to do. I understood at first that he did gentleman is now rnaking a new departure, it is on
not intend to use this noney for assisted passages, his respnsibiity, iot bn urs tat a portion of
bunt that he intended to appiy it to people who hadi this sum should he p)ut, under proper provisions
actualiy settied in the North-Wept. and with propcr restrictions, at the disposal of the

Manitoa Government. That plan was tried onuthe part of the older Provinces a good inany years
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Now I under- ago, but itwas not successf ni; it was abolished, and

stand him to say that he is walling to pay the ex- think wisely. But, in the very peculiar ciruni-
penses of immigrants on the Canadian Pacifie stances of the North-West, I a much disposed to
Railway. think that we would get better results if the hon.

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. No;theexactmode gentleans immigration service could make some
of aiding the immigrants 1 amî not able to point arrangement with the immigration service of ML\ani-
ont with sufficient particuarity, but whether it he toba, than by undertaking to expend it with the
to aid the immigrants in crossing the Atlantic or agencies at his disposai.
\Vhen they arrive on our shores in passing over Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We are open to
ouir raiiways, in either case the money inutt first consider that plan, and we are arso open to the sug
be raised and advanced in England; the immigrant gestion of the hon. ember for Brant (Mi. Paterson)
nuit be taken to the North-West and settled on to assist Canadian families in Dakota or ee

bis hoinestead before the party who advances the where to corne into our own country. I ain glad
money to enable the immigrant to cross the Atlan- to say they are now coming in ; scb is the ifor.
tic or to pass agong the railway can be recouped. mation we get. Beyond a donbt they are coing
The îoney must be advanced in some way, and in to our North-West from the North-Western
the party advancing it will be recouped after the States-but to what extent, I do not know.

Msetalement has been actually made.

Sir RICHARID CARTWRIGHT. The problem
is a difficult one, and therefore I am not disposed
to raise captious objections. For my part, I would
be disposed to consider any fair scheme for bring-
ing here a proper class of settlers, though I am
certainly of the opiniow that our own farmers from
Ontario are far better suited to the North-West
than any other class that we can put in there, and
I would rather see a sum of money voted to divert
froi the United States to our North-West the tide
of emigration from Ontario. I think we should
have some memorandum from the Department
showing how this summ is to be expended; $150,000
ISI a considerable sum of money, but it would not
go very far towards supplying a number of families
with tools or implements, or oxen, or anything else
for the purpose of cultivating the soil, that is, if
the hon. gentleman intends to do anything of that
kind.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; it can be
onlV in the way of supplementing what is done
fron other sources.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The schemes
which we have had suggested from the other side
of the Atlantic, from time to time, have been very
Plausible, but, as the cant phrase goes, they have1
1t raterialised. There is a great deal of danger

of Our having men of an inferior class dumped down
here, whom the landlords want to get rid of.
Now, I could understand that if it were possible
for us to plant little colonies in various places, of a
siperior class of farmers, we might possibly see

151j

Mîr. rATiERSO N u (Brant). ir tney do tney wîu
be likely to remain ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They will. If
they come into our North-West it is because they
are not satisfied where they are. A good nany
will come if they are able. They have got little
properties there, perhaps invested all they brought
with then from the East, and they find difficulty
in making the change. These would be the very
best kind of settlers we could get. The Govern-
ment is quite open to assist them to a considerable
extent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We are giving
the hon. gentleman a blank cheque to a very great
extent. He has not given us much information as
to his nodus operandi.

Mr. TROW. I do not expect any great influx
of population from Dakota or Minnesota. You
may occasionally get a family, because they are a
migrating class of people. Many in Minnesota and
Dakota have friends and relatives in Manitoba, and
some of them may possibly be induced to cross the
boundary into our own country. But to expect
any considerable immigration fron Dakota is en-
tirely ont of the question. In the first place their
land is equally as good as ours, in -the case of
Dakota.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. TROW. I say yes ; I have travelled through

it, and you have not. For a hundred miles from
the boundary it is equally às good as ours, I know
it, but I know that in southern Dakota there are
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very large tracts, particularly along the Northern the Trent Valley Canal, and a scheme for lift.
Pacifie, not adapted for successful settlement. You ing vessels out of the sea and carrying them
may induce people from that section to go north, across the land. The thing is perfectly absurd.
but to expect those along the boundary to emigrate You could easily save $150,000 in some of these
is perfectly absurd. In order properly to expend lavish expenditures and use it for immigration
this $150,000 I would suggest that some induce- purposes. For instance, the Franchise Act costs us
ments be given to Icelanders, for various reasons. !400,000 or $500,000 a vear, and with that money
They are an educated class of people, they are ex- you could bring out an immense number of iinmmi-
ceedingly thrifty, they are workers. When they grants. I approve of immigration ; I always did
were induced to corne to Manitoba quite a number approve of immigration. A country that is vacant
of them were placed in a wrong position--I (o not and not inhabited like our North-West is of no use
know by what means or by whose fault--on the unless you plant settlers there who will improve
western shore of Lake Winnipeg. They were the lands. I consider this grant a proper ani
affiicted with small-pox after they arrived there. legitimate one, and I shall support it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They chose their Mr. MULOCK. I also agree with my hon.location themselves, so as to have fishipg. friend that it is most desirable that we shonld
Mr. TROW. They are now scattered in varions judiciously expend money for the purpose of pro-

parts of Manitoba and the North-West. If you moting the settlement of the North-West. That
can get Icelanders to remove to that country by country bas been part of Canada over 20 years, at
giving them some assistance towards expenses out, least ever since we took it over. There are many
I believe they would make the best class of settlers ways in which settlement could be promoted.
you could get there. They are very poor in Ice- One way is to make the lot of the settler a satis-
land, and they are all anxious to remove-the factory one to bimself. Now, during the past year
whole settlement is anxious to remnove fron Ice- I observed in the public press various criticismns
land, I understand, and if some means were taken in regard to the tariff rates in the North-West.
to get them ont here I believe we could secure a I an not prepared to say whether those criti-
considerable number of the best class of immigrants. cisis were correct or not, but they were stated
As for getting immigrants from Ontario, you are in such positive language that one can hardly
merely robbing Peter to pay Paul, in a mnanner. doubt their accuracy. Their general trend
Such a change does not enhance the population of was to show that the freight rates fromn the
our country. It is very desirable that you should North-West were higher than the freight rates
induce tenant farmers to come out from the old from the Western States-in other words, among
country, but you will have to offer them some in- the disadvantages that our western settlers labor
ducements. They are in just as good circumstances under, is that they are handicapped in respect to
as our own farmers, and probably better just now. railway rates. I do not accept that statement as
They are doing well in the old country, and it correct, not knowing whether it is correct or not.
would be almost out of .the question to try to expect The effect as announced operates prejudicially to
them to remove from the old country, from Eng- our own interests. The Government might perhaps
land, Scotland and Ireland, into Ontario, without exercise a beneficial influence in that directiou.
offering them some inducenents. Could the tenant While having no real power they might exercise
farmers of England be induced to emigrate, they their influence to see that no inequalities of that
would better their condition, because they are pay- kind happened in the early settlement of the coun-
ing more rent in many parts of the old country, try. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company is
particularly in Wales, than the freehold of their deeply interested in the extension of settlement,
property would cost them here. One could scarcely and it is unwise in its own interests to kill the hen
expect them to remove. Themnselves and their that will lay the golden egg, by checking settle-
forefathers have been tenants on the sane farmn, ment in its infancy ; rather they might, if they
probably for a hundred years back, and they are can afford it, and it would be to their own advan-
likely to remain there, unless we offer them tage to do so, carry the outgoing freiglit at alniost
some inducements, and present to them the supe- cost, trusting to the development of settlement as
rior advantages of our own country. I think the a source of profit. When the last general spurt in
Government would do well to circulate among them immigration was made, a large portion of the money
information concerning the different farns we have voted by Parliament was expended in salaries,
in Ontario and other Provinces for sale, telling printing, and so on. We established agencies in
them at what figures those farms could be sold per various parts of Great Britain and spent a vast
acre, and in this way we might persuade many of sum of money in spreading pamphlets broadcast
those tenant farmers to come ont here and pur- throughout the country, with little or no advan-
chase, because a great many of our farmers in On- tage. We had extravagant agents, we had agents
tario are anxious to sell, for the reason that they unfit for the business, men who had no experience
are heavily encumbered, and it would be better for but who were appointed simply because they stood
them to sell and remove to the North-West. I well with the Government, and were good party
do not disapprove of this grant by any means, for men. That is not the principle upon which agents
the reason that that country is vacant, and every should be selected ; and I trust, inasmuch as the
settler that you can plant there will grow up with Government is taking this vote without any limit-
his family, and will at once begin to contribute to ation, not having laid before the Committee any
the revenue ; lie becomes a consumer immediately, scheme of expenditure-having, in fact, a blank
and in a few years becomes a producer. If the cheque-they will be especially careful in exercs.
Government adopted my plan they would do much ing the utmost economy in regard to the proper
greater service to the country at large than by ex- expenditure of the money. With respect to
pending the public money on such works as whether immigration eau be expected from the

Mr. TRow.
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United States or not, that is a debatable question.
There are many reasons why the chances are
against any movement of immigrants from the
United States into Canada. Nevertheless, we
must take the country as we find it, and even the
institutions as we find them, and we must see to
overcome our difficulties as much as possible.
When the United States opened the territory of
Oklohama for free grant settlement the surplus
population of the United States flowed in there
by myriads, and before nightfall every acre of
available land had been taken up. Statistics
show that the free grant lands of the United
States are about exhausted, and we may reason-
ably expect that the surplus population of
the United States will flow into our country,
provided the life of the settler in Canada is not an
unhappy one. The people of the United States are
made up of the very saine classes we are seeking
to attract here-those who have left the old land ;
and although they may temporarily remain in the
United States, there is no reason why, by a wise
exercise of policy, we cannot attract them across
the border. I would not, therefore, despair of
getting settlers even from the United States. It
is all fish that comes to our net, whether from
Iceland or from other countries of Europe, or fromn
our enterprising cousins to the south. I hope
good results will follow from this expenditure,
although we cannot reasonably expect much addi-
tional immigration this year, owing to the lateness
of the vote, but we may expect considerable addi-
tional immigration subsequently.

Mr. WATSON. As the Government have not
submitted any scheme by which the money is to be
expended, the subject should be discussed in Com-
mittee, as some light may be thrown on matters in
this connection. When a similar policy was
adopted a few years ago, the results were only
partially satisfactory. I am glacl to see the Gov-
ernment disposed to place in the Estimates this
increased amount for immigration purposes, and it
is very necessary that the Government should de-
vise some scheme for the more rapid settlement of
the Nor th-West. Our country has railways, and
an abundance of vacant land, and our country
must be settled if it is going to amount to any-
thing. There are several ways in which this money
may be used. I would approve of the policy sug-
gested by the member for South Oxford (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright), that a portion of it should be
given to the Local Legislature of Manitoba, and I
will add to the North-West Council. More good
can be done by money controlled by the local au-
thorities for local purposes than by the Dominion
Government. Tl* result of spending a few thon-
sand dollars by Manitoba has been to secure a very
large number of settlers from Eastern Ontario.
Last year the vote was only $10,000, but a great
deal of work was done for that sum. This year
the vote was only $12,000, and yet their agents
throughout Ontario, who are very energetie, are
spreading literature, advertising and lecturing to
the farmers' institutes and giving information. If
reliable information is given to the people who leave
Ontario and otherProvinces for the United States,
they will migrate to our Canadian North-West.
There is no doubt we can induce a number of
Canadians who are settled in the Western States
also to go to Manitoba and the North-West. We

have heard distressing reports from sections of
Minnesota and Dakota. The country next to ours
is similar to our own ; but there are large settle-
ments of Canadians who could be induced to go to
the Canadian North-West. Instead of the Gov-
ernment employing favorites as agents, they should
employ men acquainted with the country, and
good and reliable agents can be secured in Mani-
toba and the North-West, and if reliable informa-
tion can be given to intending immigrants living
in the old country they will no doubt move to the
North West. The hon. gentleman who is prac-
tically the head of the Department of Agriculture
is not a suitable person to carry on an immigra-
tion scheme. His day is passed. In order
to induce immigrants to come to Canada and settle
here we must have a good live man at the head of
the Agricultural Department. Speaking of the
local authorities, I may say that the Manitoba and
North-Western Railway Company has done con-
siderable to induce the people to come to the coun-
try and settle on the company's lands. They have
assisted the people, in a measure, by furnishing
them with necessaries after they arrived in the
country and settled on their lands, and their agent,
Mr. Eadon, who is a very active man. who has
studied this immigration scheme very thoroughly,
has been the means of inducing a number of people
to come from the old country, particularly the
Crofters, to settle on the lands of the railway
company. Speaking as to the Canadian Pacific
Railway, I do not know that they are doing mnuch
outside of giving cheap rates to immigrants coming
into the North-West.

Mr. DAVIN. They are publishing splendid
literature.

Mr. WATSON. So far as their lands are con-
cerned, instead of trying to induce the people to
settle on thein, I think they are rather trying to
bring people to settle on the Dominion lands, with
a view of increasing the value of the lands of the
company. As I pointed out the other night, they
hold their lands at too high a price, as a rule, for any
immigrant to purchase. The best way you can en-
courage the settlement of our Canadian North-West
-and it is better than any scheme you can devise,
or any amount of money you may spend for immi-
gration-is to make Manitoba and the North-West
a cheap country to live in. I regret that the Gov-
ernment, instead of doing that, have, this Session,
increased the expenses of living in that country.
Any gentleman who is acquainted with the subject
will find on making a comparison that it will cost
the settler $240 more in Manitoba for the neces-
saries required to take ont bis first crop than it
will in Dakota or Minnesota. That is a great
drawback, for $240 is a large sum to a poor man
settling in the country. When you consider the
farming implements, the lumber, the canned goods,
the green fruits, the fencing wire, and the binding
twines he requires, you will find that he has to
pay a great deal more for thiem here than he would
have to pay across the line.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). That is the old
story.

Mr. WATSON. That is the story which is
keeping the people away from that country, anO
that is what I an here to tell you, and to try and
remedy.
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Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I do not believe it.
Mr. WATSON. I do, and I know it.
Mr. SPROULE. If you can make the people

believe that, you would succeed in keeping them
out.

Mr. WATSON. If I could make this House be-
lieve that, it would be all the better for the settle-
ment of that country.

Mr. DALY. Prove it.
Mr. WATSON. I have proved it, but I do not

hope to convince the hon. member for Selkirk
(Mr. Daly).

Mr. DALY. No ; nor anybody else.

Mr. WATSON. Not even his own Tory paper
in Manitoba can convince him. I have quoted the
prices of the articles needed by the farmers in the
two countries, and no gentleman on the other side
of the House has attenpted to dispute them.
They have told us that implements were cheaper
before the 35 per cent. duty was inposed,
but I ask them to compare the prices in
Dakota and in Manitoba to-day. I have coin-
pared them, and I have given figures which
have been supplied me by reliable settlers in
Dakota; the prices in Manitoba I know nyself.
I will give you one instance: a binder costs $120 in
Dakota, and $160 in Manitoba. The hon. gentle-
man from Selkirk (Mr. Daly) quoted here the other
night, figures to show that the farmers in Mani-
toba were paying 3- cents on binding twine. That
information he got from Mr. Massey in Toronto,
and it was stated that binding twine in Chicago
was sold at 15 cents per pound, whereas in the
letter, it was stated that binding twines in Mani-
toba last year were sold at from 18 to 19 cents
per pound, which left a difference of 15 per cent.
in favor of Chicago, with a fair profit for Mr.
Massey, besides. I do not hope to convince the
hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly).

Mr. DALY. Nor nobody else.

Mr. WATSON. I do not suppose anybody else
cotid convince the hon. gentleman.

Mr. DALY. You could not convince me, nor
yon could not convince auyone else.

Mr. WATSON. I shall never attempt it; but
when he returns to his electors I think they will
convince him that he is wrong. I would suggest
to the hon. the First Minister that the Govern-
ment should employ men to deliver lectures in the
old country, so that in any portion you expect to
receive immigrants from you could employ these
men who are actually acquainted with the country,
and with the locality to which they wish to induce
settlers to go. I think the member for Selkirk
will agree with me that the great trouble in the
past has been the lack of reliable information for
settlers. Mr. McMillan, who gave some reliable
information before the Agricultural Committee, is
doing good work for immigration, under the Local
Government in Manitoba. He is a clever young
man, who has been engaged in farming in Manitoba,
and he is in a position to tell the people exactly
how they will find things in that country. Through
his work, aided by one assistant, he has induced a
number of persons to go from Ontario into Mani-
toba. Some gentlemen may think that is not of
benefjt to the country at large, but I believe to the

Mr. WATSON.

contrary, because a large number of the very best
settlers we could get, who went there, were induce(
to go in preference to going to the United States.
I hope that good results will be derived from the
expenditure of this money, for it is very necessary
that we should have some means adopted for the
purpose of settling up our Canadian North-West.
I repeat to the Government again, that they will
have to make the North-West a cheap country to
live in before they can expect people to go there in
preference to a country where living is cheaper.

Mr. DALY. I did not intend to occupy the
time of the House at this late hour in speaking on
this matter, but the hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. Watson) has made some statements which I
cannot allow to pass without contradiction. He
says that it will cost the farmer $240 more to get
out his first crop in Manitoba than it will in
Dakota. I say that is not so, and the hon. gen-
tleman cannot prove it, nor can he quote any figures
to the House which will bear out that assertion.

Mr. WATSON. I quoted the figures last year.
Mr. DALY. I say your figures are misleading,

and are quoted for the purpose of misleading this
House.

Mr. WATSON. I rise to a point of order.
The hon. gentleman has no right to impute
motives. My figures are not misleading.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gentle-
man will please withdraw.

Mr. DALY. If the remark I made is unparlia-
mentary I withdraw it, but I have my own views
on the matter, and I w-ill state them. I quoted
figures to the House, the other evening, which
will prove conclusively that binding twine was
being sold cheaper in Manitoba than in the United
States. I gave a statement of the Massey Manu-
facturing Company to that effect, and yet the hon.
gentleman for Marquette (Mr. Watson) bas the
hardihood and the cheek to dispute these facts.
More than that I showed that the figures he gave
as regards the price of binders in Dakota were not
correct, and that you can buy a binder cheaper i
Manitoba than you can in Dakota. Let us take
the article of canned goods which he mentioned.
You can buy canned fruit at present just as
cheaply as you can buy it on the other side, though
you could not do so in 1883, and ycu can get better
weight in Canadian canned goods than you can mn
Ainerican goods. We can buy lumber as cheaply
in Manitoba as they can in Dakota.

Mr. WATSON. We import American lumber.
Mr. DALY. The bulk of the lumber used in

Manitoba is Canadian lumber, and comes from the
Rat Portage district, while almoît all the shingles
used come from British Columbia. I do not un-
derstand why the hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. Watson) should continually rise in this House
to decry the country which he his sent here to
represent. When we, by our influence - not by
his influence - have induced the Government to
come down with this increased estimate for immi-
gration, which we think is necessary for the
d evelopment of our country, it is a most astonishing
thing that a representative from that great North-
West should make the speech the hon. m#mber for
Marquette (Mr. Watson) has made to-night. It
is little encouragement to us to hope for the
future of that country, when one of its members
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should speak in that fashion, and when we should price of binders ten years ago, when they cost
have the unanimous support of all the members of $340, with their pi ice at the present timîe, when
Manitoba and the North-West for this vote which they cost $160. Since that time there have been
we believe will be so mucih to the advantage of our many imiprovements on them, patents have run
country. out, and the mode of manufacturing is better, so

SirRICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In other words, that they have been greatly reduced in price, both
this vote is given for the purpose of securing votes in Canada and the United States. But a self-
for the hon. gentleman in Manitoba. That is binder which costs $10 in Manitoba cai be got in
about the English of it, according to the hon. 1)akota for $130 by a Dakota farmier. I got my
gentleman's statement. If there is one particle of figures froin a Dakota farmer, and I will give his
eorrectness in the statements made by him, we can name-Mr. Matthewson, w-ho sat in this press
see the absuedity of placing a tariff on these agri- gallery for years as a reporter of the Toronto MJfuil.
cultural implements. What an outrageous absur- It is a McCormnack binder, which is equal to any
dity it is to impose a tariff of 35 per cent. on agri- binder made in Canada. I aum not going to decry
cultural implements, if you can buy them as Canadian machines ; they are, I belieN e, as good
cheaply in Manitoba as you can in the United as the machines made in the United States, but
States. The thing is utterly preposterous. It is they cost more monev, and it is absurd to suppose
because you cannot get them as cheaply in Mani- that they would not cost more. Does the lion.
toba, because the Canadian manufacturers would gentleman tell us that we get our fruit as cheap as
Le undersold if the market were thrown open, they do in the United States ?
tlhat this outrageous tariff is kept up. Mr. DALY. Yes; you can get canned fruit as

Mr. DALY. We can buy Canadian implements chieap from Ontario as California fruits are sold in
in Manitoba at the saine rate as you can buy the United States.
Aierican implements in Dakota, and the prices of Mr. WATSON. I agree with the hon. genite-
Aierican implements have been reduced in Mani- man, but I would ask whether California canned
toba since the duty of 35 per cent. was put on, fruit is not much better than Ontario cained
because the American manufacturer, in competing fruit.
xwith the Canadian, lias been obliged to reduce his Soimse hon. MEMBERS. No.
prlice. · Mr. WATSON. Hon. gentlemen know that it

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not at all. is, and that all who cani afford to buy California
The prices have been reduced because there have canned fruit buy it in preference. Apples cost us
been great improvements made in these machines 40 cents a barrel more than they cost in the
and in the process of their manufacture ; and it is United States ; and it is natural that it should be
preposterous nonsense to keep up this duty of so, because we are placed at the disavantage of
35 per cent. if the hon. gentleman's statements are heavy freight rates owing to the long haul froin
correct. But we know that they are not correct ; Ontario. That being the case, the Goverunient
we know that the farmers of Manitoba vould get should give us some compensating advantage by
their implements for mueh less than they do if the reducing the tariff to the earlier settler in the coun-
country were thrown open to the American mar- try. This would tend to make the people more happy
ket ; and the bon. gentleman knows that too. and contended ; it would make theni active immi-

Mr. WATSON. I am not surprised at the speech gration agents, and would do more to pronote
of the hon. inember for Selkirk (Mr. Daly); but I imiigration thari all the money you can spend to
expect nothing else from the hon. gentleman, who induce people to go there. The great object is to keep
gets off some very flash ideas, and who does not theni after you get them. It Las been, I regret,
generally speak until I have spoken, and then finds too clearly shown to this House that a great many
it necessary to throw out some insinuations across people who went to the country have left it. The
the floor of the House, which Le is compelled to report of the Agriculture Department itself shows
withdraw because they are unparliamentary. It that 100,000 settlers have been lost to the counîtry.
does not hurt me, if it does not hurt him. It is There is no use of bringing therm there unless you
oily because of improper conduct, I suppose, that can keep them, and you cau sIo that more effec-
au hon. member is called to order by the Chair- tually by reducing the tariff on the goods they
man. I have said nothing against this vote ; I consume than you cau in any other way.
Lave said that I approve of it, and I have tried to
state to the Government my ideas as to the best Further amount requuired for Plant
maeans of spending a portion of the money. I
think the result of the expenditure will be good, and Sir RICHARD CARTW RIGHT. We should
somne of the arguments I have used in this House have some explanation of this.
may have had something to do with showing the Mr. FOSTER. This is for necessary plant for
(Government the necessity of spending some money the Printing Bureau, in addition to what is already
for immigration purposes. The hon. gentleman there. It consists in part of a number of linotypes,
tells us that implements are just as cheap in Mani- as certain printing machines are called, by the
toba as they are in the United States. I have introduction of which a large saving will no doubt
shown that they are not-that we are actually be effected. Probably some hon. gentlemen opposite
paying more money on agricultural implements are acquainted with this new invention, for
imiported into Manitoba than the total amount largely doing the work of type-setters. It ean be
spent on immigration. I gave the figures the other used with great advantage in some departments of
lay from the Trade and Navigation Returns ; and printing, particularly in connection with the
yet the hon. gentleman gets up and tells us that voters' lists. It is proposei to put in, I think,
they are as cheap as they would be without the half-a-dozen of these machines. Then, a portion
high tariff upon them. It is absurd to compare the of this vote is for folding and stitching machines.
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I have not a complete list of the plant required,
but I will see that it is obtained and laid before the
Heuse to-morrow before concurrence.

Preparation of Report upon Labor
Congress in Paris................ $2,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this
intended for ?

Mr. FOSTER. This is a report of the great
Labor Congress held in Paris last year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Had we any
delegate there ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, Mr. Helbronner was there
and prepared this report. I believe it is very
valuable. He was one of the Labor Commissioners
and is now in Montreal.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of what
earthly value is a report of the Labor Congress ?
We can obtain for a few dollars a full report of all
that passed. If I understand rightly, this is a sort
of a report on a report. What is the use of our
paying $2,500 for the preparation of a report,
when already a very long and detailed report of
the proceedings of the Labor Congress has been
published, and can be placed in the library for a
snall sun.

Mr. FOSTER. That is the report of a man who
attended and had cognisance of the proceed-
ings, and embodied in his report what was particu-
larly adapted to our country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I cannot see
what this gentleman could do that would warrant
you in paying him $2,500. He has not written a
book on the Labor Congress, and if he had it would
not be as valuable as the proceedings published for
the world. It might be worth while to place on the
library shelves some copies of the report, or circu-
late some of them, but I do not see that we should
pay this man so much money for a report on a
report. Where is the thing?

Mr. FOSTER. It is being prepared.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRICHT. Who gave
him leave to incur the expense without the author-
ity of Parliament ? Apparently what has been
done is to give this man the commission, and then
come to Parliament for the money to pay him.

Mr. FOSTER. I will let this item stand.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is it proposed to re-
store the item of $1,000 to the harbors of Prince
Edward Island? The First Minister was not here
when the discussion took place. The Government
recommended His Excellency to ask an appropria-
tion ; it was asked for and the House in Committee
was disvosed to give it.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.
Bill (No. 150) respecting a certain agreement

therein mentioned with the Calgary and Edmonton
Railway Company (Sir John A. Macdonald) was
read the second time, considered in committee and
reported.

ACT RESPECTING RAILWAYS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved second
reading of Bill (No. 151) respecting railways. He
said: The first section is to amend the ninetieth
clause by adding two paragraphs. The first is
that :

" Any company operating a railway from any point in
Canada to any point on the International boundary line,
may exercise beyond such boundary the powers which it
may exercise in Canada, in so far as they are permitted
by the laws in force there."
A number of our Canadian railways have forned
connections with the railways of the United States.
The desire is that as far as we can give them
powers, any arrangements that are made by them
in that way they shall have power to make.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into
committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. MULOCK. The first part of the second
sub-section, which declares that a company lias,
and from the time of obtaining its right froin the
Crown has had, authority to acquire, &c., appears
to have been inserted with reference to some parti-
cular case, because it has a retroactive effect.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It cannot pos-
sibly do any harm.

Mr. MULOCK. The second part of this clause
is objectionable. I can understand Parlianient
granting land on certain conditions to one company
which it would not grant to another company, but
by this provision the company to which the grant
is made may sell out to its rival.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The company
which holds the land can only convey what it
possesses. If it has an absolute title in fee simple,
this will give it power to sell the lands in fee
simple. If it holds the lands under certain
conditions, it can only sell subject to those
conditions. So it is with the second part of the
clause. If one company makes an arrangement
with another for the construction of a branch or a
portion of a common line, they can convey what-
ever title they may have in any land, whether it is
in fee simple or other wholesale title, they can
convey that to the company undertaking the work.
It simply enables the company to work as indi-
viduals.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle- Mr. MULOCK. fas not this legialation in vie-W
man from Prince Edward Island, who knows some particular case? It is quite clear it cannot
more about the wants of the Island than we can be suggested by any general requirement.
possibly know, has convinced my friend (Sir Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it %as
Hector Langevin) that he was wrong. I did not suggested by the counsel and solicitor of the
hear what he said, but I understand he spoke in a Canadian Pacific RaiIway, and it fs quite clear that
very strong way, and said it was a job and some- the object of that company is equally useful for
thing like criminality for the Government to bring ail railways.
down such an absurd item. Well, in this case we Mr. MULOCK. That is just what I object to.
are repentant sinners. Under this clause it may happen that every rail-

Resolutions reported. way in Canada which is fortunate enough to bave
Mr. MOSTEUR.
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a grant, can transfer that grant to the Canadian
Pacific Railway, so long as the Canadian Pacific
Railway is willing to undertake to build the road
the grant was set apart for. The first company can
assign that grant to the Canadian Pacific Railway.
The grant thus becoines "a chose in action," assign-
able by the first guarantee to the Canadian Pacific
Railway, so that under cover of granting to an
independent railway, we are granting through
that medium to the Canadian Pacific Railway.
It may be right or wrong to grant to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, in either case the House ought to
know what it is doing when we put on the Statute-
book a general power of attorney like this, to en-
able a company, without further question of Par-
liament, to assign an interest in a subsidy to
another railway. I think we are adopting a very
dangerous and objectionable kind of legislation,
and if the Government bas not fully considered
this they would do well to throw in some safe-
guards. I submit to the First Minister whether it
would not be right that before an assignment took
effect Parliament should be consulted about it.
Say, if you like, that they shall be at liberty to
assign it with the sanction of Parliament. I think
it is due to Parliament that there should be further
sanction by way of approval of the assignee.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think we can show
that the approval of Parliament bas been given in
every case before this proceeding will operate. I
will take a case that has lately occurred, the Regina
and Long Lake Railway Company, that received
a year ago a land subsidy for the construction of a
railway from Regina to Long Lake, and to operate
it. Let us suppose that the Canadian Pacific Railway
is willing to assume the obligation of so constructing
and operating the road. It can only do so by virtue
of power which this Parliament bas given to it.
This Parliament bas then already passed upon the
question whether the Canadian Pacific Railway
shall be entitled to build and operate that line of
railway. If it assumes that obligation, this Parlia-
ment enables the Company to receive a portion of
these lands. Here Parliament has passed upon three
questions. First of all, we gave the land in aid of
the construction and operation of that line of
railway ; in the second place, it has enabled the
Regina and Long Lake Railway Company to sell
to any person on earth who is able to receive any
part of the land ; and, in the third place, it bas
conferred upon the Canadian Pacifie Railway power
to construet or operate that railway. The effect of
this clause is simply to enable the Canadian Pacific
Railway to take the land which is so earned. It
seems to me that Parliament has fully considered
the whole policy before it bas reached the stage of
enabling the railway company to receive this land.

Mr. MULOCK. There is a difference between
Parliament aiding in the construction of a railway,
and considering the operation of the railway after-
wards. The public are interested in the operation
of a railway, and that is an interest wholly differ-
ent from the interest of the Government in seeing
the road constructed. Now, we have not yet lost
all hope of a certain system of competition in rail-
ways, and under the scheme now before us any
grant that may for the time being be supposed to
be a subsidy to an independent road, may, by the
consent of the two railways, be transferred to
one of these railways. Let us suppose, by way of

illustration, that we are giving a grant to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, direct in land or money, for
the construction of a road, and they choose to inake
a bargain with the Grand Trunk Railway whereby
the Grand Trunk Railway agrees, for the subsidy,
to construct and operate the proposed road. If
this proposition becomes law the grant is trans-
ferred to the Grand Trunk Railway, and, I pre-
sume, the Grand Trunk Railway having undertaken
the construction and operation, is authorised to do
so by some other legislation. Now, the object of
Parliament may be defeated ; the object of Parlia-
ment in making that grant may have been to secure
a branch from the Canadian Pacific Railway to a
particular point, which would be a branch in com-
petition with the Grand Trunk Railway. If the
Grand Trunk Railway chooses to take the place of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, we have not bene-
fited the people in that point at all, we have simply
enabled the Grand Trunk Railway to ;ontrol both
roadr.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The cure for that is
not to authorise the Grand Trunk Railway to con-
struct that railway or to operate it. But if Par-
liament has decided upon that question, and de-
cided that the Grand Trunk Railway can operate
that railway, what harm can be done by allowing
it to receive the land grant?

Mr. MULOCK. Why not throw in a safe-
guard? Is it not prudent that we should have an
opportunity to be satisfied that this benefit goes to
the proper parties ? We should know what use is
to be made of it, and endeavor to see that the in-
tention of Parliament is carried out and not de-
feated. I see no objection to placing a safeguard,
such as a provision that a resolution of this House
must be adopted before a transfer can be made.

On section 3,
Mr. DAVIN. I should like to point out to the

right hon. the Premier that this section will not do
the least good to the North-West, that it would
not apply to the North-West at all ; and I am
doubtful if it would apply to a large part of Mani-
toba or even to British Columbia. I am now con-
fining my remarks to the North-West. Section
194 says :

" When the municipal corporation of any township has
been organised wholly, or any portion of such township
bas been surveyed and sub-divided for the purposes of
settlement, fences shall be erected," and so on.
Then comes sub-section 2. Then sub-section 3 pro-
vides that " if the company omits to erect or corn-
plete fences as aforesaid," or if "as aforesaid," and
so on. I think the right hon. gentleman will see
that this section would not at all apply to the
North-West Territories, because the railway passes
through large tracts that are settled, and yet there
is no municipal corporation for the township. It
could only apply to those townships that had mu-
nicipal corporations. I suggest that it be changed
in this way : " if the company omits in any part
of any Province or a territory to erect and com-
plete as aforesaid ; " and in the third line after
"aforesaid" " up to the standard as aforesaid ; " I
think that will make the section operative in the
North-West Territories.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think the
hon. gentleman quite appreciates the reason of the
change proposed here. I do not think the inten-
tion was to make the section as wide as he seems
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to understand it to be. The hon. gentleman seems on the companies, and so the Government have
to understand that this is a change to compel the made up their minds to allow this subject on which
railway companies to fence throughout the North. the hon. inember for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin)
West Territories. That was not the intention. has a notice of motion on the paper, to wait over
The intention was simply to substitute an amend- till next Session, and we are to make enquiries li
ment for the present clause, which provides the the meantime.
circumstances under which the company shall be Mr. WATSON. I hope this clause will be framed
liable for claims for cattle on the lne of railway ;so a to form a protection to the people w-hose cat-
and the whole difficulty has arisen from the judi- tie are killed on the line of railways. l addition
cial interpretation of the words in the old section to the two decisions in Quebec, a decision has been
with respect to animais killed on the railway. otew dcsn iQubadcso h en
When the clause was placed in the Act of 1888 given in Manitoba, against the person whose cttle

there was considerable discussion about the fenc- were destroyed, and as a result of the decision the
tn scons and the sciont adopted h fe party could not recover against railway com-

igsections, adtesection wats adote invew pne.The niain question at issue was :whether
of ',the series of Ontario decisions, withi respect panies.Thmanqeto isew :wbhr
to the relative rights of property owniters wo the cattle were properly on the railway track or

had their cattie on property adjoining the not ? A few of us met together with Judge Clarke
hadntheircattlen property railway, of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and got this clause

and cattle owners who had no property on the hne aiended. He assures us that we will be all riglt
of railway, but had a mere riglit to pasturage on in Manitoba. I hope we will be ail right. I be-
the railway. It was intended by that provision lieve that this will protect us in Manitoba, what
not to give a remedly for cattle that hadno ever it may be in the North-West, where there are
right there at all, either by ownership of the pro- few municipalities.
prietors of the land adjoining the railway, or1 by
reason of the rights of pasturage near the railwa. Mr. ELLIS. I think the affirmative expression
Following in the liglt of the decisions this clause in line 35, sub-section 2, of section 194, which
appeared to be clear ; but the courts appear to says :
have misunderstood the intention of the provision, " And no animal allowed by law to run at large, shall
and in two decisions given in the Province of Que- be held to be improperly on a place adjoîning the rail-
bec the clause has been entirely misunderstood. should be in the negative, and should say
The conclusion arrived at there was that the sI
company was not liable for the destruction of any lAnd no animal not prevented by law from running at
cattie, as no cattle couid have a righit to be in the i ag.
place where killed. It thus became necessary to If the object is to favor the railway companies,

Inict the crntances nider whicb the co-there is îîo doubt that the words there are to that

pany would be liable, and for that reason the words effeet, protect the puic it SholL be
have been chanbled. the way I suggest.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In all the Prov'inces
Mr. DAVIN. If the clause were made to apply there are statutes against cattle running at large,

to the Territories, it would not injure the railway except inder by-laws of municipalities which
companies, because it would not impose on them an would permit them.
obligation to build fences along the whole line of Mr DAVIN. I had a clause to mnove to thithe railway, b-ut oniy iu those places where the -I.1,VI.Ihdacluet oet hý
township was inbabited, where cattie (1( go at Bill, with reference to providing against prairie

large, and where injury was, therefore, likely to fes. But after the expaiation given by the
happen. There is a large tract of country where riglt hou. gentleman that the clause was struck
there are no cattie whatever. The raiiw'ay need oncnteSnto con fa nesadn
not fence there ;but it wy ould give an acîvantage to with the Goverument, 1 suppose there ils no use hi
the North-West, and would not press the railway moî-ing it. If the Government are going to enquire
much if the clause was so framed as to apply to the into this matter in the western territories of the
Territories, and it would not impose on them an United States, there is no use taki g the time of
obligation to build fences along the whole line, but the House ln movîng this clause.
only where the liability to accidents existed. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes ; we are

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is merely
to alter the old section, and make it clear, and it
is in no way intended to provide for any liability,
real or supposed, as regards the railway. I know
the hon. gentleman is taking a great deal of interest
in the subject of having fire-guards across the
prairie, and he knows that the Government took
that subject up, but the difficulties of the case have
been laid before the Government strongly by the
railway companies, especially by the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and they have made a very reason-
able request, that there shall be an examination of
the provisions in force for the protection of the
people along the lines of the railway in the differ-
ent Northern and Western States of the Union, that
this matter will be postponed. There is a variety
of legislation acros the border. In some cases the
provisions are almost entirely in favor of the rail-
way companies, and others are unreasonably harsh

Sir Jonç TuomPsox.

gong to enquire.
Mr. WATSON. I think there is a good deal in

the argument of the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Ellis), and that the words used in the Bill
should be " and an3 animal not prevented by law
from running at large." I think that would be
better than the words at present in the clause.

Mr. MASSON. I did not think that would
make much difference. Whatever way you put it,
it would be on the party making the claim to prove
they were running at large. In Ontario the law
is that they have no right to run at large, unless
there is a by-law of the municipality allowing
them. In that case the party making the claim
would produce the by-law to show they, were
allowed to run at large.

Mr. WATSON. The chances are that in new
nunicipalities, where the cattle all run at large,
there wouild be no by-law to produce.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the law of a Pro-
vince allows all the cattle of a Province to run at
large, the railway company should not be liable
for killing cattle astray. To say that the company
is liable for cattle, which should be ten miles
distant from the railway, is to make them liable
for all the cattle in the country.

Mr. WATSON. The railway conpanies are sup-
posed to fence the railway track, and if they do
not do so they have to take the risk.

Mr. O'BRIEN. The hon. member for Renfrew
(Mr. White) took a gieat deal of pains about this
section. I would like to ask the Minister of Jus-
tice whether the clause, as it stands in the Bill, is
the same as that suggested by the member for
Renfrew?

Sir JOHN THOMJPSON. The hon. gentleman
for Renfrew took a great deal of trouble about it,
and this is the clause he agreed to.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI) moved the adjourn-

ment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 1.45
a.m. (Tuesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TrESDAY, 13th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

HUDSON BAY RAILWAY.

Mr. DALY moved:

That all rules, orders and regulations be suspended in
relation to the Bill respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay Railway, and that leave be given to bring in said
Bill.
He said: According to the charter, whici was
amended in 1887, the time for the completion of
the main line of railway expires on the 1st June,
1891, and the financial arrangements for the build-
ing of the line were made upon the expectation
that certain assistance would be given by the Gov-
ernment during this Session. That assistance bas
isot been given, and it is therefore necessary, in
order to make new financial arrangements, that
the time should be extended for five years froni the
lst June, 1891.

Mr. LAURIER. This is an unusual applica-
tion, and the House would be interested in learn-
ing from the First Minister what view he takes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I see no objec-
tion to it. The charter expires in June of nexts
year, and, no doubt, if this company had applied
for a renewal earlier in the Session, they would
have obtained it. No arrangements can be made
for building the road if the investors are told that
the charter expires in 1891.

Mr. LAURIER. The weak point about this is
that it comes very late and no reason has been
given why the application had not been given at
an earlier date ; but, no doubt, if it had been, as
the right hon. gentleman bas said, it would have
been granted. Therefore, if the hon. gentleman
is satisfied, he must take the responsibility.

Mr. LISTER. As a meniber of the Railway
Committee, I have this to say about this Bill: that
during this Session application was made for a
charter which would, to a certain extent, parallel
this line, and that application was made by sub-
stantial men, but it was refused because, as the
right hon. gentleman said in the Conmnittce, we
would be granting a charter for a road to cone
into competition in some sense with the Hudson
Bay Railway, and thus enbarrass the latter in
their financial operations. If this charter is to be
extended for five years, is the House to understand
that during all that time all applications for other
charters must stand in abeyance until it will be
seen if financial assistance can be obtained for the
construction of the Hudson Bay Railway ? If that
be the case, it will be hard on others who wish to
open up railways in that country in sections where
there are none at present.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot say
what Parliament may do.

Mr. LAURIER. You can say pretty well.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If this railway

does iot show any signs of advancing pretty soon,
the Comínittec, being supported by the strong in-
fluence of the hon. gentleman who bas just
spoken, may pass another application.

Mr. BLAKE. That part can be easily guarded
to some extent by combining with the provision
for the extension of the time, very stringent con-
ditions as regard the early commencement and
progress of the work.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). It bas been
commenced.

Mr. BLAKE. And stopped.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There was no

more money.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DALY introduced Bill (No. 155) to amend
the Act respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay
Railway Company.

Bill read the first and second times.

WOOD MOUNTAIN AND QU'APPELLE RY.

Mr. HESSON moved:
That all rules, orders and regulations of the House

be suspended so far as regards the Wood Mountain and
Qu'Appelle Railway, and that leave be granted to bring
in a Bill concerning the said railway.
He said : The object is simply to extend the
charter for three years. The charter expires
next August. This is in consequence of some
expectations with regard to subsidies which have
not been realised, but as the company bas started
under good auspices, and the Government have
made the grant of the necessary lands, there seems
to be a fair prospect of carrying out the work
successfully.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I do not know anything
of the merits of either of these particular cases, but
from my personal experience, both on the Standing
Orders and Railway Committees, it does seem to
me we are inaugurating a system we would do
better to refuse to countenance. It seems extra-
ordinary that these gentlemen should now ask the
House to suspend all the rules after we have
been four months in Session, when they knew that
their charter expired next season, and when the
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public have had no notice of their intention. I
remember, that at previous sittings of the Railway
Committee, this Session, after a very animated
discussion, two charters were withdrawn which
covered a portion of this territory, on the ground
that it would interfere with the negotiations
which the Hudson Bay Railway Company had
entered into for the building of their road ; and
now, without notice to the public, we are
coolly asked to extend one charter for five
years and another for three years, when substantial
persons were offering to give that country the
opportunity of obtaining railway facilities at once.
Now it is proposed that those settlers who have
gone in there shall be buttoned up for this length
of time to enable these parties to see whether they
can get better terms or secure greater advantages.
I think it is time that the House called a halt in
this mode of doing business, and 1, for one, pro-
test against our inaugurating a system which will
bear bitter fruits for the settlers in the North-West
in the future. Only last night the First Minis-
ter asked us to vote $150,000 to get immigrants to
fill up the lands in the North-West, and now we are
asked to enable speculators to lock up the lands
in that territory for three years, or five years, as
their convenience may be suited. I am speaking

4824

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Regularly, I
should move that the four items of which I have
given notice should be referred to Committee of the
Whole to-morrow, but, as these should have been
in the original notice, perhaps I may move that
they should be referred to the Committee at once.
Two of them are already on the list, but are
erroneous, and this is to correct them. The other
two are not on the present list. They were origin-
ally on that list, but were postponed in consequence
of certain errors. I do not know whether the hon.
gentleman will consent to allow them to be attached
to the other subsidies.

Mr. LAURIER. Has the hon. gentleman brought
down the papers he promised to bring in relation
to these subsidies ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Here they are.

Mr. LAURIER. lu view of the bulk of those
returns, I think, if we said to-morrow we would
not have had too much time to examine thein.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well. I
will say to-morrow. I move that the House will,
to-morrow, resolve itself into Committee of the
Whole to consider the following resolutions:-

without any knowledge of these particular cases, 1. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gover-
but I say that nothing has been shown to justify norin Counciltograntthe subsidies hereinafter mentioned

.setting aside our ies, because these pro- to the RailwayCompanies, and towards the construction of
11s m s dsthe railways also hereinafter mentioned, that is to say:
moters knew the time when the charters To the Temiscouata Railway Company for 16 miles of
terminated, and there is no reason why they their railway, from the west end of the 20 miles of
.should not have given proper notice under the their branch railway from Edmundston susided by theAct 51 Victoria, cliapter 3, towards the àt. Francis River,
provisions of our regulations and so let the publie a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
know, three or four months ago, that they the whole $51,200.
intended to make this application. For a railway from the north end of the 14 miles for

whicli a eubsidy was granted by the Act 50 and 51 Victoria,
Mr. HESSON. The memorandum which was chapter 24, to the Tobique Valley Railway Company, from

Perth Centre towards Plaister Rock Island, 11 miles, a
placed in my hands four or five minutes ago, subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
states that: the whole $35,200.

To the Orford Mountain Railway Company. for 31
"The only change is in the words 1890 to 1892. A sub- miles of their railway, between Eastman and Kings-

-stantial beginning has been made on this section by grad- bury, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceed-
ing a heavy portion of the line. The extension is asked ing in the whole $99,200.
in order to complote financial arrangements which are For a railway from Dorval Station, on the line of the
now weH advanced, of which the hon. the Minister of the Grand Trunk Railway, to a point at or near Rivière des
Interior is aware. We did not apply in the regular way, Prairies, a distance of 15 miles, a subsidy not exceed-
because we were confident of being able to complete ing $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $48,000.
-within the time, but a hiteh blas occurred within the last 2. Resolved, The subsidies hereinbefore mentioned as to
few days which must suspend operations fora short period. be granted to companies named for that purpose, shall
Without the extension asked our charter rights lapse. and be granted to such companies respetively ; the other
we have already spent a large sum on surveys, explora- subsidies, including subsidies granted for railways over a
tions, &c." line extending beyond a point which any company here-

Mr. LISTER. Have they built any portion of inbefore mentioned by name is authorised to construct

the road ? their railway, shall be granted to snch companies as shall
be approved by the Governor in Council as having

Mr. HESSON. I believe that four miles are estabhshed to his satisfaction their ability to construct
practically graded. and complete the said railways respectively; all the

lines for the construction of which subsidies are granted,
Mr. LISTER. The truth of these statements is shall also be commenced within two years from the first

an important factor in the matter, and would have day of July next, and completed within a reasonable
time, not to exceed four years, to be fixed by Order in

to be investigated by the Railway Committee. Council, and shall be constructed according to descriptions
Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman says he and specifications, and upon conditions to be approved

.h.ch heby the Governor lu Council, on the report of the Minister
makes this proposition on a statement which he of Railways and Canals, and specifying an agreement to
received only four or five minutes ago. Therefore, be made in each case by the company with the Govern-
what he said would not have the same weight with ment, and which the Government is hereby empowered

the House as if he had had time to look into the o e ® ation a rvery sncb ]ine of railwaY
shl e suhject te the approval. cf the Governor in

matter, and the reasons do not seem to me to be Council; and all the said subsidies respectively shall be
.satisfactory, and I, therefore, raise the point of payable out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of Canada,

crder, and object to the passage of the resolution. by instalments, on the completion of each section of the
railway of not less than ten miles, proportionate to the

Motion agreed to. value of the portion so completed, in comparison with
that of the whole work undertaken, to be established by

Mr. HESSON introduced Bill (No. 156) respect- the report of the said Minister, or upon the completion of
ing the Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway the work subsidised.
Company. 3- Resolved, The granting of such subsidies to the

Sa d . companies mentioned respectively. shall be subject to
Bill read the first and second times on a division. such condition for securmng running powers or traffic

Mr. BAiN (Wentworth).



[MAY 13, 1890.] 4826

arrangement or other rights, as will afford ail reasonable Mr. McMULLEN. In order that the hon.facilities and equal mileage rates to ail railways connect-
ing with those subsidised, as the Governor in Council gentleman may make his statement, I move that
determines. the House adjourn.

Mr. DEWDNEY moved that the Hlouse resolve Mr. BARRON. It is perfectly clear from that
itself into a Committee of the Whole, to-morrow, to letter that an hon. member of this House iad
consider the following resolutions apparently the entrée to the office of the Minister

1. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov- of Public Works, to get information which a mem-
ernor in Couneil to grant to the Lake Manitoba Railway ber of this House ought not to possess. He says :
and Canal Company, Dominion lands to an extent not " The tenders for the cross-wall only arrived hereeotceadg 6,40 acres per mile for a hue of raîlway from yesterday "-that was on a Saturday-" and arePo)rtage la Prairie to Lake Winni>pegosis at or near wso aîra- m r
Meadow Portage, a distance of about 125 mies. locked up until Monday." He was in a position to

2. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Gov- get the information from the office of the Minister
ernor in Council to grant to the Manitoba South-Eastern of Public Works that the tenders were "iocked upRailway Company, Dominion lands to an extent not ex- until Mondaywhon he will con ce his calcula-
ceeding 6,400 acres per mile for a line of railway fromu
Winnipeg southerly or south-easterly to a point on the tions." Now, I may ask the question, Who is the
west side of the Lake of the Woods, a distance of about 1 individual "'he" referred to? Evidently the member110 mdie. 1to whosn I have allude<l, inuit have liad somne con-3. Besolved, That it is expedient that the said grants t
and each of them may be made in aid of the construction versation with an officer in the I)epartmnent of
ofthe said railways respectively; in the proportion and Public Works. Why should the hon. gentleman
upon the conditions fixed by the Orders in Council made be aware of the fact that an officer of the Depart-iu respect thereof, and except as to such conditions the
said grants shall be free grants, subject only to the ment of Public Works would commence bis cal-
payment by the grantees respectively, of the costs of culations on the following Monday ? Then the
survey of the lands and incidental expenses at the rate hon. gentleman goes on to state: "I will write you
of 10 cents per acre cash, on the issue of the patents Tuesday and let you know the result." It is very

appa ent froin these words that the member for
QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. Quebec West was put in possession of information

Mr. BARRON. Before theOrders of the Day are regarding the tenders, the result of whicl he him-

calld, I think it my duty to bring feay e self would let bis brother know. Further on the

attention of the House, before the attention of the article goes on to say :
enmnoft anparticularly, before the attention a e M cGreevy wrote Ihis letter with his own hand,('oernsena. ý and hoe wrote it to bis brother, Mr. Robert MeGreevy."

of tue sion. vmuister oi rublic W orks, an editorial
article appearing in a newspaper in the city of
Quebec, Le Canadien, of the 9th May, relating
sonewhat to an hon. gentleman who occupies a
seat in this House. In that newspaper, on the
editorial page, I find the following :-

" We have in our possession the absolute, complete and

Then it goes on to say :
"Does Mr. McGreevy remember having written twok

days afterwards, on the 7th May, again from Ottawa, the
fohiowing linos.4 hope to let you know to-morrow about the cross-
wall tenders. Have your arrangements right with Beau-
cage before resmit is known.'"

irrefutable proof of this statement. Does Mr. Mc- He seenis to have been put in possession of factsGreevy-" regarding the tenders, the result of which he would
Referring, f believe, to the bon. member for let bis brother know. Then he says: "Have your
Quebec West- arrangements right with Beaucage before the re-

" Does Mr. McGreevy remember having written from sult is known." How did he know anything about
Ottawa to someone on the 5th May, 1883, a letter in which Beaucage ? The fact is, I behieve, that Beaucage
be said: had also tendered regarding these cross-walls, and

"' The tenders for cross-waIl only arrived here yesterday he seems to have got that information before theand are locked up until Monday, when he will commence
bis calculations. I wili write you Tuesday and let you tenders were open f rom the Public Works Depart-
know the result.'" ment, the result of which he was prepared to state
Now, Mr. Speaker, it' seems to me that these in this letter to his brother. The article goes on
words purport to have been written, and I believe to say, regarding that particular letter :
them to have been written, by the hon. member " This was in Mr. McGreevy's own hand writing, and
for Quebec West to his brother, and if so, they be wrote the letter tohis brother, Mr. Robert McGreevy."
certainly bear a most extraordinary construction. Still further on the article says :

SPEAKER. Does the hon. gentleman in- " Does Mr. McGreevy remember having written, on theMr. Slth May, still from Ottawa, what we here place beforetend to conclude with a motion? Otherwise bis him ? "
proceeding is irregular. Then follows the letter of the 17th May, a few

Mr. BARRON. I merely ask, as a matter of days later :
pv A IT ne dA n Il u

privilege, to be allowed to draw the attention of
the Minister of Public Works to this letter, because
it seems to me that it bears a most extraordinary
construction, and the public have a right to know
what it means. I desire to bring the letter before
the attention of the Minister of Public Works,
because it puts some of the officers of his Depart-
nient in a position which they ought not to be in.

Mr. SPEAKER. f would draw the attention of
the hon. gentleman to the irregularity of raising
such a discussion, in such a way, without a motion.
I do not think it is a question of privilege.

s o you yes er ay-
So he must have seen his brother and conversed
with hin the day before-

" As I told you yesterday to try and get a good plan
and as quick as possible in answer to letters that Gall-
agher & Beaucage will receive about their tenders to
briug them over Larkin & Connolly so as their tenders
will be the lowest."

Now, Sir, he was in a position to suggest to his
brother, who was in the firm of Larkin & Connolly,
" to get a good plan and as quick as possible in
answer to letters " which he had been told, appar-
ently-that is the only construction to be put upon
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these letters-which he had been told, apparently
by an officer in the Public Works Department,
would be written to Gallagher & Beaucage
regarding their tender, and next he suggests to his
brother to adopt sone good plan and as quick as
possible. Therefore Galla.gher & Beaucage allowed
something in regard to their tender to get into the
letters from the Department, whereby their tender
would be increased from being the lowest to the
highest, in order that Larkin & Connolly's tender
might appear to be the lowest. Then the article
finisies by saying :

" This was in Mr. McGreevy's own handwriting, and he
wrote this letter to his brother, Mr. Robert McGreevy."
Now, I think these letters show clearly that some-
body, and apparently it was the hon. gentleman
himself, the meinber for Quebec West, was enabled
to get out of the Public Works Department certain
information, and converse with sone of the officers,
thereby acquiring this information by which he
was in a position to know what a certain tender
was, and by which, apparently, he was enabled to
bring influence to bear upon some officer to write
certain letters to these two gentlemen, Gallagher
& Beaucage, requiring them to alter their tender
so that the tender put in by Connolly & Larkin
would be the lowest, although in point of fact it
was higher than either of these two tenders when
they were originally put in. Now, Sir, these
letters have gone broadcast throughout the country,
and have created a very unfortunate impression
in the minds of people throughout the country,
and I think I am justified in bringing the matter
before the attention of the Government and ask-
ing them for some satisfactory explanation, in
order that these unfortunate letters, if they have
any explanation, may receive such.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have followed
what the hon. gentleman has stated, and what he
read from a telegram published in a newspaper,
and I must say this, that I know nothing about it,
nothing whatever.

Mr. LAURIER. I will avail myself of the
present occasion, also, to refer to a statement which
has appeared on two different occasions in Le
Canadien in connection with this same matter. I
am speaking within the knowledge of every
member of this House when I say that a number
of articles have appeared of late in the newspaper
Le Canadien, directly tending to incriminate the
hon. member for Quebec West (Mr. McGreevy).
This matter has already been brouglit once before
the House. In connection with this matter, on 6th
May, in the course of an article, Le Canadien says :

" The Opposition is held through some of its members
in the toils of Mr. McGreevy, and cannot budge."
On 10th May, it says:

" As we have already said, Mr. McGreevy holds in his
hands, directly or indirectly, a certain number of mem-
bers and newspapers in the ranks of the Liberal party, as
well as in the Conservative party at Ottawa."

I rise to say that, so far as I am personally con-
cerned, and so far as the statements affect the
Liberal party, they are altogether without founda-
tion. Moreover, if it is believed there is any
foundation in them as regards the Liberal party,
I am here to say that the amplest investigation
will be met, and that every member of the party,
so far as I know, is prepared to meet it. The im-
pression is here conveyed that upon those allega-

Mr. BARRON

tions which have appeared from time to time in the
press, and as to which there is inatter for enquiry

the Opposition is not disposed to have such
enquiry-there are certain matters for enquiry in
the disclosures whicli have been maie, and, if we
were not in the dying hours of the Sessioji, I would
consider the propriety of calling on the House to
further look into these disclosures. But I must
say that there appeared in the newspaper, L
Canadien, on 30th April last, a statement signed
by O. E. Murphy, purporting to be a member
of the firm of Larkin, Connelly & Co., which
statement was reprinted on 5th May, in our Votes
and Proceedings, and appears at page 600. Some
ten days before this statement appeared in Le
Canadien, it was placed in my hand with a view
to ascertain whether I would act on it. The paper
was then more complete than it is now, because it
appears from the context that two paragraphs,
paragraphs 5 and 7, have been omitted. Paragraph
7, as it was signed and placed in my hand, directly
alleged that a large sum of money had been paid
by Mr. McGreevy for improper purposes to a
person whose name was left in blank. I asked the
person who placed the paper in my hands to have
the blank filled in with the name of the party
who was alleged to have re eived that money.
Though the narne was given to me, yet the party
refused to put it in writing and to endorse it with
his signature, and I said under such circumstances
I thought it to be my duty not to have anything
further to do with the matter.

Ir. BLAKE. The Minister of Public Works
some time ago had his attention called by way of
a question to the earlier portion of the interesting
revelations which are from time to time enlivening
the pages of Le Canadien. On that occasion the
hon. Minister acquiesced in the suggestion that it
was proper to bring before the House such infor-
mation as existed in the archives of the
Department in respect to the matters which are
touched upon an'd alluded to in these earlier
publications. They become more interesting as
they proceed, and this last batch of three letters,
themselves obviously left incomplete, themselves
obviously, from their context, only parts of other
correspondence, do afford ample warrant for that
view of their meaning attached to them, by
the hon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Barron).
They do not indeed implicate the Minister,
and the Minister has told us, as we might
expect and hope a Canadian Minister would al-
ways be able to tell a Canadian Parliament, that he-
knew nothing whatever about it. But they have
been public property for several days, and I know
not whether any kind friend may not have antici-
pated the efforts of my hon. friend the member
for North Victoria (Mr. Barron), to put the
Minister in possession of the fact that such
letters had been published, at an earlier date.
Although the Minister knew nothing about
the matter, I should have been glad to
know from him distinctly if the reading of
those letters by my hon. friend the member for
North Victoria (Mr. Barron) happened to be the
first communication of the fact that such letters had
been published that was received by the hon. Min-
ister. Ill news, it is said, generally travels fast.
I am surprised if this information has not reached
the hon. Minister earlier than the time at which
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he received it from the lips of my bon. friend Sir HECTOR LANCEVIN. Mr. Speaker, my
this day. If the information had been re- attention was called to these thret letters, I thissk,
ceived, I hold it was the Minister's duty at two days ago, and 1 gave orders at once to ex-
once, for the honor of bis Departmnent, to have amine and enqune about the contents of these
made a thorough enquiry into the matter whieh letters in so far as iiiy Departneit is concerned, 1
lies obviously at the source of that correspondence. intess to take nsures t( sec whether there bas
I hold it to be lis duty, now that it is called to his been any iniietion in tie Departinent, if tiere
attention, to pledge himself to inake tbat enquiry. was nuy indiscretion.
and moreover, to indicate the results to this House.
It is perfectly plain that, if the correspondence be
genuine, this colleague of ours, the lion. mnember PUBLIC WORKS IN PRINCE EDWARD
for Quebec West (Mr. McGreevy), was in attend-
aace tiere at tae time tat tenders toere te be consid-et
crei for a greatpblic work tobecarriedoninhisown tMr. WELsH (P.E..) Before tise Orders to te
city ; tisat bie was here in attendance, ssot, with the Day are called, I wisb to ask- a question of tise riglit
vsew of protecting the public interest by seeiîsg tîsat biois, tise leader of tise (iovensimenit. I boid iii lny
the lowestteiderer should get the contract, butwith iand the report of tie Govern eiont Engineer on
tie view of acquiring by iliegitmate means, tbrough te ;arbors of New London, Pi ette, asnd Wocd
soîne untrustwortby and corrupt officer of tbe De- Island, and I would like to ks ow froi the righst
partusest, eariy informuationu, even in anticipation lbon. geteman whetier it is the intentio, of the
of the lison. Minister's own information as to tise re- Gýo,,ersssnient to act on tbis report. It is very m-
sîsits of tise caiculations with respect to tise different portanst for tise people of Pr-ince Edward lslarsd,
tenders, in order tbat a job migbt be put up ou the tbat some action souid be taken wit i regard t
1)epartment and tbe public, and tbat sosule Isocus- the breakwater at New Lonsdons. Tisat is a very
aocus work might be accompished with the important place; periaps the oldest settieet in
renders. a isclear thatin pursuance oftihatscewne, Prince Edward Island, ad it is vry tbikly

ai arrangement was nade wbereby tbe moment populated. Theearborof NewLodonistseen-
tiiecaculatienswerernthrongb, Mr. McGreevy trance to a large bay aped several rivers, aul it is
was to have access to them, or information as to very necessary tbat tise G'overnment suoid pro-
the relts. It is clear that he ncquired, somebow ceed witb the work there. The siiali sum f
or other, in advance, information of the fact as to $3,500 oniy, is required for tat, and think it
so were the u ownw est tenderers. It is clear that he might be expended at once. I wisb the right bon.

ip(icated to tsose with w om he was consparing gentleman te give me an answer. Ties there is
agains the public interest, and for tioe private gain t e iarbor of Wood Isiand, on wsich a large
of tbe fsrm of Larkin, Cosnolly & Co., of which bis asount was expended by the Local r tovernnient
brother appears t have been a member, ad in before Confederation, and by tbe Doitinion Go-
D tose business the lion. mener is reported to enment after Confederation, but it is like

cave bee interested, the propriety of entering into Mahomet's coffsd, betwewn ieaven and carwt. th
soe arrangement with a person namet Beaucage, bas beesi pmnence but never completed. W'e
t whonm it was supposed the tender would be ai- are about to vote a large amount for raiway sub-
ltted, because hi tender w-as believed to be tie sidies now, avy I do hope the rigbt bos. gentie-
lowest, andchis before NIr. Beaucage coud kow bis man will be able to give toe a favorable aisswer
position as a tenderer, whereby bis position sbould be te tbis request. I believe tise right bion. geustie-
secured for Larkin & Conolly. r is clear by the mass stated te tbe House, hast evening, tbat I knew
finial letter that, just upon the eve of the aliotmnent of semething about these werks, auJ tbat my opinsion
tie tender, when notice was about to be given to lias some weigbt. If my opinion las ny weight,
Mr. Beaucage and Mr. G,'alagiser tbat they were 1 weuld like te state that that opinion is, tisat the

owthe lowest tenderers, an arrangement was work sbold be proceeded wit at once, and that
directed to find ont some plan whereby- the on. gentleman shold accede te this request.
ofsat? That Larkin & Connolly &iglt be substi. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do nt know

whoe ibusine the ho. Bembe, iso reprte to

haves been ineret o Mr. Beaucage oe wy tbe bosi n gentleman cals on n ge particinarly.som arager, wh aersowest tenderers, Ail I can say is, tiat, as the Estinates have alreadytoshwn it is net the intention of tbe Goverisstsetetinigbt witbdraw iu some way, migbt indîcate tisat oakPrimnt veasu ofoefrthsoite eistake had been made by the selves or by te as ment t v essof o
tie Department with respect te their tenders, s
tsat the higer tender cf Larkin & Connolly suigbt Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I woud like
hecme the lowest and so tey might be awarded to eau the attention cf the First Minister te the
tie contract. Snc a condition cf things ceui fact tbat if yen eglet repairs wich tre Geoveru-
iave been effective only by means cf the complicity et's ow engineers have recommended, nd

cf seme officer of the ron. Minister's Department. grieveus dansage happens te these werks, as is
Tsat it was se see s te be very fair.y indicted by frequently the case, the Govemument wilinmur a
tne correspondence, au . therefore, even in these very serius responsibility. I uuderstnd that
lait heurs of the Session,dI raa on the on. Minis- this is a sort of barber of refuge for a large portion
ser te do again with r mspect te this new develop- cf that cost, ad if it be the case tat vesses are
sDent, ns he agreed to do with respect te tbe other unable te use it, and that, wrecks aso loss cf 111e
developient, te repent at the earliest moment his occur in consequence cf tbe negligence cf the gtv-
plecdge that he wil make an enquiry, bnd gi'eus ennsent, al I eau say is, the ta think their feel-
the resut, s that we may net close this Session ingu wolld be certinly uneuviable if iisciief oc-
With such an apparent stain restig ou tie bon. cnrs on accout cf their refusing te make the e-
gentleman's Deparmet as exists to-day. quisite repairs.
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THE LATE MR. HUDSPETH, M.P. he always

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the by his fa
Orders of the Day are called, I beg to ask the at- country t
tention of the House to another grave loss which only by h
we have sustained this Session. The hand of of Victora
death lias been heavy upon the House this year, te was w

and in the decease of our colleague, the bon. town of L
member for South Victoria, we suffer a real loss. friend.

Mr. Hudspeth was not long in Parliament ; not the poor,
long enough to take the position that his great contact ;
abilities would entitle him to, and would have many a lo
gained for hiem had he been spared. Those wlo be warnl
knew the deceased had sincere esteem and affec- who ive ï
tion for him. He was one of the most lovable of
men ; a high-minded, honorable man, possessing
as kind a heart as ever beat in a human bosom. Bill (N
All those who met him, and had the pleasure of tîerein in
knowing him, will joini me in that opinion of our Raîlway
late colleague. As a public man, I believe that if
lie had lived, he would have taken a very con- LA
siderable, and indeed perhaps a high position in
the Government of this country. All we can do Mr. DE
now is te regret his early demise. To me person- That the
ally he is a great loss. I knew Mr. Hudspethli9na i
very well for a good many years, and as I have now read th
already stated, I do not know that I have ever -r W
met in my long experience, a man more worthy concurred
of respect and esteeia than was Adaîin ludspeth. That thei

Mr. BLAKE. Iu the absence of îny lion. friend, but bie refeî
thc leader of the Opposition, who lias been cailed power te prettein meut of tlie lieuse for a moment, Imîay say that, on lands te ha
this side of tlie lieuse, we cordialby concur in aras on c
every word that lias fallen froin the right lion. exceedier a
gentleman. I knew Mr. -ludspetlM for a great It will net
many years. lie was a warm personal friend of the time o
mine from lis youtli; he was, as the riglt lion. I gave my
gEntleman bas said, eae of the kindliest and most other nig
bovable seuls tliat ever breatbed, and a trnan of the precedents
very higest instincts of honr. le was ne of those ias been a
those who, in his personal career, his professional the Uniteî
career, and hs political career, neyer, I believe, of Congres
made an enery, and w o made friends bot among raiway an
his advrsaries and supporters wherever ie went. to the sc
Hie was one of these wHlo very largely conduced te and with
sften the asperities, often t e great, whicl occur "And ah
in the course f our political antagonises, and sha net fe
serions as his los is te us in ais other capacities t e al
it is mnost serios te us in the other element to ktoler 1
wbicb I have referred, and in which lie stood very twentY-five
high indeed in the ranks of this Parliaoent. ie Act e

Mr. BARRON. I do net tciuk, Mr. Speaker grantng a
that this sad occasion, te wbica referece ias been the Cntr,
made in sncm feeling trts, iot by the Premier Portand,
and by the bon. memb r for West Duram (Mr. e w And
Blake), slould lie allowed to pass witout sme Act aforesa

soften ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ lunie thnseiis fe toget hc cu

renarks from mysef. The late member for Soutical aunta ies a
Victoria was my colleague. Aithoug e and I fifty cents p
were opposed poiticaly, an bound te say that he Act ef
neyer since bave knowf n e im, and since we have Rairoad C
been oppeed in pohiticas, ias e ever allowed bis "And e
politica feelings te interfere te the brast extent sections of
with that warm friendship which lie bas always as are necs
aewn me. I wfe is junior, f course, by maiy stations, aid

and ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e byte o. ebe o Ws Dram(r

years in our profession and in political ue, but othe needf
tic lie abways acted my friend, although, as 1 have exeeding 1

said, lie was politically pposed to me. Tle cir- ther, and at
cumnstances of is death, as we ail knew, have been cents per ac
meet sad. a letter, whiah received frete my There was
home te-day, I an informed that on Sunday even- Pacific Rai
ing lie was as cheerfd, as appy and as lovable as follows

Sir -RICHARD CARtTWIGHT.

s has been in the midst of and surrounded
mily. I can assure this House and the
hat hi loss will be felt most keenly, not
is family, but by everyone in the County
ia and the surrounding couities, wherein
ell known and highly respected. In the
indsay, we have all ost a warm personal
le was a valued citizen, good and kind to
and to one and all with whom he came in
and I feel confident that for inany and
ng day the name of Adani Hudspeth will
y remembered in the hearts of the people
after hi.

THIRD READING.

o. 150) respecting a certain agreement
entioned with the Calgary and Edmonton
Company.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

ND GRANTS TO RAILWAYS.

WDNEY moved:
report of the Committee of the Whole on reso-
iting subsidies in land to certain railway con-
4anitoba and the North-West Territories be
e second time and concurred in.

ATSON. Before these resolutions are
in, I beg leave to move in amendment:

said resolations be not now read a second time,
red back to the Committee of the Whole, with
ovide as a condition of the free grants author-
ade to railways,that the ordinary agricultural
so granted shall be open. for sale in suitable
ondition of actual settiement, at prices not
fixed maximum.
be necessary for nie to occupy much of

f the House in support of this motion, as
reasons for the principle it embodies the

ht. I may say, however, that I can cite
for such a motion. Such a condition

ttached to similar grants to railways in
d States. I find that there was an Act
s in 1862 to aid in the construction of a
d telegraph line from the Missouri River

ific Ocean, which provided for a grant of
the following condition :-
such lands, so granted by this section, which
sold or disposed of by said company within
after the entire road shall have been con-

1 be subject to settlement and pre-emption,
ands, at a price not exceeding one dollar and
cents per acre, to be paid to said company."
f 1869, being an amendment to the Act
id in the construction of a railroad from
ai Pacific Railroad, in California, to
in Oregon, contains this provision :
vided further, that the Iands granted by the
id shall be sold to actual settiers only, in
ot greater than one quarter section to one
and for a price not exceeding two dollars and
er acre."

4th May, 1870, of the Oregon Central
ompany, chap. lxix, reads as follows :-

it further enacted, that the said alternate
and granted by this Act, excepting only such
sary for the company to reserve as depots,
e tracks, wood yards, standing greund, and
il uses in operating the road, shal be sold by
y only to actual settlers, in quantities not
60 acres, or a quarter section, to any one set-
a price not exceeding two dollars and fifty
re."
also an Act to incorporate the Texas

Ilroad Company in 1871, which reads as

4831 4832



[MAY 13, 1890.] 4834

" And provided further, that such lands so granted held by the railway company for speculative pur-
by this section to said company, which shall not be sold poses. It is undoubtedly in the best interest of

or therwise disposed of', as provided in this Act, within pss
threte y safter the compietirn of the entire road, shaIn the settlement of the country that settlers should
be subjected to settlement and pre-emption like other obtain lands at the lowest possible prices. We
lands, at a price to be fixed by and paid to said company, voted money last night for the purpose of bringing
not exceeding an average of two dollars and fifty cents in settlers, and we have the riglt to see that theyper acre for all the lands herein granted." shall be able to secure the lands they intend to
Now, these are precedents for the motion I am cultivate at the lowest possible prices. I do not
about to make. These lands were held by railway fix the price, but leave to the House, should my
companies for railway purposes. The official hand- motion be adopted, to decide upon that point. I
book published by this Government clearly, shows i think a fair maximum valuation would be $3 per
that the contention I made in the previous debate acre. That should be the maximum price ; and I
was absolutely correct, namely : that these lands know of no lands in Manitoba fit for settlement,
were held by railway companies for speculative especially those owned by the Canadian Pacifie
purposes and were held exempt from taxes, and Railway, that would not fairly be worth that
improved in value by the industry of surrounding amnount.
settlers. Speaking of Southern Manitoba lands,
that being the particular portion of Manitoba to House divided on anendmient of Mr. Watson:
which I referred the other night, I find it stated in
this hand-book, which was published about three Y s:
months ago : Messieurs

" For those desirous of purchasing, the land grant of the
Manitoba South-Western Colonisation Railway Company,
oriy now placed on the market, offers s ecial attractions.
It consists of over one million acres of choicest land in
America, well adapted for grain-growing and mixedfarms,
in a belt 21 miles wide, immediately north of the interna-
tional boundary, and fron range13 westward. That portion
of the grant lyîng between range 13 and the weste rnlimit
of Manitoba is well settled, the homesteads having been
long taken up. Purchasers will at once have all the
advantages of this early settlement such as schools,
ehurches, and municipal organisations."

That should be sufficient evidence to show that
these railways, which have received these land
grrants, instead of offering them to intending set-
tiers at low prices, have held them for speculative
purposes, and now see fit to offer them for sale
when they have derived increased value fron the
inprovements made by the early settlers. As re-
gards the prices of the land, I find in this hand-
1ook that the regulations for the sale of lands for
the Manitoba North-Western Railway are as
follows :

" The price of land may be obtained from the land com-
miissioner at Winnipeg, Mr. A. F. Eaden. It varies fromM2.60 to $6 per acre, the price being regulated by its
location and the quality of the soil."

It is in the interests of the settlement of Mani-
toba and the North-West that a maximum price
should be placed on the land owned by those rail-
ways. To my personal knowledge, the Canadian
Pacific Railway hold, in south-western Manitoba,
over a million of acres, and these lands have been
enhanced in value by the schools, churches, and
municipal organisations established. It is unfair
that these lands should be exempt from taxes,
while they derive all the benefits to be gained
fron the industry of the people who have settled
in the country, who pay the taxes, and
to whose labor and expenditure alone are
tdue the increased value of the lands. For
ail reasonable construction in the North-West,
these subsidies are a very reasonable bonus; for it
should not be supposed that we are to give suffi-
rient lands to construct the whole road, or, in
other words, make a gift to a company of a railway
built out of the public lands of the country. I
think I have shown that this motion of mine is
not without precedent. Similar motions have been
made in the United States with regard to several
railways in that country, and I have given abund-
ant evidence to show that these land grants are
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Amendment negatived and resolutions concurred
in.

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to call attention
to the fact that the hon. member for North Victoria
has voted, and I will just read the paper placed in
my hand:

"9th May, 1890.
"We, the undersigned, agree to pair during the re-

mainder of the Session.
"ADAM HUDSPETH.
"JNO. A. BARRON."

Mr. BARRON. Before voting, I asked the
question whether my pair was off by reason of
the sad death of Mr. Hudspeth, and I was told it
was.

Mr. TROW. The hon. member for Lambton
did not vote.

Mr. LISTER. I was paired with the hon. mem-
ber for Cape Breton (Mr. McKeen), or I would have
voted for the amendment.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 152) to amend the Acts respecting the
Harbor of Pictou.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 149) to provide for the payment of a
Bounty on Pig Iron made from Canadian ore.-
(Mr. Foster.)

LABOR STATISTICS.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved second reading of Bill
(No. 148) to provide for the collection and publish-
ing of labor statistics. He said : This Bill speaks
for itself. It is to establish a Bureau or Depart-
ment of special statistics relating to labor. It is
an institution which exists in the neighboring
country, in Europe, and in all the large centres,
and which has for a long time been asked for here
by the different trades and labor organisations.
The question of labor and capital is one which
has attracted the attention of statesmen of every
country ; and, more effectually to carry out the
different ineasures which may affect the laboring
classes and their relations to capital, it is intended
to collect and publish statistics which will enable
Parliament better to understand these measures
when they are presented. An appropriation of a
small sum of money is asked for in order to provide
the means of collecting and publishing these sta-
tistics, by yearly reports to Parliament, and by
quarterly bulletins to be issued by the Bureau of
Statistics. It is understood that the Department
of Agriculture, to which that bureau will be
attached, will have one of its officers specially
charged with that duty. That officer will have
under his control a certain number of persons, and
will communicate with the different provincial and
municipal institutions, so as to get the necessary
statistics for the preparation of the reports
required by the Department.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does not the Act in
relation to the Department of Agriculture give
power to the Minister to establish branches for the
collection of statisties?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is not specially provided
for; but as the measure has been asked for by a

Mr. WÂTsoN.

very important class of the community, the
laboring class, we thought it was well to appro-
priate a certain sum of money for the purpose and
charge the Department especially with the duty of
collecting these statistices. There is no doubt that
the Government could collect those statisties with
the organisations now existing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That being so,
what is the use of the Bill ?-because it appears to
me there is no need to encumber our Statute-book
with an Act giving us power to do what we have
already taken power to do. My own impression
is the same as that of my hon. friend f rom Both-
well (Mr. Mills), that we have full power to
do all the hon. gentleman proposes to take in this
Bill. If he were asking for new powers altogether
I could understand it, but I am rather inclined to
think-I have not the Acts before me-that
we have full power to do exactly what he now
proposes to do.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No doubt everybody can
collect statistics. There is no need to have a
statute for that purpose ; but the Government
intend to create especially a branch in the Depart-
ment for that special work.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). My point is, that I do
not think any additional legislation is necessary
for that purpose. It may be quite necessary that
the Government should ask for an additional ap-
propriation especially for this purpose, but I do
not understand how we require new legislation.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The scope of that special
branch is more especially mentioned in this Act,
and that alone, I suppose, would not disgrace a
page of the Statute-book.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the House resolve

itself into Committee on the following resolu-
tion

Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the sum
of $10,000 per annum be approrriated for the expenses in
connection with the Bureau of Labor Statisties.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As I under-
stand the hon. gentleman's explanation, he is going
to request the Labor Committees, or the Labor
Unions, to furnish him with information. That
might be as well gained by a clause in the Gazette,
for all that I can see.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Even then it would not be
useless.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the
hon. gentleman, in asking for this $10,000, ought
to explain to the House what scheme lie has for
appropriating it.

Mr. BLAKE. Probably he will ask for "another
ten thousand " before long.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Following the good example
that has been set elsewhere, I am trying to escape
the danger which has been found to exist else-
where. We have asked for a sun of $10,O0,
which will be used for the payment of the salary of
the Assistant Cominissioner of Labor Statistics, to
pay the expenses of certain officers whose services
wiil be required, as I have stated before, pro-

4835 4836(COMMONS]



4837 [MAY 13, 1890.] 4838

vincial officers and municipal officers, and to pay (In the Committee.)
the printing of these bulletins and reports. I If you add to the high dignity of
cannot give any other explanation. Everybody thMiniLAe
knows what is meant by the collection of statistics. eknowsCommissioner of Labor Statistics, and you provide
We know that the provincial officers, who have a second commissioner, he wiIl fot long serve as a
already provided means for obtaining statistics, first or second class clerk.
cannot be expected to furnish us information for
nothing; then the municipal officers also can give Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the officer were one who
to the officer charged with the duty of collecting came under my Department, I could give a pledge.
these statistics, information which cannot be It is the intention of the Government that the
expected to be obtained for nothing. The publi- assistant commissioner shah le no more than he is
cation of these bulletins cannot be made gratis, described in this Bil. We had to use the nane,
and the publication of the reports will also require assistant commissioner, for we could not get a
some expenditure. I must say, that, perhaps, the better one.
sum of $10,000 may not be adequate to the require- On section 3,
ments of this Act. I know that, in the United
States, the Labor Bureau of Statistics has cost a Mr. CHAPLEAU. I beg to insert the words
large sum of money ; but, as I said before, availing Iquarterly bulletins and yearly reports to Parlia-
ourselves of the experience of others, and of the ment."
information and assistance which a good officer can Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I take this
obtain from the other organisations in this country, opportunity to renew the suggestion I made to the
we expect this sum will be sufficient to enable us Minister that le shonld ascertain the size ani
to make the experinient of establishing that number of rooms in each dweihing occupied by a
bureau. human beiag in the Dominion, when the census is

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not taken. This subject appears to le covered by one
going to object to the devotion of a small sum to of the scleduies. It is a very important matter.
the purpose of obtaining labor statistics. The Nothing shows the reai position of civilisation in a
object is good ; whether the administration will be country s0 much as the number of rooins at the
equally good or not, time will show. But still it disposai of every family, particulariy in the cities;
is desirable to know what the hon. gentleman and I commend this subject to the lon, gentleman,
proposes to do. Now, I understand him to say in taking the census. This information is obtained
that he is going to defray all the expenses for the in almost every other census taken, and no (oult
printing required ont of this vote, as well as the it is a most vaînabie item, and one that we onglt
salaries of the officers. to secure ai the earliest tine possible.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes. Mr. CHAPLEAU. The suggestion is wortby
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Iquite agree not only of consideration but of adoption.

with my hon. friend beside me that this is the Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Under the present law
first ten thousand, and that we shall see another the Government las the power to acqLire the
call upon us. fuliest information witl respect to labor statistics,

Mr. BLAKE. Ras the hon. gentleman decided as weil as any other kind of statistics that May
what the duties of the assistant commissioner are contribute to more intelligent legisiation i Parlia-
to be, what his rank and services, and his salary? ment. Aiready power is conferred on the Minister

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We expect that the officer of Agriculture to take the census, and secure statis-
already in charge in the Department of Agriculture, tics and the registration of statistics. So, under
will be able to devote sufficient time to do this the statute as it now stands, ail the information
work. There is no doubt that a small addition to which is now proposed to acquire by the organisa-
his salary might be required. Possibly a special tion of this new branch of the Department of
officer may be needed to be appointed, whose Agriculture can le acquired under the present
salary would be that of a chief clerk. The Govern- law. Ve are at present oltaining statistics with
ment has taken special care that it shall not be respect to capital in various forms, statistics with
the deputy head of a Department, but an officer respect to railways and their operations, with
il, one of the Departments. respect to persons employed n varions pursuits,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Some portion and I do not know any reason why there should le
of these matters might be very well obtained in a special department for this purpose, important as
the course of collecting the materials and informa- it is, any more than there should le a special
tion for the census. When we get into Committee department for any other particular brandi of
on the measure I will call the hon. gentleman' statistical information. As to whether there
attention to that matter. should le a sub-department or not, that is a

mnatter of departmental convenience. It does
Mr. CHAPLEAU. We rely very much on the not improve the position of lalor, and it

good offices of the differentProvincial Goveruments. does not supply to the Government any addi-
Reciprocity of good feeling, good understanding, tional information; it is a mere re-arrangement ofWill co-operate, I think, largely in rendering the the Departnent on which these special duties
Proposed bureau successful and useful to the whole devolve. That leing the case, I confess that, not-
Dominion.

Resolution reported and referred to Committee wttand th statements o he Secrtary of
On Bill (No. 148.) Why should Parliament give the Minister of Agri-

House resolved itself into Committee on Bil culture an additional tit[e? It is true that the
CNo. 148) to provide for the collection and pub- Minister of the Interior is called also the Surrin.
ishing of Labor Statistics. tendent General of Indian Affairs, which I a ways
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thought was an unnecessary title, as the duties in-
dicated come within the Department, but the reason
the First Minister gave for that title being added
was that power was retained to separate that
branch of the Department of the Interior and make
it a separate and distinct branch if it were thought
fit. The Secretary of State does not propose to do
this under the present Bill; he does not propose to
separate the functions of Commissioner of Labor
Statistics from those of Minister of Agriculture.
It is, in fact, expressly declared in the Bill that
those duties shall devolve on the Minister of Agri-
culture, and there is no possibility, by Order
in Council or otherwise, of separating those
particular duties from that, a special Department.
So, there is no need that the Minister of Agricul-
ture shall be called the Commissioner of Labor, or
of Labor Statistics. This naine seems to be given
to him for the sole purpose of enabling him to
appoint a subordinate officer with the title of
assistant conmissioner. I do not think this House
ought to be troubled as to the question of how a par-
ticular Departnent shall be organised, and what
the name of the officers in that Department shall
be. It is for the Minister to organise the Depart-
ment, as his experience of the actual working of
the Department shows to be most necessary. I do
not think that this is intended merely to give to
some officer of the Department a particular rank,
which he might not otherwise get, and a salary
beyond that which, perhaps, the duties of this
particular branch nay warrant by these provisions
of the Bill. I certainly think that this is un-
necessary legislation for the most part, because it
will not enable the Minister to do anything that
he cannot do at the present time, or anything
it is not his duty to do, The fifth clause of the
Bill, which authorises the Minister to obtain a par-
ticular sum of money, for the purpose of discharg-
ing the duties which lie proposes now to undertake
with more care than before, is the only clause of
real importance in the Bill.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have stated before, and I
wish to repeat again, that the Government did not
think it was showing too much consideration for the
important class of the community, in favor of
which we are legislating now, in giving to the
organisation of that Bureau of Statisties, the
solemnity, I might say, of an Act of Parliament.
It will be signalised throughout the country, and
public attention will be drawn to it, by the import-
ance of a statutory enactment. We know very
well that the Department of Finance, or the Depart-
ment of Customs, or of the Secretary of State, could
collect statistics, but we thought it was better to
do what has been done in other countries, where
they had the saine power, without a special enact-
ment, to create that branch of the Department.
We thought it better to secure the responsibility
of the head of a Department, to control that Bureau
of Statistics, and to ask the necessary sum to meet
the expenditure for that purpose. That is enough,
I think, to justify our legislation in this direction.
N e can collect statisties now, but we cannot do so
without the money we are asking, and I think it
is necessary, useful, and proper to make known
the establishment of this Bureau of Statisties by a
solemn statutory enactment. That bas been done
in other countries, and has been found useful. I
believe it will also be found useful here.

Mr. MiLs (Bothwell).

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The explanation of the
hon. Minister bas shown that he aims at two
things : one, to make a special provision to gi-e
sone officers of the Department a more higi-
sounding title, and, perhaps, a better salary than
he at present has ; and the second is, to humbug
the laboring classes by persuading them that the
Government is rcally doing something for tiei
which it was not doing before.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We are doing for the
laboring classes now, what has been asked for a
long time in this country, and what has been
asked and done in other countries. We intend not
only to give a salary to the officer, but we intend
to give him also a great deal of work, and a great
deal of useful work too.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I was glad to hear the
Minister state that he was only doing what had
been asked by the labor organisations in connec-
tion with this matter. I was pleased to know thiat
his desire was to carry this Bill througi, because
the labor organisations were desirous that it should
be placed upon the Statute-book. The labor
organisations, according to his view, do not consider
that the law, as at present, embraces all the require-
ments necessary. Now, the question arises witl
me is, that this measure bas been introduced so
late in this Session, that the hon. Minister could
hardly have hîad an opportunity of presenting this
Bill to the varions branches of the labor organisa-
tions throughout the Dominion, so as to ascer-
tain whether the leading members of this organisa-
tion are in unison with its provisions; or that they
should have an opportunity of carefully exanining
the Bill and giving their views on it to the lion.
Minister. I am inclined to think that if the
Secretary of State would stop to consider a little
he would find that, perhaps, not all of the laur
organisations are desirous tiat the Bill should be
pushed through this Session. He will find tiat
they even desire that the Bill should stand over,
until they have an opportunity of meeting together
and examining its contents fully, to sec whether it
will meet their requirements or not. I think mny
hon. friend the Secretary of State bas bad repre-
sentations made to him to this effect ; and that he
will find, if he desires to meet the iews of the
labor organisations, that it is better to allow the
Bill to remain over for another Session. I hold in
my hand a communication from D. J. O'Donoghie,
secretary of the Legislative Committee of the
Toronto Trades and Labor Council, addressed to
the President of the Dominion Trades and Labor
Council, in which it is stated by the secretary of
one of the most important branches of the Labor
Council and Knights of Labor in the Dominion Of
Canada, that it would be better te allow this Bill
to remain over. I have no doubt that the Secra-
tary of State is acquainted with the contents of
this communication, and I would ask him whether,
taking into consideration the representations made
by those interested, lie should not allow the inea-
sure to stand for this Session ? If it be the hon.
gentleman's intention te push the Bill through,
the labor organisations request that some very
important amendments should be made te it. Let
me read from a portion of tis letter what is stated
by the labor organisations in Toronto, with refer-
ence te the passing of this Bill during the present
Session :

4839 4840[COMMONS]



[MAY 13, 1890.]

" I am instructed to write you, as labor representative
at Ottawa, to press upon the Government the advisability
of leaving the Bill to stand for further consideration, and
its passing into law, until next Session of Parliament.
This request has no hostility to a measure of the intent of
the Bill just quoted, but is made with the object of allow-
ing organised labor. through its labor congress, to pass
upon its merits or offer suc h amendments as their expe-
rience, knowledge and necessities may determine essen-
tial to the end aimed at. Organised labor bas a right to,
and expects as much consideration in respect of the busi-
ness of this character as has been by the Government
afforded to bankers and others immediately interested in
legislation affecting banking and banks."

Thev say that the Government allowed a long
opportunity for the Banking Bill to be considered
by those interested in it, and they claim that they
have a right to ask that this Bill should remain
over until next Session, so that they may have an
opportunity of making known to the Government
all the needs and requirements of the labor orga-
nisations. My hon. friend says there is reciprocity
in the matter between the various local Par-
liaments and this Parliament. I believe there
will be no dificulty in this respect ; I have no
doubt that the local authorities will render every
assistance they possibly can iii order to have labor
statistics efficiently collected. In Ontario we have
an important branch for the collection of labor
statistics, which is serving a good purpose. At
first the various labor organisations were reluctant
to supply the information desired, fearing that it
might affect their taxation; but that difficulty has
been to a great extent removed. However, my
object was to read what I have read, showing that
this organisation would be better pleased if the Bill
were allowed to remain over till next Session. If,
however, the hon. Secretary of State is determined
to proceed with the Bill, I have some amendments
which they consider to be important, which I shall
feel it my duty to press upon the Committee.

Mr. LÉPINE. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman,
it strikes me that the stand taken in reference to
this matter by the hon. member for Elgin (Mr.
Wilson) is quite strange. Some weeks ago the bon.
gentleman charged the Government with paying
very little attention to the report of the Labor
Commission. Now, when complaint was laid
against the Government for not considering the
report of the Labor Commission, why should he
now ask that the consideration of this report be
postponed to next year? The Bill now before the
House was, of course, based on the report made by
the Labor Commission. I cannot see any necessity
for postponing the consideration of this Bill until
next Session. One must not put off to the morrow
what one can do on the very day. I am some-

hat puzzled by the letter from Mr. O'Donoghue,
just read by the hon. member for Elgin (Mr.
Wilson). Mr. O'Donoghue is one of the most ardent
advocates of the organisation of a Labor Bureau,
and, last year, at the meeting of the Dominion
Trades and Labor Congress, he strongly urged the
organisation of these Statistical Bureaus. Why
should he now wish to see the carrying of the Bill
delayed? For several years past the labor organ-
isations of this country have been asking for a
'Statistical Bureau, and, if it was not granted
Sooner, it is, no doubt, owing to the fact that the

Overnment, in 1885, appointed a Labor Commis-
Sion for ascertaining the condition of the work-
lugmen of the whole Dominion. The Government
keep their promise by now asking the House to

affirm this Bill organising a Labor Statistical
Bureau, and that they be granted a sum of $10,000
to cover the expenses of management of the sane.
In every country there are institutions of this kind,
and they have been very 'greatly beneficial to the
laboring classes. The laboring classes in this
Dominion expect to be paid the saine attention,
and I congratulate the Government for having
taken the initiative. I have no doubt, Mr. Chair-
man, that the majority of the members of this
House, fully appreciating the importance of the
establishment of such a Statistical Bureau and
actuated by the best intentions towards the labor-
ing classes, will unanimously adopt this Bill, and
later on they will only have to congratulate them-
selves for having done so. Mr. Chairman, I (1o
not see of what use it would be to put off this Bill
until next year, for it has been brought to the notice
of the labor organisations. Moreover, the labor
organisations of the Dominion were represented
here during the whole winter by delegates whon
they trust, and who are certainly the best informed
men as to labor matters they could send here. So
that what these delegates have done was well
done. Mr. Carey, who represents here the Domiin-
ion Congress, received fromn the Hon. Mr. Chapleau
a copy of the Bill, and having found it perfectly
acceptable, did not deem it his duty to ask for any
change in it. Therefore, I might as well trust Mr.
Carey, who. was here the delegate of the organis-
ations, than trust Mr. O'Donoghue, who must be
moved by political considerations. Thus, Mr.
Chairmnan, I conclude by hoping that the House
will adopt this Bill creating a Labor Statistical
Bureau. The Bill will be well appreciated by the
workingmen, for it will enable them, in a few
years, to ascertain the improvements made, by a
comparison between the wages now paid and those
that will then be paid ; moreover, it will enable
them to compare the prices of commodities,
food, &c., and ascertain whether they have truly
improved their social condition.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. At this late hour of the
Session I have avoided entering into a long dis-
sertation on this most important subject, which
might have otherwise enlisted the attention of the
House in hours of fruitful discussion. I do not
want to do it, for the reason the hon. member
for Elgin (Mr. Wilson) has mentioned. I have
given to the cause of the laboring classes, to their
condition and their demands, the closest study
and attention. The subject has enlisted my
sympathy for many years. I had prepared for this
Session two or three different measures-only pro-
jects of law, it is true ; and I have received in some
cases, in a spirit which was perhaps too suspicious,
recommendations and advice and demands, and I
have been asked to postpone those measures, and
the Government have yielded to that request of
the labor organisations. I must tell ny bon. friend
from Elgin that he is mistaken if he believes that
the trade and labor organisations are opposed to the
passage of the Bill for the creation of a Bureau of
Labor Statistics. Not later than about balf an hour
ago, Iwas in communicationwith the President of the
Legislative Commnitteeof the Tradesand Labor Coun-
cil of Toronto, Mr. Carey, who suggested to me
somemodificationsandamendmentswhich I am going
toaskthe House toembodyin this Bill. ButIknow
that it is not only good, but necessary, that a Labor
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Bureau should be organised now. The preparation of
the census will coincide with the organisation of
this bureau, and I am sure that I am not saying
anything contrary to the wishes of the labor or-
ganisations when I say that this Labor Bureau
should be organised at once. It is not a novelty.
I had prepared an insurance measure for working-
men, containing dispositions of detail which it was
necessary to study for a certain time, and I have
been asked to postpone that measure, and the
Governmient have postponed it. Another measure
was prepared to protect workingmen against what is
commonly called the truck system. I have been
asked to postpone that measure for further study
of the different objects it embraced ; and I have
agreed to do so. This measure, however, is not
only opportune, but necessary at the present time.
I think it right that we should study these labor
questions, and the organisation of a Labor Bureau
is only the preparation for the study of all labor
questions involving such great and important in-
terests in the country.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am in favor of such a Bill
as that now before the House, but I think it is too
late in the Session to bring forward a measure of
such importance. The House has been in Session
for nearly four months, and now, in the closing
days of the Session, the hon. Minister asks us to
carry through this very important Bill. I think it
would be in the interest of all, if this Bill, baving
been introduced and read the second tiine, were
allowed to remain over until next Session.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It will take nearly a year
to organise it.

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Bill ought to have been
introduced in the early part of the Session. We
cannot, at this time, give it the consideration it
requires, and I do not see that any great harm
will be done if it is allowed to reinain over until
next Session, so that, in the meantime, the labor
organisations all over the country, who are specially
interested in it, will have a full opportunity to
consider it, and next Session we shall be able to
put on the Statute-book a more perfect measure
than we can possibly do now.

Mr. CURRAN. If the Bill were one of great
complication, and if the subject had not already
occupied the attention of those most interested and
the general public, and if it had not been discussed
as it bas been by the press, there would be more
force in what the hon. gentleman says than there
really is. This Bill is one of great sirnplicity; it
is one that has been evolved from the discussions
which have taken place in the interest of the
laboring classes. Although it has not been intro-
duced earlier in the Session, the hon. gentleman
has not shown there is any vicious principle in the
Bill, or that there is any particular point to which
he takes any special exception; and, therefore, his
observations are not of a character to warrant the
hon. gentleman in adopting the suggestion that
the Bill should stand over until next Session. If
the Bill should become law, and it is shown between
this and next Session to be defective in any
res ect, we will be in a position next Session to
ma e such amendments as experience will show to
be necessary. But, in the meantime, it is well that
this measure, which has received the attention of
those most deeply interested, should be now
placed in our statutes, and we can later introduce

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

such amendments to it as time and circumstances
may indicate to be necessary. I hope the hon.
gentleman will press his measure through, and
thus prove to those who have been for sometime
asking for such a law, that the Parliament of
Canada is anxious to do what it can to meet their
just demands. By obtaining the statistics, and the
other information for the obtaining of which this
Bill provides, we will be enabled to adopt such
measures as will be conducive to the interests of
both labor and capital.

Mr. McKAY. I cannot see that any good
reason has been given why this Bill should be left
over for another Session. It is not a Bill which
legislates in any way against the workingmen, but
will operate to their benefit. It is for the purpose
of obtaining data on which Parliament may act
next Session. The information, which nay be
gathered by the Bureau of Statisties, may prove to
be data for legislation to be brought forward at a
later date, and I do not see, therefore, why it should
be held over. It is a step in the direction of pro-
gress. I hope the Secretary of State will* press
this Bill and put us in a position to, at a future
time, legislate in the interests of labor organisa-
tions. Although representing a constituency where
there are many workingnen, I have heard of no
protest against this Bill. If they had anything
against it, I am sure my colleague and myself
would have heard of their protests, but they seem
to be well satisfied.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not wish to be un-
derstood as opposing the Bill at all. I am just as
anxious as the Secretary of State that a Bill meet-
ing the desires of the various labor organisations
in the Dominion should be passed. My hon. friend
from Hamilton (Mr. McKay) says he has had no
protest against this measure and has heard of no
complaint in reference to it. I might ask if any
representations have been made to pass the Bill
this Session?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes; and very strong and
very pressing representations.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Well, I have had repre-
sentations equally as strong and pressing to have
it held over. The Secretary of State says he has
prepared several other measures. I am aware of
that. I had an opportunity of looking at one of
them, not very much in the interest of organised
labor. This is better than that.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend cannot know
that. If he takes his conclusion from information
obtained in the press, he obtained wrong informa-
tion. My hon. friend does not know what the
measure was which I intended to propose to- the
House.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). All I know is that a Bill
purporting to be the measure of my hon. friend waS
given a limited circulation. A few copies were
obtained by some individuals, and, judging fromil
those copies, the measure was not in the interest
of organised labor to the extent this one is, and I
would, therefore, approve of this as being an ln -
provement upon the previous Bill. My hon. frienid
from Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) has expressedl
his surprise that such a letter should come fromli
Mr. O'Donoghue. If he considers the matter care-
fully, he will not be at all surprised. It is oulv a
few days ago this Bill was introduced and receivei
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its first reading, and was then printed and circula-
ted ; and it is only through the care and watchful-
ness of Mr. Carey in forwarding this Bill to
Toronto, that the labor organisations there had an
opportunity of seeing it at all. It may be that my
lion. friend, being behind the scenes, had an op-
portunity of seeing the Bill before it was printed,
and of handing it to his friends before it was made
generally public ; but I am satisfied that the or-
ganisation in St. Thomas have not had any opportu-
niity of reporting their views in reference to this
subject.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. All the labor organisations
know it, and know it better than we do in this
House.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). That is a very surpris-
ing statement. Did they have an opportunity of
reading the Bill before it was printed ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). That is very strange,

indeed. I thought this measure was the
fruit of ihe fertile brain of the Secretary of State;
yet he tells us that the organisations all knew of
this Bill a long time ago. I can tell the hon.
gentlemnan that, if they did, they have never niade
known any desire for the passage of this measure
to me, and I must, therefore, hold they have not
lad that opportunity. However, my hon. friend
tells me he has received suggestions from Mr.
Carey, and has incorporated them in the Bill. If
that is so, I am quite satisfied to allow the Bill to
pass through this Session, but, certainly, unless it is
protected in the direction the organisations re-
quire, it would be a mistake to allow it to go
through this Session.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When I stated that the
labor organisations knew this Bill better than we,
I said so because this Bill bas been passed and
proclaimed and acted upon in at least twenty or
thirty States of the American Union. It is known,
word for word, by every workingmen's association,
and nobody can say that it is taking the labor organ-
isations by surprise. I do not mean to say that
they have read this Bill, but they have read a Bill
designed exactly in the way that this is. My hon.
friend does not take the responsibility of delaying
this measure, and lie is right, because the census
will be taken concurrently with the statistics re-
guired by this Bill.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not intend to have
any reflection passed upon me that I am trying to
delay the Bill. If the Bill had been introduced
earlier in the Session, there would have been no
uifficulty about it, and. I stated that I was wiling
to withdraw any opposition if the representations
iade to me by the different organisations were

adopted. I have been in favor of this Bill, and I
am just as ardent a supporter of it as the bon.
gentleman.

Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) I do not intend
opposing this Bill ; I wish, on the contrary, to con-
gratulate the Government for having decided to
bring it up. I cannot see on what ground this Bill
could be objected to. We cannot too much favor
any legislation having for its object to improve the
condition of the laboring classes. But this latter
nuust be known in all its details if the end in view
is to be attained. My object, presently, is to call
the attention of the hon. Secretary of State to one

important point. It is most desirable that he
should direct this Bureau, which is about to be
organised, to specially examine the condition of the
particular laboring class of Quebec known as the
ship laborers. The transatlantic conpanies are
gradually leaving the port of Quebec, and they give
as their reason for coming no more to Quebec and
even transferring their trade to another country,
that the ship laborers of that town are requiring so
high wages that it is impossible for them to have
their ships loaded or unloaded without incurring
losses, instead of inaking profits out of their trade.
It is most desirable that this Bureau should enquire
as to the rules of these societies, the number of
persons employed in the loading and unloading of
ships, their salaries, and also the number of persons
,wbo are neot empieyed, ini eider that' this House
should be fully inforiued, and that we might know
whether these ship laborers' societies are truly a
benefit, or whether they should not rather be con-
sidered as a public calamity and nuisance. I hope
the hon. Secretary of State will give this niatter
his earnest consideration. It is a well known fact
that, on accountof the ship laborers, the river police
had to be naintained in Quebec, and the Govern-
ment felt compelled to impose a tax on the ships so
as to cover this expenditure. The United States,
in order to retaliate, are charging a duty on the
ships coming from any port of the Province of
Quebec. Such is not the case for Ontario, whose
ships are admitted free in the United States. Some
time ago-some two years ago, I think-I brouglit
up a Bill providing that the ship laborers, who
should try to prevent other laborers froin loading
ships, should be liable under the criminal law. I
did not succeed in having the Bill passed ; the
Government thouglit there was no necessity for it;
and I did not then receive sufficient support to
have the Bill become law. But here is a case
where the Government will have an opportunity of
ascertaining whether the rules and tariffs of the
ship laborers' society are really in the interests of
the laborers, or whether they are not a source of
rui for themselves as well as for the trade of the
city of Quebec,and a considerable impediment to the
prosperity of an important section of our country.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

WOOD MOUNTAIN ANI) QU'APPELLE
RAILWAY.

Mr. HESSON. I renew the motion whicb I
made earlier in the day for the suspension of the
rules in regard to the Bill iii reference to the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway.

Mr. LAURIER. What have the Government
to say in regard to this? It is a very unusual
application, and some reason must be given for it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The notice was
given very late, and the time would be up before
next Session. Under these circumnstances, I think
there should be no objection to allowing the Bill to
be read the first and second times and referred to
the Railway Committee, which will meet to-morrow
mnornng.

Mr. LAURIER. We have certain rules in
regard to private Bills, but they can be dispensed
with in case of urgency. In this case I understand
that certain works have to be completed before the
lst July or the charter will be forfeited. They
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have had four months, during which we have been
sitting here, within which to make the application.
No application has been made, and, as far as I see,
no question of urgency has been shown. I have no
reason to oppose this measure, personally or politi-
cally, and the Governinont must take the responsi-
bility for it.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think the leader of the
Opposition takes the proper course. I regard it as
a dangerous course to pursue, and I shall feel it niy
duty to adhere to the course taken by the leader
of the Opposition, as a follower of his.

Motion agreed to, on a division.
Mr. HESSON introduced Bill (No. 156) respect-

ing the Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway
Company.

Bill read the first and second times.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
SAVINGS BANKS-PROVINCE OF QUEBEC.

Mr. FOSTER. I have not heard of it.
Bill reported, and read the third time and

passed.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the
louse resolve itself into Committee to consider cer-

tain resolutions respecting subsidies to railways.
Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into

Committee.

(In the Conmnittee.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These resolu-
tions show the aid the Government propose to ask
Parliament to grant in the way of assistance to
railway companies by subsidies. Many of these
are simply revotes ; the amount of the new votes
proposed will reach about $3,000,000. We have
endeavored to keep the subsidies within very
moderate bounds, and they are very moderate,
compared with the votes that have previously been
granted. We believe that assistance to a moderate
extent in certain parts of the Dominion is of great

Mr. FOSTER moved second reading of Bill importance to the development of sections of cou-
(No. 154) respecting certain savings banks in the try through whichtheseroadsareto be constructed.
Province of Quebec. fe said: This is an Act to The policy of the Government is well known and
extend the charters of the two savings banks in has been fixed for several years, and I need not.
the Province of Quebec, the City and District therefore, dilate upon that policy. I suggest that
Savings Bank and the Caisse d'Economie. They we consider the resolutions seriahm.
follow the general banking legislation of ten years To the Montreal and Ottawa Railway Company, forantither cartes tat ime xteded 30 miles of their railway, from the western end of theago, and their charters were at that time extended, 30 miles subsidised by the Act 50-51 Victoria, chapter 24,and the privileges which they had before were also towards Ottawa, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile,
extended to theni for a period of ten years. They and not exceeding in the whole $96,000.
expire on the lst of July next year, so it becomues Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This road was
necessary to exNtend their charters. They are not formerly known as the Vaudreuil and Prescott
banks of issue, of course, sinply savings banks. Railway. The Act passed during the present
The Bill was introduced into the Senate and passed Session changed its name to the Montreal and
there, and follows almost entirely the lines of the Ottawa Railway. The road was designed to coin-
old Bill, without any new privileges, and without mence at the Grand Trunk at Vaudreuil, and passcurtailing to any extent the privileges which they through the country near Hawkesbury, a distance
have heretofore had. The clauses in reference to of about 90 miles. By 50-51 Victoria, chapter 24, a
unclaimed dividends are put in here anew, follow- subsidy of $96,000 was voted for 30 miles.
mng the clause of the Bank Act with reference to Sixteen miles have been constructed and trains have
the s'ame matter. Most of the clauses are changed been running over that portion. By this resolu-
in sense; some of then are redrafted so as to read tion a subsidy is proposed for 30 miles further,
better, and I will point out these to the Committee leaving 30 miles uncovered by subsidy. The road
as we pass through. will pass through a magnificent farning country,

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second tinte, and which stands very much in need of railway facilities
House resolved itself into Comnittee. for its development. It has been decided by the

(In the Committee.) Government to ask Parliament forafurthersubsidy
to aid in carrying on the road to Ottawa.

On section 6' Mr. LAURIER. I do not find any report as
Mr. FOSTER. The only change is the addition to this company in the reports brought down by

of the words " and all accumulated profits," giving the Minister of Railways.
them the power to invest their accumulated profits. Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Perhaps the hon. gen -

.On section 18, tleman will tell us at the outset what amount of
Mr. FOSTER. The only change is the omission subsidies have been applied for, and what amount

of the words "on call," after the words " char- the Government contemplate giving ; that is, what
tered banks." There is a provision afterwards the subsidieswillamountto, tothe railwaysincorpo-
which makes these moneys subject to the agree- rated which the Government have thought worthy
ment which may be entered upon between these of being subsidised. I notice that a very large
banks and the chartered banks with which they de- number of railway charters have been granted, and
posit. I am told by an hon. gentleman who has looked

into the matter, that at $3,200 a mile, it would
On section 19, require 870,000,000 to subsidise all these rail-ays.
Mr. LAURIER. I understand that complaints I do not suppose that the Government basformed

have been made to the Government that these a favorable opinion of all these enterprises, although
banks were really doing a discount business, a they have permitted the charters to be granted;
bank business ; am I correct in that opinion ? but no doubt a very much larger number of railway

Mr. LAU'RIER.
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corporations have applied for aid than those Mr. LAURIER. How much have they received
included in the list. Perhaps the hon. gentleman already?
will tell us what amount has been applied for, and Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot tell for
to what extent the applications have been set aside. the moment. They apply and get their money

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The fact that a when each ten riles is constructed.
company has been chartered to build a railway i Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. gentleman lias inti-
any section of the Dominion, does not at all pre- niated to ns, that this is only the beginning and
sume that it is to be aided by parliamentary vote. not the end of this policy, I think it would be well
There are a good many railways which have ap- if he would say what the total liabîhty is that the
plied for charters for the purpose of competition. country is expected to incur, in virtue of this
As a general rule, although there may be excep- policy, as respects this railway? We have given
tions, I do not think Parliament will be asked, if a subsidy already. We are now asked to grant
any given section has a railway passing through it, more, aid the lon. gentleman says we wil1 be
to subsidise a compeMitive railway. LAearly every asURed agaiEi for another subsidy.
one of the commercial centres apply for a coi- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A subsidy for
petîtive railway, in order to regulate aid coerce thirty miles was granted last year, a subsidy for
the railway already constructed. I think we had thirty miles is now applied for, and the thrty
80, or, perhaps, 100, applications for assistance miles will finish to Ottawa, altogether ninety
or subsidies this year. The amount applied for miles. The, there will be a route fromn Vaudreuil
was about $14,00,0n. The resolutions now be- to Ottawa, mnaking another route between Montreal
fore the Committeeinvolves, as I have alreadytstated, and Ottawa.
about $3,000,000. There are altogether $3,00c,000, Mr. MiMULLEN. It willtherefore, tao $288,-
or thereabout, in the items before the Cormittee; 00 to luild t ese ninety miles. We have already
but there is $1 ,000,00 of revote, ail of which will two roads froe Montreal to Ottawa. What is the
be explained as we go along. distance between these sections?

Mr. LAURIER. The state ent ctade by the Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Canadia
First Miniter that applications to relthe amount of Paific Railway runs nn the other side of the River

14,000,000 have been nade, shows that we have Ottawa, and the Canada Atlantic Railway ruis
opeed a very wide door in this policy. The lion. from Coteau to Ottawa. The Vaudreuil Railway
gentleman will, I think, agree with me, nder runs along the south bank of the Ottawa River,
such circumstances, that wherever a coipany and passes through two or three or more couCities

hich eias been already farvored with a subsidy, wic have llo railway accomnodation.
cornes again for a subsidy, suct as the Montreal Mr. McMULLEN. Some years ago, when this
and Ottawa Railway Company, we ought to be system of subsidising railways was first introduced,
satisfied as to the muanuer in which the subs0dy a deputation fron the Couties of Bruce, rey and
already allowed lias l)een applied. I do not find Wellington came here to urge on the G-'overumenit
that this company have made any report as to the propriety of refunding to those counties the
theic- w-ork, or that tlmev have proceeded to build amnounts of mouey they had contributed towards
the section of the road for which they have already the construction of railways which had neyer re-
receved a subsidy. I fTnd from the report of the ceived a single dollar of aid from the Dominion.
Minister of Railways, tat in the amonth of My opinion is that if the Government wish to vote
Febnuary, 1889, a contract was entered into by the oney for this purpose, it shold be voted to ope
company, with the Goverument, for thirty miles up new sections. I ani glad to hear the hon. First
fsrou Vaudreuil towards Hawkesbchry. But P to Minister announce to-night, that the policy of the
the hst December, 1889, no payments had been overnent in the future will be to avoid asssting
made, and I presume they are not satisfied with competing lines. The counties in the section of
the condition of the contract, and (lid not complete country 1 represent, contributed very large
their work in whole or in part. Before we vote amnounts of noney towards the construction of the
any further subsidy to this company, it woual beWellington, Grey and Bruce Railway, and the
interesting for us to know how far they hae pro- Toronto, Grey ato Bruce Railway, which is no a
ceeded with the sfbsidy already advanctd to portion of the Canadian Pacific Railway. The
thein; because, if they have not earned the snbsidy County of Bruce contributed as muc as ý40K,0XX;
granted to themi last year, it seems to me they some of the minor municipalities contributed as
should coa ply with the terns of the contract ynuc, as $60,000 and some $80,en e; they have been
entered into with the Government before receivîng paying taxes on these contributions for fifteen or
aflitional aid. sixteen years; and I ask the hon. Minister if i is

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I spoke in too just or fair to ask these municipalities, which have
im a tone, and my hon. friend did not exactly neyer received a farthing of assistance fron the
catch what I said. The road is designed to mn Dominion for railways, to contribute towards the
from the Grand Trunk Railway at Vaudreuil, construction of railways in other parts of the
through Rigaud, aynd the town of Hawkesbury country. I admit that the Govebnenent did con-
Ottawa, a distance of about ninety miles. A sub- tribute towards the construction of a short line
sidy of $96,0 was granted for the firs thirty five miles long, from some point on es i Toronto,
Miles, last year, and sixteen miles lias been con- Grey and Bruce Railay to Winghai, but that is

oleted and trains are running on it. I believe if the oly railway they have assisted in that part of
as been graded and will be finished immediately the country.

to Rigaud, and I have no doubt, in tli course of Sir JOHN A. MACDOONALD. I think that my
this summner, they will go on with the construc- lhon. fried, instead of making any complaint,
tion. should be proud of the fact that the counties of
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Wellington, Grey, Waterloo and Bruce have been
wealthy enough to build their own railways without
applying to Parliament. This small aid is intend-
ed simply to furnish the iron to iron the railways
i localities that are not able to build railways for
themselves. The hon. gentleman knows that
$3,200 a mile will not construct a railway ; in addi-
tion to that there must either be a subscription of
stock by shareholders, of which there is not enough
going on in Canada, or the municipalities must
come forward and aid the railways by bonuses.
In this way a sufficient fund may be obtained to
commence the work, and after some progress has
been made, they will be in a position to go into
the market and issue bonds. But, it would be a
hopeless task if the Government were obliged to
go back and consider the railways that have been
built by localities and recoup them for the money
they have expended. That would never do at al.

Mr. LAURIER. I think the hon. member for
Vaudreuil (Mr. MeMillan) will not thank the lion.
First Minister for supposing that the county be
represents is not as well able to build its own rail-
ways as any county in the Province of Ontario. I
think he would protest-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think
he would protest very hard.

Mr. LAURIER-that one of the oldest and
finest counties in the country is not entitled to be
treated in a more beggarly manner than any other
county. But wealthy as any section of the coun-
try may be, still any aid is welcome to it ; and this
is why my hon. friend from Wellington (Mr.
MeMullen) is appealing for assistance to his section.
He does not see any reason why any section of the
country, less favored by nature than the section he
represents, should be favored by the Government.
Nor do I think the statement of the hon. First
Minister altogether applies, for I see that aid is to
be given to a railway in the County of Waterloo,
in the very section of country my hon. friend
adverted to.

Mr. LABROSSE. I think the hon. member for
Wellington should not complain of money being
granted to the County of Prescott, because it is a
county which has not railway communication at
present. When this railway was begun, the Pro-
vince of Quebec voted $5,000 a mile to assist it ;
and two years ago we applied to the Ontario Gov-
ernment in the hope that they would grant us
assistance, but failed. I was desirous that the
County of Prescott should have its share of rail-
way assistance as well as the County of Vaudreuil.
I cannot say that it is a verv poor county, but it
should have its share of the' money voted for rail-
ways, because it has mninerals and mills and plenty
of natural resources, and it greatly needs railway
communication. For this reason, I do not think my

I think that is only fair and reasonable ; but that
deputation got no encouragement whatever. Why,
Sir, the Toronto, Grey and Bruce was one of the
ihost important links in the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way main line, by way of Owen Sound, and then
by the lake to Port Arthur right on to Winnipeg,
before the North Shore was built. The Canadian
Pacific Railway have taken it and made it a por-
tion of their main line. Under those circuin-
stances, these people were entitled to some con-
sideration. Take the case of the Province of Que-
bec. When the Government assumed the Mont-
real, Ottawa and Occidental Railway, as it was
called, and made it part and parcel of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, the Dominion Government
considered, under the circumstances, it was only
just that the Province of Qnebec should be re-
couped for the money they put into that line.
This road is in the very same condition. Why
then is it that these people are denied the same
consideration as was given to the Province of
Quebec ? I am not complaining of ny bon. friend,
who is quite right in obtaining what he can for his
county. I have no objections to that, if it is a
section of country which ought to be accommodated
in this way. It appears to me there are quite a
number of roads running south, but I suppose the
Government have taken precautions to see that
this road is not running directly parallel to lines
already built, as the First Minister bas laid that
down as a principle on which subsidies should be
granted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can only state
to my hon. friend that there may have been, some
years ago, deputations on this subject from that
part of the country, but certainly there have been
none of late years; and I have not heard anything
about it lately until just now from my bon. friend.
All that I can say is that, if the various nui4ci-
palities have expended their money as the lion.
gentleman says tbey have, let them bring up their
case, and we will take it into consideration by next
Session.

Mr. BLAKE. They have donc all that already.
Mr. McMULLEN. I am very glad to have that

information froin the First Minister. I am glad
to see that he bas expressed his willingness to give
their case fair and serious consideration, and I
shall convey that opinion to those municipalities,
which, I am aware, have labored under great in-
convenience.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My hon.
friend may as well read the communication ad-
dressed to the First Minister :

" We, the undersigned members of the Huse of Com-
mons, respectfully recommend, that the Vaudreuil and
Prescott Railway be placed on the list of railways to be
subsidised this Session, in the event of the Government
adopting the policy of subsidising railway companies this
Session.

on. riend shoud complain. "HUGH McMILLAN,
Mr. McMULLEN. I am not making any coin- J. G. H. BERGERON,

plaint at all. I amn making an appeal for con- And 110 others.
sideration for the Counties of Wellington and "18th March, 1890."
Grey for the enormous amounts of money theyi.f
have contributed towards the construction of the If my hon. friend had his 110 others im force, no
Wellington, Grey and Bruce and the Toronto, doubt the Government would give his application
Grey and Bruce Railways. They claim that all the attention it deserves.
if this policy is to be carried out, the Govern- Mr. BLAKE. I am afraid the time the Govern-
ment should relieve them of some of the debt they ment had to prepare those papers was so linited
neurred for the construction of those lines. that the stenographer was flot able to give us the

Sir Jons A. MACDONALD.
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names of the 110 others ; and I am sure this is
rather unjust to them, who would only have been
too glad to have their names published to the
world.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Log rolling
in excelsis, you may describe it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The right hon. the First
Minister seems to have forgotten that the depu-
tation was largely representative, which waited
upon himself and the members of the Government
some two or three years ago, to urge the claims
the hon. member for North Wellington has referred
to. It was a very large and influential deputation.
I was there myself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Was I there ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. The right hon. gentleman

was there also. The matter was brought to his
attention and that of his colleagues ; and the
claims of those municipalities were very properly
and ably put before the First Minister. At that
time the First Minister could not entertain the
proposition which was made ; and I did not think
at the time he was quite right. I am glad to see
he has approached nearer the principles of justice
in what he has said to-night, and that he will con-
sider their case. If there ever was a portion of
a country entitled to the consideration of the
Government, it is this one. They have contributed
very largely to the railways they have built; in
fact they have built their own railways without
the aid of one cent from the Dominion treasury.
There is not a single public building built by
the Dominion Government, I think, in the County
of Grey, although there are flourishing towns
there, of which fact my hon. friend, the Min-
ister of Public Works, is no doubt aware. We

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This subsidy
will cover half the way, and it is proposed to con-
tinue it next year for another eleven miles.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose this policy of granting
a little this year and more next, is not to shock us
with the whole amount at once. What is the pur-
pose of splitting up the grants in this way ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Because you
must cut your garment according to your cloth.
We think that various portions of the Dominion
deserve consideration in the construction of
railways. I hope now this company will set to
work vigorously, having got this vote, and build
these eleven miles before we meet again. It is
impossible to grant these various roads, all of
which have merit, the whole extent of the subsidy
they require to complete the full extent of each
line, be it long or short ; and our policy always
has been to grant a certain suin to enable them to
commence, and then grant additional subsidies
year by year, according as the revenue will permit.
Some of these lines, hundreds of miles in length,
have obtained grants from year to year for mnany
years. We have to consider the claims of other
portions of the Dominion. According as the road
is gone on with fromn year to year, it will be assisted
until finished.

Mr. LAURIER. That is a section of country
as to which the right hon. gentleman stated the
people ought to have been proud of being able
to build their own railways.

Mr. McMULLEN. I know this section of
country pretty well, and I know it requires railway
accommodation. I think, within the limits he has
laid down, the First Minister is fairly justified in
making this grant.

have built our own railways and public buildings, Mr. BLAKE. I understand the statement of
and we have helped to build the railways and tle First Minister Vo be practically a pledge that
public buildings of the rest of the Dominion ; and VIe renîinder of Vhs ruai ull be aided as the
I think the First Minister, the Government, and the commencement of iV is aided. IV is, therefore, ne-
House must be convinced that those counties which cessary that we shonld know Vo wîat exteut we
have not received public aid in any shape or form, are pledging ourselves. That being done, I Vhink
which have taxed themselves largely for the pur- there may le an advantnge mn adopting VIe plan
pose of building railways, should be recouped to which the hon, gentleman is Dow adopting. ln
somne extent for their outlay. I think the Ion. times past, VIe hon. gentleman has Vaken grants
member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) for a certain mileage, and the following Session le
has made a very strong case. I think the case wns has proposed Vo apply the gross sum which le had
made very strong before; I think the people are Vaken for the longer mileage Vo a shorter milenge.
entitled to the consideration of the Government; It will be more dificult for Lîm Vo pursue that lui-
and I am sorry that consideration should be put quitous plan under this system, and, as le bas donc
off until next Session. It might be attended to in the past, to double up VIe grants. If, tlerefore,
this Session. If the First Minister will look into the hon. gentleman states frankly Vo us, as le las
the matter, he will find all they have done. Why, donc on these two items, what he întends Vo do, I
in the case of the Georgian Bay and Wellington think tIe adoption of Vis plan may prevent hlm
Railway, the people il the municipalities there gave from putting himself in VIe way of Vemptation.
intheneighborhoodof amilliondollars. Inthecases
of the Toronto, Grey and Bruce, and the Welling- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. TIc Ion. gen-
ton, Grey and Bruce Railways the municipalities Vieman (Mn. Blake) is fond of indulging in a liVtle
gave nearly the same amount ; and yet these peoples
have had no return in public money for their expen- a ubsidy for a portion of a rond, tlit Parliament
ditures, avhile they have helped to build and equip unde any pledge Vo grant n further snbsidy;
railways in other portions of the Dominion, as Las but, as long as this policy exists and a raiWay lias
been pointed out so well by the member for Norths

Wellng on (r. cMulen) IV s hgli imeVhe ment will grant it furtîer aid. There 18 no pledgeWellington (Mr. McMullen). It is high time they i
should receive some consideration from this Gov- that iV will be granted cither in a subsequent Ses-
ernment which claims to be a paternal Government. sion or in a subsequent Parliament. That is ai-

Vogeher within the <iscretion of Panliament. TLe
To the Waterloo Junction Railway Company, for 11 hon gentleman sp

miles of their railway, from Waterloo to Elmira a sub-
sidy not exceeding $3,2(0 per mile, nor exceeding in VIe'tain votes. Thet has occurrcd vcry rarely, cen-
whole $35,200. tainly not more tan tlree or four imes, and that
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has been done under circumstances of difficulty of
construction, where it was found a railroad was
really required, but that $3,200 would not be
sufficient to build it.

To the Northern and Pacific Junction Railway Com-
pany, for a railway from Gravenhurst to Callander, the

alance remaining unpaid of the subsidies granted by the
Act 45 Victoria, chapter 14, and 46 Victoria, chapter 25,
nor exceeding in the whole $600.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This road is
constructed ; but before the company was in a
position to draw the subsidy, $35,600 had lapsed.
It was intended to vote the money, but, by a
typographical error, only $35,000 was voted,
leaving this balance of $600.

For a railway from Woodstock vid London to Chatham,
in the Province of Ontario 80 miles, in lieu of the sub-
sidy granted by the Act 49 Victoria chapter 10, for a rail-
way trom Ingersoll via London to Chatham, a subsidy not
-exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole
$256,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In this case
the railway undertook to go to London. and when
the road was nearly completed, the Ontario and
Quebec Railway Company bought it out and com-
pleted the road to Chatham ; but as Woodstock
was found to be best adapted in the interests of
trade for the starting point, Parliament is asked to
sanction the change to Woodstock instead of
Ingersoll.

To the St. Catharines and Niagara Railway Company,
for 14 miles of their railway, from the eastern end of the
20 miles subsidised by the Act 52 Victoria, chapter 3, to
Hamilton, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor
exceeding in the whole $44,800.

Mr. McMULLEN. Does not this subsidy vio-
late the principle the hon. gentleman has laid
down ? Is not this line almost alongside of the
Great Western Railway ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This railway
runs from Niagara Falls to St. Catharines, and is
intended, I believe, to be extended to Toront>.
However, we have granted this only for the four-
teen miles of straiglit road connecting the Une
already completed with Hamilton.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is this line subsidised
to Hamnilton now ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; only to St.
Catharines. This is to enable them to construct
the other fourteen miles into Hamilton, and that
is all it is proposed to give thein.

Mr. PATEBSON (Brant). Should not this be
the western end instead of the eastern?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I ain much
obliged to my hon. friend ; we will strike out the
word " eastern."

To a railway from Ottawa to Morrisburg, 52 miles, a
subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $166,400.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen
may remember that a grant of a similar sum
was made to the Ottawa and Waddington Railway
Company, and the Government has been advised
that the charter has expired, and another company
was chartered this Session to build the same line.
It is a valuable line, and the Government were
prepared to recommend that this subsidy be given
to the Ottawa and Morrisburg line, considering
that the other charter had expired. However,
representations have been made by the former

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

company that, notwithstanding the advice
received by the Government, their charter still
hlad life in it, was still in existence; therefore,
instead of asking Parliament to vote this sun
specially to the Ottawa and Morrisburg Railway
Company, we apply it to a railway from Ottawa to
Morrisburg, and the question as to whether the
first charter is in existence must be decided before
the grant can be given. This is an old grant. The
difficulty about the old charter arose in conse-
quence of some quarrel between the shareholders,
preventing the road going on as rapidly as it
otherwise would.

Mr. BLAKE. I observe that the only paper the
hon. gentleman has brought down in connection
with this road-though some communications I
have received have led me to believe there are
more papers-is a memorandum signed by the
hon. member for Dundas (Mr. Hickey) on the 7th
March, and another signed by Mr. J. P. Whitney
for the incorporators, both of them relating to the
new corporation of this Session. In the first of
these documents the lion. member for Dundas (Mr.
Hickey) invites the attention of the Minister to
the fact of the subsidy having lapsed, having been
unearned by the existing company, which, lie
says, is now defunet, and lie asks that the
subsidy should be revived in favor of the new
corporation of which, I understand, he is a pro-
moter, as he has been for somne time a promoter
of Bills to achieve the object which is now emt-
bodied in the Act. I gave notice to the hon.
gentleman to-day that on the occasion of this vote
I should call the attention of the House to the cir-
cumstances connected with the vote of which this is
a revival, and to his connection with it. Inasmuch
as this formted one of those cases to which I thought
the attention of Parliament and of the country
ouglit to be directed, with reference to the connec-
tion of mentbers with subsidised railway corpora-
tions, I had occasion, as in the case of the hon. meut-
ber for Gloucester (Mr. Burns), before the last
general election, to bring under the notice of the
Canadian public the relations of the hon. member
for Dundas to the former corporation, and I thien
used these words :

" The charter for the Ottawa, Waddington and New
York Railway Compaey was obtaieed liy a gentleman
(eot in Parliament) eamed Keefer, who was the chief
promoter and mainspring of the enterprise. It is the
fashion to give value to these charters by securing public
subsidies. In order to give value to this charter a public
subsidy wasfeltto benecessary. Dr.lickey,themember
for Dundas, was approached. He was given some stock;
lie was given a seat at the board; he was made the
president of the company, so that they might obtain the
proper powerto work the governmental machine, so as to
produce a subsidy. Dr. Hickey, M.P., presenting the
merits of an enterprise which boasted of bis presidency,
a bonus was easily obtained from the Government, and
voted by Parliament. By that means value was given to
the charter; for the charter by itself simply gave
authority to build and work the road, and if it had
remained without a bonus, those who promoted it would
have had to fied persons who had confidence enough in the
selieme te give moeey or backieg enough te huild it.
But when $3,200 a mile was given as a free grant, of
course that at once gave value to the enterprise, and was
a great additional inducement to capitalists to enter upon
the sheme. They got the Village of Morrisburg to take
$10,000 of stock of which $1,000 ws.s paid. up. Th e comn-
pany did hardly nothing at all ; the $1,000 given in cash by
Morrisburg would pay for all they did. But they did
not expect to do any work themselves, or to build the
road themselves. They simply expected to sell out the
charter and the bonus at a great profit to those who would
build the rond. low do I show that ? By stating that
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the president, Dr. Hickey, the member for Dundas, pre-
pared a proposal for some New York capitalists to sell
the charterin the form of contracting for the construction.
The very first provision of this proposal was that the
company must have $15,000 paid to the order of the pre-
sident, Dr. lickey, to pay for bonds and other honorable
engagements. Generally that is not the -way in which,
contracts are made. If you were lettîng a contract to
build a barn, or a house, yeu would expect to pay the
contractors something for the work you bound him to do,
but these bonus-hunters and charter-sellers demand that
the men who are to do the work shall pay them something,
and so the very first provision is that the con tractors shall
pay them $15,O0. It would be rather interesting to know
what the 'honorable engagements' were. Perhaps at a
later day I may communicate to you what they were, but
at present I say nothing. The fourth provision is that the
existing corporators must retain a majority of the board
(which consists ef seven), to protect their iuterests,
they binding themselves net to interfere with fin-
ancial arrangements ; or, they will bind themselves
te give the contractors a majority on all money
outlays, re9pecting the construction of the road and
bridges. When the road is built this may lapse, if
desired, Then they demand that S50,000 shall be
deposited in the banks as a guarantee Of good faith
which will be forfeited to the president and board oi
directors in the name of the president, C. E. Ilickey, if
the conditions of the agreement are forfeited. In the
seventh clause, they agree to give the constructors two-
thirds of the entire stock of $1,500,000, so they will still
retain $500,000 of stock, the contractors getting $1,000,O00.
Then they agree to give all the bonds and bonuses, to-
gether with any bonuses they may get hereafter, and the
balance due on the Morrisburg stock, $9,000, Then
comes the tenth. the last provision, which is like unto
the first. They want a liberal bonus in bonds of the first
issue, or cash, for the seven pronoters of the road, for
labor expended and good-will."

Mr. HICKEY. May I ask the hon. gentleman
from what he is reading ?

Mr. BLAKE. I am reading from a report of my
speech delivered at Kendal.

" The labor expenditure was mainly in getting a subsidy
to be paid out of your taxes, and the good-will is in their
willingness to get more. So they want $15,000 in cash,
$500,000 in stock, and a liberal bonus in first mortgage
bonds or cash, as the price of their position. I am not
discussing the propriety of promoters of railway charters
-though I confess I have net much confidence in the
breed-trying to make the best bargain they can. What
I do object to is members of Parliament, who are called
upon to say whether it is in the public interest that public
money should be voted to certain railway companies, who
are called on to decide on the general legislation of the
country, having private interest in those counties and
personal relations with the Government, which must
conflict with their public duty. This system isaltogether
a grand scheme for animating with additional fervor,
large numbers of Goverument supporters by the con-
sideration that they are to make profit by that support
through the establishment of improper relations with the
treasury.

" And as a matter of fact the result is, that what we
give out of your taxes te build a road is very largely
diverted to line the pockets of members who become
promoters of the work and who build the road or sell out
the charters to others. I call te you te judge whether
this sort of transaction should be allowed.'
Shortly after I made that speech, and it had been
reported, the hon. nember for Dundas (Mr. Hickey)
addressed to me a letter in rather angry terms.
You can judge the kind of letter by the style of
speech delivered by the hon. gentleman the other
evening.

Mr. HICKEY. I will read the letter presently.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad. I am sorry to say
I have not a copy, because I would have enlight-
ened the Comnmittee by reading a copy of it. I arm
not able to do so, but I am glad thesletter is to be
read. I answered that letter, and of the answer I
kept a copy.

Mr. HICKEY. I have that also.
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Mr. BLAKE. It is as follows :
"POINTE AU Pic P Q

" August 11th,1886.
" S1n,-On my return te Canada after an absence of

several weeks, I have to acknowledge the receipt of your
letter of 22nd ultime, in which you use several strong
expressions in reference to certain statements made by
me as to your connection with a railway enterprise which,
as I conceived, affected your indepencdence as a member
of Parliament.

" Did your letter admit the substantial accuracy of my
statements, I would be very ready to discuss with you
auywhere their bearing and effect on your position as a
regresentative cf the people.

But yon deuy their accuracy. It must, on reflection, be
obvious te you that a public meeting at which we cannot
compel the attendance and answer of witnesses, or the
production of documents, or carry on an examination,
affords perhaps the least satisfactory conceivable oppor-
tunity to get at the truth of disputed facts.

" There is another method, which, though not satisfac-
tory, is at any rate botter; and should you challenge me
te enquiry there, I shall be ready to make a statement in
the louse of Commons, and to support it by evidence
before a Committee.

" I shall be very glad, for your sake and that of the
House, if the testimony shall show that Iam nmisinformed;
but at present I regret to be unable to withdraw the
statements of which you complained, as my information
is very positive.

" For example, I have before me a paper which I arn
assured is a copy of a document prepared by you, and
from which I extract the following clauses.

' 1. We must have $15,000 payable to the order of our
president, Charles E. Hickey, to pay bonds and other
honorable engagements.

" ' 4. We must retain a majority on the board (which con-
sists of seven) to protect our interests, binding ourselves
not to interfere with financial arrangements; or, we will
bind ourselves to give you a majority on all money ont-
lays, respecting the construction of the road and bridges.
When the road is built this may lapse if desired.

"'5. We musthave a sum of*say $50,000, deposited in the
Molson's Bank here at our joint credit, as a guarantee of
good faith, which sum must be deposited within ten days
after the signing of our agreement, and which sum will
be forfeited to the president and board of directors in the
name of the president, Charles E. Hickey, when the con-
ditions of said agreement have been forfeited.

"'7. We will give two-thirds of the entire stock of
$1,500,000, to be divided equally on the road and the two
bridges, i.e., the St. Lawrence River bridge and the
Ottawa River bridge.

" ' 8. We will give all the bonds and bonuses, together
with all bonuses we may get hereafter-the stock taken
by the village of Morrisburg, which is to be paid up in
full, 100 shares, 10 per cent. having been paid there'n,
leaving $9,000 still due.

" '10. We want a liberal bonus in bonds of first issue or
cash, for the seven promoters of the road, for labor ex-
pended and good-will.'

" Unless this be a concocted paper, with which you had
no connection, you will see that it contains the substance
of that part of my statements which you seem most
angrily to deny.

"I believe it te be genuine.
"I am yours, &c.,

"EDWARD BLAKE.
"CHARLEs E. H1cKEY, M.P.,

"Morrisburg."

I subsequently became, as the hon. gentleman is
aware, possessed of the original of that document,
signed by himself. At a subsequent period, as
appears by documents which have become publie,
and which were brought before the other branch of
the Legislature, the parties who were concerned in
this matter, including the hon. gentleman, held a
meeting. The minutes of the meeting are these:

" On the evening of the 11th June, 1886, at a meeting of
the board of the Ottawa, Waddington and New York
Railway and Bridge Company held at Morrisburg, the
following resolution was passed:-

"'11th June, 1886.
Moved by Ira Morgan seconded by Neil McIntyre,

That the undermentioned slares of the capital stock of
the Ottawa, Waddington and New York Railway and
Bridge Company, be given to the directors for reason,
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as follows: To W. S. Carman, 200 shares; to Neil Mc- on the present occasion. I must, however, congra-
Intyre, 200 shares; to Ira Morgan, 200 shares; to Chas. tulate the hon. gentleman who has just addressedOdell, 200 shares; to R. C. Carter, 200 shares; to Chas. E. . o
Hickey, 600 shares.'" the Committee on having gained a lttle courage

" FRiAY. 30th July, 1886. during the last four years, so as to bring this matter

"The Board met this day at Morrisburg, when the re- up. suppose he has some recollection of the
solutions of the last meeting, lth June, were read over letter I wrote and a little of the skirnish we had
and adopted." on this matter before, and since then he has been

fighting in menory this little battle o'er. I have
And this statement was read before the other no doubt that the castigation I felt obliged to give
branch: to one of his bosom friends has reminded the hon.

"8th Octobe r, 1886. gentleman also of the past. I suppose lie nust
"I, Charles Odeli, called on Dr. Hickey at his house have felt the gathering blows of the thongs of out-

in Morrisburg, and asked to see the minute book, not raged and indignant truth when administered to hishaving been present at the evening session, lth June, or
at that held 3Oth July. On looking overthe minute book friend, reminding him of his ignominious retreat in
I saw and became aware for the first time of the above re- 1886. I know the lion. gentleman is a great man
solution-voting the stock to the directors without any in this country; that lie poses as being, and lie hasreason assigned. I asked Dr. Hickey whether it waspaid
up stock in full. Be replied: No, certainly not, but it been the leader of a great party, and lie has been
was to be held merely in trust. This I could not under- over-ambitious in desiring to be Premier of this
stand, considering we held everything in trust as direc- country. But his political summersaults havetors, and it was not only unnecessary te adopt sncb a re- y u i oiia umraishv
solution, but irregular and fraudul.nt." sunk him so far in the mud that his best friends

can scarcely reach him by the hair. What are the
'20th October, 1886 facts in this case. The hon. gentleman in a speech", Had a meeting of the Board at the Russell House, at Kendal in 1886, hundreds of miles away fromOttawa, at 7 p.m., re resolution of 1lth June before re-

ferred to, stood the same in the book as originally." my residence, made a speech which I presume is

' 2lst October, 1886. the speech he has read from to this Committee.
"This 2 c the datobr, He based that speech on information derived from

"Tiistedy of the annual meeting of stockholders a man whose namne hie did not dare to give to thefor the purpose of electing a new board of directors for the -
ensuing year. The said meeting was called for 3 o'clock Committee to-night. He says to-night I had since
p.m,; the board met at 10a.m.; nothing done; adjourned been aware that lie had an original document in
until 2 .m. ; then met again no business of importance his possession signed by me. I deny the state-before t em. I looked over the minute book and found m
thàt an alteration had been made during the interim in the ment, and I challenge the hon. gentleman here
resolution of the 11th June giving the stock to directors by or in any other place to produce the document,
scorinq out the word'reason' and inserting 'services as or any evidence which will show that hisfou paid up stock.' I at once told the board I repudiated statements in regard to this matter are correct.the transaction, and would state so publicly at the general
meeting, which I did, explaining all the above circums- I denounce it as an untruth, without a syllable of
tances, considering it to be a fraudulent act, and one 1 truth in it, as far as the statement is concerned.
would not be a party to.'' The history of this railway scheme is just this:

I believe it was what the right hon. gentleman called The charter for the Ottawa, Waddington and
New York Railway was obtained from this Par-tic littie family difficulties that lied arisen in re- liament before I was a member of Parliameut.

gard to these transactions, which I now bring lietrbef i was b of arhmnt.
before the attention of the Committee, that resulted I srue, my name was put in as an incor-

in he oratin f te to iva bard ofdiectrsporator, but it was afterwards that I becamne ain the formation of the two rival boards of directors, member of this House ; and in 1884 I introducedand the attendant commotion and conflict, whicli, a Bill amending the original charter. Subse-
of course, would thwart the efforts of any party and a B m th e oriina art e Subs
diminish the chances of success. I have only to quent to that time, I became partand parcel of this
say that I have taken this opportunity, when for company, and was elected as president ih the fal
the first time, since the period to which I alluded, wfasî

8
ô. You, therefore, sec that tic charter

a new proposition is being made by the Govern- tc obtamied without any assistance from me, and
ment to grant a subsidy to this company, and thecsubsidy was given to the road before I had any
that at tic instance of tic hon. member f or special connec~tioni with it. I acknîowledge that I
Dundas (Mr. hickey), olay before te Bouse used my best influence to help the company in anythes facts, thfactwhic h I atedn the speeh way I honestly could, because it was a road whichthese facts, tre facts wpch I stated in the seein I thought was of great importance to the country,theh clase ofa the d oments which I hare in and I did so -especially because it went throughtic clauses of the documents whicli I have just the middle of my county. If tic lion. gentleman
read, which I myself abstracted froin the docu- the m of m on th hon. genean
ment, and the subsequent facts with respect to supposed that I was ging to hold my hand tied
tic allocation of paid-up stock to tie directors, in- and say to strangers : "Help my (riends throughi
cludlng $60,000 of paid-up stock to the ion. gen- with this charter," lie is mistaken. I had the
teman himself. I do so, conceiving that it was my courage to help my friends, and I did not fear, astleman ci t t at th hon. gentleman does, to take an active part induty, as the hon. gentleman did not tender that the interests of my people lest some might criticisechallenge, wiich I invited h m t tender te me, me for trying to assist them. I do not think the hon.upon tus subject before tic last general clection gentleman will ever be accused in that way, be-
or at any time, it was my duty not to omit thc e gentleman will er be at
occasion on which the hon. gentleman himself was casenhis le has been negative, and will be so to
promoting the grant of a lapsed subsidy for this t end. Tic hion. gentleman is a pretty big blank
same enterprise, under whatever form it may be bhir bon and a greater fraud than hs gre aest
promoted, to lay these facts before the Committee bmiger bank an eat
and the public. enemies have imagmed.

Mr. HICKEY. I always feel a great deal of Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must ask the
diffidence in addressing this House, and I do so lion. gentleman to withdraw that.

Mr. BLAKE.
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Mr. HICKEY. If that is unparliamentary, Mr
Chairman, I will take it back, but my meaning ii
expressed in these words, notwithstanding. Now
the hon. gentleman found a great deal of fault witl
the strong language that I used. It has been said
that there are some occasions when language faill
to express the indignation whieh an honest and
decent man must necessarily feel over some trans
actions. When the hon. gentleman made chai
speech in Kendal, hundreds of miles away from
my county, upon evidence which he admits had
not my name attached to it, he spoke to strangers
and to persons who did not know me. He made
this statement far away, and I was properly in-
dignant, and I wrote him the following letter on
the 22nd July, 1886, which I am glad to present to
him now, as I did on that occasion:-

"MoRIsBURe, 22nd July, 1886.
"Hon. EDwARD BLAKE, M.P.

"SiR,-In a speech at Kendal on thel5th inst. you made
an attack on me whieh I consider dishonest and unfair.
Upon anonymous information you thought proper to tell
an audience behind my back that, as president of the 0.
W. & N. Y. Railway and Bridge Company I have tried
to sell out the charter of the company, &c., &c. Your
assertions are simply the outcome of a wilful misrepresen-
tation of facts by you or your prompter, or both.

" The board of directors and myself have doue all in our
power, at the expense of time and money, to effect the
carrying out of t e enterprise. It is truc we have so far
failed, but the charter is in our bands and will remain
there until we can get able and capable parties to under-
take the construction of the road.

"As statements and insinuations made by you could
only affect, if at all, the confidence my constituents repose
in me as an honorable man, and knowing that my actions
as well as those of the board have been influenced by
proper motives, I challenge you or your ablest deputy to
meet me at any place in the County of Dundas, at your
earliest convenience to discuss any proposals made by me
or the board at any time to any person. Of course I shall
expect your anonymous informer to be present. It will
be no excuse for you to say that you referred to this
matter as bearing on my independence as a representative
of the people, because you labored first to show my acts
were venai and therefore to be despised by those whose
confidence I possess.

"In spite of your insinuations as to our 'honorable
engagements,' you may perhaps find it difficult to con-
vimce the people of this community that the directorssor
myself have entered into engagements of any other
nature.

Yours truly,,
"CHAS. E. HICKEY."

Now, Mr. Chairman, I may be very rough and
very obtuse, as to refined or severe language, but
I fail to see in that letter the odious language
which the hon. gentleman endeavored to have
this House believe this letter was couched in. The
language is good plain English. -Probably it is not
like the language which would be used by the hon.
gentleman, who has the disease which the French
callftux de bouche, and who is able to talk around
a great many things and not say anything. I have
been blessed with fewer words than he, and if I
speak in broad Saxon language, I hope that I am
not misunderstood by the hon. gentleman now, or
will«not be in anything I have to say in the future.
The hon. gentleman sent me back a reply to the
letter I have quoted, which he has read to you and
With which I will not trouble the House again.
You will bear in mind that he carefully refuses to
imeet me, but he does say in one paragraph, that
he will bring the matter up in the House if I chal-
lenge him. Lest I might forget it, I challenge the
hon. gentleman to bring the matter up in this
Hiouse at any time, with all the particulars and the
evidence concerning it. My object, at that, tine,

. was to challenge the gentleman before the people
who knew all about the circumstances, who knew
the individual actors, and who could judge as be-
tween me and the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) and his informers, or those who are
acting with him in this matter. I sent him that
challenge, but like that gentleman during all his

- life, his coat tails are generally seen when a man
is required to stand and face the public. In reply
to the letter which the hon. gentleman read to
you, I wrote him as follows, on 18th August, 1886:

"MoRRsBuRO, 18th August, 1886.
"SIR,-Your letter of the lth inst. received, and its

contents fully ratify my opinion of your dishonesty and
unfairness.

" Since you refuse to accept the challenge to meet me in
the County of Dundas and make good the statements of
your Kendal speech, I must of course, submit to your
decision. You were delighteà to make those statements
to a strange audience against me, but you find it to be
' the least satisfactory conceivable opportunity' to prove
them before an audience not unacquainted with the actors
and their deeds as respects the railway. This is conduct
the would-be Premier of Canada may be proud of, and
possibly a few of his friends may say well doue, but no
such conduct can have the approbation of right-minded
men. Continue to wallow in the mire if you will to your
sweet content, but when you return to the region of fair
play, remember that I defy you to show, by respectable
evidence, that the board or myself have been venal in our
demands or deeds.

IAs to the 'independence of Parliament,' 'our coun-
sel in Canada 'is not at liberty to cast the first stone.

"Yours truly,
" CHAS. E. HICKEY.

"lon. EDwARD BLAKE,
" Q.C., M.P."

So you see, Mr. Chairman, I was fair to the hon.
gentleman ; I did not let him off because he wanted
to. I wished himu for his own sake, for my sake
and for the sake of the publie, to face this un-
hallowed charge which he made against me, and
to come before a tribunal of his own friends and my
friends, and to decide who had been just in this
matter. The lion. gentleman replied to me, on the
25th August, 1886, as follows :-

" PoerE Au Pic, 25th August, 1886.
"SIR,-I have received your communication of 19th

inst. I will not now, any more than in my last letter,
attempt to vie with you in abusive language, which I
think inflicts disgrace only on its authors.

"As I have already stated, I cannot call witnesses at a
meeting; but I purpose, having regard to your letters, to
say something on the subject in controversy at the
gathering arranged for lst September next at WinchesterSprings ; and, ifyou desire to reply, I am sure the man-
agers and the audience will gladly give you every oppor-
tumty. "I have, &c.,

EIWARD BLAKE.
"C. E. HIcaEY. Esq, M.P.,

"Morrisurg, Ont."

I wish the House to remember the hon. gentle-
man's statement that I would get a chance to
reply. It gave me some consolation to think that
the hon. gentleman was going in+o my county,
where I would have an opportunity to meet him
before my friends as well as my foes. So, on the
30th of August, not having had any further infor-
mation from him or his friends in the county, as
the demonstration was to take place on the follow-
ing day, I wrote this letter to the President of the
Reform Association in the County of Dundas:-

" MosRRIsR, 30th August, 1886.
" JOHN FEvirERLY, Esq.

"President of the Reform Association in
" the County cf Dundas.

"You are aware of the controversy between the Hon.
E. Blake and myself regarding certain statements made
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by him in a speech at Rendal; and that I have chal-
lenged him to discuss at a meeting for that purpose any
proposition made by me or the board of directors of the
Ottawa. Waddington and New York Railway and Bridge

Company,' and that I have accused him of dishonesty,
unfairness and of wilful misrepresentation; that a copy
of his first letter to me was sent to you or your secretary
and published in the Herald, last week, and it was also
published with my second letter to him in the Courier. In
Mr. Blake's letter he refused to accept my challenge to
diseuss before the people his slanders against me behind
my back, because of bis inability to, as lie claims, to
produce proofs and witnesses.

" In a letter from him of the 25th inst., received by me
on Frida y p.m., of the 27th, he as apparently reconsider-
ed the matter, finding himself in an unfavorable light
before the publie. Having been urged, I presume, by
some of bis more manly and fair-play supporters here,
lie repents, and says : 'I cannot call witnesses at a meet-
ing; but I purpose, having regard te your letters, te say
something on t he subjet in controversy at the gathering
arranged forlst September next, at Winchester Springs;
and if you desire to reply, I am sure the managers and the
audience will gladly give you every opportumity.' Doubt-
less vou or your secretary have also received a copy of
this letter to me, and I have waited until this moment,
4 p.m., to receive an invitation from you as the President
of the managers of the gathering on the lst prox. to have
an opportunity to reply to Mr. Blake on the subject of
our controversy. lis carefully worded letter does not
invite me to attend your meeting, you perceive, and,
therefore, I appeal to you. This delay is very unfair to
me, and my friends, who cannot now be informed of my
going to discuss this matter on the lst with Mr. Blake, as
a great many of them would have gone had they received
notice. Mr. Blake's proposal is unfair and one-sided in
many ways, but I shahl waive all disadvantages in this
past the eleventh hour if you will assure me an oppor-
tunity to follow Mr. Blake and reply as lie suggests, to bis
attack upon me the board of directors and other friends
of the Ottawa, Waddington and New York Railway and
Bridge Company. I shall be as brief as possible, confinîug
mv remarks solely to the railway matter and shall ouly
demand that Mr. Blake shall not, nor shall any other
speaker discuss after me this subject without a suitable
time for me to reply; and in addition I shall want the

rivilege of having Dr. MeIntyre, if present, or Ira
lorgan, Esq., or both ofthem, as they also are directors

with me of t he railway, to say whether I have, rightly or
wrongly, represented the matters in question. Your reply
in writing stating whether you will accede to Mr. Blake's
suggestion and aceept my terms, which are scantily fair
to me, of neeessity must be delivered to me by 8.30 a.m. of
the 31st, to-morrow.

Yours very truly,
" CHAS. E. HICKEY."

The reason I mentioned Dr. MeIntyre and Mr.
Ira Morgan was that they were political friends of
the hon. gentleman, and I thought at least their
friends would believe them if they would not be-
lieve me. But, Sir, in what spirit was I received
mn these circumstances by that magnanimous party
which talks about fair play. Mr. Fetterly, on 30th
August, wrote to me as follows-I suppose this
was inspired by the hon. gentleman :

" MORRIsBURG, 30th August, 1886.
"CHAs. E. Hrccsv., Esq., M.P.

"DEAR St,-Your letter to me to-day asking permis-
sion to reply to the Honorable E. Blake at the meeting
to be held at Winchester Springs on Wednesday, the lst
proxime.

"rAs the controversy in question involves the indepen-
dence of Parliament, I would consider it entirely a
matter for investigation before a committee of the House
of Commons. However, as you have supplied me with a
copy of a letter from the Hon. E. Blake, saying that in
all probability he would refer to the charge hie preferred
aganst you at Kendal, and intimating a willingness to
grant you a right of reply, I feel it but justly due to you
as a public man to extend to yon the right of replying,
to any charge reflecting on your public character. But
more especially I do desire to grant you the privilege in
this case, as you stand charged by Mr. Blake with offer-
ing to sell for private consideration a charter and bonus,
which you as the people's representative obtained from.
the Parliament of Canada, and thereby render yourself
liable to censure.

Mr. HICKEY.

" In view of all the facts involved in this controversy,
the committee of arrangements have decided to grant you
30 minutes to reply to Mr. Blake as soon as he refers to the
matter in question, but cannot consent to any further
interruption as our programme of arrangements is now
complete, and only accede toyour request as we believe
it is a matter in which the people of Eastern Ontario are
particularly interested.

"Your obedient servant,
"JOHN FETTERLY,

"President R. A., Co. Dundas."

So you see, Mr. Chairman, that with that magna-
nimity which the hon. gentleman must have handed
down even to the Reform Association of the county
of Dundas, they were willing to have me sand-
wiched in between Blake and Blake-Blake before
me and Blake behind me ; and this House knows
the kind of fair dealing any man would get from
that hon. gentleman. They denied me a reasonable
time, offering me thirty minutes. But I was not
going to be put off in that way, and on 31st August
I wrote to Mr. Fetterly :

" MocRssBuRG, 31st August, 1886.
JOux FETTERLY, Esq.,

"Pres. R. A., Co. Dundas.

"Si,-I have received yenr teof flue morning. Mr-
Blake slandered me behind myback. When I struck back
at him and dared him to meet me and make good bis
charges, lie weited e usonth aed then shamnefuiiy refusedl
to give me an opportunity to defend myself. Afterwards
seeing that he made a blunder, and knowing lie was con-
îng te Pondes, lie snggeets that the managers cf yeur
demonstration would allow me to reply to him. In thus
putting the responsibility as far as possible on your
shouidere lie is ouiy carryiug ont the principies cf his
ordinary conduct. Besides, the cautions wording of his
letter betrays the little game intended by him. If I should
net appear et the meeting bis letter would be read te
show I could have done so. If I did appear lie could
shield himself behind you, and I would have to take your
terme as te speaking. No deulit lie cbuckled heartiiy te
himself as he posted the letter. You now have taken steps
to render it impossible forme to defend myself while pre-
tending to offer me a chance. Mr. Blake saîd 1 miglit
reply to him. Yon say I may have thirty minutes in the
middle of Blake's speech, i.e., sandwiched by Blake. You
therefure refuse te consent te Mr. Bleke'e proposais. Yen
also know that limiting me to thirty minutes is practically
shutting me out entirely. But evidently that is what you
desire. Yen aisepositiveIy refuse te eiiow Dr. MeIntyre
and Ira Morgan, Esq., co-directors, to utter a word in my
justification. And neither your leader nor yourselves
appeer te lie ashamed of sucli cenduct. However, I must
brand 1im as a calumniator and a trickster, and will yet
force him to meet me before the people of Dundas or get
into bis emalleet huis.

" There i .st one consolation left me in all this. I
have been the humble instrument of showing to the people
of t.his county and of Canada what sort of clay the Grit
idol if made of.

"Yours very truly,
" CHAS. E. HICKEY."

Then, Sir, I thought it ny duty to have a parting
word with Mr. Blake before he left the County of
Dundas. Having failed in all my plans, and
desiring to meet the hon. gentleman on the plat-
form on a fair footing, I wrote to him as follows:

" MonaasBuaG, 31st August, 1886.
"Smu,-So far you have persistently dodged my chal-

lenge to meet me in this connty and make good the state-
ments in your Kendal speech. The managers of your
demonstration have, as you are no doubt aware, refused
to allow me to reply te yon at the meeting to-morrow, as
suggested by you. But you shall not escape me.

Yeu have abandoned your first resolution to refuse
me a chance to defend myself, and have asserted your
willingness that I should reply to yon. Ther4Tore you
cannot again refuse me when I again challenge yon, as I
do now, to meet me in this county at an early day and
publicly diseuss on equitable terms the matter sin contro-
versy between us.
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" I shall not ask you to produce any proofs but those " In 1886, he says (referring to me). we must have
you have. You can have no excuse now. $15,000 payable to the order of our President, C. E.

" An early reply will oblige. Rickey, to pay or settle with directors and pay other hon-
Yours, &c., orable engagements, al] of which will be accounted for."

" CHAS. E. HICKEY.
"HON. E. BLAKE, Q.C., M.P." So you see the very essence, the very thing. that,
I heard nothing of Mr. Blake, but I had the satis- ought to be mentioned by au hon. gentleman
faction of printing this correspondence and circu- naking a statement to this House, he leaves ont,
lating it largely through the audience which Mr, namely, the words " all of which will be accounted
Blake had the honor to address ; and I am sure the for." The hon. gentleman left this out in his state-
audience was not very well prepared to listen to ment to this Flouse ; he left it out in his Kendal
any fair propositionfromanhon. gentleman who had speech ; and I challenge him to say that his state-
treated their representative in so cavalier a manner. ment is correct. Here is Senator Vidal mak ing a
Now, I have read this correspondence, and I am statement in another shape, and I leave it to the
glad the hon. gentleman has had the courage to hon. gentlemen and to Senator Vidal to settle as
bring this matter up, because I have done nothing to which one of them is telling the truth. No
in it that business men have not done very repeat- doubt, if they were fully investigated, the one
edly, and would do again. I make this state- statement would be found to have just about as
ment before going into particulars. I wish to much truth as the other; but lie holds a blank
refer to another point. It is evident, from the pack, he holds the cards, and he places them in
speech of the hon. gentleman, fromn the letter he his own way. I tell him now, however, as I have
wrote me, and from the statement he has made in told him before, that the course he has taken is a
this House, that either he or another hon. gentle- cowardly way to proceed, that it is not an honor-
man in another Chamber has stated an utter false- able way to proceed against another gentleman
hood. who stands in this chamber or in any other place.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Whilst I am willing to I might go over all these other propositions. fHe
allow the hon. gentleman every latitude, I must talks about the $50,000 being paid to me.
ask him to withdraw that expression. W ell, if I had the whole document,-I do not know

Mr. HIICKEY. I applied it to a statement whether it is mine or whose it is-but I will leave

1eci iiIade a do r.noIt thin an thatent it to any hon. gentleman, who knows anything of
icho was iade ond If odor no tin sing that con the transaction, whether that was not a proposition

intended reading the statement whic h the ion. which it was proper to make to men who were

gentleman has repeated in this House, and which interviewng us with reference to building our
e wrote to me in this letter, and comparing it railway. I say that, whether that proposition be

with the statement made by another hon. gentle- mme or not, it is a business statement. I say it
man in another House, but made in a totally differ- was a perfectly fair proposition to these men that
ent manner. I think that is quite in order. I they should be asked, in order to show their bond
would be very sorry to step outside the rules of fîde; mn this matter, to deposit $50,000 in the
the House. Molson Bank at Morrisburg, to be repaid them

according as they built the road. It was quite fair
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I did not understand the to propose to them that if their intention was not

hon. gentleman to refer to a statement. to deceive us but to carry out their engagements
Mr. HICKEY. The hon. member for West honorably, if they were honest and sincere, they

Durham (Mr. Blake) says I made a proposition in should deposit this money. If the lion. gentleman
that statement, which, he says, was the first pro- will produce the whole statement, if it is mine, I
position I made. He had not the courtesy to this will guarantee that there is not any business man,
House to lay that proposition before it, so that who loves honor and fair play between man and
hon. members could judge for themselves. In the man, but who will say that the proposition
first place, Sir, you will notice that he goes from made was a fair business one, to prevent
one to four of the menorandum which, he says, I our being humbugged by the individuals who
signed. I challenge the hon. gentleman to pro- expressed their readiness to undertake the work.
luce any such document. I would like to see it. A proposition was made to Mr. Alderson, a gentle-

If the hon. gentleman has it, he is in honor and man who had been a former president of the coum-
duty bound to this House to lay it before us, and pany. He was the first president, Mr. Odell was
b the House see what it is, so that we can tell the next, and I was the third. I was elected in
how far he is correct. He says that he has a 1886. The very day of my election Mr. Keefer,
paper, which, he is sure, is the copy of a docu- who had been the manager of the company and its
ment prepared by me, and from which he extracts most active promoter, fell and broke his leg, and
the following clause-the first clause :- I never saw him afterwards. He died from the

" We must have $15,000, payable to the order of our effects. Then our difficulties arose. I always
president, C. E. Hickey, to pay bonds and other honor- defended and stood by Mr. Keefer. I did notable engagements." take any particular interest in the company up to
On the face of it, this would not seem to have that date, but Mr. Keefer having died, and, a
cone from C. E. lickey alone, but from the board, short time afterward, Mr. Imlay, I was obliged to
of which I was president possibly at the time. But step into the breach and do the best I could with
that is not the point I want to make. He says it what was left. What did we find ? Our bonds
reads: were in the possession of Mr. Keefer. It was

" We must have $15,000 payable to the order of our arranged at a meeting we held that Mr. KeeferPresident, C. E. Hickey, to pay bonds and other honor- would place those bonds in the Merchants Bank
a engagements. for safe-keeping, but he met with an accident and
enator Vidal, in another House, makes this first did not do so. After his death I came to Ottawa

item read as follows and asked for the books of the company and the
153
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bonds, which had been in Mr. Keefer's possession
as secretary of the company, and I found they
had been placed with the Hon. Mr. Scott in this
city, a lawyer. He told me he had them, and I
said to him : That is all right ; if you will
take a memo. of them, and give that to me,
and keep them in your safe, that is all we are
concerned in at present. But shortly after that
I came with a gentleman froin New York, who
was anxious to tender for this enterprise, to inter-
view Mr. Scott, and we asked about the bonds.
He said they were not there, and lie did not know
what had become of them, but he thought Mrs.
Keefer had sent for them. We went to her and
asked her if she had them, and she said she did not
know anything about them. We went back to Mr.
Scott, and lie said that a carter had come for theni
and that he had given them to that carter. I
asked him how it was possible that he would give
those bonds to an individual whom he did not
know. He replied that he did not want to know
anything about it, and that he did not know where
the bonds were. You see, therefore, the position
in which we were. Our bonds were stolen; they
had been spirited away by these people and another
gentleman in this city. Mr. Keefer, whom I had
backed up, and Mr. Imlay had died, and their
wives had been approached by the enenies of Mr.
Keefer, men to whom be would not have spoken in
his lifetime, and who, by proposing to give these
ladies fabulons sums of money out of the road,
captured their confidence and the bonds. We
were in this unpleasant position, that Mr. Keefer's
enemies had slipped in and were about to wrest
this enterprise away from those who had an interest
in it. That led to this voting of stock which the
hon. gentleman deprecates so severely. I want to
tell the hon. gentleman, in the first place, that we
had a legal right to have that stock to our-
selves. Whether it was just or not we shall see.
I submit that we had a legal right to do this, and
one of the best lawyers in the country said that
we had. For the information of the hon. gentle-
man I will read the 25th section of the Act incor-
porating the Ottawa, Waddington and New York
Railway Company :

" The directors of the company elected by the share-
holders may make and issue, as paid-up stock, shares in
the company, whether subscribed for or not, and may
allot and hand over such stock or the mortgage bonds of
the company in payment of right of way, plant, rolling
stock, or materials of any kind, and also for the services
of contractors, engineers and other persons, whether
directors or not, who may have been, are or may be
engaged in promoting the undertaking and interests of
the company; and such issue and all allotment of stock
or bonds shall be binding on the Company, and such paid-
up stock shall not be assessable for calls."
I read that to show the hon. gentleman that we
had a legal right to vote that stock to ourselves,
but I also contend that we had a moral right to
do it. The fact that our books and our bonds had
been spirited away from us was sufficient to make
us feel that we were morally bound to protect our
interests and the interests of our friends. We are
not ashamed of what we did, and for my part I
would do it over again. I can tell the hon. gentle-
man who bas made this charge against me, that my
conduct has been endorsed by the most prominent
Reformers in the county of Dundas, who knew the
character of the men who were endeavoring to
manipulate this matter, men who had no interest
in the building of the railway and cared nothing

Mr. HICKEY.

for it, provided they could accomplish their own
ends. The other stockholders might feel sore
about it ; I do not doubt that. But our books and
bonds were stolen, and we would have been very
simple to allow these people to defeat us in that
way. The hon. gentleman says I was aware that
he became possessed of a document with my name
attached to it. I challenge him to produce that
document.

Mr. BLAKE. I may have said that, but what
I meant to say was that the document was in the
hon. gentleman's writing.

Mr. HICKEY. So the hon. gentleman is the
big coon, and he cornes down from the tree. He
now admits that he had not a document with nmy
signature, thoughli he stated that lie had. I say
that this is altogether a trumped-up charge, and
that the hon. gentleman should not have been
deceived by the people who approached him, but
the fact is that he did it from malice against me
and in order to make my people distrust me.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I hope the hon.

gentleman will withdraw that statement.
Mr. HICKEY. I must bow to your ruling, but

if an hon. gentleman does an act from malice-
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must ask the hon.

gentleman to withdraw the expression.
Mr. HICKEY. I withdraw the expression very

readily; but, if a statement is made which is cal-
culated to do me injury with my people, what
expression can I use? I cannot say that it was an
act of kindness or an act of flattery. What word
in the English language can I apply to such a state-
ment, but whether it be malice, or kindness, or
flattery, I will leave the House and the country to
judge. The hon. gentleman said in conclusion
that lie had taken the first opportunity since
1886 of bringing up this matter. Since that
date this line of railway has been three times
before the House. I have introduced Bills in
reference to this line of railway three times, and
they received no opposition, and the hon. gentle-
man allowed them to go without any objection.
Possibly it was because of the stings which were
administered to a friend of his that lie now desires
to give a Roland for an Oliver, and to throw a
little mud at me in the hope that some will stick,
in reply to what I said in this House in reference
to that friend of his. He asked what this $15,O0
could be for? I have a statement here which was
presented to the Senate, and signed by Chi.
O'Dell, W. J. Anderson, T. B. Alderson, Hon.
James Reddington, Grace Keefer and Elizabeth
Imlay. These are the people who have been fight-
ing me from the beginning to the end of this
matter, and the claim which they put before the
Senate as their proposed claim upon the gentlefiel
who are in the new charter. My name does not
appear in the new charter; but I promoted the
Bill, and I will do everything possible, in a legiti-
mate way, to assist them, because I believe
it to be in the interests of my constituents.
The memorandum these people give is that the
expenditure and liabilities incurred by4he Ottawa,
Waddington and New York Railway and Bridge
Company amounted to $34,490. I would like the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), to state
how I could make any money out of that 815,0
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if I had to pay $34,000 ? He also left out Senator
Vidal's statement in regard to accounting for this
money. I do not want to weary the House f ur-
ther, but I would remind the hon. gentleman of
his peculiar conditions in life. When I first came
to this Parliament, the hon. gentleman was known
throughout the whole country as " our counsel in
Canada." He was then a warm supporter of the
Grand Trunk Railway, and was opposed to every-
thing which was in the interests of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. Afterwards, when he became
the subsidised agent-I will not say that in any
offensive way-when he was the agent of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, we found him the
slavish supporter of everything in the interests of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, and now he is
acting as the solicitor against me. He is the
present solicitor of falsehood, slander and crime.
He has endeavored to defend the people who, by
means of falsehood, slander and crime, have
endeavored to injure me. I have shown that,
while in Kendal he was playing the political
trickster, he was also my calumniator there.
Now, I leave the matter with the House and coun-
try. I do not think the hon. gentleman has made
much more out of this than he lias out of many
other undertakings in his lifetime. The political
positions which he has taken in this country have
been just about as quickly deserted, as he will be
glad to desert this. When his schemes do not
succeed, as a rule, as when he failed in 1887 in be-
coming Premier of Canada, like a sulky boy who
scarcely smiled upon his friends, he did not say
much in this House until, having been resurrected
by something, he has sprung into activity. I con-
gratulate him, and I congratulate the country,
which is all the better for such activity as the
hon. gentleman displays in this House sometimes.
But when he descends to slander and vituperation,
it sounds a good deal like slush from the gutter.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must ask the hon. gentle-
man to withdraw that expression.

Mr. HICKEY. I withdraw the expression if it
is unparliamentary.

Mr. BLAKE. You take a great deal of unne-
cessary trouble, Mr. Chairman, because we all
know that if you acted rigorously on the rules
which you apply to some hon. gentlemen, you
would strike the hon. member dumb, because he
could not speak at all if he did not use these phrases.
The hon. gentleman has been good enough to read
one of my letters in which I expressed my opinion
of the only effect that abusive epithets have, and
to whom alone they are injurions. I have long
entertained that opinion, which I have expressed
before, and which I repeat to-night; it happily
leaves me in a condition of absolute equanimity
under the administration of those epithets both by
letter and by word of mouth. He has talked of my
being guilty of vituperation. Ail I did was to read
to you a statement which I made some years ago
which is, I believe, absolutely true, and a letter
which I wrote to the hon. gentleman in response
to an offensive communication of his, which letter
also I believe is absolutely true. It seems from what
the hon. gentleman has said, and he is corroborated
by the Minister of Customs, I think, that I used the
word " signed " when I spoke of this document. I
have already explained that what I meant to say
was that it was in the handwriting of the hon. gen-
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tleman. I do not personally know the handwriting
of the hon. gentleman, but whether the document
was in his handwriting or not, the question is
whether it is his document. You will observe he
has not denied his connection with that document,
he has not denied his connection with these clauses,
but he professcs to defend these clauses. But one
of the clauses he has not referred to at all, and it is
the one which is the most important of all-
clause 10 :

"We want a liberal bonus in bonds of first issue or
cash, for the seven promoters of the road, for labor ex-
pended and good-will."
That was really the clause of the clauses ; and the
hon. gentleman has not, with his absolute cer-
tainty that he is able to make the statements of
that document consistent with propriety-lhe has
not even alluded to that clause at all. I do not
wish to say anything more upon this subject. I
have thought fit, at the earliest opportunity I
thought proper, to bring this up. I did not, as
the hon. gentleman assumed, say in my letter to
the hon. gentleman that I would bring it up in
Parliament. I told him that if he challenged me
in Parliament, I would answer him. He says there
were earlier opportunities, that there were earlier
Sessions--in one of which I was not here, and in
another of which I was not able to act-when he
propounded Bills for the incorporation of com-
panies. These did not create a public relation
between him and the Government and Parliament
of this country on account of his interest in the
subsidy. The subsidy at that time belonged to the
other corporation, and I did not conceive that such
relation was created, or was proposed to be created,
till the hon. gentleman became a promoter of the
application for this subsidy, and thus became once
more involved in that relation to the Government
and the Parliament of this country, which I con-
ceived, having regard to his personal relation to
the affairs of the railway company, was a repre-
hensible relation, which ought not to subsist.
Upon ascertaining that, and finding that the hon.
gentleman was promoting a new enterprise, and
asking for the old subsidy; it seemed to me that it
was fitting I should acquaint the House and the
country with the state of facts, which I have
brought forward in the extracts from my speech,
and in the letter which I have read, and these are
not denied.

Mr. HICKEY. I do not object to the hon.
gentleman bringing the matter before the House,
I am glad he has done so. He speaks of my per-
sonal relations with this. Now, my personal
relation amounts to this: I introduced a Bill for
friends of mine. I wrote a letter to the Minister
of Railways urging that this subsidy should be
revoted to this company. That is my personal
relation to it. Why does the hon. gentleman
wish to bring that up ? He does not accuse me of
a breach of the independence of Parliament, but
he hints at it, he wants people to infer that there
is some wrong in a member of Parliament asking
the Government to aid an enterprise in which he
feels an interest, in which his friends are interest-
ed, in which his county is interested, and which
will greatly help his county. If there is anything
wrong in that, then I have done wrong, but I do
not think there is. I have done what it was my
luty to do. Now, he says I did not defend all the
clauses. Sir, I distinctly stated that I did not
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know whether the hon. gentleman was quoting consequences of the policy inaugurated and en-
them correctly or not. If the hon. gentleman will couraged by the First Minister. The policy of
favor me with a copy-I have no copy-I will granting bonuses to railways was iaugurated, and
undertake to defend everything that I have written. accordingly charters were sought in ail directions,
But he studiously withholds the statement from and members of Parliament secured charters and
the House, and from me, and tries to make a then inducements were held out to them to apply
bugaboo out of something there is nothing in. I for subsidies. A simijar policy has been pursued
did see some of them once in the County of Dundas; with respect to timber limits. These are iporî
they were produced, not for the purpose of doing ant questions that it is the duty of the Opposition
me a particular injury, but as being in the interest to place before the people, and it is time these
of the railway ; they were produced at a public abominations should cease, and the Opposition
gathering. That is the last I have seen of must try to put an end to them. If hon. gentle-
them. Now, I do not undertake to defend any- men opposite corne to their senses and realise their
thing I have not seen, and I challenge the hon. position before the country, and if the First Minis-
gentleman again to bring before the House any- ter and his followers have to shed penitential tears
thing of which I am the author, and I will under- for the iniquities they have inauguratet, there
take to defend it before any sensible man, and I will be such an exhibition of tears in this fouse
will undertake to show that I was not culpable, that each me-nber will require to provide himself
that it was a business transaction, wholly with a pair of water-tigbt boots up to the knees to
justifiable from that point of view, that it ought wade through the flood. These transactions are a
not to affect me as a member of Parliament, and it disgrace to this House and to the country. The
does not justify him in insinuating that I did it for First Minister should introduce a Bil to amend
the sake of making money. Anybody who knows the ten commantments. One of those command-
anything about promoting railways, knows that it nents says thon shaît not lie, and another which
is money ont of pocket, from beginning to end. says that thou shaît not steal. He is bound to seek
Now, in this document the hon. gentleman has to amend these comindments in order to protect
read, there are some eight or ten clauses, but he his followers from the penalties attached to their
does nîot give theni all, either. He skipped froin one violation. If he does not, it will go bard with
to four. The hon. gentleman has the document, them the last day in the afternoon. The Com-
let him produce it. It is unfair to this House, it mittee were glat to hear that the First Mibister
is discourteous to this House, for the bon. gentle- intented to stop granting subsidies.to mats which
man to deal with a false document-I will not say wouid compete with other hues. The hon. gen-
a false document, it may be true. If he will pro- tian innst, however, not forget the importance
duce it, I will undertake, at the risk of any of amenting these commandments in orter to briîg

osition I have, to defend it, and if it is not mine, his followers througb these disgraceful transac-
will not undertake to defend it. As to his state- tions.

ment with reference to subsidies to the promoters Ir. BOWELL. fear, heai.
of the road, if the hon, gentleman came to me and Mr. McMULLEN. I also reinember the son-m-
made a proposal to build our road, I would say,
yes, if he would hand back the money to us. That law Jaen case Ihp this ihe ane o
it meon member for Lincon (Mr. Rykert) will e a
say it is unfair to ask me to answer to any state- warni to ail hon
ment the hon. gentleman has made, because it n
may be one of which part is mine and part is not gentleman say in bis address to bis constituents?
mine. I challenge the hon. gentleman to produce
the document and lay it before me, and if the Why I should be singled out for public censure whenthere are dozens of members ini the same flouse who not
House will condemn me on that document, I will ouly have applîed for and obtained limits for themselves
accept it. but sit there daily voting moneys into their own pockets,

Mr. McMULLEN. I think it is very much to I cannot understaud."
be regretted that we should have sa many expo- That is a condition of tbings which is exceedinglý
sures of this kind. We have had three cases this discreditabie, but I hope we have got to the end
Session. We had first, the case of Mr. Rykert, of it.
who has been pronounced guilty of conduct Mr. LANDERKIN. It is rather unfortunate
improper, scandalous, and unbecoming on the this suhject bas been brought up at this late
part of a member of this House. That hon. gen- period of the Session, because we cannot get the
tleman bas been sent back to his constituents. We case before the Committee on Privileges and
have had also the case brought forward by the Elections.
hon. member for Victoria against another hon. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why was
member, who was shown to have been dealing in this resolution drawn in this peculiar way? Do
timber limits and to have made money out of the we understand it is intentet to give this amount
transaction. We had another case the other night. to the Ottawa and Morrisburg Railway, of wbich
We have had a case brought to the attention of the hon. menber for Dundas (Mr. Hickey) is
the Minister of Public Works to-day with respect president, or to some other railway?
to trafficking in contracts let by the Department Mr. ICKEY. I rise to a point of order. The
of Public Works. As to how far the allegations hon
may be verified, it is for the future to say. We also eite say I a p ie of o co-
had the case of the Caraquet Railway exposed a few pear, ant I am not associatet with either one of
evenings ago. So, Session after Session, we have theconpanies at the present time.
brought before this House acts that are exceed-
ingly unbecoming and certainly discreditable to Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ar 1 to un-
members of this House. But these acts are the derstand that if this subsidy to the railway from

Mr. HictEY.
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Ottawa to Morrisburg is granted, in no respect the
hon. gentleman will have any interest, or expect to
have any interest, in such subsidy ?

Mr. HICKEY. I expect indirectly to reap ad-
vantage fron it. If it builds up my town I will
reap advantage indirectly. But I have no interest
in it, any more than has the hon. gentleman. The
parties are friends of mine, and the road will go
through my county.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I an glad of
it for the hon. gentleman's own sake. From the
outset, I have always held the strongest possible
objection to hon. gentlemen being parties to appli-
cations made to the Governnent for subsidies, in
which subsidies they are personally interested. I
hold that to be in spirit if not in letter a violation
of the Independence of Parliament Act, and it is
adverse to all possible good government. My
views are suficiently well known on this point. I
hope to see them in the course of next Session
put into still more enphatic shape. All I wanted
to know-and I hope there is no misunderstanding
about it--is to whom this subsidy is to be given. If
I understood the hon. member for Dundas (Mr.
Hickey) aright, he proposes to have no part or lot
in this, not in any shape or way, except indirectly,
which does not matter, and lie will not receive
berefit from this grant. And I am very glad of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a renew-
al of tle subsidy granted to the Ottawa and
Waddington Railway. Parliament this Session has
granted a charter to the Ottawa and Morrisburg
Railway, which charter covers exactly the saine
ground. The parties interested in the Ottawa
and Waddington Railway have made strong repre-
sentations that, according to the law, their charter
is still alive and has not lapsed or become extinct,
and therefore the language has been used that this
subsidy is tobe given Io the railway from Ottawa
to Morrisburg, and he G4overnment will fully
advise thenselves as to the legal status of both
railways before they decide to make the grant.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this road
intended to connect with an American road on the
other side, and does it practically involve a bridge
across the St. Lawrence at Morrisburg ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have got
a charter for the purpose of crossing the St. Law-
rence as the Waddington Bridge Company had. I
think from what has been stated in Parliament
here that we can hardly encourage the building of
another bridge.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman declares that he is not prepared, as a
part of the policy of the Government, to allow any
bridge to he erected west of Coteau.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. To what

length does that extend ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It extends across

the St. Lawrence.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The question

is one which has an interest for me and for the
hon. gentleman too, perhaps. For example, is the
hon. gentleman prepared to say that this prohibi-
tion pro tem. extends all the way to Kingston ? If
an enterprise is promoted there, would le feel it

his duty to oppose any construction of a bridge
across the St. Lawrence in that region ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is my
opinion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Even though
the American Government would consent on their
part ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is my pre-
sent opinion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We know
that the hon. gentleman's present opinions are
qualified under conditions, but I want to know
what they are.

Mr. LAURIER. If I understand the hon. gen-
tleman aright, he has not decided whether this
subsidy is to go to the new Ottawa and Morrisburg
Company or to the old company, the Ottawa,
Waddington and New York.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. LAURIER. Perhaps the bon. meniber for

Dundas (Mr. Hickey) would tell us if lie has 1e-
tained his interest in the Ottawa, Waddington and
New York Company.

Mr. HICKEY. I have claimed for the last
three years that the charter of the old company is
dead. It is defunct, and I have repeatedly offered
to sell my interest for 5 cents to the promoters of
the old road. I will sell it to the hon. gentleman
for 5 cents if lie wishes to have it.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not deal in that.
To the Erie and Huron Railway Company, for 22 miles

of their railway from Petrolea vid Oil Springs to Dresden,
a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $70,400.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would ask the hon.
gentleman whether the Government contemplate
subsidising in the future the line extending from
Sarnia to Bothwell, because this is only a snall
section of the line projected by the company ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; subject
to the statenient I made, that I do not think it
would be any benefit to subsidise a portion of a
road and leave the other unbuilt. If things go
well and I am here, I shall be glad to have an
opportunity of asking a subsidy for the branch from
Dresden to Bothwell.

To the Brockville, Westport and Sault Ste. Marie Rail-
way Company, for a railwayfrom Brockville to Westport,
the balance remaining unpaid of the subsidy granted by
the Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 59, not exceeding in the
whole $83,O00.

Mr. LAURIER. Is this a renewal of a lapsed
subsidy ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is in one
sense; the road is built and in running order, but
it did not come up to the standard, and the
engineer would not certify for the money. These
objections, however, have been removed and the
road is now finished up to the standard.

To the Manitoulin and North Shore Railway Company,
for 30 miles of their railway from Little Current to the
Algoma Branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway, a sub-
sidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the
whole $96,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Manitou-
lin Islands, which I remember as a boy were
occupied only by Indians, now have a population, I
am informed, of 14,000. These people from their
insular position are eut off from railway communi-
cation ; but by building this railway from Little
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Current, they will have connection with the
Canadian Pacific Railway road. During the win-
ter months they are cut off from the rest of the
world, and during summer they have a steamer
plying there, which is a means of communication.

To the Kingstonh Smith's Falls and Ottawa Railway
Company, for 36 miles of their railway, from the north
east end of the 20 miles subsidised by the Act 52 Victoria,
chapter 3, to Smith's Falls, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile,'nor exceeding in the whole $115,200.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that con-
tingent on the electors of Kingston doing the cor-
rect thing on their part?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We ask for a
subsidy for the whole line, instead of a portion of
the line, as is done in other cases. The reason of
this is that otherwise the bonus would be forfeited.
To show the importance which the local authorities
attach to this road, I may point out that the city
of Kingston gave $150,000 ; Leeds and Lansdowne,
$20,000; Crosby, $10,000; South Elmsley, $4,000;
and the town of Smith's Falls, $5,000 ; in all,
$224,000. The promoters of this company want
the whole sum voted, so that they may go on at
once, and not run the risk of forfeiting this bonus.

To the Ottawa and Parry Sound Railway Company, for
30 miles of their railway, from Eganville to Barry's Bay,
a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $96,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This road
commences on the Canadian Pacific Railway near
Renfrew, and passes through Eganville. It will
open up a valuable timber trade in that section of
the country. The first section from the Canadian
Pacifie Railway to Eganville was subsidised by 49
Victoria, and this subsidy is to cover a further
distance from Eganville to Barry's Bay.

To the Belleville and Lake Nipissing Railway Company,
for 30 miles of their railway, from Belleville to Bridge-
water, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor
exceeding in the whole $96,00.-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This railway
passes through a partially settled agricultural and
mining country, crossing many parts which are
well timbered.

To the Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacific Railway
Company, for 30 miles of their railway, from Cobourg to
the Ontario and Quebec Railway, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a very
important road to the town of Cobourg and the
county of Northumberland, as it will give direct
railway communication with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. It will also be of much value to the
country tributary to the line and to the mining
region to which it is projected. It is a short line,
but it is nevertheless a very important one. The
old Cobourg and Peterborough Railway, owing to
its location, had to be abandoned, and it becomes
absolutely indispensable that a new road be built
in a good location.

To the St . Stephen and Milltown Railway Company,
for 3 miles of their railway, from the town of St. Stephen
to the town of Milltown, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $11,200.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Milltown and
St. Stephen are mnanufacturing centres, having a
cotton mill and a lumber mill. Milltown has
neither navigation nor railway facilities. The
population of Milltown is about 2,500 and St.
Stephen 3,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

For a railway from a point at or near Fredriction gn
Oromocto and Gagetown to a point on the New Bruns-
wick Railway west of Westfield Station, for 30 miles
thereof, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor ex-
ceeding in the whole $96,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This road will
run through a well settled, fertile district along the
St. John Valley, at present unserved by a railway.
It will touch several thriving towns, and will be a
most serviceable road, which must extend and de-
velop trade through that section of the country.

To the Central Railway Company of New Brunswick,
for 41 miles of their railway, the distance which the pre-
vious subsidy granted is short of covering, from the head
of Grand Lake te the Intercolonial Railway, a subsidy
not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole
$14,400.

Mr. ELLIS. This railway now connects with
the Intercolonial. It appears to me that the reso-
lution does not convey the exact idea.

Mr. FOSTER. It does connect with the In-
tercolonial, but the whole distance to the head
of Grand Lake is not covered by the present
subsidy. The head of Grand Lake is the terminus
of the road. This is to take them to the head of
Grand Lake, the terminus of the road. It will
give thein a subsidy for an additional 4½ miles
beyond the amount for which the subsidy was
granted before.

To the Montreal and Western Railway Company, for 70
miles of their railway, from St. Jérôme, northwesterly
towards Désert, in the Province of Quebec, in lieu of the
subsidy granted by the Act 49 Victoria, chapter 10, a
subsidy not exceeding $5,161 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $861,270.

Provided, that the subsidy hereby granted to the Mon-
treal and Western Railway Company may be paid by in-
stalments on the completion of eaoh section of the rail-
way, as follows, that is to say:-

Approximate
SECTIONS. length

in miles.
St. Jérôme to Shawbridge ............. 8
Shawbridge to St. Sauveur............. 4
St. Sauveur to Ste. Adèl .............. 6
Ste. Adèle to Lac à la Feurche....... 6
Lac à la Fourche to Ste. Agathe....... 62
Ste. Agathe to St .Faustin............. 14
St. Faustin to St. Jovite ..... ........ 71
St. Jovite to Summit Lake.. ........... 8
Summit Lake to La Chute aux Iroquois. 7
La Chute aux Iroquois towards Désert. 3

Such instalments to be proportionate to the value of
the portion so completed in comparison with that of the
whole work undertaken, to be established as aforesaid.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a re-
vote. It is provided that the subsidy shall be paid
as the road is finished, from station to station, ac-
cording to the value of each portion. The
Canadian Pacific Railway has agreed to run the
line ; and the moment a station is reached, that
portion will be run.

Mr. LAURIER. I would call the attention Of
the First Minister to the last paragraph, which
reads as follows :-

" Such instalments to be proportionate to the value Of
the portion so completed in comparison with that of the
whole work undertaken to be established as aforesaid."

This paragraph is scarcely in accord with the state-
ment the hon. gentleman has just made, because
the subsidy is to give $5,161 per mile. If this is to
be divided by sections, and the subsidy to be paid
on each section according to its length, instead of
on the usual section of ten miles, the calculation
is easily made. But there is in the last paragraPh
a source of complication which may land us in the
same difficulty as we experienced last year i'
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regard to the Baie des Chaleurs Railway, the sub-
sidy for which was all expended and the road not
completed. How is the proportion to be estab-
lished ? First of all, there is the value to be
placed on the whole work, and then the relative
value to be placed on each section.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is an
estimate by an engineer of the value of the whole
line. When an instalment is asked for a finished
portion, its value will be established in proportion
to that of the whole line.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is the ordinary clause.
Mr. BLAKE. No, it is not the principle upon

which these subsidies are given at all. It is a
clause which is sometimes introduced into aids
given to railway companies, but the principle on
which the subsidies are given is a mileage clause ;
no matter what the difficulty of the work may be,
so much a mile is given. That is the ordinary prin-
ciple.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Why, then, do we find a special

provision here, because all the difference then
would be that, instead of paying by sections of ten
miles, we would pay by the sections given here.
If that is what is intended, there is no need for
this closing paragraph.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole
amount of the subsidy is $5,161 per mile. This
road passes through a very broken country, so that
some sections will cost much more than others. One
section may cost $5,000 and another only $2,000
per mile. There would, therefore, be sufficient
kept back from the less difficult sections for the
purpose of adding to the assistance given the more
difficult ones.

Mr. BLAKE. That I understand, and that is
special, and not as the Secretary of State says, the
ordinary arrangement.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This is the ordinary clause,
except that it is not by sections of ten miles. The
ordinary clause provides for payment by sections
of ten miles ; but in this case each section will be
paid for, per section of ten miles, according to the
proportion of value of those ten miles to the whole
work undertaken.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend may say no,

but I say yes. If my hon. friend will look at the
end of all these resolutions, he will find exactly
the same provision for each ten miles as for each
of these sections. I may tell my hon. friend that
the difficultpart of thisroadisbetweenthetwentieth
and thirtieth mile. This resolution has not been
made in this form on purpose to draw subsidies
for one section more than for another ; but it has
been so divided because the Canadian Pacific
Railway, in making the agreement which has been
ratified by this Parliament, said they would gua-
rantee a loan of $4,000 on each section. The clause
is the ordinary clause, and the appropriation is
the ordinary appropriation.

Mr. BLAKE. It may be so.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is so.

Mr. BLAKE. Then, there is no reason why
there sbould be a special provision here which we
do not find appended to the other resolutions at

all. In the case of a railway, in which the pro-
posed subsidy is more than half as large again as
the ordinary subsidy, it becomes all the more
necessary to take care that the subsidy is not
disproportionately expended on some portions of
the line; and although in principle there can be
no objection at all to a proportionate expenditure,
yet that necessarily involves a very careful instru-
mental survey and estimate right up to the end of
the whole seventy miles, as otherwise the subsidy
may be found to come very short indeed. There
may be but a perfunctory examination and
valuation ; the difficult sections may appear to be
those which have first to be grappled with, as the
difficulties which have to be met a year or two later
may appear less than those which are nearest.
So it is absolutely necessary, if that is to be done,
particularly when the subsidy appears to be larger
in proportion to the whole cost of the work than
is usual, that the examination and survey should
be complote and that we should have an account
of how many more rivers we have to cross. So I
think it is desirable that we should know the
difficulties which may occur. There is another
vote later on for the Quebec and Lake St. John
Railway. We have already given a large subsidy
to that railway, but it is not the Secretary of
State who takes a paternal interest in that, but
the Minister of Militia, and his turn will come.
I see that in that connection we are to be asked to
vote a sum for a bridge, which is something
altogether new. I simply mention this to show
that it is important that we should see that we
are not led into further expenditures than Parlia-
ment expects to grant.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The first eight miles of this
road from St. Jérôme to Chambery are very easy,
but the 20th or 25th mile will be in the mountains
and will be very difficult. These proportions have
been very carefully taken by the Governinent
engineer.

Mr. LAURIER. That may be true, but, if the
concluding portion of this resolution has no more
effect than the ordinary resolution, there is no
reason for putting it there. All you need say
would be that this should be calculated with a
view to the broken sections.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. A loan has been contracted
with a company, and that is based on the broken
sections. Otherwise there would not be any
difficulty.

Mr. GIROUARD. The ordinary resolution
states that the money shall be paid on sections of
10 miles, but in this case it is necessary to provide
that it shall be paid on sections of 6 or 8 or 7 or 3
miles, and so on, because the road is so different in
various parts that the section of 10 miles would
hardly apply to it.

For 75 miles of the railway from Sheiburne, in the
Couuty of Sheiburne, and from Liverpool, in the County
of Queen's, to Annapolis, in the Province of Nova Seotia,
to be so contracted for as to secure the construction to
both Shelburne and Liverpool, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,20 per mile, nor exceedingin the whole $240,O0.

Mr. LOVITT. It would appear from this that
it is only seventy-five miles to connect these two
points with Shelburne.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The whole line from
Liverpool to Annapolis, with the branch to Shel-
burne, wiRl be 105 miles, but the subsidy for
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seventy-five miles is only in aid of the road. I
would ask the First Minister to change the word
"to " to the word " towards."

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I desire to make an
explanation. When the principal promoter of
this company, Mr. Hervey, appeared in Ottawa,
he wished to put through a Bill rather hurriedly,
and 1, with another gentleman from the town I
represent, signed a petition for the passage of this
Bill. Our names crept into the Bill in that way.
I never had any interest in the Bill, it never cost
me anything, I never heard of it before, or from
that day to this. While not saying that there is
anything reprehensible in members of Parliament
having an interest in these matters. I desire to say
that I have no interest in this project and never
had.

Mr. LOVITT. Does the Minister of Justice
know that in the western part of Shelburne meet-
ings have been held and representations made in
favor of the railway going the other way?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have been fully
informed as to the meetinge. This vote is de-
signed to afford railway communication to Shel-
burne and Queen's, of which they have hitherto
been deprived. They are fine counties, and have
very considerable resources in the way of agricul-
ture, shipping and lumbering. The development
which has gone on heretofore bas been principally
in connection with maritime pursuits and lumber-
ing, but the capabilities of these counties for agri-
culture and fruit-growing are very considerable.
They have been cut off from the rest of Canada
through lack of railway facilities, and they have
felt that want very considerably. This is designed
to give them railway communication with Anna-
polis, and in that way they can reach Liverpool in
the County of Queen's, which has a very fair har-
bor, Shelburne, which has a magnificent harbor,
and Annapolis, from which steamers ply to the
United States and to the adjacent Province of New
Brunswick. I know that the western part of Shel-
burne naturally desires railway connection not in
this direction but in the direction of Yarmouth
but that will be a matter for consideration here-
after.' I know it is important to that part of the
county which trades with Yarmouth, and sends
its exports there, but, while that is so, it cannot
be expected that one line can accommodate the
whole of Shelburne county, nor is that aimed at.
The county will receive connection with the gen-
eral railway system of the Province by the branch
which it is intended to extend from Caledonia to
the harbor of Shelburne.

General LAURIE. There is a difference of opin-
ion in Shelburne County as to which will be the most
desirable method of carrying out this communica-
tion. A portion of the western part of the county
desires to be connected with the shire town of
Shelburne, others desire to be connected with Yar-
mouth. The 'charter, to which I assume this sub-
sidy will be given, provides for a branch being made
from this line to Barrington and Lockeport. I
understand that proposals are now being made to,
connect Barrington with Yarmouth, which will sat-
isfy all the desired conditions. But it would have
been unreasonable to ask the Government to do
more than has already been proposed to be done at
present. This will afford needed facilities to Shel-

Sir JoHN TiioMPsON.

burne County. I may give an idea of the resources
of Shelburne and of the business to be done there,
from the report of the sub-collector of customs,
at the mouth of Shelburne harbor. This year, 378
vessels were entered, between 21st October of last
year, and Sth April of this year; of these, no less
than 250 were engaged in catching fresh fish for
the markets of the Upper Provinces and the United
States. The fish caught, according to the reports
of the captains, amounted to the large quantity of
ten and a quarter million pounds. It is nost desir-
able that these fish should be sent either by railway
or by steamer, not by sailing vessels. I may also
mention that the interior of the country is now
developing gold mines, and that the wages paid to
men working them amount to over $20,000 per
month, and that is only the beginning. The interior
of the country through which this railway will
pass is a very rich fruit-growing and agricultural
district; I think, therefore, the opening up of this
country will be of great value to the Dominion.

Mr. BLAKE. I have no doubt that that portion
of Nova Scotia to which this resolution refers, in
common with certain other portions which have re-
ceived assistance at various late Sessions, has been
very much neglected, and its progress retarded for
the want of railway communication. I think it is
deeply to be regretted lu the interest of the whole
Province of Nova Scotia thatwhat I must calltheprof-
ligate railway expenditure which has taken place in
other parts of that Province, should have resulted
in a failure to meet the real wants of the Province.
The expenditure which has taken place in connec-
tion with the Oxford and New Glasgow Branch,
being constructed at the Dominion expense, and
other transactions which have resulted in unes
now constructed at the Dominion expense, have
produced this result : that the gross sum whici the
Dominion has paid, and for which it is now liable,
shows a very undue disproportion in Nova Scotia
relatively to the other Provinces. Take the lines
to which I ha-ve referred in the counties of Cum-
berland, Colchester and Pictou, and take the Cape
Breton Railway which is being constructed wholly
at the expense of the Dominion; take the line in con-
nection with the Gut of Canso, which has been
acquired at the expense of the Dominion, and you
flnd this large mileage of railways, some of them
producing hardly any appreciable Dominion result
at all, others producmug some good result, no doubt.
I will repeat what I said on a former occasion m
the course of this very lavish expenditure for Nova
Scotia, when I found in that region with which we
are now dealing, an absence of appropriation alto-
gether-I say this region is deserving of considera-
ation, and I only wish the enormous expenditure
in Nova Scotia, on the part of the Dominion, had
been more judiciously made, and then it would not
be found necessary to give this grant, which will
not answer the whole exigencies of that Province,
and may be inadequate to answer this particular
purpose. I think we would have found plenty of
money, on the general principles which we have
applied in aiding railways for local purposes in
Nova Scotia, to do everything that ought to
been done. have

To the Inverness and Richmond Railway Company, for
50 miles of their railway from Port Hawkesbury to Broad
Cove,a subsidy not exceeding $1,000 per mile, nor exoeed-
ing in the whole $50,000.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This is a line of rail-
way running on the northern side of the Island of
Cape Breton. It was fully discussed before the Rail-
way Committee this Session, and the charter of this
company was protected from interference by the re-
jection of another charter. The railway is to connect
with the Government railway at Port Hawkesbury
and to rua along the coast towards Port Hood and
Broad Cove. That sideof the Island is studded with
coal deposits, all of which are recognised as being
highly important and extensive. The construction
of the road, after it leaves Port Hood, towards
Broad Cove, is not very difficult. The company is
incorporated by the Provincial Legislature, which
will probably subsidise it ; the County of Inver-
ness has likewise subsidised it. The information
that I have in regard to it is that the construction
of the fifty miles along that coast towards Broad
Cove, is not a very difficult piece of work, and for
that reason we are only asking for a subsidy of
.S50,000, which is little more than $1,000 per mile.
in addition to which it receives a provincial subsidy
of $3,200 per mile, and expects to receive a muni-
cipal subsidy as well. The line as authorised by
the Provincial Legislature, extends beyond that to
the northern point of the Island, but the construc-
tion there is altogether problematical, and unlikely
to take place for many years to come. It likewise
includes a branch from Broad Cove to Grand
Narrows, which portion of the work we are not
asking to subsidise. We are asked to subsidise
those portions whieh, I understand, the Provincial
Legislature bas subsidised.

Mr. BLAKE. Do I understand that $1,000 a
mile is all that was asked ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not all that
was asked by the company, but it was all that
was asked by the friends of the enterprise in the
county.

Mr. BLAKE. I looked hurriedly over the
papers and it seemed not only that this amount was
asked, but that the Provincial Legislature's agree-
ment to grant a subsidy was dependent on the action
of this Parliament, and I was apprehensive that we
would find ourselves told next Session that the
arrangement had failed, and it was necessary to
grant a larger sum. I observe by the Estimates,
which we fortunately have in this case, and we
have a little more information than usual, that the
road is not an expensive one and that the County
of Inverness gives $l00,00.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The agreement pro-
vides that the County of Inverness shall give not
less than $50,000 spread over these fifty miles.

Mr. BLAKE. That is $1,000 per mile; then
there is this $3,200 per mile outside of the Provin-
cial subsidy. Has the hon. Minister of Justice
satisfied himself reasonably that the scheme of the
Company can be carried out as regards the fifty
iiles for $5,200 per mile?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have, to a reasonable
extent. The satisfaction I have had on that point
is to this extent: The company, while pressing
very strongly its claims for subsidies on the
bominion and the Provincial Government, actually
went to work and built and graded a considerable
mileage without having any contract with the
Government, and they have spent a very consider-
able sum of money. I think they have graded

about twenty-five miles. They have, moreover,
entered into contracts for a large supply of ties
and so on. The parties making the advances are
capitalists, whose means I am assured of ; but, in
addition, the company have secured the assistance
of capitalists in the Province, who have placed a
considerable sum in the enterprise, and they
have done so without any assurance that it will
receive even the ordinary subsidy. Although the
portion of the district through which the railway
runs is not a very populous one, its indications of
strong support from persons connected with that
part of the country, some of then are my personal
friends, indicate to nie that the company has more
backing than I would have expected it, as a new
enterprise of this kind. The company has gone
forward at the risk of no aid being given. I do
not wish the House to understand that this is the
total ainount asked by the company, but this aid,
together with that of the Local Government, will
enable the company to carry out the undertaking,
I am told. The Government at a future time might
think proper, in answer to an application by the
conpany, to subsidise the branch from Broad Cove.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad to hear the state-
ment of the hon. Minister, because those who
recollect the first stage through which a little
scheme passed, will remember that it was urged
that the Cape Breton Railway was to be a simple
subsidised road, and that we were to provide the
necessary railway communication at very small
cost. We recollect that in the end the Dominion
Parliament were called on to undertake the build-
ing of that railway, certainly not with any view
that we should be called to give further aid to
Cape Breton. An examination of the route of the
railway made it plain that it did not serve any very
important railway purposes with respect to the
region to which the hon. gentleman is referring,
and it was clear that if railway accommodation
were required for Cape Breton there would still be
a gap to be filled some other day.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Minister of Rail-
ways was absent the other day, when I referred to
the railway system of this country, by which a
length of 9 miles connecting Derby branch with
the Northern and Western Railway, one owned by
the Government and the other subsidised by the
Government, has remained unused during the last
two or three years. It is a perfect outrage on the
people of my constituency that such a state of
things should exist. The hon. First Minister has
now the opportunity of stating, inasmuch as one of
the proprietors of this link has been here for the
last few days, whether any arrangement has been
made between the Government and the proprietors
of tne road for opening out and working this sec-
tion. It has been constructed between two and
three years, but it has never been used, although
it forms an important link as regards one section
of the County of Northumberland. I ask if any
arrangement has been made in regard to this link
with one of the proprietors of the road in question,
who has been in close communion with the
First Minister within the last few weeks.
It is no use opposing these grants, but I
enter my protest against the manner in which they
are brought before this House, and carried no mat-
ter what the opposition may be. I have looked with
deep regret at the enormous amount of money
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voted, money voted not because of any parti-
cular merits of the schemes themselves, but because
they happen to be advocated by bon. gentlemen
who sit on the Government benches or by influential
men throughout the country who happen to have
the ear of the Government. It is most immoral
and demoralising alike to the counties in which the
money is spent and to the representatives who come
to this House as the representatives of those
counties. I know that any representations I have
made have been treated with the utmost neglect, It
is useless for me to ask for my county the most
common justice in regard to any matter. When I
reflect on the items submitted and consider how
hon. gentlemen can obtain for their counties consi-
deration when the public money is to be spent,
while I for my county can receive no consideration,
I feel there is something wrong in the manner in
which public affairs are administered and in which
public money is appropriated and expended. I
have already two or three times referred to this
same circumstance, and I repeat it again. It is
useless to oppose any measures brought in by the
Government because they are bound to be carried.
When I look at the counties favored in Nova
Scotia and in my own Province, I find that coun-
ties extending all along the St. John River and in
the western section of the Province have favors,
but there is scarcely anything for the group of
counties surrounding the county I have the honor
to represent, and I feel that a special injustice is
done to my section of the country. The effect is,
that the people in my county say: " What is the
use of you in Parlipment? We send you there, but
what do you get for our county?" The right hon.
gentleman may laugh, but he knows it is true, and
we might as well have a little truth about it now
as at any other time. The people of my county
say : " We send you to Parliament, and while we
see money scattered all arodnd the Province, and
appropriations made for this county and that
county and the other county, Northumberland is
utterly neglected. We had better put you out
and send one who will support the Government."
That is the talk of the people, and that is what
the, Government aim at. My right hon, friend
may snile and smile, but that is the object he has
in view. I have been dancing attendance on the
right hon. gentleman all this Session and have
met him in his office, by his appointment, to
try and get just and proper claims settled, but I
cannot succeed. I find, that this process of demor-
alisation and corruption is going on throughout
this country, for which the Government is respon-
sible. If this thing continues, the result will
be one of two things. Either, there will be an
awakening on the part of the people, which will
send these men out of power, or else, the people
will say : " We will have to choose reprcsentatives
in Parliament, who will go on their knees to the
Administration, and who say ' yea, yea,' and amen,
to all their iniquities, and then we will get some-
thing done, for independence is of no use," or
else-and I take my chances on this platforn of
independence-the people of the country will say:
" This Government does not render justice, and
we will put them out of office." I have great hope
that the honesty of the people of Canada will
induce them to take this latter course.

For completing the Montreal and Sorel Railway Com-
pany, from Montreal to Sorel, $40,000.

Mr. MeCuxLnL.

Mr. BLAKE. I thought this railway was a
built railway, and a bonded railway, and a fondled
railway.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was built
some years ago and was for a time operated by the
Grand Trunk Railway, but they refused to continue
to operate it on account of its being so dilapidated.
We then granted a subsidy to put it in safe condi-
tion for traffic, but through lack of funds it was
allowed to get into disrepair and was partially
closed. The present subsidy is to give aid to put
it in good repair.

Mr. LAURIER. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man if he has taken the trouble to obtain a state-
ment from this company as to how this money bas
been applied ? When a company which has been in
operation like this one, comes again seeking favor
from the Government, it seems to me, that the
least they should do is to have their books audited
by the Government to see how the money was
applied. I believe that if there had been proper
management of that road, there is no reason why
it should be in a dilapidated condition to-day.
This railway is built through an even country, it
bas been favored, I understand, by grants of
right of way, there is no river, between Montreal
and Sorel, except the Richelieu, and they have no
bridge over the Richelieu, and it seems to me that
no railway could be built at a cheaper price than
this one. It seems a very extraordinary thing that
a road, which has been in operation for not more
than eight years, if that long, should be in such a
dilapidated condition now.

Mr. BLAKE. This seems to be one of those
roads, I think among the earliest of the latter
series of roads, which has been the cause of very
great discredit to this country, by reason of the
operations on the London market, of those who
were concerned in it. The most severe reflections
have been made upon the persons who were con-
cerned in the issue of the bonds of this road, and
Canadian credit generally bas suffered very much
by it. If a company, after building a road in this
way, and after actually opening their road, comes
to Parliament and obtains a grant in order to
repair it and enable it to be opened again, gets that
grant, uses it or misuses it, I know not which, keep
the road open for a little while longer, then closes
it again, and comes back to Parliament for another
grant in order to put the road in repair so that it
may be operated-where is this to stop? What
guarantee in the world have we, if we make this
grant, that this sort of thing is not to go on for
ever? This condition of tbings seems to me to be
intolerable. A business-like inspection of the
affairs of the company should have been made in
the first place to see that the management of the
road was such that the aid proposed to be gi-en
would put it in proper repair, but now we find the
road closed again, and we are called upon to pay
money to keep it open. Where is this going to
stop?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not at all
attempt to defend the Montreal and Sorel Railway
Company, as I am not sufficiently acquainted with
the facts, either to defend it or to join in any
charge against it. I am aware that there were
some severe reflections made, as to the manner l
which the bonds of this company were floated, and1

I fear that there has been a good deal of misman-
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agement in this road. Perhaps the funds were and ail the Government had to do was to examine
insufficient at first to put the road in a substantial 10 miles when buit. Bowever, this money will
condition, and that the Grand Trunk Railway, by not be given at ail to the company. Warned by
operating it when it was imperfectly finished, previous experience, we have decided that the
injured the road. At all events the Grand Trunk money shah be expended under the direction of
Railway abandoned operating it, and whatever the Governmcut officers just as if it were a Govern-
may have been the conduct of the company, this ment raiiway.
road is a necessity for that part of the country, Mr BLAKE. The hon, gentleman says that
and it is in the interests of the inhabitants, and not this rond would probably be ail right if the coin-
of the company, that this item has been inserted in
the Estimates. I can assure the Committee that pn a eoercie 320aml.Btwthe stiate. 1 an ssue te Comitee haton this side of the House kuew that it had receivedthis money shall be expended under the direct only $1,600 a mile, and we knew the reason why.
supervision of the Government engineer, and in I was hecause this rond was built and runnin
such a manner that no portion of the money can the system of
be diverted from the purpose of putting the road whe n subsiie was invet and
into complete repair. thebut o ;i ut00wasopair it. rwast

Mr. LAURIER. As I understand, the first s oldor the company had managed itso badly, that
subsidy was granted by the Government under ex- the road had got worn out, and to repair it and
actly the same circumstances, and was expended make it as good as uew, the hou, gentleman made
under their supervision. The railway has been that grant. This time the company are fot to be
built ; it was not in running condition applica- trusted; but we ail know that the Governnent are
tion was made to this Parliament for aid; and aid to be trusted; they neyer make extravagant
was given. Then I presume the aid was expended, expenses; they are economical; and so the hon.
as the hon. gentleman proposed it should be ex- gentleman gives us to understand that this econom-
pended, under the supervision of the Government, ical and wise Goverument will take charge of the
and yet we find the railway in no better condition expenditure of this money. But what security
than it was before. If the motive is to develop have we that the rond will be kept in repair after
this section of the country, that is a laudable that? First, the company built the rond; then
motive, but the company have shown themselves they mn it down; we subscribed $1,600 a mile to
such bad husbandmen that they should not be en- get it repaired again; then they rau it down
trusted with the expenditure of this money. again; and now we are to vote $40,000 to repair

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Wholly apart it again. What certaiuty have we that the rond
from tuat, even if these people have a right to re- willnotbermndownagain? Theremustbesome-
ceive from other portions of the country a contribu- thing wrong with the rond or with the corporators,
tion to their railway, they have had it once, and perhaps with both. If the hou. gentleman had
it does appear to me an improper act on the part explaiued to us how this road, after being once
of the Government to grant it twice. There are built, could not be kept open, and how after having
other sections of the country infinitely more in been once repaired, it could not be kept open a
need of railways which have not received a cent second time, and how the same thiug was not.
from the Government-railways for which applica- going to occur after this third grant, we mnght
tion has been made this Session by hon. members have some reason for it. We know nothing of the
of this House. There is no pretence that this little cause of the former failures, and we know not
road of 40 miles in length is for the general benefit that the same cause inay not continue to exist and
of Canada ; to call it so is an insult to our intelli- produce a third failure.
gence ; it is a local road, and the hon. gentleman Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wish t&
in contributing to it is defrauding other parts of know if we are to understand that it is part of the
the country which are applicants for similar favors.

Sdo not approve of the system at all ; but if it isthis
adopted, it should be carried out with some regard is the flrst application, it will be the met. The
to equity between one part of the country and an- hon. gentleman is establishing a precedent that
other; and in the name of those sections, which will give plenty of trouble to hirself and his suc-
are without any advantage from the Government,
I protest against this double bonus, for which, in
the light of these facts, there does not appear to o 7he oftseif Jailway Comany
be the slightest justification. sidy not exeeediug $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The first vote whole, $24,tx0.
was $1,600 a upile, and I suppose that the money Mr. BLAKE. This seems te be another inno-
raised in addition to that sum hy bonds and other- vation. It is not a snsidy to uild a railway or
wise was insufficient to make the rond a fist-class to repair a railway; it is a subsidy with reference
permanent rond. Theme was a great deal of trestre to some 4 miles of a ailway which already exist.
work, which partly acconts for the rond getting and is in repair; it je to assit the Pontiac Pacific
into disrepair. I dare say that if it had got Junction Railway Com»)any to huy that piece of«
$3,200 a mile it would have been built as a first- rond frod the Canadian Pacifie Railw y Company.
class rpilway, as it ought to have been built. But The Canadian Pcifie Railway Company can
vhen we are informed-I was not awore of the either lease it or seil it to the Potia Pacifie-
fact until just now-that the rond got only half Junction Railway Company ; but the proposition
the subsidy given te other rilways, I thiwnk the is that we shal contriute towamds the purchase
hon, gentleman can well ahlow this rond te be put money t e sumn of $3,200 a mile. itht public
inte full and comtplete repair. The first building interest in the way of development is t be served.
of the railway wns cnrried on by the company, by thi subsidy? The rond is not going te be sold
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-at more than it is worth, and if the Pontiac Pacific
Junction Company buy it at what it is worth,
they can afford to pay what it is worth. But I
.believe this is not the first time that we have been
called on to pay for this road, for I think it is part
of the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental
Railway, which was built by the Province of Que-
bec, and was sold by the Province of Quebec to the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company at a discount,
and in respect of which this Parliament afterwards
contributed to the Province of Quebec a large sum,
about, I think, $1,000,000, to make up the dif-
ference between the cost and the value of the road.
The Province of Quebec having on the sale lost a con-
siderable sum, it appealed to us in reference
to the general proposition of the extension east-
ward of the Canadian Pacific Railway. It ap-
pealed to hon. gentlemen opposite in various ways.
It appealed by petition ; it appealed by memorials ;
i appealed, not by open representations in Parlia-
ment but by the convention inNo. 8; and it succeeded
in obtaining a large grant froms the Dominion reve-
nues to make good its loss on that operation. The
Dominion paid the loss to the Province of Quebec,
or so much as it was thought equitable to pay, in
respect of the whole line which had been sold;
the Canadian Pacific Railway had acquired it,
and L thought we were quit of it. Then the Pon-
tiac Pacific asked for leave to acquire it, and the
Canadian Pacifie Railway got leave to dispose of
it. Why then should we step in now and pay
$24,000 more to the Pontiac Pacific Junction
Railway Company, to enable it to pay a part of the
price of the acquisition of this railway. I observe
that the applicationmade in thisreport asks the Gov-
ernment, in making the grant or any other grant
to the Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway, to
have regard to the creditors of the road, those
employed on the road, and also to the interests of the
county. Some of us may yet remember the cir-
cumstances connected with the earlier agitations
for subsidies for this road, a considerable portion
of which have been paid, and some of which, I
believe, remain as yet unpaid, in which it turned
out that an understanding had been reached
between the authorities on behalf of the
County of Pontiac and the railway itself
that, for whatever aid the representatives of
the County of Pontiac might be able to acquire
from a kindly and paternal Govermnent and a
generous people, the County of Pontiac should
receive credit, I believe, from time to time. The
county of Pontiac had given $100,000 in bonds as
its contribution to this road ; and if Parliament
here were to grant $100,000 or $50,000 towards
that railway, then Pontiac county was to get the
benefit of it; so that the application made to us
here, and which was conceded, was in substance,
althougi not in terms, a grant in ease of the county
of Pontiac, to save it from the payment of its
municipal bonus, I believe this was thearrange-
ment, although it was not signed, sealed, or defined
in some formal instrument. I believe it is not
yet, but perhaps may be implemented. But
such it was. I think the hon. the Secretary of
State, who, I am glad to say, las just come in, las
a good deal to do with this railway. He and
Mr. Church and a few others were the board of
directors; and during the period of the earlierevents
of which I have spoken, the hon. gentleman was
interested, to a very large extent, in the road. I

Mr. BLAKE.

do not know if his interest still continues, but I
should like to know from the Government how it
is that, under these circumstances, it is proposed
we should purchase, on behalf of a railway con-
pany, an existing railway, which that company is
able to acquire at its value, and in respect of which
we have already expended quite a considerable
sum.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I had no interest in that
road, and I am not interested in defending this
vote. A subsidy was voted in 1884 for a line from
Hull to Pembroke.

Mr. BLAKE. No ; it was from Hull or Aylner.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. From Hull or Aylmer ?

That is to say, it was from Hull. In 1884, the
louse voted a subsidy from Hull to Pembroke.

Mr. BLAKE. From Hull or Aylmer?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. From Hull or Aylmer. It is

the same vote; nothing added to it ; and to-day that
company is entitled, as far as I know, to this grant.
I am not here to give an explanation of this sub-
sidy, which is %oted by Parliament and to which
the conpany is entitled at present.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman is quite
in error.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am not.
Mr. LAURIER. I will refer the hon. gentleman

to the petition with regard to this subsidy. After
reciting the advantages, the petition proceeds as
follows:-

To this end (that is to say, the advantage of the rail-
way) a renewal of the relapsed subsidies is indispensable
as well as the granting of a subsidy of $3,200 for the acqui-
sition by the company of the branch line of seven miles
in length between Aylmer and Hull, towards which no
Dominion subsidy has yet been paid.
Now, it is asked that this Government should pay
a subsidy of $3,200 a mile for seven miles of rail-
way. For what object? To aid a railway in
need? Not at all. To aid the construction of a
railway ? Not at all. To confer any public bene-
fit on any section of country? Nothing of the
kind. What for, then ? Simply to enable the
Pacific Junction Railway Company to buy that
piece of road from the Canadian Pacific Railway.
It is to enable one company to sell and another
to buy a piece of railway which is already in exist-
ence. Sarely that is not at all a thing which can
be defended here. Upon what ground can it be
defended? I have always understood that the
principle which underlies these grants of subsidies
to railways it to enable railways to be constructed
and to favor public localities. But there is nothing
of the kind in this. It is not to favor any section
of country, because a railway already exists there.
It is simply to enable a company to buy a road
fron another company.

Mr. BRYSON. I may say at the outset that
this subsidy of 7j miles does not materially inter-
fere with me, so far as it is not in any portion of
my county ; but as the representative of the
County of Pontiac, I am particularly interested
in the people of that county having one line of
railway connection with the city of Ottawa instead
of having two lines as at present. Therefore, the
sooner the Pontiac road should own the portion of
the railway from Hull to Aylmer the better. The
hon. member for West Durham has referred to the
subsidy voted in 1884. In 1884, the Pontiac Pacific
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Junction Railway was granted a subsidy for a line minion of Canada las had to buy as a competitive
of railway from Hull or Aylmer to Pembroke. road, and the vote passed just before this for

Mr. BLAKE. How many miles? bridges is for another road between Montreal and
Mr. RYSN. 1thik 81mils; $4-2000 n ýQuebec. It is useless to talk about the policy of'

Mr.the overnment being not to build competitive
ail. Then a subsidy was voted for a portion of the' roads The policy of the Government is simply to
road between Montreal and Ottawa, a distance of t
120 miles, at $12,000 per mile, so that the portion
of the road now proposed to be subsidised, from Mr. DESJARDINS. The hon. meniber for
Hull to Aylmer, has not before been subsidised by Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) ought fot to find
the Federal Parliament. If you will look, Sir, fault with this une, because it is putting the leader
to the Quebec Statutes, you will find that the of the Opposition in close communication with bis
Pontiac Pacific Junction received a subsidy to friends at St. Hyacinte.
the extent of $6,000 a mile for 85 miles from H Mr. MITCHELL. Wat bave I to do wit the
or Aylmer to Pembroke, and that during the Ses- leader of the Opposition? I am bere as an inde-
sion of 1888 a subsidy was voted for ten additional pendent critic of public matters, and nineteen
miles, or, that is, these seven miles now under dis- times out of twenty I agree with the leader of the
cussion, and the three miles subsidised by this Opposition, because I fiud him acting in the in-
Parliament in the Session of 1888. If the Local tereets of the public.
Government was justified in subsidising that Mr. COLBY. Il shortens the distance between
additional ten miles, and they were perfectly just- the lon. inembers present residence and bis county.
ified, because the entire distance fromn Hull to the Mr MITCHELL. There are already three
town of Pembroke, which the conpany was sub-
sidised to build, is 95 miles; so that the one is f cl-t
quite in keeping with the other, and both are quite
right. To the Maskinongé and Nipîssing Railway Company,.

for 15 miles of their railwa>y, from the northern end of the
To the Great Eastern Railway Company for a bridge 15 miles subsidised by the Act 52 Victoria, Chapter 3,

over the Nicolet River, and also a bridge on the St. towards the point of St. Miehel des Saints, on the River
Francis River, a subsidy of 15 per cent. on the value of Mattawa, in the Provinceof Quebec, asubsidyDot execd-
the structures, Qot to exceed $37,500. ing $3,2 per mile, nor exeeding in the whole $48,i o

Mr. McMULLEN. Why do tbe Government Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to know whio
assist in the constructior of this bridge ? atked for that railway i

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There are two new Sir.JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do ot know
large bridges there, and the policy of the Govern- who the corporators are. It is the railway coin-
ment is to give 15 per cent. for bridges costing pany that is asking for it.
$100, 000 or more, and these will cost from o250,009 Mr. MITCHELL. Has the railway compan y a
to f300,000. vote in this Housea t

To the ]Mrummond County Railway Company, for 24 SirJOHN A. MACDONALI). Not that I am
miles of their railway, from Dremmondville to Ste. aware of.
Rosalie. the Province of Quebe, a ssidy ot exced- ITC atersan i
ing $3,200 per mile, norexceeding in the whole $76,800.i ti nt

Mr. McMULLEN. The Firet Minister said it To the Quebec Central Railway Company, for 90 miles of
was not intended to grant a bonus to any roCd for their railway, froI St. Francis Station on the Quebec

Central Railway to a point on the Atlantic and North-a section of country that was already accoumo- Western Railway, near Moose River, or from a point on
dated. In the petition ii ths case, they complain thetQuebec Central t between the Chaudière River
that the freiglits they have to -ay are excessive andKing station, togépoint on the International Railway

ft or near Lake Megantic, in lieu of the snbsidy granted1n mile sbde by the Act 51 Victoria, chapter 3, a subsidy not exceed.ng
'.%r. COLBY. This road makes a very impor- $21.191,54 per annumi for twenty years, or a guarautee of

owy alikesum or a oike period, s interest on the bonds ofatheComany, euch annual subsidy for twenty yearsthe construction of this road of about 50 miles, representhng a grant il cash of $288,000.
there je a saving in distance of about 21 miles be- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The object of
tween Montreal and Quebec, and of course a
corresponding saving in our connection with the this resolution is merely to make the sbsidy
Low-er Provinces over the Intercolonial Railway. granted by 51 Victoria, chapter 3, apply to au

Mr. McMULLEN. According to the petition optional route.

it le only a cnt-off of 12 miles, and it je asked be Mr. LAURIER. How le that optional route to-
cause the petitioners desire competitioo i0 freights. be determied?

Mr. COLBY. The only road with which there Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. By the railway
could be any competition is the Grand Trunk company I take it, with the approbation of the
Railway, and that road is not averse to the grant- Governor in Council.
ing of hrs assistance. Mr. BLAKE. Was the snbsidy formerly grant-

Mr. LAURIER. This projected road will not ed otherwise than in this shape?
interfere with any existing road. t is true that Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Always, with
drummondville is already connected with St. Rosa- the guarantee and ail.
lie, but it is by two sides of a triangle, and this Mr. BLAKE. I suppose we donot guaranteethe
Wi give the straigt connection. bonds until construction.

Mr. MITCHELL. We have the Grand Trunk Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thehon.gentle-
Railway between Montreal and Quebec; we have man wil se that the conditions are set forth in the.
bult a railway on the north shore which the Do- latter part of these reslutions.
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To the Quebee and Lake St. John Railway Company, fora railway bridge over the St. Charles River, to give access

to the City of Quebec, a subsidy not to exceed in the
whole $30,000; also for 12 miles of their railway from
lorette viâ Charlesbourg, to Quebec, a subsidy not ex-
ceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole
$38,400-$68,400l.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This road now
connects with the Canadian Pacific Railway about
five miles out of Quebec ; they have found it a
roundabout way of reaching Quebec, and the line
bas to encounter a very heavy grade.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the estimated cost of the
bridge ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Upwards of $200,000.
It is a very large bridge, crossing the River St.
Charles opposite the gas works.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the estimated cost of
the 12 miles of the road ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is an expensive
piece of road. I have not got the estimate, but
the right of way is very expensive, as it cornes
down through one of the best portions of the coun-
try. Some of the grades are heavy.

Mr. BLAKE. We all know that it would cost
more than $3,200 a mile. That is a heavy piece of
road, the right of way is going to be expensive, it
is going to include the termini. So this will amount to
$240,000 for the railway and $200,000 forthebridge,
or $440,000, to which must be added $60,000 for
pickings, which is very moderate in that locality,
or in all half a million dollars. But the road bas
already access to the city of Quebec over the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, and it is thus proposed to
spend half a million dollars to give them better
facilities for entering the city. I think that this
proposed grant could be very much better ex-
pended.

To the St. John Valley and Rivière du Loup Railway
Company, for 22 miles of their railway from the village of
Prince William towards the town of Woodstock, in lieu
of the subsidy granted by the Act 50-51 Victoria, chapter
24, a subsidy not exeeeding $3>,200per mile, nor exeeeding
in the whole $70,400.

»r. ELLIS. Is this railway really necessary?
There is already a railway on each aide of the
river, and this road, I presume, will run between
them. We have already granted a subsidy for a
road from Fredericton down to Wellesly, so this
is the third railway along the banks of the River
St. John.

Mr. McMULLEN. It is no use hon. gentle-
men opposing this amount, as there is a letter
from the Minister of Finance to the Minister of
Railways recommending it.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I once again brin g
before the Minister of Railways the question o
taking over some of the branches of the Inter-
colonial, to which I called the attention of the
House, many of which branches can be bought to
great advantage to the country. I cannot express
the surprise, but I must express regret, that no
move has been made in the direction I urged on the
attention of the House and the Government the
other night. My poor scheme seems to have been
buried beneath irrelevant matter. Cold water was
thrown on the scheme, which was perhaps not very
ably presented, among others by the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) from whom I
had very good reason to expect better things, re-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

membering that he knew much better than did the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), or the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), or the hon. membar for North York
(Mr. Mulock), the facts on which my argu.
ments were based. I repeat that I was sur-
prised to find that hon. gentleman throwing
cold water on my scheme and not meeting
my arguments fairly. I again express not my
surprise, but myprofound regret, thatnomovement
has been made in this direction. lu spite of all the
rebuffs I have received, I shall feel it my duty, if I
have the good fortune to come back next Session,
to press on the Government, at an early hour in
the Session, this scheme once more, and to submit
it more fully and completely; and if I cannot
move the Governnient in any degree, I shall
endeavor to influence opinion outside of this
House in favor of what is, in my judgment, a
scheme in the interests of the Lower Provinces and
of the whole country, nainely, the taking over of
such branches of the Intercolonial as have commer-
cial value.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope the hon.
gentleman does not consider any want of respect
has been shown to his opinion or suggestions
because lie does not see any tangible evidence in
these resolutions. It is almost impossible when a
question is brought before the attention of the
Government, especially involving a suin of money,
for the Government to come to any conclusion
during the Session. So instead of the hon. gentle-
man waiting until next Session to impress lis
views on the Government, I shall be exceedingly
obliged to him if at an early day during the recess
he will lay his views before the Government and
they will receive the most respectful attention.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I will certainly do so.

Mr. BLAKE. But the hon. gentleman must re-
member that, although the First Minister may de-
sire to calm the perturbed feelings of the hon.
member for Albert (Mr. Weldon), the First Minis-
ter is going to throw the whole community into a
state of agitation, for the hon. gentleman has
already said that the Intercolonial was burden
enough for this country to bear, and that lie had
no idea of taking ovex the branches.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did say so; but,
unlike the bon. gentleman, I am not infallible.

Mr. TEMPLE. I find the hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Ellis) does not know the geography of
his own country. He does not seem to be aware
that while two railways run from Fredericton to
Woodstock, they are 20 miles from the river on
each side. This grant is a revote made four years
ago, and the road will pass through the best country
in New Brunswick, and there is no road near the
river except the highway.

Mr. ELLIS. I do not think it is necessary for
the hon. gentleman to endeavor to correct me. He
knows very well I am talking of the road on the
right bank of the St. John, which is not twenty
but often five miles from the river.

Mr. TEMPLE. It is twenty miles from the
river all the way.

Mr. McMULLEN. lis it intended to cross the
hon. gentleman's bridge ?
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Mr. TEMPLE. I will tell you about that later

on.
Resolutions reported and concurred in.

SUPPLY.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the House again re-
.solve itself into Committee of Supply.

HARBOR FEES IN NEWFOUNDLAND.

General LAURIE. Before the House goes into
Supply, I would like to call attention to a matter
,of considerable importance to the Province from
which I come. It is in connection with the heavy
charge made upon fishing vessels, which are re-
quired to pay harbor dues in Newfoundland, every
time they call there for bait. Perhaps the House
is not aware of the enormous burden this will im-
pose on our fishing industry, There are in
Nova Scotia 690 sea-going fishing vessels
manned by 6,644 men. If they call at any
of the harbors of Newfoundland, in order to
bait, which is necessary for them to do about
five times in the year, it means a tax on our Nova
Scotia fishing vessels of $345,000 a year. In the
Province of NeW Brunswick, which has 153 fishing
vessels, the tax will amount to about $76,000. In
Prince Edward Island with 70 vessels, $25,000, and
in the Province of Quebec with 115 fishing ves-
sels if all of them go on the bank, $57,000 a year.
Altogether this tax on our fishing vessels will
amount to about half a million dollars a year. To
show that this is no fanciful idea, I take the follow-
ing item from a Halifax paper:

" CANsO, 9th May.
"Ar. schrs. James Ryan, Halifax; Donald Cann, Hines,

Grand Banks (400 qtls. cod., 2,000 lbs halibut), baited last
at Fortune Bay. Captain Hines declares the Newfoundland
bait law is prohibitory and he will be obliged to take his
bait in Nova Scotia throughout the season."
This means that these vessels will have to come
back from the Grand Banks to Nova Scotia, to
obtain bait. This burden as I have just shown,
will be so prohibitory as practically to destroy all
prospect of carrying on the fishing industry with
any profit at all, and it will be a most serious injury
to our fishing trade. Considering that the New-
foundland delegates have lately come here with
a grievance of their own, and have asked the
sympathy of Canada in their trouble, it does seem
in the very highest degree absurd, that at that
very time, they should have taken upon them-
selves to impose the onerous tax on our vessels
going into their ports. I am aware that the mat-
ter has already been brought to the attention of
the Government and of the House, but considering
that this is now the time that fishing will be
actively prosecuted, I do trust that every possible
effort will be made to have this heavy tax on our
fishing industry removed. Should that effort not
be successful, I trust that we shall improve the
fishing intelligence bureau, as I pointed out
last evening, by receiving reports by telegraph,
so as to give information, both at the cen-
tral office and to vessels calling at any port
to obtain information from the central office
by telegraph, as to where hait can be obtain-
ed. If they must come to Nova Scotia to ob-
tain bait, the information as to what port bait
can be found at is of equal importance to them as
a knowledge of where the fish are to be found. I
trust that if we cannot obtain the remission of the

duties in Newfoundland, greater attention will be
paid the fisheries intelligence bureau, and that these
two cognate subjects will be considered together.
I myself, and our people as well, consider it of more
importance that the remission of the Newfoundland
harbor fees should be obtained. I trust the Gov-
ernment will recognise the great importance of
this matter to our people, and that they will spare
no effort to obtain the abolition of this obnoxious
tax.

Mr. LOVITT. I am happy to second the re-
marks of the hon. member for Shelburne (General
Laurie). I sent a communication to the Minister
of Justice, from which it appeared that one of our
vessels had to leave Newfoundland and come to
Canso for bait. I am glad to state that I have been
assured by the Minister of Justice that everything
that could be done by the Government would be
done in this matter.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This matter has been
fully attended to, so far as it can be by the Cana-
dian Government. The statute under which the
obnoxious tax bas been imposed, was passed in
Newfoundland, a little more than a year ago, and
it then formed the subject of very earnest remon-
strances on the part of this Government, directly
to the Government of Newfoundland, and also to
the Colonial Office, in England, where the pro-
priety of the Act was under consideration, in con-
nection with the whole subject of the sale of bait
to foreign vessels. At that time the decision of
the Imperial Government was to allow the Act,
although a previous Act of the same character had
been disallowed. Before that decision was arrived
at, there was a very definite and positive assurance
given, on the part of the Newfoundland Govern-
ment, that the Act would never be applied to
Canadian fishermen. The Act was subject, how-
ever, to a suspending clause, providing that it should
not go into operation until it was proclaimed.
It has only recently been proclaimed, and since the
proclamation was issued-very much to the sur-
prise of those who were aware of the negotiations
that had taken place and the promises that had
been given-was applied to Canadian vessels ;
remonstrances were again used, and the Im-
perial Government was addressed upon the sub-
ject. The hon. member for Yarmouth (Mr. Lovitt)
wrote me a note on the snbject, and called my
attention to it, as one of the Ministers from the
Province, and it was only to-day I had time to
reply to him. I suppose lie has not received the
letter yet, but I enclosed hiin an extract from a
letter of a member of the late Government of New-
foundland, in which I may say, for the information
of the hon. member for Shelburne (General Laurie),
that gentleman stated most distinctly that the
policy of the late Governnent, which secured the
passing of the Act, was that it should not apply to
Canadian vessels ; that these assurances were given
in good faith, and that it was a matter of surprise to
every one in Newfoundland who was aware of the
policy of the Government, and the restrictions
upon that policy, and the pledges that were given,
that these pledges have been disregarded and the
Act made to apply to Canadian vessels.

THAMES RIVER DREDGING.
Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to ask the Minister

of Public Works if lie can give me the information

4893 4894[M AY 13, 1890.]



[COMMONS] 4896

he promised me to-day in reference to the dredg- which I will read that part which le naterial. After
ing of the River Thames? reciting that he had been instruted to examine

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The answer to into this natter, he says:
the question put by the hon. member for Essex "Mr. Dailey is a busy man, reeve and magistrate ; keeps
(Mr. Patterson) will supply the information a large business, and is looked up to by ail. Mr. Hunt

lives on an island off the port, and being indifferently
which the hon. gentleman asked. Attention hav- educated autborised Mr. Dailey to act for him. This
ing been called to the existence of a bar off the Daiiey did forsome time without anyobjection from Ilunt
mouth of the River Thames, an examination was untl a dispute arose about other matters, wben Hnt
made of the same, and in May, 188, a reportthemadeof he smeand n My, 187~a reortevidence, is fonnded on personal quarrels, not on any
thereon was made, estimating the cost of opening breach of post office duties. Mr. Britton, Q. C., who was
a channel to twelve feet depth at $7,500. Since attending to law business for
that date several applications have been received, always wrote letters for Hut, opened bis correspond-

ence, and acted as Hunt's agent frequentîr 'witbout refer-
and during the past summer a dredge was engaged ence to Hunt at al. I have seen Mr. Dailey and have
in opening a channel seventy-five feet wide to a bsd tbe Rockport office inspected, and you may be satis-y ý fied that Mr. Dailey's action towards Hunt was that of
depth of three feet, at a cost of $4,179. afriend and no complaint would have been made if
On the lst instant a report was transmitted to Hunt ha

4 
settled bis privateindebteduess to Mr. Daîley.

the Department. It is obvious that the constant I enclose berewitb memorial from residents at Rock-
use of a dredge will be necessary to keep a channel port expressing their confidence in Mr. Daiiey; lettersfrom Dailey himself; lettere from B. M. Britton, Esq.,
open through this bar, unless it is made of a per- Q. C.,; letters from Mr. Cornwall, postmaster, Rock-
manent character by the construction of protection port."
works of a length of say 5,000 feet, the cost of There is a long and highly respectably signed
which, with the dredging required, is estimated petition from the residents in favor of this Mr.
at $85,000. Under those circumstances the Gov- Dailey. I submit that on the evidence of these
ernment are not ready to expend such a large sum papers, there hardly appears to be any ground for
of money. But a careful examination will have to dismissing this officer who bas been in the service
be made, to see what smaller amounts might be of the Department for 33 years, and against whom
required. the only fauît aileged in reality is that by mistake

Mr. CAMPBELL. The hon. Minister is aware he had opened one or two letters besides those
that the cut he speaks of, having been made last which had been addressed by those legal gentlemen
year, was only carried two-thirds of the distance to Mr. Hunt a mistake which one would say might
through the bar, and all that the people ask now naturally and easily occur. 1 think, therefore,
is the appropriation of a small anount to continue that if the hon. Postmaster General would carefully
that work through the bar. If it is not done, all consider the question, he would see that it ould
the money spent last year will have been thrown be dealing very hardly with this officer to dismiss
away. him sunmarily under the circumstances.

Mr. FOSTER. I will ask leave to withdraw my Motion withdrawn.
motion for the time being, as the Minister of Rail-
ways wishes to go on with certain matters first. FURThiER SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

DISMISSAL OF ROCKPORT DEPUTY POST-
MASTER

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will take
advantage of this motion to call the attention of
the hon. Postmaster General to the matter which
I brought to his notice last night, regarding the
intended dismissal of a postmaster at Rockport.
The facts, as disclosed in the documents which the
hon. Postmaster General was good enough to hand
to me, appear to be these: To the postmaster
himself, I understand, no blaine is attached;
but the postmaster's deputy, who was act-
ing as his assistant, was accused by a party
of the name of Hunt, of having opened letters
addressed to him. An investigation was made,
and it appeared that Hunt had authorised the
deputy postmaster to open certain correspondence
between the legal firm of Britton & Whiting, of
Kingston, who are well known to the hon. First
Minister, and this man Hunt. After investigation,
it appeared that there was really small cause for
supposing that the deputy postmaster had done
anything improper. Two reports were presented,
one by Mr. Macarrow, who was sent down to re-
port the evidence in some detail, and another by
the Inspector at Kingston, Mr. Gilbert Griffin.
Without detaining the House, I may say that the
evidence submitted, and all the circumstances,
appear to me hardly to bear out the conclusion at-
tained by Mr. Macarrow, and rather tend to bear
out the report made by Mr. Griffin in a letter from

Mr. CAMPBELL.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD By the courtesy
of the House, I will now move that the House re-
solve itself into Cominîttee to consider the railway
resolutions which are set down for to-morrow.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Conmittee.)
To the Temiscouata Railway Company, for 16 miles of

their railway, from the west end of the 20 miles of their
branch railway from Edmundston, subsidised by the Act
51 Victoria, chapter 3, towards the St. Francis River, a
subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $51,200.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a branch
of the Temisconata Railway. It springs from the
main line at Edmundston, and runs through a coun-
try where there is considerable settlement without
railway facilities. The first twenty miles have
been subsidised to the extent of $5,000 per mile.
This resolution proposes a further subsidy for
sixteen miles.

For a railway from the north end of the 14 miles for
which a subsidy was granted by the Act 50 and 51 Vic-
toria, chapter 24, to the Tobique Valley Railway Company,
from Perth Centre towards Plaister Rock Island, 11 miles,
a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $35,200.

Mr. ELLIS. This line ought not to be opened.
Where it is intended to run there are scarcely any
inhabitants. In the parishes of Perth and Gordon
there are not altogether more than 2,500 souls,

4895



[MAY 13, 1890.] 4898

and there are not more than 400 people along the strip of fertile land along the valley. It is true
line of the railway. The railway runs along the there are settlers there and there are wild lands ;
Tobique River from St. John to the Plaister Rock. and if it comes to a qfuestion of veracity between
There is a thin fringe of settlement, not anywhere myself and the hon. gentleman, I can give him all
more than one mile and a-half in depth, along the the figures. I was in the country a short time ago,
bank of the Tobique River, and there are no people and I found in the Tilley and Athley settlements,
there outside this fringe of settlement. The To- a number of houses closed up. With regard to
bique Valley itself is no doubt a very fertile valley, Plaister Rock, there is a deposit there of gypsum,
but this road does not serve any number of no doubt very valuable to any one who wants
people. The House in 1886 granted a subsidy of it, but it is not worth while building a railway to
$3,200 a mile for twenty-eight miles of railway ; get to it.
in 1887 that was changed to a subsidy of $6,400 Mr. TEMPLE. The hon. gentleman says heper mile for fourteen miles of railway. In the knows more about that country than the hon. theHansard I can find no record whatever of any Minister of Inland Revenue, and probably he may,discussion or resolution, but the vote must have but I can tell him that I have travelled that coui-passed. The next year, Sir Charles Tupper came try fifty times to his once, and I think I knowtown and endeavored to get the subsidy transferred fully as much about it as the hon. gentleman. Itto another company, but there was so uch 01p- i n ftefns aly ehv nte .Jh
position that he was compelled in the end to wîth- | River.
draw the vote. There is no reason whatever for,
this line. Mr. ELLIS. I said that.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Any one coming from New Mr. TEMPLE. It is a fine farming country,
Brunswick who heard the statement of the hon. and the object in building this road is to reach
gentleman with regard to the subsidy for the road Plaister Rock, which is of great value to the whole
from Fredericton to Westfield Station, will not be Province of New Brunswick and the country to
surprised at his statement as regards this subsidy. the south of it. I have seen no less than fifty to
He said then that we were subsidising a third road one hundred teams there a day hauling away this
when there were two roads running along the bank plaster toAroostook County for fertilising purposes.
of the Mt. John River. ThereI is no foundation for (Xeneral LA RIE 1 havo a roter ofier of mine
such a statement.

Mr. BLAKE. I rise to order. We have passed
that grant with a very inadequate discussion, to
which the hon. gentleman might have contributed
if he pleased.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Ellis) is altogether wrong in his remnarks
conucerning this subsidy. I say that fron the mouth
of the Tobique there is hardly a vacant lot for
sixty miles along that river on either side. If you
look at the files of the newspaper which is edited
so ably by the hon. gentleman, you will find that
country described by himself as the garden of New
Brunswick, and as one which should be developed
by settlement. But beyond all that, the reason for
the construction of the road was given to Parlia-
ment. A petition was signed by members of Par-
liament from Quebec, and Ontario, and other Pro-
vinces, setting forth, not only that this road should

e constructed to accommodate the inhabitants
there, but that its real object was, in addition, to
give an outlet to one of the niost extensive de-
posits of gypsum there is on this continent. I do
not know whether the hon. gentleman has ever!
been in that country, but I do know from personal
knowledge that there is not a vacant lot on either
side of the river. It is one of the best portions of
New Brunswick for settlement, and it is a new
country which has made more rapid progress in a
short time than any other part of New Brunswick.

Mr. ELLIS. I have been through that country,
and endeavored to write it up. I have been up the
Tobique Valley as many timles -as the hon. gentle-
titan, and I know the country as well as the hon.
g'entleman does. Notwithstanding what the hon.
2eitleman says, he does not contradict my state-
l'ent that there are not more than 3,000 people in
the parishes of Perth and Gordon, and not more
than 400 or 500 people along the whole line of
railway on the Tobique River. The hon. gentle-
lan says every lot is taken up. There is a narrow,
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who has lately settled there, and he gives me the
most glowing accounts of it. He describes it as a
most fertile country, and lie says there is every
reason to believe that a large nutmber of people
will flock into it as soon as its resources are
opened up.

Resolutions reported and concurred in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 157) to authorise the granting
of subsidies to certain railways and railway coin-
panes.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of
Supply.

The estate of the late Major R. S.
King, Welland Field Battery:-
Rent of building to store guns,
&c., of the Battery. from 1862 to
1883,22 years, at $100 per ann um.$2,200 0(

Transport of ammunition, stores and
arms of the Battery (O. C., 6th
January, 1890).................... 102 53

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. When the item came
up before I was asked to produce some papers. I
produce all the papers that could be found in the
Department, and I have the statement of the
Deputy Minister that somne of the papers have been
mislaid. He says:

" On examining the docket, I find that some papers in
this case are not now on file, having made a most thor-
ough search for these papers and not succeeding in trac-
ing them. The search will, however, be continued, and I
hope may be more successful. In the meantime, I send
an exhaustive résurné of the case made by Mr. Sulte, who
was in charge of the branch at tire time.'

The only account missing is the report of Col.
Otter, who recommended the payment of the
claim after he examined into it ; and, in fact, it
was upon his recommendation that this was the
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amount to be paid to Major King that the item that in 1866 he had to build a barn ia which to
was put in the Estimates. store the ammunition when it was sent there during

RICARDCARWRIHT.Tha ~ the Fenian raid, for which he neyer received anyI.
Sir RICHARD CARTW7RIGHT. That is only y

one item. What about the transport of amuni-is due to te ouse, and the
tion and stores respect the ouse must have for the militia andtion nd soresdefence of the country, and especially for a battery

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. After taking evidence of this kind, that has doue sucl noble service for
and examining vouchers for money actually paid, the defence of the country, that he who has sacri-
and for the transportation of guns and ammunition, ficed not only his inoney but his lie, should now
Colonel Otter recommended that this amount obtain recognition. This daim has been fairly in-
should be paid. vestigated by the authorities. I know that Col.

Mr. LAURIER. Surely the hon. gentleman Otter made an investigation and a report; it is a
cannot expect that we will carry this item this lid by the reprt bu I know taCo
Session. He promised to put the House in posses- laiter te Decarefu in o, takiol
sion of the facts upon whici be asked this vote. evieae fu ad in eiin, reprte
Now, at the fourteenth hour, he places these papers tidnte and ougbt t e aidn its od e
on the Table, and asks us to pass the item. We tee pa
know no more now than we did before, as we have ifiad ~ t.e only surviving beir of the late Col. King, aidhad no opportunity of examining those papers. Ito iai this money ought to be paii. I do not
would, therefore, suggest that the item should think there ought to fi a question about it at
stand. ail. This battery is one of the most efficient ii the

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I cannot agree to Dominion. Every member of this fouse, every
the item standing. The claini is a fair claim, aud one who bas anything to do with militia affairs
lias been thoroughly investigated. I have produced knows that the commander of the militia battaions,
every paper wiich could be found in the Depart- aud especially the commander of field batteries,
ment, and I an prepared to repeat, if the hon. las to keep tbese batteries in an efficient condition
gentleman desires it, the items of the account at a very large outlay to bimself. I know tîat
which I gave before. It is only a question as to the present Major King is one of the most efficient,
whether proper precautions have been taken or one of the most trustworthy, and one of the inost
not, and I state that every precaution has been loyal officers in the Militia of this country, ani a
taken in this matter, and that the account should man whose claracter is above reproach, a man wbo
be paid, as it is a fair claimi. wou d not 6ake a tenand for a dollar tba ie wis

Mr. LAURIER. It miay be a perfectly fair nt fairly entitled to, a ian wbso is ready aur ail
dlaimii, but how ami 1, am how is tbe flouse to timg.es to defend lis country, anth is eaking large
know tbat ?The on. gentleman says lie bas in- personal sacrifices fro year to yer t keep that
vestigted it, and fias found it rigbtd; but if that battery in the ecouient condition it is no ab. t
rule were to prevail, ois will would become law. have personal kowledge of the wole inatter; f
This is a claini twenty years old, anti is brougt have personal knowledge of the fact that Cl. Ott r
in fiere witbout any vouchers; and now the lion. made a careful investigation of the affait ; lie
gentleman pots somne vouchers oi the Table, and it exatined the buildings and made a report, and the
seems to me that tbe Committee would fie stultify- fact that the Militia Departnent unfortunately ias
ing itself if it passed the item witflout baving the lost that report, should be no reason why tCi
opportunity of exameining those vouchers. gentleman shoud be deprived of his just dues frot

the Goverient of this country. I would rge
sonal kiuow ledge of this dlaim, having kliown the uponi the flouse to grant to Major King that
late Col. Kiyn and knowiTg the present Majoror
King. Sir RICHARD CARTlaRIGHT. The hon.

iMr. PATERSON (Brant). 'Were you borui then ? gentleman, if lie kilows ail abouit the inatter, sfiouid
state to the ouse why this beaim of nearly thirty

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). This dlaimi ouglit years standing was not preferred before. I it ar
to bave l)een paid years ago. The sumn of $20k a not heard. in any explanation that has been givea.ý
year is pait to ail field batteries i tbe D)ominion the slightest stateient as to the reason hii
for takiug care of the guns and armories aud store- induced Col. King, deceased, to withold this
bouses, lut ttat allowance was not nade to this doaim fro n the year 1862 to 1883. It appears it
buittery. It was forkned in 1862, at noe time of the me that in ah conscience, d as a miere iiatte io
Trent affair. unaer the late Col. King, and in 1866 precedent, even i we do ultimately pay the aie,
Col. King went to Fort Erie in order to protect that we ought to throw it over tili a reasonable expIait-
part of the country against tbe tireatenhed invasion ation is given for tis apparently inexplicalton
at that tune. There be lost bis leg and bis bealtb. delay. I cannot see why it is allowed to accutiht
Major King provided buildings, and contin-ued to late for twent ar for can I see why, eavit,
care for tIîig battery without any provision being accrued due in 1883. we are asked to pay it 110W
made for them by the Governmnent until 1883, when in 1890. There is anoter consideration wbhi l
prevailet upon the Minister of Muitis to do soioe- deserves attention. A considerable portion f
thing for this battery. For aIl these years, the ouly this dlaim was ineurred before the Doutinion caltie
battery in this counmy that saw actual service, lias into existence. If it is to be paid by anybodY w
notbeen providedwith a building orwththeprotec- should fie paid by the Provinces of Quebec ast
tion wbich other batteries bave been provided wifh. Ontario. But we oug t undoubtedly to kino

I have personal knowledge of fIe buildings that what the records of the Departcent show as tt
were erected at Port Robinson by the late Col. whether this c ai was preferred during the perioh
King, in which this battery mas stored. I know front 163 to 18s3. b

Sir ADOLPHE CRIOH.
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Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). There are reasous
which, perhaps, I would be justified in giving the
House why this claim was not preferred. The
late Col. King, as everybody knows who knew
him, was a man of a very sensitive nature, of the
very highest honor, and after the loss of his leg in
1866, and after the treatment which he always said
was unjust and unfair on the part of the Govern-
ment, he lapsed into a state of despondency and
never would prefer any claimn-at least, I never
heard of any. After 1866, he always was under
the impression that lie had been unfairly and un-
justly treated by the people of this country, in
being put off with a paltry pension of $400 a year,
after being disqualified and disabled from practis-
ing his profession in the defence of his country.
I think the House will agree that the treatment
Col. King received was not a fair treatment.
However, I have no right to question the inac-
tion of the Government in past years. But that
was always his belief until lie died. His son, who
has taken charge of the battery, never preferred a
claim till after the death of his father, because lie
had not the papers; but since 1883 I have been
urging an investigation of the claim, and ultimately
the present Minister of Militia instructed Col.
Otter to investigate the whole thing, which he did,
and reported that this claim was just and equitable,
and ouglt to be paid.

Mr. LAURIER. The bon. member for Welland
(Mr. Ferguson) bas the advantage over every one
of us in this natter, that he knows the facts and
we do not. Probably if we had the same know-
ledge we would come to the same conclusion. The
only thing I ask is that the Government should
allow us to look at these papers before we come to
a conclusion. Surely this is a business matter,
and urder these circunstances, no one, except the
bon. gentleman hinself having any knowledge of
these facts, it is only business-like to allow the
House to see the papers before asking us to pass
this vote of money.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must ask my
hon. friend not to be too rigid as a business man,
in this case. After the statement made by ny
hon. friend from Welland (Mr. Ferguson), I think
the House will feel pleasure in voting this money.
I think that after the positive statement niade by
my hon. friend, who is acquainted with all the
facts, we may fairly accept his personal statemnent
in lieu of the papers. The papers would give us
no more information than my hon. friend lias
stated. It is true that, even if there were reasons
given why the claim was not made before, that is
not the question. The question is whether it is an
honest claim, and the Crown pays its debts with-
ont pleading the statute of limitation.

Mr. LAURIER. The claim is not less if it is
only postponed.

Preparation of the Report of the Labor
Congress at Paris.................. $3,605

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The other
evening I called attention to the circunstances
under which this vote is proposed. If the Minister
of Finance was correct, this work was ordered to
be done without the authority of the House, and
apparently we are asked to pay for work which
was done without any authority of ours. I fail to
see what use the synopsis of the report, as I take

it to be, can possibly be to us. We can obtain all
the information as to this Labor Congress, without
Mr. Helbronner's assistance. They have been
printed in the various newspapers in Europe, and
I think in a more compact form, in a sort of book.
That is quite sufficient, I think, for us to have,
without going to the expense of obtaining a report
of this kind.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My lion. friend is mistaken.
Not only these documents are niot printed, but
information concerning 1,116 exhibitors at the
Congress of Social Economy in Paris, has been
collected with an immense amount of labor. Mr.
Helbronner was delegated by the Central Board of
Trades Unions in Montreal to go to Paris, and the
Government hîad no right to choose him as
an official delegate. But we took advan-
tage of his visit to Paris to ask hiim to make
a collection of thiese documents, to attend
the Congress, and to prepare them and give
then to the working classes, as an appendix to the
voluminous report of the Labor Commission.
This book which bas been printed will be distri-
buted to members. The work lias been done witlh
the greatest care, and it will prove a most useful
acquisition to those who are studying questions
connected with the working classes. I have lad
the pleasure of reading it, and I consider it a nost
valuable contribution to the literature on these
questions. The Governnent have not paid Mr.
Helbronner his expenses in Paris, but this small
amount of $2,50X) is asked for the preparation of
this report. The work performed by the Labor
Commission was mnost useful, but on the whole it
was not well digested. This work will, bowever,
appropriately complete the documents subiitted to
the House. I am sure great service lias been done in
this preparation. I hope Mr. Helbronner will
give to the Library the collection of documents
which he as made, and which are not available to
members in the Library or elsewhere.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What pogi-
tion did this gentleman occupy ? Was he agent of
the Governiment in Paris?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I gave him a letter of intro-
duction to Mr. Fabre, and he was engaged on no
official mission whatever. He lias not been paid
for any work, even for his travelling expenses. He
lias prepared, under my direction, this report, and
lie bas devoted eight or nine months of his time to
the work, and as a recompense I ask the somall vote
appearing in the Estimnates.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the
Secretaty of State, without the authority of Parlia-
nient, pledged himself to this gentleman to pay him
a considerable sum of money. That is not a proper
way to incur liabilities. We should know some-
thing about this work for which we are asked to
nake this grant.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It was laid on the Table of
the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have not
seen it. 1 am coutending for the right that we
should know how public money will be expended
before -it is voted. The work is now put into my
hands for the first time. I observe it is dedicated
to the Secretary of State. I do not object to that
even with such a dedication as I have seen in some
works. I observe that the writer states that he was
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instructed to make this report. If the Secretary fron the reserve. The word 'cordwood " is added
of State last year intended to have had such a to the 26th section of the old Act. Section 5
report prepared, an appropriation should have been places the power of issuing patents in the hands of
placed in the Estimates. I affirmn that this expendi- the Department of Indian Affairs, and not in the
ture is contrary to proper principles, and that it is office of the Registrar General, as heretofore.
improper to first incur liability and then to comle Another section provides that where liquor has
down to Parliament and ask for money grants. been given under medical certificate, the burden

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When I arrived last year of proof is placed on the accused. There was also
the exhibition was open in Paris, and I did not some difficulty as to whether the progeny of ani-
know that Mr. Helbronner was going there. I knew mals given in treaty should come within the mean-
the congress was going to be held there, but I did ing of the clause in the old Act, and a clause is
not know that I would have any one present pre- provided by which the progeny, as well as the
pae to mae a rort. haveoriginal animal given to the Indian, come under thepared to make a report. clause. Clause 11 is put in as a new clause at the

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Secretary of State seens suggestion of the Grand Indian Council of Ontario
to take a different view on these matters to that and Quebec it provides that the punishment of im-
sometimes taken by the Minister of Public Works. prisonment inay be added to that of a fine against
It seems that this work nad been ordered, and the an Indian guilty of deserting his or ber family,
first we know of it is when we are asked to vote a wife or husband. Clause 12 provides that the
sum of money for work ordered without the sanc- Indian agent nay try cases of infraction of the
tion of the House. I do not approve of that course Vagrant Act, so as to reach Indians vho loiter
at all, for I think that in all cases a vote should be about towns. Clause 13 gives the Superintendent-
taken first. I renember that last summer a vote General power to put the game laws in force.
had been taken the previous year for a work in a There is a new clause to provide against any par-
certain part of the country, but it was found that ties, such as Indian officials or missionaries, trad-
the sain was not quite sufficient to complete the ing on Indian reserves.
work, and so careful was the Minister of Public Mr. BLAKE. I wish to remark on only one
Works that he would not allow one single dollar section of this Bill, that is, section 9. If I under-
to be spent, no matter how important the work stood the Minister aright, he says it is introduced
was, and no matter how much the interests of the at the request of some council of the Indians ; but
country were being served by it, unless the money I do not think even that circumstance, extraor-
had been previously voted by Parliament. The dinary as it is, is a justification for the introduc-
Board of Trade, the Town Council and all the prin- tion of this provision in the Statute-book of
cipal nien in the neighborhood of that work, tele- Canada, That section provides for the punishment
graphed the lion. gentleman, asking him to allow by imprisonment of any Indian proved guilty of
the dredge to stay a few days longer and complete deserting his or ber family, wife or husband, as
the work which, if not completed', would render all the case may be, without just cause, or of living in
the noney expended worthless ; yet the hon. gen- concubinage. I do not see on what principle we can
tleman was so very careful not to encroach on the undertake to apply very much more severe penal-
rules of Parliament, that he would not allow a ties, or a higher standard of morality to Indians,
dollar to be spent, unless the vote was approved than we propose to enforce among the white popu-
by this louse. That is quite contrai y to the course lation of this country. You say the Indians are
ptirsued by the Secretary of State in this case. less advanced than we are, that they occupy a

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I can promise the hon. gen- lower position in morality, that some of them are
tleman that he will not have a vote to complete pagans, that the christianity of sone of them is
in this matter next year. not as high as we boast our own to be ; they are

to be guarded carefully; but then why in the world
INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT. should you propose to enforce, by the criminal law,

these provisions against then when you do not in
Mr. DEWDNEY moved second reading of the same way enforce such provisions against

Bill (No. 153) to further amend the Indian Act, whites?
chapter 43 of the Revised Statutes. He said:
For the most part the alterations in this Bill, Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and
as compared with the old Act, are only the altera- flouse resolved itself into Committee.
tion of a word or two. There is a new clause (In the Committee.)
inserted here,which I will explain. I found a few
years ago that it was very dificult to get the On section 3,
Indians to settle on their farns in any kind of rec- Mr. DAWSON. I do not desire to oppose the
tangular shape, or to erect their buildings in any Bill, but I wish to draw attention to this clause,
kind of unifornity. 1, therefore, suggested to our which nakes a man liable to a fine for cutting,
surveyors that they should sub-divide all the re- carrying away, or removing trees, &c. In the district
serves into sections of from 40 to 160 acres. It which I represent there are large tracts of Indian
was some little time before we could induce our lands where a voyageur is often obliged to land
Indians to understand the purport of this, but his canoe, and it is a matter of necessity, the
subsequently they got into the idea, and many custom of the country, for him immediately to take
of themn have requested to have their land sub- his axe and clear a place for his camip, and eut
divided in this way. ' We are by this means some saplings for firewood. He has no intention
enabled to locate their farms in a rectangular of destroying or stealing anything from the Indians,
shape, so that they can keep persons from tres- and probably only stops for a night; but under
passing on their boundaries. In section 3, it is this section it would be in the power of any one to
prohibited for Indians to take away cordwood have him brought before an Indian agent and fined

Sir RicHAD CARTWRIGHT.
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$20. I think it is a pity to burden the law with
unnecessary details of this kind.

Mr. DEWDNEY. This is an old clause of the
Act, and I have never heard of any hardship aris-
ing under it. It must be strict to protect the
property of the Indians.

On section 9,

Mr. DEWDNEY. After the remarks of the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), we
will drop this clause.

On section 11,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). This section declares

that no persons shall be allowed to barter directly
or indirectly with any Indian on a reserve, or sell to
him any goods or supplies, cattle or other animals.
Is it intended.that no one will be allowed to sell on
a reserve anything to the Indians? There are In-
dians on reserves and Indians who are not ; or does
it mean that no one will be allowed to sell to Indians
living on the reserve ?

HlOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 14th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That Bill 155 and Bill 156 be laced on the Orders of the

Day for consideration imme iately after routine pro-
eeedings, in accordance with the eighteenth report of the
Select Standing Committee on Railways, Canals and
Telegraph Lines.

Motion agreed to.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRI) READINGS.

Bill (No. 155) respecting the Winnipeg and
Hudson's Bay Railway Company.--(Mr. Daly.)

Bill (No. 156) respecting the Wood Mountain
and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr. Hesson.)

DISALLOWANCE OF MANITOBA ACTS.

Mr. DEWDNEY. That is not the intention. Mr. O'BRIEN (for Mn. NCC.RTII) asked,
Whether aniy petitions or reionstrances have

Mr. BLAKE. The words " an Indian on the been presente( to His Excellency the (overnor
reserve " would mean an Indian who lives on a Genenal, or to the (overninent, asking for the
reserve. (isallowance of the Act of the Legislature of the

'4r. PTR N(Bat.Ti ilbci-Province of Manitoba respectîng Public Schools,M.PATERSON (Brant). This will be cir-
cumscribing their liberty very much. You would and of the Act of the same Legisiature abolishîng
not be allowed to go on a reserve and have any the dual language? If any sncb petitions or ne-
dealings with the Indians, not even to sell to them mntrances have been presented, by whon have
for cash. they beenpresented ? Has any action been taken

by the GýoverDmenit respecting the said Acts?
Mr. DEWDNEY. This is to prevent traders Does the Governnent propose to bring dom-i such

fromn starting stores on a reserve without consent. petitions or renionstrances, if any sncb have been

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In absolutely forbid- presented?
ding any trading on a reserve, you would prevent Sm JOHN A. MACDONALI). Petitions or ne-
Indians engaging in perfectly legitimuate dealings. uonstrances have been presented to the Goveru-
This, of course, applies to all the bands. Take the ment by a (espatch from the Lieutenant (overnor
reserve in my riding, where the Indians are ad- of Manitoba, conveying the neonstrance of the
vanced. They engage in buying horses and cattle, school board; also fnom the Rev. Mr Bernier, on
and if they should do so on the reserve it would behaîf of the school board; also fron MN. Premier-
be illegal. gast of Manitoba. No action has yet been taken

Mr. LAK. Mu hd btte apiy ourlawby the Governiment respecting the said Acts. InMr.answer to the fourth question, it is too late to
to the locality in which the mischief arises and not bring down these petitions now, and there lias ieen
anywhere else. no request made for thei.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The reaM object is to keep ENQUIRIES FOR REURN .
traders and peddlers from going on the reserves and
robbbng the Indians. Mn. COOK. Before the Orders of the Day are

Mr. McNEJLL. Very oftea traders brig cale, wis again to ask the ( iovernmet, and
liquor with themi on to the reserve to seîî to th o the hast tîme, if th ey propose to coxnply with
Idians. Iu nîy constittdency the Indian agents the Order of the House made on the th March,

have complained of men coîning on the reserve to for a return in refenece to the expenses in connec-
trade but reaîîy to seil liquor. tion with the Dominion License Act a cobnmonly

known as the McCarthy Act? I wish to keow
Mr. BLAKE. Better arnend the clause by whether the (.4overnment are going t(> bring down

making this portion refer only to Manitoba and I the papers this Session, or whethen they propose
the NorthWbest. to repudiate the request made by this House?

DeMr. COSTIGAN. The retuon asked for involves
it would then suit Manitoba and the North-West. a good dbeen

engaged upon it. I wiIl make enquiries.
Bilh reported, and read the third time and passed. Mn. COOK. When wili it be down ?

5fr OHN . MCDONLD ovedthe Mn. COSTIGAN. As soon as possible.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Petiion orhre

adjournment of the duse. NEGOTIATIONS AT WASHINGTON.

Motion agreed ;o ;and bouse ajouned at 2.10 Mr M MITCHELL. Before the Ordens of the
a.m. (Wednesday). Day are caled, the fact that the Session, pre-
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sune, is just now drawing to a close, justifies me have gleaned from a return which was brought
in asking the Government what position the down to the House a short time ago. It was a
fishery question is in at Washington ? It may be return which was asked for by the hon. member
that the Government may not feel inclined to tell for North Brant (NIr. Somerville) in reference to
us ; possibly it mnay be prejudicial to the interest the Temperance Colonisation Company and the
of the country for them to state it, and in that Saskatchewan Land and Homestead Company.
case I do not press the question. But I have In that return was a lutter which I think it but
heard rumors froin Washington, that for the last right I should bring before the attention of the
three weeks the question of the Atlantic fisheries Governnient and the buse. The contents of this
has been practically agreed upon, and that in letter, with your permission, I will read
reference to the Behring Sea question the mare 22 SworD STSEET
clausum pretension of the United States has been "TonoNTO, 13th June, 1887.
practically abandoned, that the question of how " HoN. THomAs WmTE, M. I.,
seals are to be taken by the inhabitants of both Ho Ottawa, Ont.Ho.SiR,-I heard reported that it was the intentioncountries, or by people at large, has been prac- of the Government to compel the Tempesane Colonisa-
tically settled. I would like to ask the Govern- tion Company to nbandon ail legal proceedings against
ment, whether there is any truth in these rumors ? scrip holders, otherwise the Goverument would takeaway their charter. I trust this ie you- intention; and

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think let me say in faith that yeu will be doing an aet that God
I am quite in a position to answer any of those will hless yen for. How many homes have heen hlighted
questions the hon. gentleman puts now. At this by this curse? But the worst is stili te core, and thesepresent directors are just as cage r to-day, to colloct, inmoment, all I eau say is that the negotiations, so any and evosy way, exorbitant surne fsom scrip holders,
ta as we can learn, have been going on very 1 without the least concern of the jusy they are doing.
pleasantly, and I hope with happy results. I They are a set of men who bave ne hearts, and have for-

Sgotten that they have seuls. Let nie beg of you te listenthink I will be able to give a more positive answer temyown case, I owne ahouse for ich 1 had uearly
on Friday. paidwhen this compauy came loto existence, when I got

into the meshes of the Rev. Dr. Hnte-, oue of its pro-
INCREASE INDEMNITY TO MEMBERSa long sto short mortgaed MyINCRASEDINDMNITY T MEM ERS home, which has mince passed out of my possession, to

AND SENATORS. payhin $2.000 premiun on stock. 1expectedto sel] some
of this stock as 1 could net afford te koep it. Hie asqured

Mr. LABROSSE. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, me that se long as I paid tbe interest on the eau that had
I would like to know if the Government intends to been made, another $2000, it would be ail right, and I
grant an extra allowance to the members of this u holé it. Afte I had che stock about six weeks, Ireceivcé a post eard fs-om h im, stating that tise ca 11 had
House and to the senators, on account of the un- to paid. Adayortweafterreeeivingthiscard,hecalled
usual length of the session. It is unreasonable te on me hiuseif and offered me, in exehange for the stock
be kept here thirtydays beyond the ordinary dur- sorne three acres of land cdjoining the town cf Portagela Ps-ais-le, Manitoba, which ho assus-ed me was worthation of a Session, and receive the saine indemnnity. 8250Y) The position I had get myseif inte se harassed
The employés and mnessengers of the House receive m ht 1 took this land and gave hlm back the stock.
an increase of salary, and it seems to mue but just I This land is vatuod by the Portage municipaiity at $l50

thatthe ceihersauJ ent cccahond reeîv ~î altogethe-. I aise subccrihed fer baîf a section of scrip,that the me ers and senators should receive Sanothe haf section which cost
extra for each and every day over the ninety days. me $î5 premium lu addition te the fisst eau I paid on it,
I know agreat numnber who desire it, and I think bcbg $60 more, ad two years ago the precent directs

t CtbohDesc os ol ogait ses-yedme with a writ forscerne $300. I joined the Defoncethat both sides of the House would be glad toyer they
receive that amnounit. The Gov-ernmenètt would dIo-ciAceceve hatamout. he ~ovrnmèt 'onl decoinpromiced te pay $183 eoct for haif section. and ce for-
the right thing by granting my request. feu ail daims te lands. I paid ther this $133 tact week,

caSa bos-rowing $100 on rny salas-y, yet te earn, on whieh I arn
Sir JOHN A. MACI)ONALI). All I ca paying 20 er cent. interest, s that on this crip alone I

is that the Government tIo not propose to bring ar eut $278. As ceeu as they bad reeeived this meoeY
down a measure this Session to alter the amount fsom me they cent me anethe statement cf daim, as sn-
of the indemnity. closed, fer the haîf section 1 coid. The sacrifice I havernade te pay tbern this $183 will keep rny borne pinched,

which I have experienced durîng the long dcce years this
QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. curse bac been hovcsing over me. I have a famib' and

an aged mothe- te support, and white I do net wish
Mr. LAURIER. I would like to ask the Minis- te trouble ynu with my risfostunes, I trust, fs-m the

ter of Public relation in which the cipany stand te the Gover-
Pubic cosks -ho how-cl ung ownunement, that yen wilI stop chic wholesale extortien.1

papers in connection with the McGreevy matter, ar net speaking for myceif atone, but there ase a
and if he has any further infprnation than was great many threugbout the country wbo wil yet ho

befoe te buse ests-dy bythehon ruiued byit, people cf limited means. If thecempany arebrought aitowed te go on, now that the Defence Assbt uatieo t s r
mnember for Victoria (Mr. Barron) b bkenup, aud ps-vided they cao make a settlement wth

theGervernrent and are allowed te retain theirprerega-
Sir HECTOR LANGEV1N. In answer to the tive te coîleet on ccrip, they will ho more hearttesc than

last part of the question, that matter is being in- eves. Ia travelling through the ceuntsy Icare across cerne
vestigated. I will be able on Friday, I think, to very distressing scrip cases. One grey-haired ma wette eue of the old ex-directes who loft the company la
bring down the papers that I promised, at all disgust, and, in tears, rerked that ail ho possessed iu
events, so far as they have been collected. the wortrt was a litte farrn cea Hamilton, and thatif ho

was obhiged te pay this cempaay their dernand, hoe woutd
PRIVIEGE-HE TE PERACE COON-bave to eloi it. 1 amn intirn&telv aequaiated witb Ms-.PRIVILEGE-TEArstrong, Manager of the Yrk Farmers' Coon-
ISATION COMPANY. sation Companyand lu speakiug of writiug te yonhe

strongty urged me te do se.
Mr. FOSTER moved that the House again re- "Now, Sir, as yen ase, I am sure, mpressed with the

solve itself into Committee of Ways and Means. fact that this ses-p was psocured under l'aIse psetenslcns
cr. LANDERKIN. Before you leave the Chair,what nd the cpny

Ms-.LANDRKIN ~efs-e en bve te Chirbave paid the Geves-rnent fos- le ail ont cf the pokets cf
I have a matter to bring before the attention of the the ses-p holders, which they have te forfeit, surety the
House of considerable moment, a matter that I tho encto stip fernpany a in m et he

Ms-. MITCHELL.temeranc o n Company a nd the
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newspaper advertisements, if they are any use to you. neighborhood of Red River, and the York Coloni-
Submitting this to you in confidence, sation Company.

"I am, yours respectfully,
(Sgd.) "JOHN W. CAMPBELL." Mr. BLAKE. What proportion of the net

arnount of $10,000,000, which was expected to be
I should like to ask what action the Governnent derived by the Government froi the colonisation
have taken in regard to this matter ? I should like
to know if any enquiry lias been made into the
conduct of the directors of the company, and Mr. DEWDNEY. I have iot the stateient at
what the Government have done in regard to the my fingers' ends.
company ; also whether Dr. Hunter has been coin- Mr. LANDERKIN. The statenent contained in
pelled to disgorge the fruits of the inisrepresenta- the letter read la such that it is the duty of the
tions and frauds as indicated in the letter I have (4overinnent to inake a searching enquiry into the
read ? It is the duty of the Government to look whole matter. If the stateients are true, there
into this niatter, as this letter shows a heartless has been a lea'tless amout of rascality, which
piece of rascality perpetrated by the directors of sld he exposed by the (overnnient for the
the company on innocent and honest men. bene6t of tbe people.

Mr. DEWDNEY. If the lion. gentleman had
intinated to nie the information lie required, I WAYS ANI) vEANS-THE TARIFF.
would have endeavored to obtain it and given it
to him at once. All the negotiations that took House resolved itscîf into Cominittee of Ways
place with the directors of this colonisation coin- and Mens.
pnny occîrreu before 1 took charge of the I)epart- nir. FOSTER. It is necessary that the Clouse
ment. The oniy communication 1 have bad witli 1 resolve itself into Coinittee of Wys and Neans
theiM was in regard to an application to extend theB to rectify an error i item 203 of the Custoins Bi
tne wtd regard to the selection of their lanbsy e Goo This is not to nnke an

nliad been hamar t a reat mantiey thr the cmhange is tbe iuties under the old tarif; but by
newspapers, t a complaints have aclerical error the CoIrhittee oteitted to provide
heeui madle against the Teînperance Colonisation for aking poders ad yeast cakes under fifty
Comnpany, and iM regard to the negotiations they pour.s in ulk. IN ove the folowing resolution
lîad with different parties to settie on their l ands. to rectify this error :
1 have not read the whole of the correspondence That item 203 of slc No. 143, of the predent Session,
wliiclî I subrnitted to the flouse 5C tiifle ago. entitled: An Act to amend the Acts respecting the
May I nsk the dlate of tlwat letter Iunies of Custoins," be ametded so as te read as fol-

Mr. ANLERKN. 3thJun, 157.lows: Yeast cakes and bakng powders in packages weighing
Mr. D)EWýI)NEY. That w-as before I took 'eue 0und or erer, and conipressed yeast ln packages

chare o theDeprtinnt.I xvii ook ntothe eg ng one )ound or ever, but not over fifty pounds, six

sholuld bnte epsdbyteoenet for theybeiro h pe ope.wi ftepakg ob n

formnation I caî obtain hetwHeen now and proroga- Resolution consideied in Comiunttee, reported,
tion. There bias been fch litigaion c om -0 and conuiied in.
know wbetber this particular case bas been i Me
litigation or not. ithin tbe lnst few days, CUSTOmmitte UTIES.
seeral cases bave een bropght before the courts,
and have been settled in favor of the Terande Mr. FOSTER introduced Bid a (No. t59 to anieny
Colonisation Compary. I do not believe h an Act of tbe present Session entitled an Act to
of the corporation have knowingly perpetrnated any amend the Acts respecting te Duties on Custoins.
disbonest action, or bave knowingly treated any of Bil red the first and second tines, conside-ed in

hwth dffers h et rito ettl on hirhlan. tetfhserr:

t Coinmittee, ahnd read the tird tie an passed.
Mr. WALLACE (York). No oubt a greaot deal i

of bardsbip in connection with tbe affairs of tlîis SUPPLY CONCURRENCE.
company leas arisen on accoont of tbe representa-
tions macle by the pronters of th e company to D ouse proceeded to cansider resolutio re poted
takers of stock. Before the Governinent setties frein Committee of Supply.
wit tLe compaINy, there sould be a distinct ° ee rcaesanaki es weighing
understandng vith respect to settement anI otber Touncra v ier, of pess d tin a e
iatters. Severa cases of severe hardship hathe of their whole ti e being given to

coene under my own notice. the prisoners, $200 each f .......... 400
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I desire to ask the hon. Sir RI1CHARD CARTWRIGHT. la it possible

minister of the Interior gether this colonisation that two chaplains sould e required to give their
coîmpany bias heun ciissolved or is stili in existence? liwhole tiîne to the Manitoba Penitentiary ' The

Mr. DEWDNEY. The colonisation conpany oa b total numbr of prisoners, if recollect arigt,
still in existence. averages about eigty, and this seemn to he an i-

Sth il cae h ee duly large provision for teir spiritual welfare
S not Thein the lone reverend gentleman to forty prIsoners.se a very serous one and requires the attention

of the Governenent. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Tbey are pretty
ColoisaIoCompny C IG o noteads lard cases p there.
Sif RICAR colRniRatHon Howaie inanyn Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 0f course, if theof the coroiation h aienow inpe d chapains were able to divide the duties between

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think only threeatbe Teo- them we would fot require the services of two, but
perance Colonisation Company, a company in the I ap e afraid that se mtat practicae; and otherwise
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it is necessary that the chaplains should devote
their whole time to the penitentiary, particularly
so as it is situated fifteen miles from Winnipeg,
and there is no neighboring settlement in which
they can have parochial charge. The Protestant
chaplain attends the prisoners every day; and
besides that, he instructs the children of the offi-
cers on the reserve, which has become quite a
settlement. I think we ought to allow him enough
to live on and to support his family. The other
chaplain may devote his whole time.

Mr. BLAKE. Besides which. judging from the
efficiency of the admonitions whi ch the Minister
himself, and the House indirectly, have addressed
t o the warden with reference to the scale of ex-
penditure in that penitentiary, I rather think the
warden himself would require a pretty large pro-
portion of the services of both chaplains in orler
to keep him any way near right.

Railways and Canals chargeable to in-
co ne.............................. $56,00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When we
were in Committee of Supply I took occasion to
call the attention of the House to the extraordi-
nary disproportion between the annual charges on
incone, and the annual receipts of these railways.
Now, looking at the whole, I find that, besides the
$56,000 here demanded, we spent something like
$140,000 in salaries and ordinary maintenance, and
about $330,000 are chargeable to income besides,
making in all within the merest fraction of $900,-
000. Our-total receipts are something like three
or four hundred thousand dollars, giving us a
deficit on that head of close on half a million
dollars, which certainly is a matter which requires
more attention than the House has yet given to it.
It would be idle at this stage of the Session to en-
gage in any prolonged delate on the subject, nor,
I am certain, that, without a complete re-
versal of the policy of the Government in
some important respects, much good is likely
to accrue. Still, I take this opportunity, as
there was some little doubt as to the amount, of
calling the attention of the House again, and also
of tlie Minister specially in charge, to the fact
that our expenditure is increasing in most enorm-
ous proportions. I think we have now to face an
annual loss of not very far short of two-thirds of
the amount annually charged ; and I need not say
that is quite irrespective of the fact that a very
large portion of our public debt represents the
cost of these canals and a large portion of our
charge for interest. I trust that between this and
next Session, the First Minister will be prepared
to come down with some proposals tending to
lessen this enormous annual deficit. In view of
the fact that the Government are asking for very
large sums on capital account for further expendi-
ture on canals, it seems to me more attention
should be given than has been to the best mode of
reducing this enormous expenditure.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am quite well
aware of the justice of the hon. member's remarks
with regard to the unfortunate fact that the
expense of .the canals has been considerably in-
creased, while the earnings of the canals have not
correspondingly increased. I do not know that
there is any present means of altering that state of
things. Of course we cannot increase the earnings

Sir JOHN THOmPsoN.

unless commerce takes the canals instead of the
railways. I believe the rates charged are as low
as possible, unless we desire to make them free.
That is a question which may arise sometime in
Parliament, but it is not a question for this
Session. I am not aware that there has been any
extravagance in the management of the canals.
The person chiefly responsible for that, the Chief
Engineer of Canals, is a very prudent and economical
Scotchman, who will not knowingly allow any
extravagance. However, it is quite true that this
state of things should be thoroughly investigated,
and I shall, during the recess, do what I can to see
if there is any mode of making both ends meet.
I have been told that I had been over sanguine in
other matters. Perhaps I may be over sanguine
in this, but I think, when the canal system is im-
proved and we have a deep water and canal navi-
gation from the west to the seaboard, a very
considerable portion of the trade which has been
diverted by the railways may return to the
canals. I will not make any prognostications; I
will not prophesy until I know, being instructed
by the continual reminder of the lion. gentleman,
that ny anticipations have been too sanguine in
other matters. But I shall make enquiry as to the
best means of reducing the expenditure on the
canals without lessening their efficiency and safety.
It would be poor economy, by the reduction of the
staff, to cause interruption of trade or danger for
want of a sufficient number of officers to have the
canals efficiently worked.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is quite the custom, when-
ever anything comes up in the House concerning
the Intercolonial Railway, to hear gentlemen fromn
Ontario, not alone on the Government side, but
also sitting very near me, occasionally interject
renarks about getting rid of it because it costs too
muuch money. They never seem to think of the
enormous cost of the canals and the money lost on
then. When they talk of getting clear of the Inter-
colonial Railway, they should consider whether it
would be judicious to hand over the canals to a
private company too. I think the one is in the
sanie category as the other. What I rose particu-
larly to refer to was the intimation just now by
the right hon. gentleman as to what might occur
when we had a deep water system from the lakes to
the sea. Does my hon. friend propose to deepen
the canals and have more enormous expenditure?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. MITCHELL. You have the system then.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not quite.
There is a little more to spend yet before we get
to a uniforn depth.

Mr. MITCHELL. We would be laying the
foundation of a large expenditure in deepening the
canals one or two feet more.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is .no
such intention.

Mr. COOK. In deepening the canals it would
be necessary to deepen the St. Lawrence in nany
places where the river is more shallow than the
canals. There are heavy shoals running across at
a point a little below Morrisburg, which, at high
water, gives a depth only of twelve or thirteen
feet. Steamers have to make a great detour and
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can scarcely get over in low water. If the canals
are to be deepened, there must be very large ex-
penditures indeed in deepening the St. Lawrence
at various points.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The depth was
fourteen feet, I think. I was inclined to have the
saine suspicion as the hon. gentleman, that it
would be useless to deepen the canals to the depth
settled long ago, and sanctioned by Parlianent, on
account of the fact that the interruption to navi-
gation on the St. Lawrence would be very con-
siderable through the shallowness of portions of
the river. I am glad to learn, however, after my
attention was particularly called to the subject as
Minister of Railways, fron the information given
by the chief engineer, who knows the river
thoroughly, that the expense would be very slightly
enlarged. There are one or two points where
there may be some little use for dynamite, but in
very few points in the river as a whole. There is,
therefore, less hesitation in finishing the canals
according to the plan of Parliament.

Carillon and Grenville Canals-Repairs. $2,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before this
item is put, I want again to call the attention of
the First Minister to the facts I brought to his
notice a few years ago. Facts which, if confirmed,
go to show that there bas been constant and sys-
teinatic fraud with regard to the expenditure on
these canals. The right hon. gentleman will
remember that I called his attention to the alleged
fact that men who had been dead for a consider-
able number of years figured on the pay-roll, and
also men who had been absent fron the country.
At that tirne the hon. gentleman said he was pre-
pared to make some enquiry into the matter. I
should be glad to hear what enquiry lie bas made
and what he proposes to do. Although, I suppose, it
is too late now to ask for the papers ; I take it foi
granted that if lie has made an enquiry, lie will
engage that the report shall be laid on the Table
when we meet.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentle-
man called the attention of the Committee and
myself to the allegation that there had been frauds
committed in paying persons who were absent
or dead. On receiving that information, I at
once instructed enquiries to be made by the
Deputy Minister of Railways, and dispatched an
officer to investigate the matter. I have reason
to believe, from sundry informations, that there is
sone truth in what the hon. gentleman stated.
The officer sent to inake special enquiries has
not yet been able to report. I will not only
see that the papers are laid before the House,
but, if the hon. gentleman requires, I will send the
record over to him, or to the leader of the Opposi-
tion, if it is made during recess.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What officer
is in charge of the examination ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not knoN-.
I will ascertain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As this is an
Ontario matter, perhaps the hon. gentleman had
better send the report to me when he receives it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will do so.

Additional public building, Welling-
ton street, Ottawa-To complete
payments. .... ............ $155,O0

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the
hon. Minister was to give definite information as
to the total cost of this building.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; the hon. gen-
tleman asked what had been the estimiate of the
officers of the Departmîent. I enquired about that,
and I had not the report wlen I came from the
Departinent this morning. However, there is
very little difference between the estiniate made
andl the liability of the Government.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Including
this $155,0(00?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes. As I said,
I am not sure that all this will be required.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
Minister will no doubt remember that a claim for
$393,0() was preferred, which he expected to eut
down to $200,000. Is that included in this vote ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is expected by
the chief architect that the whole claim will be
reduced to less thian $150,000. The $5,000 above
that are for paying small aumounts.

Mr. COOK. I would like to enquire whether,
when the contract was first let, the Department
oinitted to include a roof ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentle-
man was not here the other day when that question
was asked mie. The answer was, that it was not
forgotten, but we did not know whether the cou-
tractor would be able to undertake such a roof as we
wanted, in iron or copper ; and therefore the chief
architect advised that we had better have a sepa-
rate contract for that, and the contractor for the
building would be able to tender for it at a lower
rate than others, because he would be already in
possession of the building.

Mr. COOK. Did the original contractor get the
contract for putting on the roof, and was his
tender the lowest ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. COOK. Does the Minister of Public Works

intend to go on with the post office at Orillia at
once ? Why does he make an exception in the
case of Orillia, because in all other places the
Government furnishes the lot, but in Orillia the
people have had to purchase the lot ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is no excep-
tion. In very mîany cases the lot is given by the
municipality. They agree as to the site, and there
is no squabble about it-if I nay use the terin-
and it is much more pleasant for them and for the
Government, that there should be no difficulty
about the site. They are also under the impres-
sion, which is not a false one, that, if they furnish
the site, the monîey which might be expended on
the purchase of the site will be put into the build-
ing, and that they will, therefore, have a better
building. Of course the Governnent will go on
with this building. I may say that Toronto, and
Port Arthur, and Brantford, and a number of other
places have provided the lots.

Mr. BLAKE. In the absence of my hon. friend
froin Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer), I would call the
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attention of the Minister of Public Works to an
arrangement which was made for a public building
at Lunenburg. The Government purchased a site
for that building as long ago as 1886, and then
promised to make a provision for the building, but,
since that time, although the site lias been pur-
chased and paid for, no progress has been made.
In the interval, I am informed that the population,
the shipping, and the general business of the port
of T~ Lnnbur h las vr larcelv increased I Tamn

far greater facilities for carrying on a scheme of
immigration than the Dominion Government. The
right hon. gentleman said he would take that
suggestion into his consideration. I desire to
enquire whether he has considered the suggestion,
and whether he will place a portion-and, if he
does so, perhaps lie could state what portion-at
the disposal of the Manitoba Governnent for that
purpose ?

informed that the West India trade there is Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was only the
almost equal to that of Halifax, some hundreds of other day the hon, gentleman made the suggestion,
vessels entering and leaving that port each season. whici I said was worthy of cousideration. During
I am further inforned that the post office and Cus- che last days of the Session I have been unable to
toms revenues there are much larger than they are give the subject consileration, and I regret to Say
in a great nuimber of towns in which buildings of the lon. Minister of Agriculture is quite unwell.
this kind have been erected. The Government No tîme will be lost by the Governent in taking
having obtained an appropriation in 1886, and hav- tle subject up. We cannot place a sum at the
ing purchased a site which reniains unused till this disposai of the Manitoba Govermuent until we bave
day, it seems to me that they should give some ex- communicated with them. We will (I0 50 in order
planation as to why they have not carried out the that there inayleconjointaction. Iunderstandthey
expressed view of Parliament in this regard. are doîng their work very well, as regards obtaining

Sirsetters for Manitoba from the older Provinces.
Sir TRCOR AN(-EVI. IanswredtheWe mnust think, however, more of getting an

hon. member for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauer) on annexation from witbont than of transferriuo
this subject when he was here. I told him that, people within tle Dominion. However, iu'ame(iate
although the lot had been purchased, we had not communication will be nade wîth the Manitoba
been able to appropriate a sum of money for the Government with a view to some concerted action.
building this year. That is not the only case in
which that bas occurred, and I hope that, later on, Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am aware
we may be able to provide a public building in of uîy own knowledge that the Manitoba Govera-
that place and in other places, which we cannot do nîeot lave heen naking good use of their limited
this year. resources, and the present Premier of that Province

Slias beeu especially successful in securing a large
Mýanitoba, Red River Survey.. . .. .$,0Manioba Re Rier urve.......52000 number of immigrants from Ontario for MUanitoba.

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the Minis- No doubt itistruethat Manitoba islargely engaged
ter of Public Works if it is intended to go on in transferriug settiers from one part of the Domi-
with that survey this coming season? nion to another but it is of the first moment

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes. that, if settiers are decided to leave Ontario, they
should go to Manitoba or the Nortb-West, or they

To pay the mail service between will certainly go to the United States. It is
Canada and the United Kingdom, admitted to be more important to keep our on
in virtue of a contract passed people ln the country than to bring in people from
with Mr. Andrew Allan, at the
rate of S125,000 a year... outside, aud for that reason the co-operation of the

Sir ICHAD CRTWRG'11. 1forzt iManitoba (G'overnuaent is important. 1 did not
Sir RICHAR CATWRIGHT. I forgetsceme could be prepared in the very

whether it was stated, on the occasion of tae short tie that bas elapsed since I brouglt tus
discussion, whether the Government had fixed a subject to the attention of the First Minister; but
special rate of speed which must be maintained, if the lon gentleman feels desirous of adding to
in the agreement they made with the Allans.aaatheagremeat hae mae wth he llas. the population of Manitoba and the North-West

Mr. FOSTER. No special rate. Lerritories, whicl is a aatter of tic first moment to
ahl of us, lie will fiaad that, witli the assistance 'of

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That leavesSir ICHRD CRTWIGHT Tlat lave the Manitoba Goverament, lie will secure greater
the matter ahnio-st entirely at their discration. ithe iater auaot euirey atther dicr~io , results than by the unaided action of the Dominion

Mr. FOSTER. Certain vessels were to be em- Government.
ployed.

Sir RICHAR) CARTWRIGHT. But you have
fixed no special rate? House resolved itself into Comittee of Ways

Mr. FOSTER. No ; they may go just as fast as and Means.
they like. (In the Conmittee.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And as slow MT. POSTER moi :
-as they like. 1- Reolved, That towards making good the Suppv

Additional amnount for Imraigration.,. iô,Oo ted to Her Ma.0esty for the fina,0ial year e0di0g
30th June, 1890. thc soan of $2,038,168.96 be granted ont of

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When this the Consolidated Revenue Fend of Canada.
item was last up, I called the attention of the *. Re*olved, That towards naking good tLe SnpIlV
First Minister to the desirability of seeing if an granted toiler Majesty for the financial year ending3Oth

arragemet culd a mde wth tie anitba une, 1891, the sum of $25,4M,4,944.95 ha granted ont of thearrangement could be made with the Manitoba oQliaeRvnuFndfCnd.
Government by which a portion of this sum would
be placed at their disposal, inasmnuch as they had Resolutions concnrred in.

Mr. BLAKE.
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SUPPLY BILL.

Mr. FOSTER moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 158) to grant to Her Majesty certain sums of
money required for paying certain expenses of the
public service, for the financial years ending re-
spectively 30th June, 1890, and 30th June, 1891,
and for other purposes relating to the public ser-
vice.

Sir RICHARI) CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman is here demanding $25,000,000 odd.
Does that include any provision for redemption or
for a new loan ? I presume fron the amount it
does not, but I should like to know definitely.

Mr. FOSTER. Not for a new loan.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What bor-

rowing powers have we still unexhausted?
Mr. FOSTER. I am unable to say just now,

but I shall make up a statement and give it to the
hon. gentleman.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the first, second and
third times, and passed.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved second
reading of Bill (No. 157) to authorise the granting
of certain subsidies to certain railways and railway
compaies.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time,
considered in Committee, and read the third time
and passed.

Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHT. Is it supposed
to be in connection with any extension on the
American side of the border?

Mr. DEWDNEY. No; it does not go within
twenty-four miles of the boundary line. It runs
direct to the Lake of the Woods.

Mr. WATSON. I certainly approve of this
land grant for the proposed road, which will run
through an attractive country as yet entirely u-
developed, and I have no doubt that it will be
advantageous, not only to its promoters, but to
the country. I regret, however, that the Grovern-
ment have not seen fit to give a land grant to the
North-West Junction and Lake of the Woods
Railway, which is promoted by gentlemen who
have been pronoting a railway for that section for
several years. They were promoters of the old
Emerson and North-Weste-n Railway, of which
fifteen miles were graded north-west from Emerson,
and which the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
afterwards obtained possession of. There is plenty
of room in that section for two roads, and I hope
the Minister will give that railway some assistance
next year.

'Mr. DEWDNEY. The hon. gentleman knows
that the section he speaks of, from Portage la
Prairie to Emerson, is not so much in need of rail-
way communication as the section for which we
are giving a land grant to-day. The railway lie
speaks of intersects the iNorthern Pacific and the
South -Western, and in considering the two rail-
ways, the Government thought it more necessary

LAND GRANTS TO RAILWAYS. to giv.e a land grant to that portion of the country
most in need of cailway comm>unication.

House resolved itself into Committee to consider
certain proposed resolutions respecting the grant- Mr. WATSON. I refer to the portion between
ing of land subsidies to certain railways therein Buffalo Lake and the Manitoba South-Western. I
nentioned. agree with the bon. gentleman that it should not

Sic RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We shouhd have a land grant for the portion fronii the South-
be obligeI to the bon. gentleman for giving us Western Railway to Portage la Prairie but fcom

some information as to the meaning of this. Who the junction with the South-Western to the Lake

are the promoters ? what the cost of the enterprise of the Woods, I think it is entitled to a land grant.
isare th p rotrs rpriseariulr wih u The ('overniiient, some years ago, spent .$50,M00 to
is? ac ay vaity of orer parbtc which ongarhtv aid in the construction of a b)ridge across the Red
ito bee awys leaid eo greabt which I fer, ae River at Emerson, and the people there bucdened

ee ga t a n oer e temseves with taxation for the porpose of raising
Mr. DEWDNEY. The line applied for now sufficient additional money to complete the bridge;

will extend 123 miles. It commences at the city but there is no railroad rnning across it, and it is
of Winnipeg, running in a south-easterly direction useless to-day. This North-West Junction and
for about 20 miles, and thence in a direct line as Lake of the Woods Railway would occupy that
near as the circumstances of the country will allow, bridge, and some return would be made to the
to near the north-west angle. It is to be built people of Emerson for the large amount of money
principally for the purpose of enabling the people they spent in its construction.
of that section of the country to send their tim- On resolution 3,ber, of which there is a great quantity about
the southern end of the Lake of the Wods-not Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the hon.
only timber but firewood - to Winnipeg and Minister if the land granted to the Lake Manitoba
southern Manitoba. I may state that already and Canal Company's railway will be along the
twenty-five miles of this road are located, and line of that railway?
six miles, I understand, are graded. It runs Mr. DEWDNEY. As far as practicable. In
through a portion of country which has no railway the first place, as the hon. gentleman knows, there
communication whatever at present ; and although are twenty-four miles between Portage la Prairie
the country is not specially attractive, it is thought and the lake which belong to the Canadian Pacific
that the construction of this road will bring into Railway. The railway will get some lands on the
it a large number of settlers. western side of the lake along its own line ; but

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where does the land grant of the Hudson Bay Railway is on

the hon. gentleman propose to select the land ? the east side. The question depends a good deal
on the location of the road. I am in hope that the

Mr. DEWDNEY. Along the ine of the rail- location will be made pretty far west, so that the
way, twelve miles on each side. railway will accommodate the Lake Dauphin dis-
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trict, where, as the hon. gentleman knows, there is are two or three townships there pretty well settled
a large settlement. just now.

Mr. WATSON. I hope some arrangements will
be made by which this railway will accommodate
the people who would have been accommodated by
the railway which I promoted in this House, but the
Bill for the incorporation of which the hon. First
Minister had slaughtered in committee, on the
ground that it would interfere with the Hudson
Bay Railway. I do not think it is fair to the
people of Manitoba and the North-West, to be
treated in the way they have been treated by this
House, because the company were prepared to build
that railway if they had got a charter, and we have
not received any intimation, and at this hour of
the Session are not likely to receive any, that the
Government are going to grant assistance to the
Hudson Bay Railway. But is that railway going
to be made an excuse for preventing all other cor-
porations building railways in that section of the
country ? I hope that if the Government are
going to grant assistance to the Hudson Bay
road, they will grant it at an early day. It
was hoped by the people of the North-West that
it was going to receive some substantial assistance
this Session. It was not stated in plain words,
but it was intimated by the hon. First Minister,
that the Government felt disposed to assist that
railway. I regret that has nîot been done as I

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why is this
called a canal company ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Last year a land subsidy
was given for seventeen miles of road from Portage
la Prairie to the southern end of Lake Manitoba,
and it was proposed then to cut a canal across the
Meadow Portage. The canal would cost $600,000,
and the difference in level between the two waters
being a little over eighteen feet, it was, upon fur-
ther consideration by the company, found more
desirable to build the road direct to Meadow
Portage, and thus accommodate the lumber busi-
ness, which will be very extensive on the north
shore of Lake Winni'pegosis and the tributaries of
the rivers running into the lake.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the hon.
gentleman any reliable information as to the navi-
gation of Lake Winnipegosis?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; there is a report this
year in the Indian Department from one of our
surveyors, who went up in a boat last year. Lake
Winnipegosis is fairly fit for navigation by steamers
drawing five or six feet of water, and probably
more; but it would require a great deal of work to
make Lake Manitoba navigable, it being full of
boulders and shoals.

want to see that railway built ; but I do not want Mr. WATSON. The navigation on Lake Win-
the Government to make that an excuse for killing nipegosis is mach better than on Lake Manitob
off all other railway enterprises running north froni which is very shoaly. I think the copauy did
Portage la Prairie. There is a large settlement in well to abandon the canal schene and ask for
the Lake Dauphin district which this railway can- power ta bud a railway, because a railway will be
not serve as well as a railway ruiing to the west available ail the year round and pay mach better
side of the lake; but I hope the Governmen will than a canal. The canal would cost a considerable
induce the company to run the road a sufficient sain, and the navigation is not good on Lake Man-
distance to the west to accommodate at least a itobi. In Eeveral places on that lake you coald
portion of the settlers in that district. hardly navigate, drawing four feet of water, and if

Resolutions concurred yi.u drew eight feet ot of Lake Manitoba, you
would only have a f ew pond holes left. Tbe road

Mr. DEWDNEY moved for leave to introduce is intended to operate the lumber limits on Lakt
Bill (No. 160) authorising the granting of subsidies Winnipegosis and tributaries; and it will also ac-
in land to certain railway companies. commodate a large namber of settlers. I only re-

Motion agreed to ; Bill read the first and second gatphat t p e o te test rof L
times, and House resolved itself into Committee.al they can for this

(In the Comittee.) company, so as to have the road constructed at the
earliest possible date. There are five or six tow-%-1

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does ships pretty well settled there now, and people
the hon. gentleman imply when he states that have been rushing in there alI last faîl and this
this may possibly interfere with the Hudson Bay spring. Before another year there will be eight or
line? Has this line been laid ont over the terri- ten townships well settled in that section.
tory traversed by the Lake Manitoba and Canal Bill reported.
Company ?Mr. DEWDNEY noved that the Bil be read

Mr. DEWDNEY. A sniall portion of the land the third time.
on the west of Lake Manitoba and Lake Winni- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that
pegosis has been reserved for a portion of the Bil is read the third time, although I am afraid it
land grant selected by the Hudson Bay Company. is aîmost a wasteof time, I must enter my finl
It extends about eight or ten miles to the west of protest against the policy of the Govemument n
Lake Manitoba. respect of the land question generally. As to these

Mr. WATSON. All along the west side? two last land grants, I am not in a position t say

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes ; all along the west whether or not they will do as much mischief as 1
line, a certain distance. believe will ensue from the land grants heretofore

made. I took occasion, when this question wias
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is there any up before, to point ont to the -Mouse

population there? and the Minister of Interior ubstantially ad-
Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes, there is quite a large nitted, if not altogether, the accuracy of my con-

population, and a mill working at Meadow Bridge, tentions-that we were, if we made allowace
and there are other mills along the lake. There for the lands we must reserve to settlers accord'

Mr. DEWDWeoEY.
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ing to our present policy, departing with the largely appropriated by the Canadian Pacifie
entire control of that great belt of territory be- Railway and others, and it is clear that, wholly
tween parallels 49 and 54, extending from the apart from the grants which have heen made
Red River to the Rocky Mountains. We are now to the Manitoba and North-Western and other
adding to the enormous grants we have already railways, we have been dispossessing ourselves
given to railroads, armounting to 33,000,000 acres, of the greater portion of this land, extending up
a total of 5,000,000 or 6,000,000 acres more ; and to the 53rd degree of latitude, and that we will
we are doing that without any consideration, be obliged to hand the balance over free to the
and I have no doubt that in twenty or thirty settiers, or that, at most, we may have a small
years hence-perhaps in a much shorter time-the portion rernaining for pre-emption purposes. 1
sarne difficulties will arise in that country, which desire to rerind the House that we have failed
we know have arisen in various portions of the older altogether in putting immigrants in tîat country
Provinces, in consequence of our tying up of huge in thenumber we had a right to count upon, and
blocks of lands in the power of various corporations. in obtaining any retorn for our expenditure upon
I think that, bad as it is to delay bringing down it, the fact being that the balance in our land De-
the railway subsidies in money until the last day partrent is on the wrong side. 1 also point omt that
or two of the Session, the policy of delaying these we are now doing a double wrong. In the first
land grants until the Supply Bill is passed is stili place, we are raking a mistake in subsidising these
more reprehensible. I think the House has been railways by grants of land which lie at a distance
acting in almost utter ignorance in regard to these from the une of railway. We give thein large
mnatters. Within the last two or three days blocks of land far reroved fror their hue,
we have handed over close upon 6,000,000 of and there is no inducement to themu to bring
acres to these varions companies-that amounts to settlers in. If these sections becore reasonably
a territory half as large as the western peninsula populoas, the people will be perpetually depend-
of Ontario, taking in the counties of Kent, Essex, ent upon us. Iu the 01( Provinces, large resources
Lambton, the Bruces, the Hurons, the Perths and were derived forrnerly froin the sale of lands, and
the Middlesexes, sorne eighteen constituencies, and later, fror the timber lirits, but these resources
those among the best in the Province of Ontario. will be taken away from the people of the new
Whether the hon. gentleman is going to be success- territories, and we will prolably have continoal
ful in introducing inmigration to this country or battling for additional subsidies and additional
not, I cannot say, but I think he was wise in not accormodation which those territories will bave
prophesying in regard to that. But, while we are a riglt to expect. On ail these accounts, 1 think
parting with our control over that great territory, the policy of making this land grant is rnuch to he
we find, at the same time, that oui expectations as (eprecatel, and iy on impression is that we will
to the immigration into Manitoba and the North- gain very little by it. We are locking up these
West have not been fulfilled. We find that our lands in the hands of corporations, whic, in many
large expenditure from 1880 to 1885 resulted in cases, depend upon the sale of their bonds to
our putting 7,000 families into Manitoba, and make any headway at all, and we are only placing
something like 12,000 famnilies into the North-West an obstacle in the way of other corpanies wlich
and Manitoba put together. In order to do that, might probably at a later date be willing to con-
we have to expend something like $7,000,000 a struct roads through that country. Xe have an
year-if you put together the interest we have to instance of that in the case of the Northern Pacific
pay on the amount we incurred for the railway, Railway in the Province of Manitoba, which has
the annual charge for Indians, the annual charge been ready, I believe, to construct hues tiere for
for the Mounted Police, and the annual charge for the very small bonus of S1,500 to $1,700 per mile.
immigration, which, to all intents and purposes, is 1 also believe it is a bad policy to scatter 8ettie-
useful only for that country, besides the amount ment which these grants are calculated to do. I
for the management of the Department of the In- believe it would have been bette to devote Our
terior and the miscellaneous expenditures which we attention to the concentration insteal of scattering
incur. There was a little dispute the other even- it I believe we would have had very many thou-
ing as to the amount of available land we had in sands more settlers than we bave now, and that
the North-West. I find a few suggestive facts time whole problen of tie North-West would have
shown in the map which the hon. gentleman has been solved in a nore reasonable way. Howcver,
laid on the Table. I find that, in the enormous if is alI but hopeless to endeavor to control tbe
extent of territory between the 3rd and 4th (overnment now that they have erbarked on tis
parallels which was known as the dry or arid policy. No one can look at this nîap without
region, the Canadian Pacific Railway would only perceiving that the chances are immense, that ii
accept about one-third of the 2,000,000 acres of the years to core our successors may bi conîpelled, at
helt located there. This map shows that of 2,208,- great cost and at great inconvenience, to undo the
()00 acres, they would only accept 830,000 acres, work which we are now so heedlessly accoîn-
according to the hon. gentleman's staterment ; and plishîng.
I am told that a large quantity of that was on
the north side of the road. I fear it is only too ]r. CHARLTON. 1 wish to add one word f0
evident that the great proportion of the region the protest 1 uade in regard to tîis absurd policy
south of the Canadian Pacific Railway line and ex- of the Government in embarking ii these enormous
tending to the boundary between the 3rd and railway enterprises, in a country which has
4th parallels, can hardly be deemed fit for settle- only about a quarter of a million of inhabitants.
ment. We know that all along the other parallels They are anticipating the wants of the country;
to the north of the Canadian Pacific Railway line, they are engaged in the business of building rail-
there is agreat deal of broken land. I believe that ways under the most unfavorable circunstances,
the land of better quaty to the north lias been and they are obaiged to ofer inducet- ents for the
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construction of railways prematurely, year after
year, in advance of the necessities of their being
built faster than they would be required by the
natural growth of settlement. This whole policy
of granting millions upon millions of acres in the
North-West to corporations, makiug grants that
will prove eventually to have been unnecessary if
we waited till the roads were needed, is one that
the country will bitterly regret in the future. I
predict it, and I predict it from the experience
that has been given in precisely similar cases in
the country to the south of us. I regret, further-
more, that the Government have determined, as
they seemi determined, to pursue this policy of
bartering the heritage of the future for the ad-
vantage of certain imonopolies ; and inasmuch as
they insist upon doing this, I regret they have
even refused that poor boon of fixing the maximum
price with regard to these lar.ds, the policy which
the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson)
pointed out had been repeatedly pursued in the
United States in the interest of the settlers who
were to occupy the lands which were granted to
railways in various parts of that country. I hold
that it is an entirely unjustifiable refusal on the
part of the Governiment, having decided to grant
these lands, to refuse to the settler that safeguard
lie is entitled to deniand, that is, the establishment
of a maximum price. I now record ny protest
against the whole policy, against the policy per se
of making grants, and against the refusal, having
taken that step, of minimising the evil by estab-
lishing a maximum rate.

Mr. DEWDNEY. The plan which the hon.
gentleman has been looking at shows the lands ac-
cepted by the Canadian Pacifie Railway, amount-
ing to, I think, 8,340,000 acres. I explained the
other day that they had already notified us of
having accepted now over 9,000,000, and expect to
select 10,000,000 before the selection is completed.
We asked last year for an appropriation of $2,500
for the inspection of land ; it was for the purpose
of paying our inspector for examining the lands
which the Canadian Pacifie Railway has indicated
they were not going to take. Since the inspection
was made, Mr. Hamilton, on behalf of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, and Mr. Pierce, on behalif of
the Government, have been at work every day
making a final selection which, I am satisfied, will
reach 10,000.000. The section which has been ex-
amined most carefully is that portion in which the
snallest selection has been made.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the lon.
Minister state whether I was correctly informed
that the bulk of the selection, in what is known as
the arid belt, between the 3rd and 4th parallels,
has been made north of the line ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think that is very likely.
There is a very large area south of the track in
which Old Wives Lake is situated, a lake which
is sone eighty miles long and ten or fifteen miles
wide in some places. There is a great deal of land
within the railway belt south of the line. A great
deal of land around that lake is dry alkali land,
which would not, under any circumstances, be ac-
cepted by the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time
and passed.

Mr. CHARLTON.

RESPECTING INTEREST.

House again resolved itself into Committee on
Bill (No. 140) to amend chapter 127 of the Revised
Statutes of Canada, entitled An Act respecting
Interest.

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. When that Bill was
before considered in Committee there was a dis-
cussion in which the hon. member for Queen's,
P. E. 1. (Mr. Davies) took part, with regard to the
propriety of repealing all the exceptional pro-
visions of the Interest Act. The Bill as passed by
the Senate deals with sections 9, 10 and 11, nai ly,
those making special provisions with reference to
Ontario and Quebec. The hon. member for St.
John gave me notice that he desired to ask for the
repeal of sections 18 to 23 with regard to New
Brunswick, and the member for Queen's, P. E. I.,
desired to repeal sections 28, 29 and 30 with re-
gard to Prince Edward Island. I agree to the re-
peal of all the sections after number nine. The
effect will be to remove a number of t1iose enact-
ments which were particularly intended to keep
alive the penalties with regard to the then existing
contracts, which are now practically run out.
Hereafter, in all the Provinces, the rate of inter-
est may be fixed by agreement.

Mr. BLAKE. It leaves still undisturbed, except
in so far as specially amended, the provisions as to
the power of redemption, or rather limitation of
the right to charge interest after a certain period.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It does not-affect
that.

Bill reported, and read the third time andl
passed.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 161) to anend "The Pilotage Act,"
chapter eighty of the Revised Statutes.-(rI.
Colby.)

ADJOURNMENT TILL FRIDAY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that
when this House adjourns to-night it stand ad-
journed until Friday morning at eleven o'clock, to
receive any messages fromn the other House.

Motion agreed to.

BILLS WITHDRAWN.

Bill (No. 131) further to amend chapter 51 of the
Revised Statutes, The Territories Real Property
Act. -(Sir John Thompson.)

Bill (No. 112) authorising the transfer of certain
public property to the Provincial Governments. -
(Sir John Thompson.) -

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION BILL.

Mr.'MITCHELL. The House will have in its
recollection that when the Bill was passed in re-
gard to steamboat inspection, a very stroig feeling
was expressed on this side of the House, and also
on the other side of the House, against the provi-
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sion that an engineer should require to be domiciled is to keep Canada for the Canadians, in this respect
here three years before he could be employed. The I shah assist them. I expressed my regrets that
acting Minister of Marine, with the courtesy I a Bil had been introduced in reference to the
which usually characterises him, stated lie would qualifications of engineers other than those on
strike out the section in accordance with the wish steamboats. 1 drew the attention of the House
of the House. I believe some error was committed. the last few Sessions, to the importance of this
The hon. gentleman intended to make the altera- 1 matter, and I hope that next year the Goverument
tion, but the original clause went up to the Senate. will take it up. I trust they will pass a Bll next
I think the Minister's intention was fo change that Session, hy whicl they 'will give that honored
particular section, and I regret it lias not been and respected class of the community the right to
done. pass an exaininatin, so as to put them 01u an

Mr. COLBY. The hon. gentleman lias stated equalîty with the steanloat engmeers.
the case exactly. In deference to the views of my THE MICMAC INIIANS.
hon. friends from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
Queen's (Mr. Davies), Halifax (Mr. Jones) and Mr. MITCHELL. I have receîved from the
some other hon. gentlemen from the Maritime Chief of the Micmac trie of Indians, a petition ii
Provinces, I announced to the House that, for the which he asks, among other privileges, that they
present, we would not press that clause. By an shah le allowel the privilege of speariig salmon
error which was not discovered until the Bill had at the distance of tliee miles, on the north-west
passed the Senate beyond recall, that clause was lranch of the river, in connection with their
retained and another clause was taken out. I reserve. The Indiaîs are very poor, and have not
immediately placed myself in communication with the lest facilities for catching fislî, and thcy ask
the leader of the Opposition, and the hon. gentle- what tley used to have in former years, tue
men from the Maritime Provinces, and stated privilege of spearing within a linit of three miles.
that if they attached sufficient importance to it, I 1 would ask thc hon. Minister to give the natter
would endeavor to have another Bill put througlî his early attention, and sec wliat caa lc (lue to
to-day that would amend the Act. It was under- meet their wisles.
stood, that as the clause had been considerably
modified, it mighttand for a year. r. I)EWDNEY. I have read the papers which

r. MTCHELL. And you will amend it ext gentleman, a

year. wich contaied the application e as nentîoed
year.auJotherimatters. I wilh giv-e tlhemniy immiiedliate

Mr. COLBY. I probably w-ill not be in the attention, ami wilh conîmunicate witl tle lon.
position next year that I now so unworthily gentleman as soon as I have anything leinite to
occupy ; but it will be open for amendment thein. communicate.

Mr. CHARLTON. The law as it now stands
would not allow a person to be au engineer in I NEW BRUNSWICK ('MP (;ROUND.
Canada, unless he was domiciled on a British
v'essel. M.MTHL.Iwulhkast sbutifyo wnttoge the hou. Minister of Militia whethe- he canr coinply

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes ; but if you want to geton lialf of
an engineer fron the United States you could the Mayor auJ Couac-il of the city of Moncton
not have him.

Mr. LAURIER. I think that clause will be Sir AI)OLPHE CARON. 1 ai sorry 1 canuot
found very inconvenient. gîve an aiswer to the hou. gentlemans question,relatiîîg to the location of the camp for the animual

Mr. CHARLTON. Better let the Bill stand for drill of the inilitia ii the Province of New Bruns-
this Session.PthisSesson.wick. The question of the selection of the hocali-

Mr. COLBY. We cainot do that now, but I can ties foi the diffèrent camps lias not yet licen taken
get a snall Bill drafted which will change the law up lut I have received several petitions on li-
to meet the views of the House. haîf of the city of Moncton, ami the îîatter will le

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that would be better. taken up at an early day, wlei I shaîl b. glad ti

Mr. CHARLTON. Better draft a snall Bill. consîder the recoimeudation the hon. genthen
As arrangements have now been made by the steam- lias inade.
boat owners, this law would be found very incon-
venient. CHRISTIAN 1SLANI) INDIANS.

Mr. COOK. I am glad the acting Miiister of M-. COOK. I would like to caîl the. attention
Marine lias decided to give this matter consider- of the lion. Miîiste' of the Interior to ie fact
ation. I introduced a Bill sonetime ago, that that a great deal of distress prevails among the
persons should not be appointed to the Civil Christian Island Indians. I had the hoîor aid
Service unless they were residents in the country profit of attendîng a camp meeting on the island
five years. The second reading of that Bill was last sumîner, when I discovered that there were a
moved in my absence, and I understood the! number of indigent persons there, and that they
First Minister gave a promise that he would con- have not organs in their différent churches. As the
sider the question next Session, or that he Government have heen supplying organs to bands
would not employ any more foreigners, or even of Indians in otler sections, they ouglt to supply
persons from Great Britain, in the Civil au organ to eadi denomination of tic Indians on
Service, unless they had a residence in Canada. Christian Island. I hope tley will also attend
A large number of our young men are qualified to the indigént persons who are there, aid who
for these positions and they ought to be given a aie worthy to receive assistance, apart from tie
chance. So far as the poIicy of the Government fact that they are wards of the Govereent.
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Mr. DEWDNEY. I was not aware, until the
hon. gentleman mentioned it, that it has been
usual for the Government to give organs to the
Christian bands of Indians, and I cannot promise
the hon. gentleman anything in that respect. The
only organ which, I think, it might be within the
means of the Indian Fund to send them is the Tor-
onto Globe. I will enquire into the case of the
indigent persons.

THE NEWFOUNDLAND QUESTION.

Mr. CHARLTON. Have the Governinent any-
thing to communicate to the country concerning
the negotiations with Newfoundland, with regard
to its admission into the Dominion ?

not guilty of rebellion. The whole of his property
was in furs, and I think this matter requires
prompt action on the part of the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have not
had time to consider that point, but I would re-
mind the hon. gentleman that a most solemn pro-
test was entered here by the hon. member for
West Durhan (Mr. Blake) against the Government
paying a farthing to Bremner.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not pretend that Bremner
should be paid by the country, but the Government
may have means of persuasion which they could
bring to bear on those who should pay this damage.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will consider
that matte

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have had
no communications from the Government of New- ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Bremner
foundland, except one. On hearing that their Bait is entîtled to be recouped in some form, and we
Bill was applied to Canadian vessels, we remon- should not separate before that is understood.
strated by telegraph, and also communicated with This man's furs were placed in the custody of an
the Colonial Office. We received an answer from officer of the Government, and were handei over
Newfoundland that the Act was infra rires. W'e on the order of another officer of the Goverrnnent,
have had no answer yet fron the Colonial Office, Jand I think we are bound to see that that man is
but dos not cease to press the matter, because we recouped.
think it was the original intention of the Newfound- mir JOHN r A. MACDONALD. That will be
land (oovernmeft and Legistature flot to apply it fully consideed.
to Canadian vessels ; but it appears, under the Mr. TROW. I will ask the Minister of Militia
terms of the Act, it is applicable to all vessels, if he intends to ha e battalion*lrill this year in the
either British, Canadian or foreign. city of Stratford ? That city has gone to consider-

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman's answer able expense in extending waterworks to the old
throws a good deal of light on matters between the drill field, which I think is the best in the Province,
Island and the Dominion, so far as it goes. But and to have everything prepared for battalion
the question I desire particularly to obtain inforin- drill.
ation upon is, as to wbether there were any ne- Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is, no doubt, a
gotiations on the basis of adnitting Newfoundland great inducenent to send the camp to Stratford
into Confederation. . that the waterworks there are in perfect order. As

Mr. TROW. I see in the papers that the New- 1 far as I an personally concerned, I should be glad
foundlanders are annexing themselves to the Dom- to give a definite answer on the subject, but, as I
inion. Over 250 of thein have come to Montreal ; have already stated, the question of the selection
and if negotiations are kept quiet tbey will annex of the camps has not yet been considered. -It will
themselves. be one of the first questions to be taken up by the

Department after Parliainent rises, and I shall be
MAJOR-GENERAL MIDDLETON. glad to consider the application which the hon.

Mir. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask gentleman has made.
what action the Government propose taking, in ADJOURNMENT.
consequence of the report made in reference to ie
case of General Middleton ? Do the Government Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move the
propose to press General Middleton to pay the House do now adjourn, to meet again on Friday
amount of money the Committee reported was due morning at eleven o'clock.
to Mr. Bremner, or what action do they propose to Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 9.30
take? M

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have taken
no steps on that report, and have had no com-
munication with (eneral Middleton. He is absent
at Toronto. We have been too busy to consider
what steps should be taken.

Mr. LAURIER. That was not exactly the
purport of the question of my hon. friend. He did
not suggest that the Government had had any com-
munication with General Middleton, but he asked
what the intentions of the Government were in re-
gard to that report. It may be premature to ask
the Government what their intention is, but, as I
understand, the object was to ascertain what was
to be done in regard to this man Bremner, who is,
I believe, a most deserving man, who was charged
with being a rebel though there was no evidence
against him, and the evidence shows that he was

Mr. COOK.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, l6th May, 1890.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eleven o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. BERGIN moved that the ninth report of
the Joint Committee of both Houses on the Print-
ing of Parliament be concurred in. He said&: This
recommends the printing of documents reported by
the Committee on Agriculture and Colonisation ;
it also recommends that the Patent Office reports be
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distributed once a year in a bound volume, instead
of loose sheets as they are at present, once a fort-
night or once a month ; also, that instead of the
large trunks that are now distributed every Session
to members of Parliament, one good trunk be sub-
stituted. We find that $4.80 has been paid for
each one of the basswood trunks, amounting to
$24 a Parliament. They are really of no use, and
we recommend that a moderately fair trunk be
substituted once in each Parliament.

Mr. McNEILL. I do not know whether it would
be in order now to say anything on the subject,
but I think it would be a very good thing if it
were possible to have enougli copies of the bound
Hansard printed to supply the mechanics' insti-
tutes in the different parts of the country. There
is no publication of Parliament that is so imterest-
ing to the general publie as the Kansard, and they
have no opportunity of consulting it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I observe that the
seventh report of the Joint Committee on the
Printing of Parliament recommends the printing of
a number of documents-7,000 copies of the report
of the Select Standing Committee on Agriculture,
in English and French, in the usual ratio ; 10,000
copies of the report of the Select Standing
Conmittee on Colonisation; 50,000 copies of the
report of the Dairymen's Association; 25,000 copies
of the report of the Fruit Growers' Association, and
that the Patent Office reports, instead of being
distributed as at present, be bound and distributed
once a year, commencing on the 1st of July. Well,
probably, this last recommendation is a good one,
because we wish to preserve these Patent Office
repoits. Next, I see that the report recommends
that, instead of the large trunks now given to each
member every Session, there be substituted one of
a much better quality. to be given next Session,
and thereafter one at the beginning of each Parlia-
ment ; also, that the supply of stationery for the
use of members be of a better quality, such as was
formerly used.

Mr. BERGIN. The quality used this year is
very bad.

Motion agreed to, and report concurred in.

BANKS AND BANKING.

Mr. FOSTER noved that the amendments
made by the Senate to Bill (No. 127) respecting
Banks and Banking be concurred in. He said :
The amendments to the Banking Act are notvery important. On page 21, line 25, after the
word " person " at the end of the clause, add the
following :-

Provided always, that no payment, whether in Do-
minion notes or ba*k notes, shall be made in bills that
are torn or partially defaced by excessive handling.
I am not quite sure that this will not be a some-
what mischievous clause, and if it were earlier in
the Session I should ask the Committee to send it
back. But at the late hour of the Session, and
considering that this Act does not come into force
until the first of July, 1891, and that we will have
an opportunity to review it next year, for the
despatch of business I shall ask the Committee to
concur in this amendment with the condition, as I
have stated, that we may review it another year.

155

Mr. LAURIER. I am sorry to hear that the lion.
gentleman would concur in such an amendment at
all. I cannot see that anything but injurions
effects will arise from it. It is, of course, too late
in the Session to debate it, but if the hon. gentle-
man carries it we must carry it on division. I
think it is a very mischievous law.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. What is the effect of it?
Mr. LAURIER. If bills are defaced or torn,

no payment will be made.
Mr. FOSTER. We will be able to amend it

next year.
Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me it ouglit to be

sent back to the Senate. I think that if there is
such a strong expression of opinion in this House,
they will not insist on it, or they ought not at any
rate. I cannot see the object or the reason for this
amendment.

Mr. GUILLET. The Act does not come into
force until July, 1891. Therefore, it can be amended
next year, as it is a mere matter of detail.

Mr. FOSTER. It is with that intention I ask
the House to pass it.

Amendments concurred in.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON'S BAY RAILWAY.

Mr. DALY moved that the amendment made by
the Senate to (Bill No. 155) to incorporate the Win-
nipeg and Hudson's Bay Railway be concurred in.

Mr. LAURIER. What is the effect of the
amendment?

Mr. DALY. It limits the building of the rail-
way to the Saskatchewan River, a distance of 400
miles within four years.

Amendment concurred in.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Mr. BOWELL presented the Annual Report of
the Department of Public Printing and Stationery,
for the year ending 30th June, 1889.

Mr. LAURIER. I congratulate the hon. gen-
tleman on his punctuality.

Mr. BOWELL. The report was put in my
hands by the Queen's Printer, and I should not
have had the honor of laying it on the Table, were it
not that the Secretary of State is ill. I present
the lion. gentleman with a copy which I presume
will be interesting to him.

THE FISHERY QUESTION.
Mr. MITCHELL. The right hon. gentleman at

the head of the Government stated a day or two
ago that probably on Friday lie would be able to
give us some idea as to the position of the fishery
question. I only ask hin to give what information
lie is possessed of, if it can be given without detri-
ment to the public service.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I fully expected
to be able to give an answer to-day which, I think,
would, to a very considerable extent, have been
satisfactory to the House, but we have not got the
information fully. In the first place, I may say
that a message came from England which was not
explicit enough, and we have asked for an explan-
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atory message which bas not yet arrived. In the
second place, Mr. Tupper, who has been in Wash-
ington in connection with this matter, is on his
way home. I thought he would have been here by
this time, but he is very unwell and has to travel
slowly. I thought we would have heard from him
before this, and perhaps we may have the inform-
ation before 3 o'clock. All I can say now is that
things are looking very well.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to hear that state-
ment, which will so far be satisfactory to the
public.

THE BREMNER FURS.

Mr. TROW. I have been requested to ask the
Government whether they have come to any deci-
sion as to the payment of the claimants in regard
to the Bremner furs, in order to avoid litigation,
as I understand they intend immediately to take
action.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That question,
of course, we cannot answer just now. The Com-
mittee very properly made no recommendation on
that point, as that was no part of their business.
They said that a certain suin of money would be a
sufficient compensation for these furs. My hon.
friend (Mr. Trow) will remember that the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) implored
the Governuient not to pay auy portion of it, and
said le would be very sorry indeed to see it done.
In fact he used as strong language as possible on
that subject. He said the compensation must
come from another source. Since that report has
been discussed we have been altogether too much
occupied with parliamentary business to take up
the matter. We will take it up next week and see
what can be done.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I suppose everything
depends upon whether the furs were ever legally
in the possession of the Government. If they were
improperly taken out of the possession of Bremner
so that General Middleton was a trespasser from
the beginning, of course, the position taken by the
member for West Durham would be unquestion-
ably a sound and legal position. If they were
legally in possession of the Crown at any time, and
the taking by General Middleton was a taking of
possession for the Crown, of course the man would
be responsible to Bremner, and then General Mid-
dleton would be responsible to the Crown. I have
not looked into that point, to see what the taking
was originally. The member for West Durham
was strongly of the opinion that- they never were
in the possession of the Crown at all ; if that is so,
unquestionably he is right, and 1 suppose the
responsibility rests on the Government to look
after the payment, and to see that the party who
was their officer does his duty to the one whom it
was his duty to protect. The duty, I suppose,
rests on the Government, whether the responsi-
bility does or not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The question of
the liability of the Crown, or the master, in any
case, for the acts for his subordinate or servant, is
a delicate one. There is a very narrow line be-
tween what the liability of the master is, and
whether the liability is thrown on the servant alto-
gether. I have not looked into the evidence in
this case, personally, at all, and I really -do not

Sir Joms A. MACDONALD.

know whether the Crown could be considered
liable. Of course, if there is liability, the Crown
will acknowledge it at once, and they will also do
what they can in order to recover whatever is due
to this man.

Mr. MITCHELL. The distinction I take is
this: My hon. friend has placed before the House
what the member for West Durham states to be
the law upon the subject, that is, where the legal
liability rests as between master and servant, that
is to say, where a servant executes a particular
duty and exceeds his power, the master is not
liable, but the servant is personally liable. Here
there is a broad distinction between a duty per-
formed by a servant to a master, and that existing
between a high oficer of the Government supposed
to hold certain extraordinary powers in a crisis
such as that. Now, whether Bremner could bring
a personal action against General Middleton is a
point I do not pretend to discuss; but there is
this clear, that if the commander of the forces of
Canada, i subduing an insurrection, chooses to take
property away from any man, whether he be inno-
cent or guilty of taking any part in the insurrection,
and if he takes that property in possession for the
Crown and disposes of it, sonebody is respon-
sible to pay that man. If General Middleton is
not responsible certaimly the Crown is, and if the
Crowin is not legally hiable, then it is the duty of
tbe Gover1nent to bring the matter lefore Parlia-
ment with the view of seeing that justice is done
to the unfortunate man whose property is taken.
I am not one of those who think that General
Middleton ought to be permitted to pursue such a
high-banded course as that, and appropriate this
property for his own use and have the country pay
Bremner for it. I would not like to see that done ;
but I say it is the duty of the Government, and
Parliament will expect it of them, to see that
General Middleton pays that man for his furs, and
if that is not done this Parliament will take means
to see that justice is done to Bremner, after proper
steps are taken against General Middleton.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. There is a total mis-
apprehension on the part of hon. gentlemen as to
the way these furs came into the possession
of the police. This man Bremner had come
into Battleford with these furs, and the furs were
being pillaged by people there; by whom I do not
know ; but, at all events, it is stated that an officer
of the police came to the General to say that these
furs were being taken from him, and he asked for
authority to have them handed over to the police
for safe-keeping. At that time the General had no
idea whatever of giving any order for confiscating
the furs, or asking that they be put up for himself.
They were handed over to the police for safe-
keeping, just as Bremner himse was arrested and
handed over to the police for safe-keeping. Two
months after that, when word was brought to
General Middleton that Bremner had gone to
Regina as a prisoner, as the reporter states, Mr.
Reed then asked the General whether these furs
should be confiscated, and what was to be done
with them. After he had come back, on the 4th
of July, from pursuing Big Bear, he gave that
order to confiscate the furs, and then said that
some might be given to his staff, and some left for
himself, and receipts were to be taken for them ;
so that they were really in possession of the
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Mounted Police, that is, of the Government, and
whoever received the furs is the party that should
be called upon to pay for them.

Mr. LAURIER. That is an extraordinary state
of things, although the statement of the hon.
gentleman may be correct in fact. It is an extra-
ordinary state of things that when Bremner was
brought to Battleford as a prisoner the day after
Poundmaker surrendered, these furs of Bremner
should have been pillaged while the Commander of
the Forces was there, and that no steps were taken
by him to protect them from pillage.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. He did take that step;
lie told the officer of the police to take them for
safe-keeping into the barracks, but not for himself.

Mr. LAURIER. Whether by the police or not,
the furs were taken from this inan by order of
General Middleton. It seems to me that when the
commander of the forces was present, the property
of any British subject should have been safe, and
that the furs of Bremner should have been just as
safe in his possession as they would be in the bar-
racks. However, for reasons of his own, the furs
were taken to the barracks, where they were in the
custody of the police and of the Government ; but
afterwards General Middleton chose to confiscate
those furs and appropriate them for himself.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. No ; only a portion.
Mr. LAURIER No matter.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes ; it does matter.
Mr. LAURIER. A portion went to the General,

another portion to Reed, and another to Bedson.
Surely the reparation due to Bremner is that he
shall be put into possession of all the furs which
were taken away from the police ; and if they
cannot be accounted for, then their value must bc
given to him by those who profited from them,
and not by the Canadian Government.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Bremner was not ex-
amined, therefore we cannot tell whether it was by
his consent or not ; but my impression is that he
was a consenting party that the furs should be
taken care of, and that a policeman should be ap-
pointed to guard them. Of course, under the cir-
cumstances then existing, they could not have had
a policeman standing over them all the time, and
so they were put into the police barracks. Remem-
ber Bremner was himself arrested, and if the furs
had not been put away into the barracks for safe-
keeping, there would not have been one of thein
left upon the prairie among all the Indians and
others who were roaming about.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That would be an
instance in which the General had neglected his
duty to protect property, because he was there for
the purpose of protecting both life and property.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. He did so.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He took these furs into
his possession. The case of Cockbnrn against the
Queen, I think, is a case exactly in point, where a
Lieutenant in the Navy committed an act that was
held to be illegal, and it was decided that in that
case, first, that the lieutenant was not an officer of
the Crown at all, but that he was an officer of Par-
liament, although I do not know whether the same
rule would apply to a General in the army ; it was
also held that having acted beyond his authority,

he was personally responsible, and that the public
was not'responsible.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is a great distinction
between the responsibility existing on the part of
every employé of the Government, every tide-
waiter, for instance, and a high officer entrusted
with almost absolute powers.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The General would have
been worthy of all praise for taking care of that
property and endeavoring to protect it, if lie had
not subsequently given orders to confiscate it. We
are talking now about how the furs came into the
possession of the police. The question was be-
tween allowing the furs to lay on the prairie and
protecting thein by the police, or putting thei
into the police barracks there to be protected. If
nothing more bad been done, I think no censure
could have been passed upon the General. Now,
if nothing more had been done, 1 think no censure
would have been passed upon it. Therefore, for
that act of putting the furs in the police barracks
there is no blame to be attached to the General.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). As the lion. gentleman
knows, in law the subseqent act mnakes him
responsible.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The subsequent act is the
act of indiscretion which was committed, and it is
there the blame comes in. The taking possession
of the furs for the Government in order to protect
them, was not worthy of blame; but, on the con-
trary, it was for the protection of Bremner's prop-
erty.

Mr. MITCHELL. We differ about that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The lion. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) draws a
distinction between officers in high rank and
others. There is no distinction that I am aware
of. They have all got the limit of their duties
stated, and the Crown is no more responsible for
the act of a civil servant who is on the top of the
ladder than one who is at the foot of it. If the
Crown is responsible for an offence committed
against the civil law, it is also responsible for an
offence against the criminal law. When General
Luard committed an offence the Crown was not re-
sponsible; he was punished. Governor Wall, of
Gibraltar, was hanged. He was an officer high in
rank, and he thought he had a right to flog the
people to death, but lie was hanged for that. I
should not like that-if General Middleton had ex-
ercised martial law in the North-West and had
hanged anybody-I should be hanged in his
place.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think the simile is
correct. I do not want to see General Middleton
hanged, although as was stated the other day by
the member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) the
penalty for looting, under the Articles of War, is
death. I do not want the General killed, but I do
want to see him made to pay for the furs which
he stole.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. They were not stolen;
there was a receipt given for them.

Mr. LAURIER. If the Crown is nqt respon-
sible for the wrong-doing of its employés, high or
low, the Crown can at least make this officer atone
for wzong-doing,
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Crown will 000, which is rather a serious amount for a country
do anything they can to iake him atone. with such little resources as we have. This is a very

diffic ult country in which to arrange the tariff to
QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. suit all circumstances. What will suit one Province

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I told the hon. will be opposed to the interest of another Province.
member for the West Riding of Durham (Mr. Blake) Therefore, the Minister of Finance and Minister of
the other day, that I would cause enquiry to be Customs, notwithstanding all these deputations
made in my Departnent in reference to the matter that came to give thein information from time to
in connection with the Quebecharborimprovements time, had a very difhult task to perform. I hope
to which he referred. I now submit the papers. that the tariff will be for the benefit of the inhabi-
The result so far obtained in the enquiry made tants of the varions Provinces, but I doubt very
respecting the tenders of the cross-wall harbor much if the imposition of a higher duty on flour
works, Quebec, does not show that any persons will satisfy the Maritime Provinces, and there are
connected with the Department was guilty of various other changes that evidently are lot satis-
indiscretion, or that any of them bas given inforin- factory to all. However, I presuine the Govern-
ation to any person outside of the Departmnent. ment have cloue the best they could froi the in-
The officers, who, by the nature of their duties, formation they have derived, in miany instances
might have had cognisance of the tenders and who from interested parties. The Goverament, ne
still belong to the Department, declare that they doubt, have a very difficult task te perform. I
did not give such information to any person. (See must say that some members of the Government
attached letters of the Deputv, Mr. Baillairgé, the are energetic and fine departmental officers eue
Chief Engineer, Mr. Perlev, the present Secretary, of the Ministers in particular. the bon. Minister of
Mr. Corbeil, the Chief Engineer's stenographier Public Works, although he has on varions occa-
Mr. Lightfoot, and his mail clerk, Mr. O'Brien.) siens made promises that he has net performed
The assistant engineer, Mr. Boyd, in whose hand- for my part I never asked him for anything-still,
writing the extension of the tenders was made, Mr. we know very well that a harder working menber
Ennis, who was secretary of the Department in ef the House is net te be found than tbe Minister
1883, and Mr. Jaines Walsh, the correspondence of Public Works, and I question very inuch
clerk, who wrote the letters and reports to Council, wheter there is a better departmental officer in
presumably under Mr. Ennis' orders and at his the Govermnent than that bon. gentleman. Dur-
dictation, are now dead-but they never gave any ing the past Session I think the Minister of Finance
reason to suspect their discretion. The enquiry and the Minister of Customs have liad exceed-
will be continued. ingly onerous duties to perfori im the prepara-

tion of the revised tariff, and I think they
PROROGATION. have done their work very well, notwithstand-

Mr. SPEAKER communicated to the House ing the criticisms that have been made by mien-

that he had received the following letter from the bers of the- Opposition. The mebers of the

Governor Generas Secretary : Opposition have criticised ahnost every item in
the Estimates and have done a great deal of

"GOVERNMENT HOUsE, OTTAWA. good. Then there is the Minister of Agricul-
"Sin,-I have the honor to inform you that Bis Ex- ture, whom I inust mention, and for iny part

cellency the Governor General will proceed to the Senate I amn satistied with his work. Having my-
Chamber to prorogue the Session of the Dominion Par-
liament this afternoon at four o'clock. self had sone experience, not as a practical

"CHARLES COLVILLE, Capti n, fariner, but in paying practical farmners for their

"Governtor General's Secretary. services, I consider that hon. gentleman has
"The Honorable done an extremely good work with his experi-

" The Speaker of the House of Commons." mental and model farms throughout the country.

House rose at 11.34 a.m., to meet again at Their good result will not appear iimmediately.
3.34 p.m. When you plant a tree it takes some time to bring

it to maturity ; and so I anticipate in good time
Heuse resumed at 3.34 p.m. that this country will reap a great deal of benefit

SESSIONAL INDENITY. froin these farms in the various Provinces. I am
aware that a great deal lias been done in that con-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN mnoved: nection which is not yet apparent to the casual

That the balance of the indemnity of the late Adam observer, but the good effects of which will appear
Hudspeth, Esquire, be paid to his legal representatives, later on. Of course the expense lias been large at
and that the indemnity of Samuel Burdett, Esquire, be the Central Farni, and it could not be otherwise
paid to him in full, he having been obliged to leave town when we see what bas been done in laying out
on account of illness. streets, planting groves, making fences and erect-

Motion agreed to. ing buildings. It is not my duty to flatter the
Mr. TROW. We have concluded a long and Government, but I must say that they have done,

tedious Session, and I presume we are ail glad it in many respects, very creditably. Of course some
has come to a close. Elections are going on in are dissatisfied, there always will be some dissatis-
varions Provinces, and nany members will be soon fied people ; and I have no doubt that if our friends
engaged in those elections. I think the Govern- of the Opposition were siting on the other side of the
ment are a little culpable in not bringing forward House, there would be still some dissatisfied people,
important measures earlier in the Session, for we although Ithink they give very general satisfaction.
have done a great deal of business during the past I hope our friends, when they get there, wtll prac-
few weeks, and especially during the past two tice rigid economy, instead of spending fifty or
weeks. We have voted away in the Supplementary sixty million dollars a Session, as this Government
Estimates and for railway bonuses over $50,000, - has done. I am afraid that hon. gentlemen oppo-

Mr. LAURIER.
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site have become somewhat reckless and lavish in Mr. SPE&KER:
their expenditure. I am very much pleased that the Bis Excellency the Governor General desires the im-
First Minister has enjoyed such good health during mediate presence of this Bouse in the Senate Chamber.
this Session, He seems to be as vigorous and as Accordingly, Mr. Speaker. with the House,
determined as he was ten or fifteen years ago. It is weut up te the Senate Chamber.
true lie is not the hardest worked member of the
Administration, but, at the sane time, his absence IN THE SENATE CHAMBER.
would be, in my estimation, a fatal blow to the
whole Conservative party. I hope that in eight or lis Excellency was pleased to give, ii ler
ten months we will all meet here again enjoying Majesty's naie, the Royal Assent to the following
our usual health, and that the Government will be Bis
better prepared to bring down their measures
earlier in the Session. I think it is greatly to be An Act respecting the Pontiac Pacifie Junction Rail-
desired that their important measures should be way Company.
placed before the House within a few weeks of the An Act respectiug the Grand Trunk Railway Company
opening of the Session, in order that the House of Canada.
may be able to give them the needed attention. I An Act to amend "The Exchequer Court Act."
would like now to hear from ·the newly elected An Act to incorporate the Dominion Safe beposit,
hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh). Warehousing and Loai Company (Limited).

Mr. MACKINTOSH. Mr. Speaker, I never AnActto incorporate the Bome Life Associationof
more fervently prayed for the arrival of the Gover- Canada.
nor General than I 1do at the present moment, and An Act further te amend "The Canada Temperance
an sure you all particiDate in my sentiments. So Act.'
far as I am concerned, I sympathise with you and An Act respecting Fishing Vessels ofthe United States
the country in the fact that during this Session, of'Amerlos.
and for the last three Sessions, you have been de- An Act respecting Grants of Publie Lands.
prived of my presence in Parliament. I apologise An Act for the relief of Hugh Forbes Keefer.
for my absence, upon behalf of the electors who An Act for the relief of Christiana Filman Glover.
voted against me. I am one of those who believe An Act te amend an Act concerniug Marriage with a
in always being candid with my friends, and in my Deceased Wife's Sister.
friends being candid with me. I, like many others, An Act rcspcctiug B. B. Vivian and Company (Limited).
considered in years gone by that this country had An Act further to amend the Act respectîng the Inland
not a Government that met the wishes of the people, Revenue, chapter thirty-four of the Revised Statutes.
but since the accession of the right hon. Sir John An Act to amend "The Interpretatien Act."
Macdonald to power I have realised the fact that An Act rcspecting the Department of the Geological
the country had a statesman at the head of affairs, Survey.
and wanted other statesmen to support him. When An Act te facilitate the purchase by the Pontiac Pacific
I was urged by so many people of this constituency Jonction Jailway Company fror the Canadian Pacific
to become a candidate for Parliament, I accepted Railway Company of the Brandi Line of Railway between
the invitation, and can honestly state that hundreds Bull and Aylmer.
of votes were given on behalf of the Government of Au Act respecting the Ontario Pacific Railway Company.
the right hon. gentleman, and thousands giveu to An Act te confer on the Commissioner of Patents cor-
nie as a manifestation of good will and personal tain powers for fhe relief et George T. Smith.
regard. I quite appreciate the ability and the An Act respecting the Bereford Railway Company aud
geniality of the bon. member for Perth (Mr. Trow ), the Maine Central Railway Company.
and of the Opposition generally, who, when I was An Act relafing te Bill of Exchange, Cheques sud
in Parliament before, treated me in the most Promissory Notes.
considerate and courteous manner. ln fact, I only An Act further te amend the Crirnnal Law.
remember what good things they said, and allowed
the hard words to pass into oblivion. I aie glad to Ant te an the ind Aae eA
get back to the House of Comnions again, and to At ton f The Rise S catutes.
associate with the hon. gentlemen whom I see n Act te and "the Cas setAt"cp
around me. I shall endeavor, like my friend the
leader of the third party, to be independent, withi An Act respecting Iailways.
a strong gravitation towards the policy of the Ad- An Act te amend " The Seamen's Acf," chapter seventy-
ministration. I may venture to say that I came four of the Revised Statutes.
back here mellowed, somewhat, by experience, and Au Act te amend "Thc Steamboat Inspection Acf,"
prepared to give my right hon. friend the leader of chapter sevenfy-eight of the Revised Statutes.
the Government what I call an independent sup- An Acf further te amend the Revised Stafutes, chapter
port. I will not trespass upon the time of the five, respecting fie Electeral Franchise.
House any longer, but trust that next Session I An Act respecting certain Savings Banks in tie Pro-
shall be able to take an active part in the proceed- vnce of Quebee.
ings of Parliament. I was slaughtered, so to An Act respecting a certain agreement tierein men-
speak, three years ago, but the general impression tioned wifh the Calgary and Edmonton RailwayCor-
appears to be that my resurrection is complete and pany.
I hope permanent. An Act te amend tie Acts respecting the Harber of

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker Pictou.
An Acf te amend the Acts respecting the Dut les cf

PROROGATION. Customs.
A Message from His Excellency the Governor An Acf respecting the Wood Mounfain ana Qu'ppelle

Genera by the Gentleman Isher cf the Black Rodu: ttailway Company.
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An Act to amend the Act of the present Session in-
tituled: "An Act to amend the Aets respecting the
Duties of Customs. "

An Act to further amend " The Indian Act," chapter
forty-three of the Revised Statutes.

An Act to incorporate the York County Bank.
An Act to provide for the collection and publishing of

Labor Statistics.
An Act to make further provision respeetingthe Bounty

on Pig Iron manufactured in Canada from Canadian Ore.
An Act to amend chapter 127 of the Revised Statutes of

Canada, intituled: " An Act respecting Interest."
An Act to authorise the granting of subsidies in aid of

the construction of the lines of Railway therein mentioned.
An Act to authorise the granting of subsidies in Land to

certain Railway Companies.
An Act respecting Banks and Banking.
An Act respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-

way Company.

Then the Honorable the SPEAKER of the House
of Commons addressed His Excellency the Gover-
nor General as follows :-

MAY IT PLEASE YoUR EXCELLENCY:

The Commons of Canada have voted the Supplies re-
quired to enable the Government to defray the expenses
of the Public Service.

In the name of the Commons, I present to Your Excel-
lency the following Bill:-

" An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain sumas of
money required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service, for the financial years ending respectively
the 30th June, 1890, and the 30th June, 1891, and for other
purposes relating to the Public Service," to which Bill I

umbly request Your Excellency's assent.

To this Bill the Royal Assent was signified in
the following words :-

In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the Governor
General thanks Her loyal subjects, accepts their benevol-
ence, and assents to this Bill.

After which His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral was pleased to close the Fourth Session of the
Sixth Parliament of the Dominion with the follow-
ing

SPEECH:

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commone:

In bringing to a close this somewhat protracted Session
of Parliament, I desire to convey to you my best thanks
for the diligence with which you have applied yourselves
to your important duties.

The negotiations respecting the Behring Sea question
are still in progress at Washington with good prospects of
an equitable settlement. Meanwhile the continuance for
another year of what is known as the Modus Vivendi,
will serve to show our earnest desire to cultivate the most
friendly relations with the United States Government and
people.

The re-adjustment of the Customs Tarif, intended to
promote the development of our agricultural, manufac-
turing and other industries, will, I have reason to hope,
operate for the general benefit of all classes.
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I am glad to believe that the Act relating to Banking
has been most carefully considered, and will be found to
guard the interests of the public and to be snfficiently
liberal to those who are more immediately affected by its
provisions.

The measure relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques
and Promissory Notes will, doubtless, render more certain
and plain the law relating to these instruments, and make
the law in that regard uniform in almost all respects
throughout Canada.

The amendments to the criminal law include a great
number and variety of provisions, all of which will prob-
ably be found useful, and several of which were urgently
demanded for the public welfare.

The creation of a Bureau of Labor Statisties will pro-
mote the investigation and study of the questions which
affect the relations of Capital and Labor, and which are
now engaging the attention of all great Nations. It will
likewise aid the diffusion of information on all that con-
cerns the occupations and well-being of the working
classes. In some other measures of the present Session
your desire to improve the laws which apply particularly
to those engaged in industrial pursuits will be likewise
recognised.

The varions provisions to amend the laws relating to
Railways, Patents, Copyrights, and Trade-Marks and
to the Department of Inland Revenne, and, likewise, the
enactments to improve the Statutes for the management
of our Indian population, are well adapted to promote the
efficient administration of the Departments to which they
relate, while the large amount of private Railway Legis-
lation indicates a spirit of enterprise throughout the
country which, it is to be hoped, will lead to a substan-
tial development of the railway works of the country.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I thank you for the liberal provision which you made
for the requirements of the Public Service.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Common:

I take leave of you for the present, with the earnest
hope that in the coming season our people in every part
of Canada may be blessed with an abundant reward for
their labors and may witness a marked advance in the
prosperity of the Dominion.

The SPEAKER of the Senate then said:

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate, and

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

It is HIs EXCELLENCY THE GovERNOR GENERAL'S will
and pleasure, that this Parliament be prorogued until
Monday, the twenty-third day of June next, to be here
held, and this Parliament is accordingly prorogued until
Monday, the twenty-third day of June next.

The Parliament of the Dominion of Canada was
then prorogued to the 23rd day of June next.

For Liste of other Bille assented to, sEE 2
6
th March

(238), and 24th April (3873).
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A.myot, Mr. G., Bellechasse.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4082 (ii).
Dead Meat Co., on M. for Com. of Sup., 2265 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.

Curran) to ref. back, 4584 (ii).
Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1793 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2' B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 963; (personal explanation)
1069 (i).

Govt. Steamers, Tenders for Supplies (Ques.) 1120.
Grandin's, Mgr., Letter to Cardinal Taschereau

(Ques.) 119 (i).
Independence of Parlt. B. 12 (Mr. Casgrain) on

M. for 2°, 2212 (i).
I. C. R., Freight Rates on Flour (Ques.) 248 (i).
Labor Statistics provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 4845 (ii).
Laurie, Gen., Mileage, in Com. of Sup. (remarks)

4003 (ii).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 2073 (i).
Loyalty to Her Majesty, on prop. Address (Mr.

Mulock) 126 (i).
Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1811 (i).
N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,

4467 (ii).
Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallae) on Amt.( Mr.

Curran) to M. for 3Q, 1348 (i).

Amyot, Mr. G.-Continued.
Otter, Steamship, and Mail Service (Ques.) 123(i).
Printing Com.'s Rep. (6th) on M. to conc., 4659.
Provincial Govts., transfer of Property authorisa-

tion B. 112 (Sir John Thompson) on M. for 10,
1515 (i).

Quebec Post Office, Superannuation of Employés,
on M. for O.C.'s, &c., 62 (i).

Queen's Counsel, position of (Ques.) 1486 (i).
Appointments (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com.

of Sup., 2099; wthdn., 2124 (i).
Revising Officer, Champlain (Ques.) 2022 (i).
St. Michel Wharf, Repairs (Ques.) 246 (i).
SUPPLY:

Indians (Surveys) 2161 ().
Militia (Monuments) 4652 (ii).
Miscellaneoue (Le Dictionnaire Généalogique des

familles Canadiennes) 4116 (ii).
Railways - Capital: I. C. R. (Moncton, increased

accommodation) 4016 (ii).

Armstrong, Mr. J., South Middlesex.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4379, 4523 ; on M. for 3° (Amt.) neg. on a div.,
4590 (ii).

Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)
in Com., 1831 (i).

Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on prop.
Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 2030 (i).

Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)
to repeal, 315 (i).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.
,es. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1032 (i).
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Arxmstrong, Mr. J.-Continued.
Hurrell's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1288 (i).
Mining Machinery,. Free Importation, on Amt.

(Mr. Mulock) to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1134 (i).
SUPPLY :

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2511 (i).
Indians : Ont. (Oneida) 4784 (i).
Militia (compensation in lieu of land) 1288 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3239,
3402, 3538 (ii).

Bain, Mr. J. W., Soulaneies.
Beauharnois Canal enlargement (M. for Reps.,

&c.) 517 (i).

Bain, Mr. T., North Wentworth.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1258 (i).
Dundas and Waterloo Macadam Road (Ques.) 68.

(M. for Ret.) 149 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. MeMillan, Huron) 2027 (i).
Franchise Act and Provincial Voters' Lists, on

prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1502 (i).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.

(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1057 (i).
Grand Trunk Railway B. 125 (Mr. Curran) on

M. to suspend Rules, 2180 (i).
Oleoniargarine, Iiports fromn U.S. (Ques.) 122.
SUPPLY:

lmmigration (Agents' salaries) 2422 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3288,

3544 (ii).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Co.'s

B., on M. to suspend Rules, 4822 (ii).

Baird, Mr. G. F., Queen's, N.B.
SUPPLY:

Mail Siibsidies, &c. (Halifax, kc., and W. Indies
and S. Ainerica) 1990 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Coin., 375b (i).

Barnard, Mr. F. S., Cariboo.
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Platt) 1131; on Amt. (Mr. Mara) 1143.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3138 (i).

Barron, Mr. J. A., North Victoria, Ont.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4281 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 107 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 2°, 2711 (ii).
Debates, Official, accommodation for Staff, 3723.
Franchise Act Amt. (B. 44, 1°') 184 (i); Order for

2° read, 3703 (ii).
B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com., 3901 (ii).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Aint.
to Amt. (Sir John Thomepson) to M. for 2° B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 905 (i).

Goderich and Strathroy P.O., Tenders (Ques.)
2377 (i).

Barron, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
Hudspeth, Mr., late M.P., deceased (remarks)

4831 (ii).
Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on Amt.

(Mr. Curran) to M. for 3°, 1345 (i).
Quebec Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 4500 (ii).

article in Le Canadien (remarks) 4825 (ii).
on M. for Com. of Sup. (Telegram read)

4563 (i).
Sultana Island, Lake of the Woods (M. for Ret.)

140 (i).
incomplete Rets. (remarks) 2186 (i).

SUPPLY :

Can«ls--Capital (Trent River Nav.) 2277 (i).
Collection of Revenues : Canals (Maintenance,

&c.) 3871 (ii) ; Post Office, 2290 (i).
Indians (Annuities under Robinson Treaty) 2154;

(N. W. T., Schools) 2173 (i).
Militia (Armories, care of, &c.) 1325 (i).
Miscellaneous (Taschereau's Criminal Law) 4071.
Publie Works-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 4703 (ii).

Toronto Harbor Improvements, Tenders, &c. (M.
for Ret.*) 1712 (ii).

Trent Valley Canal, Bridge (remarks) 3703 (ii).
Commission (Ques.) 118; (M. for Ret.*)

145 (i).
Voters' Lists, Revising Officers' Rets. (Ques.)

2827 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 3016 (ii).

Beausoleil, Mr. 0., Berthier.
Berthier County Mail Service (M. for Pets., &c.)

529 (i).
Drill Hall, Montreal, Repairs, &c. (Ques.) 883 (1).
Fernetville P. O., Closing (M. for Pets., &c.)

529 (il.
Fishermen in St. Lawrence, Licenses, on M. for

Com. of Sup. (remarks) 4569 (ii).
Floods in Laprairie (Ques.) 884 (1).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) B. 10 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for 2° (Amt. to Amt.) 554;
neg. (Y. 63, N. 117) 876; on Amt. (Sir John
Thompson) 997 (i).

Montreal Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 884 (i).
St. Edmond, Erection of P. O. (Ques.) 91, 401 (i).
St. Gabriel and St. Damien Mail Service (M. for

Pets., &c.) 529 (i).

Béchard, Mr. F., Iberville.
Calvin, services re prosecution (Ques.) 4399 (ii).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 1154 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 20 B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 926 (i).

Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on Amt.
(Mr. Curran) to M. for 3°, 1350 (i).

Pagans in Joliette County, on M. for Ret.,t1i1 (i).
St. Hyacinthe, purchase of Land (Ques.)4399 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3121,

3747, 3884 (ii).
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Bell, Mr. J. W., Addington.
Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Ry. Co.'s (B. 92,

1°*) 883 (i).
Thousand Islands Bridge and Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 94, 1°*) 883 (i).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H., Beauharnois.
Ballot Boxes, Patent, on Rep. of Sel. Com.,

4658 (ii).
Beauharnois Canal, Enlargement (Ques.) 187 (i).
Beauharnois Junction Ry. Co., Subsidies voted

(M. fcr Stmnt.) 3693 (ii).
Canada Atlantic Ry. Bridge, Subsidies voted

(M. for Stmnt.) 3663 (ii).
Columbia and Kootenay Ry. Co.'s (B. 128) Rep.

of Standing Com. (presented) 2310 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.

Currun) to ref. back, 4586 (ii).
Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s B. 125 (Mr. Curran) on

M. to suspend Rules, 2178, 2184 (i).
"Hungry Bay" Dam, Engineers' Reps., &c. (M.

for copies*) 3319 (ii).
Private Bills Pets., extension of time (Ms.) 84,

449 (i).
St. Louis River Public Works (Ques.) 245 (i).'
Valiquette and Col. Hughes (remarks) 3592 (ii).
Valleyfield Dam, Public use (remarks) 884 (i).

Bergin, Mr. D., Cornwall and Stornont.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 21, 2713 (ii).
Cornwall Canal, letter of John Page presented

to Parlt. in Ret., 1122 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 3371 ; on M. for 20 (Ait.) 3441; neg.
(Y. 36, N. 124) 3446 (ii).

Cruelty to Animals B. 5 on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale)
6 m. h., 1854 (i).

Experimental Farm Rep., recommendation to
print, 1792 (i).

Stmnt. of cost for Printing, 1856 (i).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.

(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1056 (i).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 1779 (i).
Ontario Pacific Ry. (B. 123, 1°*) 2020 (i).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2Q, 3712 (ii).
Printing Com.'s Rep. (remarks) 3440 (ii).

9th Rep. (M. to conc.) 4928 (ii).

Bernier, Mr. M. E., St. Hyacinthe.
Lebourdais Bros., case of (Ques.) 187 (i).

Blake, Hon. E., West Durham.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr. Tay-

lor) procedure, 2198 (i).
on presentation of Rep., 3367 (ii).

Ballot Boxes, Patent, on M. (Mr. Chapleau) for
SeL Com., 2231 (i).

on Rep. of Sel. Com., 4656 (ii).
Baltic, Steamer, outrage (remarks) 4027 (ii).
A

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) on prop.

Res., 2243 (i); on M. for 2°, 3815; in Con.,
3881, 4277, 4375, 4508 (ii).

Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John
Thompson) in Coi., 1080, 1519 (i); on Sen.
Amts. (Aint.) 4411; agreed to (Y. 58, N. 43)
4413 (ii).

Bills, Royal Assent, informality of procedure,
2594 (ii).

Bresaylor Half-breeds, &c. (remarks) 1518 (i).
Bremner Furs, Rep. of Com. (remarks) 4449 (ii).

on M. to conc. in Rep., 4732 (ii).
B. C. Defences, Cor. with Imp. Govt. (Ques.)

1199 (i).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 3875, 4505 (ii).
Can. and Janiaica, Cor. with Imp. Govt. (Ques.)

1199 (i).
Caraquet Ry., on M. for Com. of Sup., 4601,

4606 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 3164, 3368 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to
M. for 30, 3448 ; (Ant.) 3459 (ii).

on drafting Amts. (remarks) 3456 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m.h., 1854 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.

4488 (ii).
Debates, Official, on M. to conc. in lst Rep. of

Com., 1265 (i).
3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr. Curran) to

ref. back, 4584 (ii).
Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. 126 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 4035 (ii).
Disallowance, Power of (prop. Res.) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 4084 ; agreed to, 4094 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt., on prop. Res (Mr. Davin)

3317 (ii).
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2673, 2742 (ii).
Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1793 (i).
Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigon) on

M. for 20, 3193 ; in Com., 3195 (ii).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3910; on Sen. Amts., 4664 (ii).
French Language in N. W. T. (abolition) on

Amt. to Amnt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 20 B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 670 (i).

Geological Survey B. 116 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,
4032 (ii).

Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s B. 125 (Mr. Curran) on M.
to suspend Rules, 2181 (i); in Com., 3229, 3622.

Hudspeth, Mr., late M. P., deceased (remarks)
4831 (ii).

Hurrell and Valiquette Pensions (remarks) 2259(i)
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 132 (Mr.

Dewdney) on M. for 2, 3606 ; in Com., 3626.
B. 153 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for 20, 4904;

in Coin., 4905 (ii).
I. C. R., Branch Lines, on M. for Coin. of Sup.

4601 (ii).



INDEX.

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.

Interest Act Amt. B. 140 (Sir John Thompson) in
Com., 4924 (ii).

Interpretation Act Amt. B. 130 (Sir John Thonp-
son) in Com., 3157, 3603 (ii).

Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charl-
ton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 4210 (ii).

Labor Statistics provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Coi. on Res., 4836 (ii).

Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Mr. Bowell)
re documents, 724 (i).

on consdn. of documents presented, 1476.
on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Timber Limits, 2087 (i).
on presentation of Rep. of Com., 4397 (ii).

Militia Act Amt. B. 145 (Mr. Mulock) on M. for
1°, 4170 (ii).

Mining Machinery, on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mara)
to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) procedure, 1144, 1145.

Mounted Police, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) for
Sel. Com. re Management, 2695 (ii).

Newfoundland and Can., Cor. with Imp. Govt.
(Ques.) 1199 (i).

N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) on M.
for 2', 4452; in Com., 4466 (ii).

Printing Com.'s Rep. (remarks) 3440 (i).
- 6th, on M. to conc., 4661 (ii).
Private Bill Legislation (remarks) 2312 (i).
Privileges and Elections Com. See "Lincoln,

Member for."
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Patterson, Essex) Gas

Well, 2255 (i).
Provincial Govts., transfer of Property author-

isation B. 112 (Sir John Thompson) on M. for
1°, 1514 (i).

Public Accounts Com., non-meeting of, 2596 (ih).
Public Lands Grant B. 138 (Sir John Thompson)
1 in Com., 4035 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements, article in Le

Canadien, 4828 (ii).
Railway Statistics, Rep. (remarks) 4658 (ii).
Religious disturbances in Hull, on M. to adjn.

use., 511 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Coin. of Sup.,

4108 (ii).
Seamen's Act Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Colby) on M. for

2', 4359; on Amt. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to M.
for 3', 4400 (il).

Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.
for Com., 2706 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statisties) 2389.
Canal*-Ca»ital (Trent River Nav.) 2281 (i).
Collection of Revenues (Ordnance Lands) 4122. Rys.

(P.E.L) 4124 (ii).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2409 (i).
Indians (B. C.) 4044; (Man. and N.W.T.) 4049 (ii).
Mail Sub#idies, &c. (Can. and United Kingdom)4776

(ii); (Halifax and Newfoundland) 1972; (Halifax
and W. Indies and S. America) 1998 (i).

Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1276 (i).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.
Miscellaneou (C.P.R. Lands, examination) 4058

(Govt., N.W.T.) 4066; (Seed-grain, collections)
4060 (ii).

Penitentiaries (Man.) conc., 4911 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (N.S.) 4914.

Income: Roads and Bridges, 4767 (ii).
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B.

129 (Sir John Thonpson) in Com., 3160 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys., in Coin. on Res.,

4668 (ii).
(Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4850 (ii).
Temp. Colonisation Co., on M. for Con. on

Ways and Means, 4910 (ii).
Territories Real Property Act Amt. B. 131 (Sir

John Thompson) on M. for 2', 3199 (ii).
Timber Limits, Applications, on M. for Ret.,

2191 (i).
Toronto University conflagration, 1950 (i).
U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi B. 134

(Sir John Thompson) in Com., 3595, 3877 (ii).
Valiquette's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1276; (re-

marks) 2311 (i).
Valiquette and Col. Hughes (remarks) 3592 (i).
Vivian, H. H., & Co.'s B. 124 (Mr. Dawson) in

Com., 3232 (i).
Ways and Means---The Tariff, in Com., 3391,

3524, 3557, 3735 (ii).

Boisvert, Mr. F., Nicolet.
Nicolet, construction of Piers (Ques.) 4588 (ii).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2', 3706 (ii).

Borden, Mr. F. W., King's, N.S.
Hall's Harbor, N.S., Engineers' Reps. (M. for

copies) 2031 (ii).
SUPPLY •

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2442 (i).
Public Works-Income: Dredging (N.S.) 1641 (i).
Mail Subsidies, &c. (Liverpool or London, St. John

and Halifax) 1961; (St. John and Basin of Minas)
1963 (i).

Railway-Capital: 1. C. R. (Halifax, increased ac-
commodation) 1924 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3270,
3430 (ii).

Bourassa, Mr. F., St. John's, Que.
Isle aux Noix Wharf, construction (Ques.)1357 (i).
Mount St. Nicholas P. O., change of Name (M.

for Cor.*) 3319 (ii).

Bowell, Ro0i. M., North!Hastings.
American Freight in Bond, on M. for O.C., 99(i).
Beef (Fresh) Importations, on M. for Ret., 89 (i).
Bridgewater, Ship, seizure (Ans.) 248 (i).
Chinese Immigration, on M. for Ret., 871i).
Corn for Seed, Duty on (Ans.) 2829 (ii).
Corn, Rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Landerkin) 204 (i).



INDEX.

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Crow Harbor Postmaster (Ans.) 400 (i).
Customs Collectors, Instructions (remarks on

adjnmt.) 4083 (ii).
Customs Duties, per capita (Ans.) 188 (i).

B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Coin., 4497 (ii).
Debates, Official (M. for Sp. Coin.) 4 (i).
Fish, Bonded, Regulations (Ans.) 248; (remarks)

275 (i).
Flour and Wheat Importations (Ans.) 55 (i).
Flour, Can., Imported to Mar. Provs. riá U. S.,

&c. (Ans.) 2671 (ii).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.

(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1038 (i).
(explanation) 1019 (i).

Laurie, Gen., Mileage, on M. for Coin. of Sup.,
4648 (ii).

Lincoln, Member for (prop. Res.) re documents,
723 (i). Sec "Privilege."

additional documents (presented) 795, 1652.
on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Timber Limits, 1770 (i).
Logs, Export Duty, Amount (Ans.) 884 (i).
Manufacturing Machinery, arrears of Duty (Ans.)

2670 (ii).
Mining Machinery, Importation (Ans.) 562 (i).
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Coin. of Sup.,

231, 358, 368 (i).
Oleomargarine, Imports from U. S. (Ans.) 122 (i).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Mulock) unparliamentary

Language, 2466 (i).
Printing and Stationery, Deptl. Rep. (presented)

4930 (ii).
Privilege, on personal explanation (Mr. Rykert)

re Timber Limit, 571 (i).
Registered Letters and Dead Letter Office, on M.

for Ret., 83 (i).
Roberts, E. K., American Tug (Ans.) 3291 (ii).
Rooth, Tug, seizure, on M. for papers, 1699 (i).
Standing Coin. on Banking and Commerce (re-

marks) 91 (i).

SUPPLY :
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 720.
Chorgeu of Management, 167 (i).

Civil Got. (Customs) additional clerk, 4574 (ii);
(Printing and Stationery Dept.) contingencies,
358; (Privy Council) contingencies, 231 (i).

Collection of Revenues: Customs, 1420 (i). Excise
(Patrick Cullen, extra services) 4020 (ii).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2437 (i). Miscella-
neous (John Dyke) 4119; (Salaries, &c.) 2330 (ii).

Legislation: House of Commons (Gratuity, late
Dr. Wilson) 4011 (ii).

Public Works-Income : Buildings (Conservatories)
1469 (i); (Drill shed, Brantford) 4707 (ii). Roads
and Bridges, 1650 (i).

Tobacco Seizures in N.W.T. (Ans.) 4171 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff (remarks) 2565 ;

in Coin., 3082, 3129, 3208, 3241, 3387, 3475,

3726, 4482 (ii).

Boyle, Mr. A., Monck.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Coin.,

3864 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, &c., B. 6 (Sir John Thompson)

on Sen. Amts., 4412 (ii).
Chinese Immigrants, par. in Empire (remarks)

3624 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Coin., 3405,

3469, 3547 (ii).

Brien, Mr. J., South Essex.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 2", 2713 (ii).
Corn, Rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Laurier) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 453 (i).
Essex County Jr. Judgeship (Ques.) 563 (i).
Exodus of Canadians to U. S., on M. (Mr.

Charlton) for Sel. Coin., 409 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Egin)

to repeal, 1158 (i).
(B. 114, 1°) 1581 (i) ; 20 m., 3720 (ii).
B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in Coin., 3936;

on M. for 3° (Aint.) 3938; neg. (Y. 51, N. 87)
3948 (ii).

Hurrell's Pension, in Coin. of Sup., 1272 (i).
New Canaan, establishment of P.O. (Ques.) 563.
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2', 3714 (ii).
Mail Clerks, additional Appointments (Ques.)

562 (i).
Stephenson, Rufus, employment by Govt. (Ques.)

92 (i).
SUPPLY:

Innration (Agents' salaries) 2503 (i).
Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1272; (Rifle

Associations) 1332 (i).
Ways and Means---The Tariff, in Coin., 3460,

3532 (ii).

Brown, Mr. A., Hamilton.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Costiyan) in

Coin., 1075 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Coin.,

3959 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Coin., 1404 (i).
Canadian Millers Mutual Fire Insurance Co.'s

(B. 62, 1-*) 342 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention (B. 5, 1*) 26; 20

m., 1203; Order for Coin. read, 1506 ; in Com.,
1835; (M.) to restore to Order Paper, 1854 (i).

Custons Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Coin.,
4497 (ii).

Fire Arms, &c., improper Use (B. 148, 1°) 2311.
Gas Inspection B. 137 (Mr. Costigan) in Coin.,

4271 (ii).
Hamilton Junction Ry. Co.'s (B. 66, 1*) 449 (i).
Hereford Ry. Ca.'s (B. 51, 1°) 244 (i).
Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1811 (i).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Platt) 1132 (i).
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Brown, Mr. A.-Continued.
National Construction Co.'s incorp. (B. 40, 10*)

184 (i).
SUPPLY :

Civil Gort. (Civil Service Examiners) salaries,
221 (i).

Tilsonburg, Lake Erie and Pacific Ry. Co.'s in-
corp. (B. 45, 10*) 212 (i).

Walker, Emily, Relief (B. 142, 10) on a div.,
3624; 20 m., 3694 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Ant. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2767; in Coin., 4482 (ii).

Bryson, Mr. J., Pontiac.
Fort Coulonge and La Passe Interprovincial

Bridge, Engineers' Reps., &c. (M. for copies*)
1065 (ii).

Lumber, Import Duties (Ques.) 4662 (ii).
North Canadian Atlantic Ry. Steamship Co.'s

incorp. (B. 88, 1°*) 794 (i).
Pontiac Junction Ry. Co.'s (B. 87, 10*) 794 (i);

M. to receive Pet., 3511 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4888 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Publie Works-Income : Roads and Bridges, 4771.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Coi., 3501,3582.

Burdett, Mr. S. B., East Hastings.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 116, 343, 1089, 1520 (i).
Cereals, prevention of Fraud in Sale (prop. Res.)

184; Order for Res. called, 1148 (i).
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Dogon)

on M. for 21, 2729 (il).
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

232, 360 (i).
Picton Harbor, Dredging, &c., on M. for Cor.,

2194 (i).
'Read and Shannonville Mail Service, Contracts,

Cor., &c. (M. for Ret.) 1486 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Gont. (Privy Council) contingencies, 232 (i).
Justice, Administration of (Vice-Admiralty Court,

Que.) 489 (î).

Burns, Mr. K. F., Gloucester.
Caraquet Ry., on M. for Com. of Sup., 4618 (ii).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on

Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°, 3941; on Amt.
(Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 3950 (ii).

Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4111.

Cameron, Mr. H., Inverness.
Inverness Ry. incorp. B. 100 (Mr. Smnall) on M.

for 2°, 1355 (i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 2368 (i).
Mail Subsidies, &c. (Halifax, W. Indies and S.

America) 1984 (i).
Publie Works-Income: Dredging (N.S.) 1638 (i).

Ways andMeans-The Tariff,onAmt.(Sir Richard
Cartwright) 3012; in Com., 3274 (i).

Campbell, Mr. A., Kent., Ont.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4310 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 351, 1082(i) ; on Sen. Amts.,
4406 (ii).

Dredging, &c., McGregor's Creek (M. for Ret.*)
530 (i).

River Thames (M. for Pets., &c.*) 144 (i).
on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks) 4894 (ii).
removal of Bar (Ques.) 55 (i).

Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) in
Com., 3195 (ii).

Flour and Wheat Importations (Ques.) 55 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 318 (i).
B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com., 3936 (ii).

Labor Statisties provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Com., 4843 (ii).

Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,
Bothiell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1908 (i).

Rondeau Point, Govt. Lands (Ques.) 2022 (i).
SUrPY :

Canalg-Capital (Lachine) 2275 (1).
Collection of Revenues : Excise (salaries) 2322.

Post Office, 2292 (i).
Fisheries (Protection Service) 2375 (i).
Immig7ration (Agents' salaries) 2486 (i) ; (expenses)

36.49 (ii).
Iedians (B.C.) 2168; (P.E.I.) 2164 (1).

Legislation : House of Commons (contingencies)
711 (i).

Militia (Armories, &c.,care of) 1321,1327 (i); (Estate
R. S. King) 4161: (Monuments) 4652 (ii).

Miscellaneous (Labor Congress Rep.) 4903 (ii).
Publie Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.)

4727; (Repairs, &c.) 4166. Roads and Bridges,
4771 (ii).

Railiwav-Capital: I.C.R. (Halifax, increased ac-
commodation) 1925 (i).

Steamboat Inspection, 2020 (i).
Superannuation, 1312 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Con., 3423,
3463, 3502, 3589 (ii).

Cargill, Mr. H., East Bruce.
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1052 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 2306 ().
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3503 (ii).

Carling, Hon. J., London.
Agricultural Bulletins, publication in Gerian

(Ans.) 1796 (i).
Agriculture, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 2260 (i).
Barley, Two-rowed, distribution and purchase

(Ans.) 4172 (ii).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4504 (ii).
Canadian Historical MS. (Ans.) 1021 (i).
Cattle Disease in Western States (Ans.) 8 (i).

Quarantine Stations on Frontier (Ans.)

92 (i).
Census, next Enumeration (Ans.) 2827 (i).
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Carling, Hon. J.-Continiued.
Copyright Act Amt. (B. 19, 10*) 90; on Sen.

Amts. (M. to conc.) 2098 (i).
Exodus of Canadians to U. S., on M. (Mr.

Charlton) for Sel. Com., 408 (i).
Engineers' (Steamboat) Licenses (remarks) 4925.
Experimental Fari (Central) establishment of

Dairy (Ans.) 145 (i).
Rep., on recommendation to print, 1793(i).
Rep. (presented) 3104 (ii).

High Commissioner's Rep. (presented) 3104 (ii).
Immigrant Rates to Winnipeg (Ans.) 186 (i).
Patent Act Amt. (B. 17, 1') 90 ; in Com., 1076 (i).
Seed Barley, Date of Arrival (Ans.) 1795 (i).

SUPPLY:

Art8, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statistics)
2387 ; (Criminal Statistices) 498 ; (Dairying, devel-
opment) 2399; (Experimental Farms) 715,2383 (i),
3783 (ii) ; (Health Statisties) 499; (Patent Record)
496 (i), 4000 ; (Seed, distributing) 3999 (ii) ; (So-
cieties, N.W.T.) 2384 (i).

Civil Government (Agriculture) 179 ; (Contingen-
cies) 473 ; (Printing and Stationery) contingen-
cies, 372 (i).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2403 (i) ; (ex-
penses) 3547, 4001 (ii).

Publie Works-Income : Buildings (N.S.) 1455 (i).
Quarantine, 4001 ; (Grosse Isle) 3654 ; (Public

Health) 3655, 4001 ; (Tracadie Lazaretto) 3654 (ii).
Trade Marks and Industrial Designs Act Amt.

(B. 18, 1°) 90 ; 20 m., 1076 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3406 (ii).

Caron, Sir A. P., K.C.M.G., Quebec County.
"A" Battery, Officers' Quarters (Ans.) 1358 (i).
A.D.C., Appointment (Ans.) 2669 (ii).
Bremner Furs, Rep. of Com., on M. to conc.,

4748 (ii). See " Middleton, Maj.-Gen."
British Columbia Defences, Cor. with Imp. Govt.

(Ans.) 1199 (i).
Canteens, Fredericton (remarks) 3079 (ii).
Cavalry School, Que., Officers' promotion (Ans.)

3292 (ii).
Drill Hall, Montreal, Repairs, &c. (Ans.) 884 (i).
Esquimalt Fortifications and Imp. Govt. (Ans.)

1485 (i).
Forrest, Lieut.-Col., on M. for Com. of Sup.

(remarks) 4565 (ii).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Ait.

(Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr. Mc
Carthy (explanation re vote) 882 (i).

Helmets for Active Militia (Ans.) 886 (i).
Hurrell's Militia Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1272(i).

Ans., 2378 ; (remarks) 2312 (i).
Hurrell and Valiquette Pensions (remarks)

2259 (i).
Land Slide at Quebec, on M. for O.C., &c., 65 (i).
Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1805; (Amt.)
1809 (i).

Middleton, Maj.-Gen., Rep. re Bremner Furs
(remarks) 4928 (ii).

Caron, Hon. Sir A. P.-Continued.
Military College, Kingston, Board of Visitors

(Ans.) 245 (i), 3662 (ii).
Inspection (Ans.) 4026 (ii).
prop. Changes (Ans.) 3662 (ii).

Militia Act Amt. B. 145 (Mr. Mulock) on M. for
1°, 4170 (ii).

Militia and Defence, Depti. Rep. (presented)
275 (i).

Militia Camp Ground at Moncton, 4926 (ii).
Clothing Supplies, Tenders (Ans.) 3811 (i).
Deptl. Sec.,Appointment of (Ans.) 2670(ii).

Official Documents Disclosure (B. 122, 1°*) 2020
(i) ; 2° ni., 3203; in Con., 3599 (ii).

Portneuf Battalion of Militia (Ans.) 245 (i).
Powell, Col. Walker, resignation (Ans.) 562 (i).
Queen's Wharf, Annapolis, Govtl. Control (Ans.)

2828 (ii).
St. Sauveur Fire and " B" Battery (Ans.) 1200 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4891 (ii).
SUrrtY :

Civil Govt. (Militia) contingencies, 375 (i), 4012 (ii).
Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 1316; (Armories, care

of, &c.) 1321; (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1267
(); (Estate R. S. King) 4156, 4898 (ii) ; (Military
College) 1337 (i); conc., 4273 (ii); (Military pro-
perties, &c., care of) 1336 (i); (Monuments) 4651
(ii); (Ordnance, Rifled)1335; (Permanent Forces)
1341; (Rifle Associations) 1332; (Salaries, Militia
Branch, &c.) 1815 (i).

Miscellaneous (Le Dictionnaire Généalogique des
familles Canadiennes) 4116 (ii).

Publie Works-ncome: Buildings (Drill Shed,,
Brantford) 4708 (ii).

Territorial Accounts, 4253 (ii).
Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 375 (i).
Valiquette's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1267;

(remarks) 2311, 2259 (i).
Valiquette, Sergeant, and Col. Hughes' declara-

tion (read) 3592 (ii).

Carpenter, Mr. F. M., South Wentworth.

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 2532 (ii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J., K.C.M. G.,South Oxford.
Adulteration Act Ait. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1072 (i).
Alcoholic Liquors, on M. for Coin. of Sup. (re-

marks) 3633 (ii).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1228; procedure, 2194 (i).
Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. Trow) for adjmnt.,

2309 (i).
Atlantic Mail Service, Contracts (remarks) 3522.

on M. for Com. of Sup., 4637, 4694 (ii).
Banking Act Ait. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on prop.

Res., 2241 (i); (remarks) 3155; on M. for 2°,
3811; in Com., 3860, 3893, 3957, 4074, 4377, 4416,
4512 (ii).

Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, papers respecting
(remarks) 30 (i).
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Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 351, 1078, 1522 (i).
Bresaylor Half-Breeds Claims, on M. (Mr Lister)

for Sel. Com. (Amt.) 1399 (i).
BUDGET, The, Reply to Annual Stmnt., 2566;

(Amt.) 2584; neg. (Y. 60, N. 97) 3075 (ii).
(Ques.) 1094 ; (remarks) 1475, 2312 (i).
Delay, on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1946 (i).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 1859, 2098, 2228

(i) ; 3875, 4504 (ii).
Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4419; in Com.,
4436 (ii).

Census, next Enumeration (Ques.) 402 (i);
2827 (ii).

Chartered Banks and Liquidation since Confed.,
on M. for Ret., 82 (i).

Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Laiurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 452 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)
in Com., 3170, 3369 (ii).

Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,
4488; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 4527 ; neg. (Y. 62,
N. 93) 4544 (ii).

Cypress Hills, Timber Limits (remarks) 531 (i).
Dead Meat Co., on M. for Com. of Sup., 2260 (i).
Debates, Official, accommodation for Staff,

(remarks) 3724 (ii).
Don. Elections Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Charlton)

remarks re Vote of Member, 2228 (i).
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2742 (ii).
Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1792 (i).
Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) on

M. for 20, 3194 (ii).
Fish Commissioners' Rep. (remarks) 213 (i).
'French Language in N.W. T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 20 B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 838 (i).

Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s B. 125 (Mr. Curran)on M.
to suspend Rules, 2182 (i).

Hurrell's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 3273 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)

on M. for 20, 3626; in Com., 3627 (ii).
I. C. R., Branch Lines, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4601 (ii).
Receipts and Expenses (Ques.) 68, 1357 (i).
Steel Rails, Purchase (Ques.) 2021 (i).

Labor Statistics provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)
on M. for 2', 4836; in Com. on Res., 4837 (ii).

Laurie, Gen., Mileage, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
4648 (ii).

Lincoln, Member for (Ques. of Priv.) 449 (i).
(Ques. of Priv.) documents submitted,

638 (i). See " Privilege."
on presentation of additional documents,

812 (i).
further documents asked for, 1094 (i).

- Cor. (remarks) 1402 (i).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Lincoln, Member for, on consdn. of documents

presented, 1474. (i).
(prop. Res.) re Timber Limits, 1714 (i).
on rsmng. adjd. deb (remarks) 1936 (i).

Middleton, Maj.-Genl., Rep. re Bremner Furs
(remarks) 4928 (ii).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.
to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1141 (i).

Ministeriai Expenses from Confed., on M. for
Ret., 73 (i).

Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Foster) 2828,
4322 (i).

Port Arthur Harbor (Dredging, &c.) in Com. of
Sup., 1095 (i).

Privilege, on personal explanation (Mr. Rykert)
re Timber Limits, 570, 638 (i).

Public Accounts Com., non-meeting (remarks)
2186 (i), 2596 (ii).

Public Works, P. E.I. (remarks) 4830 (ii).
Receipts and Expenditure (M. for Ret.*) 83 (i).
Rockport dep. Postmaster, dismissal, on M. for

Com. of Sup. (remarks) 4895 (ii).
Senate, Stationery and Contingencies, on Mess.

(remarks) 1342 (i).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Coi. of Sup., 1539 (i).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. B. 160 (Mr. Decdney) on

prop. Res., 4589, 4669, 4917 ; in Com., 4919 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4852, 4873 (ii).
SortY :. on M. for Com. (remarks) 160 (i),

4499 (i); in Com. :
Art8, Agriculture, &c., 4650 (ii): (Experimental

Farms) 721 (i).
Canals-Capital: (Cornwall) 2275: (Lachine) 2275;

(Murray) 2277; (Sault Ste. Marie) 2273; (Tay)
2288; (Tay) 4652; (Welland) 2277 (). Income
(Carillon and Grenville) 4655, 4913; (Lachine)
4653; (Welland) 4654 (ii).

Charges of Management, 161 (i).
Civil Govt. (Agriculture) 179 (); (Contingencies)

care, &c., Buildings, 4575; (Finance Dept.)
contingencies, 4571 (ii); (High Commissioner's
Office) contingencies, 213; (Indian Affairs) 173;
(Interior) 171; (Marine) 179; (Postmaster Gen-
eral) 177; (Railways and Canals) 180 (), 3779)
Accountant's salary, 4570 (il); (Sec. of State,
168 (i).

Collection of Reveanes: Canals (additional pay,
&c.) 4152; (gratuities) 4150; (Maintenance, &c.)
3865 (ii). Excise (Culling Timber) 2343 (i), 4121;
(salaries, &c.) 2328; (Travelling expenses,
&c.) 2338 (). Post Office, 4153, 4794. Railways
(Cape Breton) 3809; (I. C. R., Repairs, &c.) 3804;
(P.E.I.) 3809, 4144. Slides and Booms, 3872.
Telegraph Lines, 3872 (il).

Dominion Lande :-Income, 3660 (ii).

Fisheries (Protection Service) 2375 ().

Geological Survey, 2124 (i).

Immsgration (Agents' salaries) 2417 (); (expenses)
3647, 4797, 4805; conc., 4915 (ii).
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Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
SUPPLY--Continued.

Indians (B.C.) 2165 (i), 4043 (ii); (Man. and N.W.
T.) 2170, 2172 (), 4049; (Ont. and Que.) Annui-
ties, 4051 (ii) ; (Two Mountains) 2156 (i).

Insurance (Superintendence) 2124 (i).
Justice, Administration of, 477 (i).
Legislation : House of Commons (Salaries) 704;

(N.W.T.) 2307 (i) ; Senate (Salaries, &c.) 3873 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lower Traverse

River) 2019 ().
Mail Subsidies, &c. (Canada and United King-

dom) 4773 ; conc., 4915 (ii) ; (Halifax, St. John
and S. America) 1984 (i).

Marine Hospitals (Gratuity to Dr. Wells) 4043 (ii).
Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 1316 ; (Compensation

in lieu of Land) 1268 (i); (Estate R. S. King, rent,
&c.) 4156,4899 (ii) (Military College)1337; (Militia
Branch, &c.) 1315 (i).

Miscellaneous (C. P. R. Lands, examination) 4067;
(Defalcations, Kingston) 4162; (Labor Congress,
Rep.) 4815, 4901; (St. Catharines Milling Co.,
costs) 4058 (il).

Mounted Police, 2345 (M), 4053 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Can. Registration of

Shipping) 2017 ; (Que. River Police) 2018 (i).
Penitentiaries (B.C.) 3647 ; (Dorchester) 3637;

(Kingston) 3635 ; (Man.) conc., 4910 ; (St. Vincent
de Paul) 3635,4649; (Regina Jail) 3647 (ii).

Public Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (N.B.)
1099; (Ont.) 1095, 1621 (i); Buildings (Ottawa)
conc., 4913 (ii). Incomue: Buildings (Conserva-
tories) 1469; (Major's Hill Park) 1466 (i); (Military
College, Kingston) 4704 (ii); (N.S.) 1445; (N.W.
T.) 1443; (Ont.) 1437 (i) ; (Ottawa Deptl. Buildings)
4696 (ii). Repairs, &c., 1455 (i). Dredging (N.S.)
1645 (i). R oads and Bridges, 1649 (i), 4769 (ii).

Rlaitways-Capital: C.P.R., conc., 4911: (Onder-
donk Contract, arbitration) 4653 (ii). I.C.R.
(Halifax, increased accommodation)1927; (Roll-
ing Stock) 1928. Oxford and New Glasgow (Roll ing
Stock) 1933 (i). Short Line Ry., 4796 (ii).

Quarantine (Grosse Isle) 3654 ; (Tracadie Lazaret-
to) 3654 (ii).

Superannuation (Wallace, R. W.) 1290, 1315 (i).
Unprovided Items, 4156 (ii).

Supply B. 158 (Mr. Foster) on M. for 1°, 4917 (ii).
Tarif, The, rumored Changes (remarks) 1070 (i).
Temp. Colonisation Co., on M. for Com. of Ways

and Means, 4909 (ii).
Valiquette's Pension, in Coin. of Sup., 1268 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, 2566; (Ant.) 2584

neg. (Y. 60, N. 97) 3075 ; in Coin., 3083,
3213, 3233, 3390, 3484, 3523, 3725, 4480 (ii).

Casey, Mr. G. E., West Elgin.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1242 ; on M. to ref. to
Sel. Com. (Amt.) 2206 (i).

Ballot Boxes, on M. (Mr. Chapleau) for Sel. Coin.,
2234 (i).

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) on M. for
2°, 3823 ; in Coin., 4315 (ii).

Bremner Furs, Rep. of Coin., un M. to conc.,
4760 (ii).

Bresaylor Half-breeds' Clains, on M. (Mr.
Lister) for Sel. Coin., 1394 (i).

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Chartered Banks and Liquidation since Confed.,

on M. for Ret., 80 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 2°, 2716 (ii).
Commercial Treaties with Foreign Countries, on

M. for Ret., 3680 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson) in

Coin., 3171 (ii).
Currency, Public (prop. Res.) 189 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Aint. B. 38 (Mr. Charlton)

(explanation) re vote, 2227 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Coi.. 3935; on Amt. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) to
M. for 3°, 3949 (ii).

-- on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to
repeal, 284 (i).

Hurrell's Pension, in Coin. of Sup., 1288 (i).
Indian Advancement Act Ait. B. 42 (Mr.

Doyon) on M. for 2°, 2724 (ii).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton)

in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 4243 (ii).
Kettle Creek, Engineer's Rep. re Canal, on M.

for Ret., 155 (i).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 2069 (i).
London and Port Stanley Ry., Tolls, &c., on M.

for Stmnt., 157 (i).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.

(Mr. Mulock) to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1137 (i)
Montreal P.O., Drop Boxes (Ques.) 3512 (ii)
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

231 (i).
Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on Amt. (Mr

Curran) to M. for 3°, 1350 (i).
Order, Ques. of, M. that Com. .rise, 2469 (i).

unparliamentary Language, 378 (i).
Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Poster) 4350.
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Patterson, Essex) Gas

Well, 2255 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 1907 (i).
Ry. Mail Cleiks, Pet. re increase of Salaries

(Ques.) 187 (i).

SUPPLY :
Arts Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statistics)

2390; (Criminal Statisties) 498; (Dairying, de-
velopment)2402; (Health Statistics)501; (Agents'
shlaries) 2425 (i).

Charges of Management, 166 (i).
Civil Govt. (Agriculture) contingencies, 473; (Civil

Service Examiners) 218; (Geological Survey) 173,
2126 (i),4790 (ii); (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) contin-
gencies, 223; (Indian Affairs) contingencies,387;
(Interior) contingencies, 382; (Marine) contin-
gencies, 474; (Militia) contingencies, 378; (Privy
Council) contingencies, 225; (Publie Works) con-
tingencies, 470, 472; (Sec. of State) contingen-
cies, 461 (i).

Immigration (Expenses) 3649 (ii).
Indians (B.C.) 2165 (i).
Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1288; con-

tingencies, 1331; (Drill Instruction) 1320; (Mili-
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Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

tary College) 1339 (i); (Monuments) 4652 (ii);
(Ordnance, Rifled) 1335; (Permanent Forces)
1341: (Rifle Associations) 1332 (i).

Miseellaneous (Gophers, destruction) 4790 (ii).
Putiblic Worke-Income : Buildings (Man.) 4038;

(N. W. T.) 4039 ; (Ont.) 4036 (ii) ; (Repairs, &c.,
Ottawa) 1474 (i).

Quarantine (Public Health) 3655 (ii).
Railw'ays-Income (Gov. Gen.'s Car) 4021 (ii).

Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 378, 382(i).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B., L'Islet.
Bremner Furs, Rep. of Coin. (remarks) 4450 (ii).

on M. to conc., 4757 (ii).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4505 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.

Curran) to ref. back, 4587 (ii).
Electoral Lists for Dom., Expenses (M. for Ret.)

83 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Aimt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 1005 (i).

Independence of Parlt. (B. 12, 1°) 67; 2° m.,
2208 (i).

Land Slide at Quebec, on M. for 0.C., &c., 65 (i).
Lebourdais Bros., case of (Ques.) 187 (i).
Priv. and Elec., re ex-Member for Lincoln, on M.

to conc. in Rep., 4731 (ii).
Quebec P. O., Superannuation of Employés, on

M. for O.C.'s, &c., 62 (i).
Voters' Lists Revisions, Printing (remarks) 2381(i)

Chapleau, Hon. J. A., Terrebonne.
Ballot Boxes, Patent (M. for Sel. Coin.) 2230;

Rep. of Coin. (presented) 4656 (ii).
Brenner Furs, Rep. of Com. (remarks) 4449 (ii).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4505 (ii).
Cap. Temp. Act, Working, &c. (Ans.) 1021 (i).
Civil Service Act Ait. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 2°, 2715 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Coin., on. M. (Mr.

Curran) to ref. back, 4583 (ii).
on M. to conc. in 1st Rep., 1261 (i).

Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson,
Elgin) to repeal, 275 (i).

B. 44 (Mr. Barron) on Order for 2°, 3703.
(B. 136, 1°) 3196 ; in Com.. 3895 ; 3° m.,

3937; further consdn. of Sen. Amts., 4663 (ii).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) B. 10

(Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 1°, 53; on Amt.
(Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2°, 816 (i).

Labor, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 3662 (ii).
Labor Statistics (prop. Res.) 4590; provision

(B. 148) 4398; 2° m., 4835; in Con. on Res.,
4836 ; in Con.. on B., 4838 (ii).

LeSueur, P., Dual Salaries (Ans.) 504 (i).
Secy. of State's Deptl. Rep. (presented) 118 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4877 (ii).

Chapleau, Hon. J. A.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Patent Record) 4000 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Sec. of State) 169 (i); Civil Service

List, 3992; (Queen's Printer) extra salaries, 1992
(ii); (Printing and Stationery) 170; contingen-
cies, 461 (i).

Collection of Revenues: Rys. (P.E.I.) 4133 (ii).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2524 (i).
Legislation (French Translators, extra pay) 4008.
Miseellaneous (Débats Parlementaires de Québec)

4113; (Labor Congress Rep.) 4902; (Printing
Bureau, plant) 4118 ; (Taschereau's Criminal
Law) 4069 (ii).

Voters' Lists and Franchise Act (Ans.) 3154 (ii).
Receipt of (Ans.) 3724 (ii).
Revising Officers' Reps. (Ans.) 2827 (ii).
Revision, Printing (remarks) 2380 (i).

Charlton, Mr. J., North Norfolk.
Alaskan and Canadian Boundary (Ques.) 188 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3856 (ii).
Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries and U.S. Protection

(remarks) 725 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 107, 351, 1522 (i); on
Sen. Amts., 4410 (ii).

Blackfeet Indians, capture of White Girl (re-
marks) 815 (i).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4504 (ii).
Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4426; in Com.,
4440 (ii).

Census Return of Pagans (M. for Ret.) 513 (i).
Copyright Act (remarks) 4606 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thornpson)

in Coin., 3165; on Amt. (Mr. Bergin) to M.
for 30, 3445 (ii).

Custois Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) on Amt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 30, 4536 (i).

Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.
Curran) to ref. back, 4579 (ii).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. (B. 38, 10) 159 ; 20 m.,
2212 (i).

Exodus of Canadians to U.S., M. for Sel. Com.,
403; neg. (Y. 63, N. 94) 447 (i).

Fishermen's Safety B. 96 (Mr. Jones, Halifax)
on Amt. (Mr. Colby) to M. for 2°, 4447 (ii).

Franchise Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Brien) on M.
for 2, 3722 (ii).

B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt. (Mr.
Brien) to M. for 3°, 3939 (ii).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to re-
peal, 1166 (i).

Franchise Act and Provincial Voters' Lists
(prop. Res.) 1489 (i).

French Language in N. W. T. (abolition) on Amt.
to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 651; on Amnt. to 4mt. (Sir
John Thompson) 970 (i).

Grazing and Pasture Leases in N.W.T. (M. for
Ret.*) 3693 (ii).
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Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.
Hull, Religious Disturbances (remarks) 393, 506.
Jesuits' Estates Act, Ret. (Ques.) 1071 (i).

(Enquiry for Ret.) 2020 (i).
(prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

4173; neg. (Y. 32, N. 130)j4252 (i).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Tinber Limits, 1762; (personal
explanation) 1789 (i).

Lord's Day Observance (B. 110, 1°) 1477 ; (re-
marks) 3720 (ii).

Lucas, S. B., Indian Agent, N.W.T., Charges
against (M. for Ret.*) 3319 (ii).

Lumber Duties, on M. for Com. of Sup. (re-
marks) 3989 (ii).

Maybee, Miss, Dismissal fron P.O. at Quebec
(M. for Cor., &c.) 2187 (ii).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.
(Mr. Mulock) to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1136 (i).

Newfoundland, admission into Confederation
(remarks) 4927 (ii).

N. W. T. Act Armt. B. 146
Com., 4467 (ii).

Pagans, Census Returns of
for Ret.) 513 (i).

Pasture and Grazing Leases
Ret.*) 3693 (i).

Pig Iron Bounty, on prop.
4332 (i).

(Mr. Dewdncy) in

Ste. Elizabeth (M.

in N.W.T. (M. for

Res. (Mr. Foster)

Ry. Statistics, delay in Issuing (remarks) 3663 (ii).
Religious ]Disturbances in Hull (remarks) 398,

506 (i).
Rooth, Tug, seizure, Papers, &c. (M. for copies)

1698 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4113.
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) on M. for 2°, 3187 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. B. 160 (Mr. Dewdney)

in Com. on Res., 4680; on M. for 3°, 4922 (i1).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Âgriculture, &c. (Census and Statistics) 2390
(i); (Seed, distributing) 4000 (ii).

Civil Govt. (Post Office) Savings Banks, 3994 (ii).
Collection of Revenues: Culling Timber, 4121. Rys.

(P.E.L)4123 (ii).
Geologieal Survev, 4053 (ii).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2509 (i); (expenses)

4001 (ii).
Indians (Man., and N. W. T.) 4050 (ii).
Legislation (J. S. Thompson, Indemnity) 4004 (ii),
Mail Subsidie8 (St. John, S. America and W.

Indies) 1987 (1).
Miscellaneous (C. P. R. Lands, examination) 4068;

(Seed Grain, collections) 4060; (Skeena Expedi-
tion) 4057 (i).

Mounted Police, 4053 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.)

1620 (i).
Tassé, E., and Duvernay, L. D., employment by

Govt. (Ques.) 4026 (ii).
Timber Limits granted by Dom. Govt. since

March, 1885 (M. for List) 2188 (ii).
Enquiry for Rets., 2674 (ii).

Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.
Timber Limits, on M. for Coin. of Sup., 4554 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 2634 (i).
in Com., 3100, 3135, 3474, 3533, 3746 (ii).
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 44, N. 85) 3777 (ii).
on relevancy of Amt., 3779 (ii)

Wrecking and Towing in Can. Waters (B. 2) 2-
called, 146; 2° in., 1202 (i) ; Order for 21
dschgd., 3704 (ii).

Choquette, Mr. P. A., Montanyq,'fl.
Ballot Boxes, Patent, on Rep. of Sel. Coin., 4656.
Crane Island Mail Service (Ques.) 121 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. (B. 11, 1') 67 (i).

-- on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elyin) to re-
peal, 1162 (i).

Greenly Island Lighthouse-keeper, dismissal
(Ques.) 3154 (ii).

Montmagny and Beauce, Judge's Residence
(Ques.) 2021 (i).

Wharves, Coll. of Tolls (Ques.) 4026 (ii).

Pierreville Post Office (M. for Reps., &c.) 517 (i).
River du Sud Public Works (M. for Reps.*) 530.
St. Rosaire Post Office (Ques.) 400 (i).
Savings Banks in Ont. and Que. Act Amt. (B.

115, 10*) 1652 (i).
SUPPLY :

Legislation (French Tran slators) 4009 (ii).
Publie Works-Income': Harbors and Rivers (Que.)

4726 (ii).
Railways-Capital: I. C. R. -Moncton, increased

accommodation) 4014 (ii.)

Cimon, Mr. S., Charlevoix.
Can. Temp. Act, Working, &c. (Ques.) 1021 (i).
Experimental Farm (Central) establishment of

Dairy (Ques.) 145 (i).
Judge's Residence, Saguenay District (Ques.)

3292 (ii).
St. Roch's Traverse Lighthouse, Erection (Ques.)

1656 (i).

Cochrane, Mr. E., East Northumberland.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4304 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Coin., 3748 (ii).

Cockburn, Mr. G. R. R., Toronto Centre.
Abell, Mr. John, alleged Insolvency (Remarks)

3513 (ii).
Bankers' Safe Deposits and Warehousing Loan

Co.'s incorp. (B. 73, 10*) 449 (i); in Com., 3323(i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) on prop.

Res., 2246 (i) ; on M. for 20, 3845 ; in Com.,

3863, 3879, 3956, 4078, 4278, 4513 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1521.
Confederation Life Insurance Co.'s (B. 74, 10*)

449 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) to M. for 20, 1219 (i).
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Oockburn, Mr. G. R. R.-Continued.
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 20 B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 752 (i).

Penny Postage (Ques.) 4762 (ii).
Privilege (Ques. of) Loyalty to Her Majesty and

newspaper par., 184 (i).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 20, 3716 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Jrnnimigration (Agents' salaries) 2429 (i).
Legislation (N. W. T.) 2306 (i).

'Threats, Intimidation, &c., Legislation (Ques.)
1857 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3482 (ii).

Colby, Hon. C. C., Stanstead.
Alberton Lighthouse, Expenditure for Breast-

working (Ans.) 1657 (i).
Baltie, Outrage on Steamer (Ans.) 1859 (i), 4027.

Rep. re (Ans.) 4663 (ii).
Buoys in St. Lawrence River, contract (Ans.)

2185 (i).
Cascumpec Harbor, Expenditure for Repairs

(Ans.) 1655 (i).
Duvar, Lt.-Col., Superannuation (Ans.) 1485 (i).
Engineers' (Steamboat) Licenses (remarks) 4925.
Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) on

M. for 2°, 3193 (ii).
Fishermen's Safety B. 96 (Mr. Jones, Halifax) on

M. for Coin., 3325; (Amt.) 6 m.h., 4441; agreed
to, 4447 (ii).

Franchise Act and Provincial Voters' Lists, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1497 (i).

Gauthier, Fishing Licenses (Ans.) 3077 (ii).
Govt. Steamers, Tenders for Supplies (Ans.) 1120.
Greenly Island Lighthouse-keeper, dismissal

(Ans.) 3155 (ii).
Greer, James, late Fishery Overseer (Ans.) 3811.
Hereford Ry. (B. 147) in Com., 4503 (il).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartivright) Timber Limits, 2084 (i).
Lonely Island Lighthouse (Ans.) 2670 (i).
Lotbinière County Mail Service (Ans.) 85 (i).
Marine Deptl. Rep. (presented) 1020 (i).
Montmagny County Wharves, Coll. of Tolls

(Ans.) 4026 (ii).
Pictou Harbor Acts Amt. (B. 152, 1°) 4588 (ii).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Eisenhauer) 2047 (i).
Pilotage Act Amt. (B. 161, 1°) 4924 (ii).
Reuter's Telegraph Agency (Ans.) 145 (i).
Ste. Croix Floating Light (Ans.) 2021 (i).
St. Roch's Traverse Lighthouse, Erection (Ans.)

1656 (i).
Salmon Fishing with Nets (Ans.) 4399 (ii).
.Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4098 (ii).
Seamen's Act Amt. (B. 135, 1°) 3153; 2° m.,

4359 ; 3° m., 4400 (ii).
Sielt Fishing in the Miramichi (Ans.) 2229 (i).

Colby, Hon. C. C.-Continued
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. (B. 118, 1°*)

1792 (i) ; 2° m., 3186 ; 2° m. and in Com., 4362,
4663 (ii).

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4889 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Civil Gjovt. (Privy Couneil) contingencies, 224 ().
Fisheries, 4041 (ii); (Protection) 2375 (i), 4779 (ii);

(salaries, &c.) 2351 (i).
Immoeigration (Agents' salaries) 2510 ().
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lower Traverse

River) 2019 (i).
Marine Hospitals, &c., 2019 (i).
Miseellaneous (classification of Old Records) 4791.
Ocean and River Service (Que. River Police)

2018; (Registration of Shipping) 2017 (i); (Tidal
ObEervations) 4041 (ii).

Yanachiche Floating Light, on M. for Pets.,
&c., 1702 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amat. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2585, 3411 (ii).

in Com., 3140 (ii).

Cook, Mr. H. H., East Sîmcoe.
Abell, Mr. John, alleged Insolvency (remarks)

3514 (ii).
Christian Island Indians, distress (remarks) 4926.

Civil Service Act Amt. (B. 30, 1°*) 118 (i).
Collingwood Harbor, Expenditure (Ques.)1655(i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4494 (ii).
Dom. License Act (enquiry for Ret.) 4906 (ii).

Engineers' Examination and Licensing provision

(B. 31, 1-*) 118 (i) ; (remarkFs) 4925 (ii).
French Language in N. W. T. (remarks) re 2', 160.

(abolition) on Amt. (Sir John Thompson)

to M. for 20 B. 10 (Mr. McCarthy) 918 (i).
Govt. Property, Damage to by Steamers, &c.,

Claims (M. for Ret.*) 1488 (i).
LeSueur, P., Dual salaries (Ques.) 400, 504 (i).
Lincoln, Member for, on presentation of addi-

tional documents, 814 (i).
Liquor License Act, Cost of Enforcement, &c.

(M. for Ret.*) 1713 (ii).
Lundy's Lane, Protection of Cemetery, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1805 (i).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amat.

(Mr. Mulock) to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1137 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. (B. 29. 1°*) 118 (i).
Roberts, E. K., American Tug (Ques.) 3291 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farm) 2383 (i).
Canals-Capital (St. Lawrence) cone., 4912 (i).
Civil Govt. (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) contingen-

cies, 222; (High Commissioner) contingencies,
214; (Privy Council) contingencies, 233 (i); (C. S.
Examiners) 4272 (ii).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2436 (i).
Justice, Admsnistration of (Vice-Admiralty Court,

Que.) 490 (i).
Public Worke-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa) 4914.

Incone: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) cone., 4275 (ii)
Superannuation (LeSueur, P.) dual salar., 1304 (i).
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Cook, Mr. H. H.-Continued.
Voters' Lists, Revision, reprinting, 2380 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3476,

3528, 3736 (ii).

Corby, Mr. H., West Hastings.
Belleville and Lake Nipissing Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 22, 1°*) 104 (i).
Central Ontario Ry. Co.'s (B. 86, 1°') 794 (i).
Corn, Rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 198 (i).

Costigan, H'on. J., Victoria, N.B.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. (No. 9, 1°) 37 ; in

Com., 1071 (i).
Dom. License Act, on enquiry for Ret., 4906 (ii).
Fertilisers, Agricultural (B. 95) 2° m., 3190; in

Com., 3195 (ii).
Gas Inspection Act Amt. (B. 137, 1°) 3290; 2° m.,

4266 ; in Com., 4271 (i).
General Inspection Act Amt. (B. 117, 1°*) 1792 (i).
Grain Tester, prop. Change (Ans.) 4399 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amit. (Bill 133, 1°) 3151

2° m., 3626 ; in Com., 3627 (ii).
re Tobacco Sales (Ans.) 85 (i).

Inspection Act Amt. B. 117 (remarks) 2258 (i).
Malt, Rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 516 (i).
Salt Manufacturers, prosecution (Ans.) 1654 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4897 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Civil Govt. (Indian Affairs) contingencies, 390 (i).
Collection of Revenues: Adulteration of Food,2344.

Excise (Culling Timber) 2343 ; (Distillery Oflicer,
extra pay) 2337; (Fréchette, translation) 2339 ;
(Methylated Spirits) 2342 (i), 4792 (i); (Preven-
tive Service) 2335 ; (salaries, &c.) 2313 (i), 4792
(ii) ; (Travelling Expenses, &c.) 2338 (i). Liquor
License Act, 1883 (Cost, &c.) 4255 (ii). Weights
and Measures (Mr. McDonell,increase of salary)
2343 ; (Rents, &c.) 2344 (i) ; (salaries) 4792 (ii).

Tobacco, Law respecting Native Grown (Ans.)
2229 (i).

Pets. from Manufacturers (Ans.) 275 (i).
Weights and Measures, Inspection Fees (Ans.)

1121 (i).

Couture, Mr. P., Chicoutimi and Saguenay.
Escouniains, proposed Wharf (Ques.) 274 (i).
Malbaie and Tadousac Mail Service (Ques.)275 (i).
Saguenay River, Winter Crossing (Ques.) 274 (i).
Seeds and Grains Vote (personal explanation)

1069 (i).
Tadousac Wharf, Sum for completion (Ques.)

274 (i).

Ourran, Mr. J. J., Montreal, Centre.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3891 (ii).
Belding, Paul & Co.'s incorp. (B. 23, 1°*) 104 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 2°, 2712 (ii).

Curran, Mr. J. J.-Continued.
Court House, Montreal, Cost of Construction

(M. for Ret.) 2188 (ii).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com. (M.) to ref.

back, 4578 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thoipson)

in Com., 3370 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 300 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 592 (i).

Grand Trunk Ry. (B. 125) M. to suspend Rules,
2178 ; 1°*, 2184 (i) ; in Com., 3228, 3621 (ii).

Labor Statistics provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)
in Con., 4843 (ii).

Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Fergyuson, Welland) 1810 (i).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Platt) 1131 (i).

Montreal Court House, Cost of construction (M.
for Ret.) 2188 (ii).

Montreal Harbor Improvemnents (Ques,) 2914;
(remarks) 3077 (ii).

Montreal Harbor Police, Gratuity to Sergeants,
&c. (Ques.) 92 (i).

Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on M. for 3°
(Amt.) 1293; neg. (Y. 23, N. 124) 1353 (i).

Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on
M. for 2°, 3713 (ii).

Quebec Harbor Improvements, Meino. of Mr.
McGreevy (read) 4566 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Public Works-Incone: Buildings (Que.) 1114.
Tidal Observations in Gulf and Atlantic Coast

(M. for Ret.) 527 (i).
Vessels Lost in Gulf and on Atlantic Coast (M.

for Ret.) 527 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3209,

3548 (ii).

Daly, Mr. T. M., Selkirk.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4292 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com., 1408 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 3185 (ii).
Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on

Res. (Sir John -. Macdonald) 4431; in Com.,
4438 (ii).

Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)
to repeal, 340 (i).

Hudson's Bay Ry. (B. 155) M. to suspend Rules,
4821; 1°*, 4822 (ii).

Mounted Police, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) for
Sel. Com. re Management, 2697 (ii).

on Amt. (Mr. Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr.
Watson) 3358 (ii).

Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Foster)
4344 (ii).
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Daly, Mr. T. M.-Continued.
Publie Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 1903 (i).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys., in Com. on Res.,

4684 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2988 (ii).
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. B. (M.) to conc.

in Sen. Amts., 4930 (ii).

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queen's, P.E.I.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1852 (i).
on M. to print extra copies, 2912 (i).

Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. Trow) for adjnmt.,
2308 (i).

Atlantic Mail Service (remarks) 3516 (ii).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) in Com.,

:959, 4077, 4285, 4373, 4415, 4511 (ii).
Belle Creek Harbor and Breakwater (Ques.) 2377

(i), 2669 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thormpson) in Com., 351, 1091, 1406, 1552 (i);
on Sen. Ants., 4265, 4405 (ii).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 3875, 4504 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Dickey) on M.

for 2° and in Com., 3719 (ii).
Cove Head Harbor Surveys, Reps. of Engineers,

&c. (M. for copies*) 1065 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 3183, 3369; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to
M. for 3°, 3451 (ii).

Easter Adjnrnt., on prop. M., 2914 (ii).
Franchise Act Amt. (B. 108, 1°) 1343 (i); Order

dschgd., 3720 (ii).
• B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on M. for 1°, 3196;
in Com., 3913; on M. for 3°, 3938; on Ant. (Mr.
Brien) 3942 (ii).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.
to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 941 (i).

Forrest, Lieut.-Col., on M. for Com. of Sup. (re-
marks) 4564 (ii).

Gas Inspection B. 137 (Mr. Costigan) in Con.,
4271 (ii).

Govt'l. Expenditure in Ottawa (remarks) 1860 (i).
Grain Elevator at Halifax (Ques.) 3291 (ii).
Interest Act Amt. B. 140 (Sir John Thompson) in

Con., 4414 (ii).
I.C.R. and P.E.I. Ry. Workshops, Pets. re In-

crease of Wages (M. for copies) 1711 (i).
- Employés Insurance Scheme (M. for Ret.)

1710 (i).
- Employés Wages payments (Ques.)1357 (i).

Official Cars (M. for Ret.) 1710 (i).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 1771 (i).
Marine Hospital, Sackville, original Cost (M.for

Ret.*) 1713 (ii).
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

364 (i).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on Amt. (Mr.

Curran) to M. for 3°, 1300 (i).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Hesson) unparliamentary

language, in Com. of Sup., 1451, 2467 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., construction

(Ques.) 505 (i).
Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Foster) 4327.
Privilege (Ques. of) 3591 (ii).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Ant. to Com. of Sup., 1887 (i).
Railway Act Ant. B. 104 (Mr. Shanly) on Amt.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 6 m. h., 3328 (ii).
Sackville Marine Hospital, original Cost (M. for

Ret.*) 1713 (i).
St. John and S. America Mail Service, on Ques.

of Order, 1985 (i).
Senate, Stationery and Contingencies, on Mess.

(remarks) 1341 (i).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Ant. to Com. of Sup., 1543 (i).
Sick Mariners' Fund, on M. for Cor., 525 (i).
Smith, late Mr. Justice, on M. for Ret., 1695 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B.118 (Mr. Colby)

on M. for 2°, 3188 ; in Com., 4363 (ii).
Summerside Bank (B. 72, 1°*) 449 (i).

SUPPLY :

Arms, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statisties)
2386; (Experimental Farms) 716 (i).

Civil Govt. (Militia) contingencies, 378; (Printing
and Stationery) contingencies, 364 ().

Collection of Revenues: Customs, 1424 (i). Liquor
License Act, 1883 (Costs, &c.) 4255 (ii). Post Of-
fice, 2290 (i); (defalcations, Kingston) 4166. Rys.
(.C.R., repairs, &c.) 3807, 4125 (ii).

Geological Survey, 2148 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2413, 2460 (i), 4812.
Ju8tice, Administration of (Judge's salary. P.E..

*Admiralty Court) 3995, 4575 (ii); (Librarian, Su-
preme Court) 481; (Vice-Admiralty Court, Que.)
485 (i).

Legislation: H. of C. (Indemnity to J. S. Thompson)
4003 (ii). (Senate) miscellaneous, 700 (i).

Mail Subsidies, &c. (Halifax and Newfoundland)
1964,1970; (Halifax, W. Indies and S. America)
1980 (i).

Militia (Estate R. S. King, rent, &c.) 4158 (ii);
(Military College) 1340 (i).

Miscellaneous (collection, seed grains) 4063; (Dé-
bats Parlementaires de Québec) 4113; (Diction-
naire Généalogique des familles Canadiennes)
4116; (Fabre. Mr., salary, &c.) 3658; (0. C.'s,
collection) 3658; (Royal Society's Proceedings)
3659; (Taschereau's Criminal Law) 4070 (il).

Ocean and River Service (Que. River Police) 2018;
(Registration of Shipping) 2017 (i).

Open Account (Seed Grain for N.W.T.) 4167 (i).
Penitentiaries(B.C.) 3646; (Man.) 3637; (St. Vincent

de Paul) 3636 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (N.B.)

1098; (Que.) 1105. Income : Buildings À.fonser-
vatories) 1468; Major's Bill Park) 1465; (N.S.)
1108, 1447; (Removal of Snow) 1464; (Repairs,
&c.) 1457. Dredging (N.S.) 1643. Harbors and
Rivers (Mar. Provo.) 1615; (N. B.) 169; (P.E.I.)
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Davies, Mr. L. H.--Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

1577. Roads and Bridges, 1649. Telegraph Lines,
1649 (i).

Railwaye-Capit"l: Cape Breton (construction)
1932 (i), 4019 (ii). LC.R. (Rolling Stock) 1928 ().
Oxford and New Glasgow (construction, &c.)
4017 (i) ; (Rolling Stock) 1933 (). Income: Gov.
Gen.'s Car, 4021 (ii).

Steamboat Inspection, 2019 (i).
Tracadie Harbor Survey, Engineers' Reps. (M.

for copies*) 1065 (i).
Trade Combinations Act Amt. B. 77 (Mr.

Wallace) in Com., 3704, 3810 (ii).
Trade Relations with U.S. (remarks) 2313 (i).
Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 378 (i).
U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi B. 134

(Sir John Thonpson) on M. for 2°, 3593; in
Com., 3597, 3876 (ii).

Walker, Emily, Relief B. 142 (Mr. Brown) on
Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2°, 3698.

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3248,
3438, 3546, 3571, 3743 (ii).

Davis, Mr. D. W., Alberta.
Alberta Colonisation Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 83,

1°*) 722 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Fostei) in Com.,

4487 (i).
Elbow River Water Power Co.'s incorp. (B. 76,

1°*) 449 (i).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.
(Mr. Mulock) to prop. Res. (Mr. .Platt) 1137 (i).

N.W. T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdnee) in Com.,
4467 (ii).

Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan
Steamship and Ry. Co.'s (B. 36, 1°*) 159 (i).

Davin, Mr. N. F., West Assiniboia.
Agricultural Bulletins, publication in Germian

(Ques.) 1796 (i).
Bresaylor Half-breeds' Claims, on M. (Mr. Lis-

ter) for Sel. Coin., 1302 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 3166 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

in Com., 1823 (i). -
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) on Amt.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 3°, 4540 (ii).
Debates, Official Rep., on M. to conc. in lst

Rep., 1263 (i).
3rd Rep. (presented) 4396 (i).
on M. (Mr. Curran) to ref. back, 4581 (ii).

Doig, Mrs. A. A., Claims for Improvements
(Ques.) 1486 (i).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. (prop. Res.) 3316 (ii).
Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr. Charl-

ton) for Sel. Com., 433 (i).
Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1792 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) B. 10

(Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2' (Amt.) 532 ; on
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) 873 (i).

Davin, Mr. N. F.-Continued.
Geological Survey B. 116 (Mr. Deiedney,) in Com.,

4032 (il).
Half-breeds' Claims in N.W. T. (prop. Res.) 3309.
Herchner, L. W., contingencies (M. for Ret.*)

3319 (ii). See " Mounted Police."
Homesteads in N. W. T. (Ques.) 2023 (i).

(prop. Res.) 3298 (ii).
Memorials of J. Holden and J. Shera (M.

for copy*) 1065 (ii).
Irrigation in N.W.T. (prop. Res.) 3292 (ii).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton)

in Aint. to Coin. of Sup., 4228 (ii).
Militia Act Aint. B. 145 (Mr. Mulock) on M. for

1°, 4170 (ii).
Mounted Police, N.W.T., Commissioner (prop.

Res.) 1503 (i).
Commissioner, Res. from Leg. Assembly,

N.W.T. (Ques.) 1485 (i).
(prop. Res.) Management, &c., 2674; neg.

(Y. 52, N. 76) 3367 (ii).
on Ant. (Mr. Watson) deb. rsid., 3332 (i).

N.W.T. Act Ant. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) on M.
for 2°, 4451; in Coin., 4468 (ii).

N.W. T. Memorials, &c., passed by Leg. Assembly
(M. for copies*) 212 (i).

Registry Offices, Receipts, &c. (Ques.) 885.
-- (M. for Ret.*) 1065 (ii).

Printing Com.'s Rep. (6th) on M. to conc., 4662 (ii),
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1876 (i).
Rys. B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

4818 (ii).
Rys. in N.W.T., Fire-guards (prop. Res.)3315 (ii).
Scrip,Volunteers', &c., Rep. in ref. (Ques.)1485(i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Ait. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) in Coin., 4373 (ii).
Subsidies(Land) to Rys., in Com. on Res., 4675 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Jmnigration (Agents' salaries) 2419 (i).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 4048 (ii).
Militia (Rifle Associations) 1331 (i).
Miscellaneous (collection, seed grains) 4061 ; (Tas-

chereau's Criminal Law) 4070 (ii).
Mounted Police, 4056 (ii).
Publie Works-Income: Buildings (Conservatories)

1471 (i); (Man.) 4038 (ii); (N.W.T.) 1441 (i), 4040,
4719 (ii).

Territories Real Property Act Amnt. B. 131 (Sir
John Thompson) on M. for 2°, 3201 (ii).

Tobacco Seizures in N.W.T. (Ques.) 4171 (ii).
University for N.W.T. (prop. Res.) 3315 (i).
Ways and Means--The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 3071; in Com., 3090 (ii).

Dawson, Mr. S. J., Algoma.
Baltic, Steamer, alleged Outrage (remarks) 3080,

4027 (ii).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 1160 (i).
- B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com., 3911; on

Sen. Amts., 4664 (ii).



xvi INDEX.
Dawson, Mr. S. J.-Continued.

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.
to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 21 B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 598 (i).

GeologicaJ Survey B. 116 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,
4028 (ii).

Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 153 (Mr.
Dewdney) in Com., 4904 (i).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Platt) 1132 (i).

N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,
4465 (ii).

Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Foster)
4356 (i).

Port Arthur, Duluth and Western Ry. Co.'s (B.
14, 1°) 84 (i).

Rainy River Boom Co.'s incorp (B. 60, 1*)342 (i).
Sault Ste. Marie and Hudson Bay Ry. Co.'s in-

corp. (B. 27, 1°*) 104 (i).
Sault Ste. Marie and Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 93, 1°*) 883 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4113.
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Smll) on M.

for Com., 1969 (i).
SUPPPLY:

Fisheries (Protection) 4781 (ii).
Geological Survey, 2140 ().
Indians (Annuities) 2153 ().
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 4719 (ii).

Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1619 (i).
Canale-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 2270 (i).

Timber Limits, Applications, on M. for Ret.,
2189 (i).

Vivian, H. H., & Co.'s (B. 124, 1°) 2097 (i) ; in
Com., 3231, 3622 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3480 (ii).

Denison, Mr. F. C., C.M.G., West Toronto.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1241 (i).
Banking Act Ait. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on M. for

2°, 3852 (ii).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3933 (ii).
French Language in N.W. T. (abolition) on Ait.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 557 (i).

Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1804 (i).

May, Samuel, Relief re Patent (B. 16, 1°) 86 (i).
Military College, Board of Visitors (Ques.) 3662.

Inspection (Ques.) 4026 (ii).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on M.

for 2°, 3715 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Snall) on M.

for Com., 1968 (i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2428 (i).
Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 1320; (Armories, care

of, &e.) 1324; (Military College) 1339 (i); (Monu-
ments) 4651 (i) ; (Rifle Associations) 1332i).

Miscellaneous (Georgian Bay Survey) 3657 (ii).
York County Bank incorp. (B. 39, 1*) 184(i).

Desaulniers, Mr. F. S. L., St. Maurice.
Shawinegan Senatorial Division (Ques.) 27 (i).

De St. Georges, Mr. J. E. A., Portneuf.
Portneuf Battalion of Militia (Ques.) 245 (i).

Desjardins, Mr. A., Hochelaga.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3862, 4080, 4304 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1085, 1525 (i).
Debates, Official (M.) to conc. in Ist Rep., 1261.

(M.) to ref. back, 3153 (ii).
2nd Rep. of Com. (presented) 3368 (ii).
(M.) to conc. in 3rd Rep., 4578 (ii).

Montreal and Western Ry. Co. and the C. P. R.
Co. confirmation of Agreement (B. 82, 10*) 638.

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4890 (i).

SUPPLY :
Canals-Inome (Lachine) 2288 (i).
Publie Worke-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Que.)

1102. Income : Buildings (Que.) 1115 (i).

Dessaint, Mr. A., Kamouraska.
Bélanger, P. R. A., employment by Govt. (Ques.)

1797, 2024 (i).
Dionne, Jos., employment by Govt. (Ques.) 2023.
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 784 (i).

I.C.R., Passenger and Mail Service, on M. for
Cor., 147 (i).

Kamouraska Wharf, accounts re Building (M. for
Ret.) 97 (i).

Ste. Anne de la Pocatière Wharf, repairs (Ques. )
92 (i).

St. Roch's Traverse Lighthouse (Ques.) 2826 (ii).

Dewdney, Hon. E., East Assiniboia.
Alaskan and Canadian Boundary (Ans.) 188 (i).
Bélanger, P. R. A., employment by Govt. (Ans.>

1797, 2024 (i).
Payments as Surveyor (Ans.) 4500 (ii).

Blackfeet Indians, capture of White Girl (re-
marks) 815 (i).

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on
Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4439 (ii).

Cape Crocker Indians, Annuity paid (Ans.) 505(i).
Caughnawaga Indians, engagement for Circus

(Ans.) 1655 (i).
Indemnity for encroachments on Reserve,

on M. for Cor., 1709 (i).
Letter of Agent to Council (Ans.) 1797 (i).
Moneys in hands of Supt. Gen., on M. for

Stmnt., 1712'(i).
Reserve, Rep. of Mr. Walbank's Survey

(remarks) 1069 (i).
Cost of Survey (Ans.) 247 (i).
Quarries (Ans.) 86, 247 (i).

Christian Island Indians, distress (remarks) 4927.
Criminal Law Amt. B., 65 '(Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 3176 (ii).
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Dewdney, Hon. E-Continued.
Crofter Immigrants at Pelican Lake (Ans.) 1796.
Dom. Lands Act Amt., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3316 (ii).
Doig, Mrs. A. A., Claim for Improvements

(Ans.) 1486 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 932 (i).

Geological Survey Dept. (B. 116, 1°*) 1792; 2°m.,
2099 (i); in Com., 4028 (ii).

Geological Survey Reps., on M. for Ret., 1027 (i).
Half-breeds' Claims in N.W.T., on prop. Res.

(Mr. Davin) 3310 (ii).
Homesteads in N.W.T. (Ans.) 2023 (i).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3301 (ii).
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Doyon)

on M. for 2°, 2726 (ii).
Amt. (B. 132, 10) 3151 ; 2° m., 3604 ; in

Com., 3625, 4034 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. (B. 153) 2° m., 4903; in Com.,

4905 (ii).
Interior Dept., Extra Clerks (Ans.) 2827 (ii).
Interior, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 33 (i), 2739 (ii).
Land Claims under Man. Act (remarks) 514 (i).
Micmac Indians, Pet. re spearing Salmon (re-

marks) 4926 (ii).
Mississauga Indians, settlement of Claims (Ans.)

1656 (i).
Mounted Police Management, on Amt. (Mr.

Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr. Devin) 3340 (ii).
N.W. Council, Memorials, &c., re French Lan-

guage (Ans.) 402 (i).
N.W.T. Aet Amt. (B. 146, 1°*) 4373; 2° m., 4449;

in Com., 4465 (ii).
N.W.T. Registry Offices, Receipts (Ans.) 885 (i).

Surveys, Cost per acre (Ans.) 403 (i).
Paul, Peter, expenses of Trial (Ans.) 505 (i).
Prince Albert, Settlers' claims (Ans.) 2668 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Patterson, Essex) Gas

Well, 2257 (i).
Rys. in N.W.T., Fire-guards, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3316 (ii).
Rondeau Point, Govt. Lands (Ans.) 2022 (i).
Saw Logs, rebate of Duty (Ans.) 3662 (ii).
School Lands in Man., Sale (Ans.) 145 (i).
Settlers on Ry. Reserve, B.C., on M. for Pets.,

&c., 129 (i).
Stephenson, Rufus, employment by Govt. (Ans.)

92 (i).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. ýct Amt. (B. 43, 1°)

184; 2° in., 1079 (i); (prop. Res.) 4589; in
Com., 4669 ; (M.) to conc. in Res., 4832 (ii).

- (B. 160) prop. Res., 4917; in Com., 4919(i).
Sultana Island,incomplete Rets. (remarks)2186(i).
- Sale, on M. for Ret., 140 (i).

SUPPLY:

Civil Goet. (Indian Affairs) 174 (i), Byshe, F. R.,
salary, 4574 (ii), contingencies, 387; (Interior)
171, contingencies, 381(); Rowatt, H. H., salary,
4572 (ii).

B

Dewdney, Hon. E.-Continued.
SuPPLY-Continued.

Collection of Revenues (Ordnance Lands) 4121 (ii).
Dominion Lands- Capital (Surveys, &c.) 4155.

Income, 3660 (ii).
Geological Survey, 2124 (i), 4053; (Artesian Wells)

4789 (ii).
Indians (B. C.) 2165 (i), 4043, 4789; (Ont. and Que.)

2151 (i), 4051; (Oneida) 4783; (Ont.) 4787 (ii);
(Man. and N.W.T.) 2170, 2172 (i), 4047,4788; (N.S.)
4052 (ii); (P.E.I.) 2164; (Que.) 2156; (Surveys)
2157 (i).

Legislation (N.W.T.) 2306 (i).
Miscellaneous (B.C. Appeal to Privy Council) 4118;

(Banff Hot Springs) 3658; (Bow River Lumber
Co.'s costs) 4060: (C. P. R. Lands, examination)
4067; (Govt. N. W. T.) 4066; (Gophers, destruc-
tion) 4789; (Half-breeds, N. W. T.) 4069; (Seed
Grain collections) 4060 ; (Skeena Expedition) 4057;
(St. Catharines Milling Co., costs) 4059 (ii).

Mounted Police, 4054 (ii).
Open Account (Seed Grain, purchase for N.W.T.)

4167 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.W.T.) 4720 (ii).
Unprovided Items, 4156 (ii).

Surveys in Montcalm County (Ans.) 186 (i).
Temp. Colonisation Co., on M. for Com. on Ways

and Means, 4909 (ii).
Timber Limits, Enquiry for Rets. (Ans.) 2674 (ii).
Tourigny, Mr., employment by Govt. (Ans.)

2377 (i).
University for N. W. T., on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin)

3315 (ii).
Vancouver Island Ry. Lands, Squatters' Rights

(Ans.) 274 (i).

Dickey, Mr. A. R., Cumberland.
Bankers' Safe Deposit, &c., Co.'s B. 73 (Mr. Cock-

burn) in Com., 3323 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt (B. 102, -1°) 1198 (i).

B. 103 (Mr. Lavergne) 2° m., 3717; 30 m.,
3720 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thonmpson)
in Com., 3168 (i).

Easter Adjnit. (remarks) 2672 (ii).
Walker, Emily, Relief B. 142 (Mr. Brown) on

Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2°, 3701 (ii).

Dickinson, Mr. G. L., Carleton, Ont.
Benevolent Societies, Legislation (Ques.) 188 (i).

Doyon, Mr. C., Laprairie.
Caughnawaga Indians, Claims for Indemnity,

(M. for Cor., &c.) 1703 (i).
Engagement for Circus (Ques.) 1654 (i).
Letter of Agent to Council (Ques.) 1797 (i).
Moneys belonging to (M. for Stmnt.) 1711.
Reserve, Rep. of Mr. Walbank's Survey,

1069 (i).
Cost of Survey (Ques.) 247 (i).
Quarries (Ques.) 85, 247 (i).

Floods in Laprairie (Ques.) 884 (i).
Immigrant Rates to Winnipeg (Ques.) 186 (i).
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Doyon, Mr. C.-Continued.

Indian Advancement Act Amt. (B. 42, 1°*) 184;
on Order for 2°, 1507 (i); 2° m., 2718 (i).

B, 132 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for 2°, 3608.
Legal Services, Amounts paid certain Firms

(Ques.) 3292 (ii).
Privilege (Ques. of), par. in Empire, 84, 90 (i).
BUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 2302 (i).
Indians (Surveys) 2157 (i).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
C.P.R. and Ry. Bridges in Bagot Co. (M. for

Pets., &c.) 141 (i).
Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr.

Charlton) for Sel. Con., 439 (i).
Experimental Farma (Central) establishment of

Dairy (Ques.) 145 (i).
French Language in N.W.Y. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 1006 (i).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statisties) 2395.

Earle, Mr. T., Victoria, B. C.
SUPPLY :

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2471 (i).
Ocean and River Service (Sir James Douglas,

steamer to replace) 4779 (ii).

Edgar, Mr. J. D., West Ontario.
Bank Charters, B.N.A. and B.C. (M. for copies)

255 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4392 (ii).
Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, Telegraphic intelli-

gence from Washington, 1510 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Zhompson) in Com., 1404 (i); on Sen. Amts.,
4265 (ii).

Bresaylor Half-Breeds' Claims on M. (Mr. Lister)
for Sel. Com., 1377 ; on Ait. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1401 (i)

Bridgewafer, Ship, seizure (Ques.) 248 (i).
Chinese Immigrants, par. in Empire, 3624 (ii).
Copyright Act Amt., Proclamation (Ques.) 84 (i).
English Periodicals, Cost of Mailing, 1919 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 298 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 895 (i).

Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.
. Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1804 (i).
Provincial Legislation (Ques.) 248 (i).
Royal Prerogative (M. for Cor.) 88 (i).
Welland Canal Commission, Mr. Wood's Rep.

(Ques.) 885; (remarks) 1515 (i).

Edwards, Mr. W. C., Russell.
Bills of Exchange, Choques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1083 (i).
Ways and Meano-The Tariff, in Com., 3749 (i).

Eisenhauer, Mr. J. D., Lunenburg.
Fishermen's Safety B. 96 (Mr. Jones, Halifax)

on Amat. (Mr. Colby) to M. for 2°, 4445 (ii).
Fish, Bonded, Regulations (Ques.) 248 (i).
Mahone Bay Lighthouse (Ques.) 885 (i).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties (prop. Res.)1811(i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Milus,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1908 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4094 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Post Office, 2299 (i).
Fisheries (Fish-breeding) 2373 (i).
Mail Sutbsidies (Halifax and W. Indies and S.

America) 2010 (i).
Public Workg-Income: Buildings (N.S.) 1108,

Dredging (N.S.) 1641. Harbors and Rivers
(Mar. Provs.) 1615 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3396 (ii).

Ellis, Mr. J. V., St. John, N.B., City.
Albert Ry. Grant, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4559.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) in Com.,

3859, 3880, 3968 (ii).
Caraquet Ry., Financial Aid (Ques.) 3723 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Bron)

on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) to' M. for 20, 1217 (i).
Debates, Official Rep., on M. to conc. in 1st

Rep., 1261 (i).
3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr. Curran) to

ref. back, 4587 (ii).
Easter Adjnst. (remarks) 2672 (ii).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on

Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°, 3942 (ii).
Geological Survey Reps., on M. for Ret., 1028(i).
Maritime Provs., delay of Mails (remarks) 1582(i)
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Com. of

Sup., 232 (i).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Eisenhauer) 1816 (i).
Rys. B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com., 4820 (ii).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Com., 1969 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) on M. for 2°, 3189 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4891, 4896 (i).
SUFLY: '

Civil Gont. (Postmaster General) 177: (Public
Works) contingencies, 471; (Privy Couneil) con-
tingencies, 232(i).

Collection of Reeenneg: Customs (N.S.) 1425. Ex-
cise (salaries) 2323. Post Office, 2289 (i). Rys.
(.C.R., Repairs, &o.) 3808 (h).

Pisheries (Protection service) 2376 (i), 4783 (ii).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2318 (i).
Justice, Administration of (Vice-Admiralty Court,

Que.) 493 (i).
Legislation: H. of 0. (Library, salaries) 714 (i).
Mail Subaidie., &c. (Halifax, &c., and W. Indies,

&c.) 4276 (hi); (Liverpool or London, and St. John
and Halifax)1960; (St. John and Basin of Minas)
1963 (i).
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Ellis, Mr. J. V.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Militia (Armories, eare of, &c.) 1327 ().
Miscellaneous (Débats Parlementaires de Qué-

bec) 4113 (ii).
Publie Works-Income: Buildings (N.B.) 1112;

(N.S.) 1108; (Repairs, &c.) 1460. Dredging (N.S.)
1645 (M), 4729 (ii). Harbors and Rivers (Mar.
Provs.) 1616; (N.B.) 1613 (i).

Railways-Capital: I. C. R. (St. John, City front)
1932 (i).

Ways and Means - The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2970; in Com., 3245, 3435,
3488, 3545 (ii).

West India Steam Communication, Advtsmts.,
Tencers, &c. (M. for copies*) 1713 (ii).

Ferguson, Mr. C. F., Leeds and Grenville.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3240,

3575 (ii).

Ferguson, Mr. J., Welland.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1252 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) in Com.,

4286 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

on Anit. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m.h., 1854 (i).
Detroit River Ry. and Bridge Co.'s incorp. Act

Amt. (B. 89, 1°*) 794 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 2027 (i).
Geological Survey Rep., on M. for Ret., 1028 (i).

Reps. published and Sold (M. for Ret.)
530 (i), 1027 (ii).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.
Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1056 (i).

Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery (prop.

Res.) 1798 (i).
SUPPLY :

Indians (B.C.) 2168 (i).
Militia (R. S. King, Estate) 4899 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Roads and Bridges,4768 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2656; in Con., 3419,
3533 (ii).

Welland Canal Commission, Rep. of Mr. Wood
(M.) 1515 (i).

Fiset, Mr. J. B. R., Rimouski.
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 1152 (1).
1. C. R., Pets. of N. and A. Ouellet, G. Voyer,

F. Coté, &c., re Damages to Properties (M. for
copies*) 1713 (i).

Matane Branch Ry., Subsidy (Ques.) 561 (i).
Pets., &c., re Building (M. for copies*)

3693 (ii).
Portneuf Battalion of Militia (Ques.) 245 (i).
Rimouski Mail Service (M. for Cor.) 1063 (i).
Ste. Angèle de Merici Mail Service (Ques.)561 (i).

Telegraph, North Shore St. Lawrence (Ques.)

4762 (il).

xix

Fisher, Mr. S. A., Brome.
Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. Trow) for Adjnmt.

2309 (i).
Census, next Enumeration (Ques.) 402 (i).
Chambly and Longueuil Canal (Ques.) 401 (i).
Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Lander-

kin) 207 (i).
removal of Duty (prop. Res.) 1583 (i).

Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr. Charl-
ton) for Sel. Com., 414 (i).

Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) on
M. for 2°, 3192 (ii).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.
(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1049 (i).

Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charl-
ton) in Aint. to Com. of Sup., 4248 (ii).

Montreal Harbor Commission, abolition (Ques.)
401 (i).

Mounted Police Management, on Amt. (Mr.
Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3355 (ii).

St. Edmond Post Office (Ques.) 401 (i).
St. Louis Lake, erection of Piers (Ques.) 401 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms)
3794 (ii).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office, 2289 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2418 (i).
Legislation: Senate (Miscellaneous) 702 ().
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Conservatories)

1468 (i).
Tariff, The, extension of Free List (Ques.) 403 (i).
Ways and Means-The -Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2892 ; in Com., 3143, 3506,
3571 (ii).

Flynn, Mr. E. P., Richmond, N.S.
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2744 (ii).
Fisheries Question and negotiations at Washing-

ton (Ques.) 1021. (ii).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Eisenhauer) 2032 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1869 (i).
Purse Seines and Gill Nets, on M. for Ret., 249 (i).
Religious disturbances in Hull, on M. to adjn.

Hse., 511 (i).

Sick Mariners' Fund (M. for Cor.) 519 (i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 2354 (i).
Collection of Revenues: Excise (salaries, &c.) 2331.
Mail Subsidies (Campbellton and Gaspé) 1961 Ci).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2782 (ii).

Foster, Hon. G. E., King's, N.B.
Auditor General's Rep. (presented) 90 (i).
Alcoholic Liquors, on M. for Com. of Sup.

(remarks) 3634 (i).
Atlantic Mail Service, on M. for Cor., 1021 (i).

Anderson's Contract (remarks) 3440 (i).
Contracts (remarks) 3521 (ii).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 4696 (ii).



INDEX.

Foster, Hon. G. E.-Continued.
Banking Act Amt. (B. 127) prop. Res., 2234; 10*

of B., 2249 (i) ; 20 mn., 3811 ; in Com., 3853,
3879, 3995, 4074, 4310, 4373, 4415, 4507; 30
m., 4590; on Sen. Amnts., 4929 (ii).

BUroarr, The, Annual Statement, 2531 (ii).
(Ans.) 1094 (i).

Delay, on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1942 (i).

(remarks) 1475, 2312 (i).
Benevolent Societies, Legislation (Ans.) 188 (i).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 1860 (i).
Chartered Banks and Liquidation since Confed.,

on M. for Ret., 82 (i).
on Enquiry for Ret., 2252 (i).

Contractors' Cheques and Govt. Banks (Ans.)
28, 29 (i).

Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier)
in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 458 (i).

removal of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Fisher) 1609 (i).

Currency, Public, on prop. Res. (Mr. Casey) 193.
Customs Act Amt. (B. 143, 10) 3779 ; in Com.,

4484; 30 m., 4527; on Amt. (Sir Bichard
Cartwright) 4530 (ii).

(B. 159) Io*, 2'* and 3o*, 4910 (ii).
Debates, Official Rep., on M. to conc. in ist Rep.,

1266 (i).
Estimates, The (presented) 149 (i).

1889-90 (presented) 2531, 3955 (ii).
1890-91 (presented) 4479 (ii).

Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on prop.
Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 2026 (i).

Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)
to repeal, 1180 (i).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.
(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1042 (i).

Insolvency, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 1122 (i).
McLaggan, Customs Officer (Ans.) 4500 (ii). 14
Meat Imports, on prop. Res. (Mr. Marshall) 123.
Mess. from His Ex. (presented) 149 (i), 2531,

3955, 4479 (ii).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.

to Amt. to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1139 (i).
Order (Ques. of) St. John and S. America Mail

Service, 1985 (i).
Pig Iron Bounty (prop. Res.) 2828, 4321; agreed to

(Y. 69, N. 45) 4403 (ii).
Pork, &c., increase of Customs Duty (Ans.) 55 (i).
Public Accounts Com., non-meeting, 2596 (ii).
P. E. I. Govt. and Dom. Capital Account (Ang)

27 (i).
Returns, incomplete P. O. (remarks) 394 (i).
Savings Banks Quebec (B. 154, 1') 4761; 2' m.

and in Com., 4847 (ii).
Senate, Stationery and Contingencies, on Mess.

(remarks) 1342 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Coin. on Res., 4876 (ii).
SUPPLY (prop. Res.) for Com., 25; {remarks)

160 (1), 4499 (ii) ; in Com.:

Foster, Hon. G. E.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 722(i),
4795; (G. L. Macdonald) 4796; (Jamaica Exhibi-
tion) 4796; (Patent Record) conc., 4272 (ii).

Charges of Management, 161 (i).
Civil Govt. (Agriculture) 179; (Civil Service Ex-

aminers) salaries, 219 (i); (Contingencies) care,
&c., Buildings, 4575 (ii); (Customs) 176; (Deptl.
Buildings) cleaning, 474 (i); (Finance) con-
tingencies, 4751 (il); (Fisheries) 180; (Geological
Survey)173; (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) 168, contin-
gencies, 223 ; (High Commissioner's Office) con-
tingencies, 213; (Indian Affairs) 173; (Inland
Revenue) 176 ; (Interior) contingencies, 382;
(Justice) 168; (Penitentiaries Branch) 168; (Mar-
ine) 179; (Militia) 168, contingencies, 377; (Post
Office) 176 (i), Savings' Banks, 3994 (ii); (Privy
Council) 168 (i), conc., 4272 (ii); (Public Works)
180 ; (Railways and Canals) 180; (Printing and
Stationery)169; (Printing Bureau) cleaning, 475.

Collection of Revenues: Culling Timber, 4121;
Liquor License Act, 1883 (Costs, &c.) 4258 (ii).

Immigration, 4815 (ii).
Insurance Superintendence, 2124 (i).
Legislation: H. of C. (Dep. Speaker's salary) cone.,

4273 (ii); (contingencies) 713; (Library, salaries)
713; (Miscellaneous, Printing, &c.) 715 (i).
(Indemnity to J. S. Thompson) 4003 (il). Senate
(Miscellaneous) 700 (i); (salaries, &c.) 3873 (ii).

Mail Subsidies, &c. (Can. and United Kingdom)
4773, 4915 (il); (Gaspé and Campbellton) 1961;
(Grand Manan and Mainland) 1958; (Halifax
and Newfoundland) 1964, 1971; (Halifax and
W. Indies and S. America) 1973 (i), 4276 (ii);
(Liverpool or London and St. John and Halifax)
1960; (Magdalen Islands) 1955; (P.E.L and Main-
Iand) 1961; (San Francisco and B. C.) 1972 (i).

Militia (Military College) conc., 4273 (il).
Miscellaneoue (Fabre, Mr., salary, &c.) 3658 ;

(Georgian Bay Survey) 3657; (L'Abbé Tanguay's
Dictionary) 3659; (Labor Congress Rep.) 4815;
(O.C.'s, collection) 3658; (Quebec Debates, 1888,
1889, 1890) 4791; (Science, N.W.T.) 4167 (il).

Ocean and River Service (O'Brien's claim) 4042 (il);
(Que. River Police) 2018 (i); (Sir James Douglas,
steamer to replace) 4779 (il).

Public Works- Income: Buildings (Drill Shed,
Brantford) 4705 (ii). Harbors and Rivers,1631 (i).

Quarantine (Cattle) 3657 (ii),
Territorial Accounte, 4254 (il).

Supply (B. 158) Res. rep. from Com. on Ways and
Means, 4916; 1', 2', 3°, 4917 (ii).

Tariff, The, extension of Free List (Ans.) 403(i).
Three per cent. Loan of 1888 (Ans.) 27 (i).
Trade Relations with U.S. (remarks) 2314 (i).
Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 377, 382(i).
Ways and Means-The Budget, 2531; Res., 2552.

The Tariff, in Com., 3081, 3225, 3233,3461,
3523, 3725; M. for 2' of Res., 3776) 4880, 4910 (i).

- on relevancy of Amt., 3779 (ii).

Freeman, Mr. J. N., Queen's, N.S.
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

in Com., 1848 (i).
Exodus of Canadiansto U.S., on M. (Mr. Charlton)

for Sel. Comn., 434 (i.)
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Freeman, Mr. J. N.-Continued.
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on

Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°, 3946 (ii).
SUPPLY:

isheries (salaries, &c.) 2366 (i).
Public Works-Income: Dredging (N.S.) 1647 (i).

Ways and Means- The Tariff, in Com., 3110, 3271,
3734 (ii).

Gauthier, Mr. J., L'Assomption.
Great Northern Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.) 2379 (i).
Tourigny, Mr., employment by Govt. (Ques.)

2377.
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 589 (i).

Gillmor, Mr. A. H., Charlotte.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1250, 1853 (i).
on M. to print extra copies, 2912 (ii).

Canteens, Fredericton (remarks) 3078 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Comn.,

4486 (ii).
Flag's Cove Breakwater, erection (Ques.) 1795 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4105.
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (Fish-breeding) 2371; (Protection service)
2375 (i).

Public Works-Incone: Buildings (N.S.) 1454 (i).
Telegraphs, 4773 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3149,
3248, 3391, 3421, 3529, 3589, 3746 (ii).

Guay, Mr. P. M., Lévis.
Baie des Chaleurs Ry., completion (Ques.) 2671 (ii).

Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.) 2378 (i).
Buoys in St. Lawrence River, Contract (Ques.)

2185 (i).
Great Eastern Ry., on M. for Pets., &c., 144 (i).
I.C.R., St. Jean Chrysostome Siding (M. for

Pets., &c. *) 530 (i).
Station at Lévis, Property Sold for ex-

tension (M. for Stmnt.*) 531 (i).
Lévis P.O., Pets. re erection (Ques.) 506 (i).
Loans, Public, negotiations (Ques.) 4589 (ii).
Ste. Croix Floating Light (Ques.) 2021 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Post Office, 2291 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Que.) 1116 (i).

Girouard, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier.
Bremner Furs, Rep. of Com., on M. to conc.,

4759 (ii).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4505 (ii).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 2078 (i).
reprint of documents, &c., re investigation

(M.) 2185 (i).
(M.) to summon Senator Macpherson,

2311 (i).
Priv. and Elects. Com. (M.) to employ Short-

hand Writer, 2098 (i).

xxi

Girouard, Mr. D.-Continued.
Priv. and Elects. Com.'s Rep. re ex-Member for

Lincoln (presented) 4397 (ii).
lst Rep. (M. to conc.) 4730 (ii).

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4878 (ii).

Gordon, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island.
Chinese Immigration, repeal of Act (Ques.) 68 (i).
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2672 (i).
Nanaimo and Vancouver Mail Service (Ques.)

2668 (ii).
Ry. Lands in Vancouver, Squatters'Rights(Ques.)

274 (i).
Settlers on Ry. Reserve, B.C., on M. for Pets.,

&c., 138 (i).
SUPPLY :

Militia (Monuments, &c.) 4651 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (B.C.)

4738. Dredging, 4729 (ii).

Guillet, Mr. G., West Northumberland.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4378 ; on Sen. Amts., 4930 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

in Com., 1847 (i).
Eggs, Imports and Exports to and from Ont. and

Que. (M. for Ret.*) 3693 (ii).
Insolvency, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 1122(i).
Ministerial Expenses from Confed., on M. for

Ret., 72 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Com., 2708 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3088 (ii).

Haggart, Hon. J. G., South Lanark.
Atlantic Mail Service (remarks) 2251 (i).

Allan's Contract (remarks) 3519 (ii).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 4638 (ii).

Berthier County Mail Service, on M. for Pets.,
529 (i).

Bliss' Patent Letter Box (Ans.) 2827 (ii).
Crane Island Mail Service (Ans.) 121 (i).
Crow Harbor Postmaster (Ans.) 400 (i).
English Periodicals, Cost of Mailing (Ans.) 1857,

1919 (i).
Fertilisers, Agricultural (prop. Res.) 1402 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 1189(i).
Gaspé County Mail Service, on M. for Cor.,

194 (i).
Greer, James, appointment as Fishery Overseer

(Ans.) 3662 (i).
I.C.R. Branch Lines, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4638 (ii).
Little Dover P.O., on M. for Pets., &c., 94 (i).
Malbaie and Tadousac Mail Service (Ans.)275 (i)
Maple Hill P. O. (Ans.) 27 (i).
Maritime Provinces, delay of Mails, 1582 (i).
Megantic County Mail Service, on M. for Pets.,

1148 (i).
Montreal P.O. Drop Boxes (Ans.) 3512 (ii).
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Haggart, Hon. J. G.-Continued.

Moreau, Elie, payment of Account, 1797 (i).
Nanaimo and Vancouver Mail Service (Ans.)

2669 (ii).
New Canaan, establishment of P. O. (Ans.)563 (i).
New York Mercury, circulation in Dom. (Ans.)

4500 (ii).
Otter, Steamship, and Mail Service (Ans.) 123(i).
Oyster Ponds P.O., on M. for Cor., 93 (i).
Palmer Road Chapel P.O. (Ans.) 92 (i).

on M. for Ret., 519 (i).
Pembroke P.O. Robbery, on M. for Ret., 159 (i).
Penny Postage (Ans.) 4762 (ii).
Petit Cascapedia Savings Bank (Ans.) 2669 (ii).
Pierreville P.O., on M. for Ret., 517 (i).
Postmaster Gen.'s Rep. (presented) 69 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Patterson, Essex) Gas

Well, 2256 (i).
Quebec P. O., Superannuation of Employés, on M.

for O. C.'s, &c., 61 (i).
Ry. Mail Clerks, Pet. re increase of salaries

(Ans.) 187 (i).
additional Appointments (Ans.) 562 (i).

Read and Shannonville Mail Service, on M. for
Ret., 1488 (i).

Registered Letters, reduction of Fees (Ans.)
1122 (i).

Fees and Guarantees (Ans.) 2022 (i).
Returns, incomplete P. O. (remarks) 394 (i).
Rimouski Mail Service, on M. for Cor., 1064 (i).
Ste. Angèle de Merici Mail Service (Ans.) 561 (i).
St. Edmond, erection of P.O. (Ans.) 92, 401 (i).
St. Edouard Mail Service, on M. for Pets., &c.,

1680 (i).
St. Rosaire P. O. (Ans.) 400 (i).
SuPPLY :

Civil Govt. (Post Office) 177, contingencies,472(i);
Finn, M., re-appointment, 4574 (ii); (Sec, of
State) contingencies, 465 (i).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office, 2288 (i), 4794;
(C.P.R., service) 4155; (defalcations, Kingston)
4163; (salaries, &c., Halifax) 4153 (ii).

Geologieal Survey, 2146 (i).
Superannuation, 1315 (i).

Hall, Mr. R N., Sherbrooke.
Banking Act Amt. B.-127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3864, 3881, 4079, 4284 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 3030 (ii).

Hesson, Mr. S. R., North Perth.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1231; on M. to adjn. Hse.,
1249 (i).

Ballot Boxes, Patent, on M. (Mr. Chapleau) for
Sel. Com., 2232 (i).

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on M. for
2°, 3836; in Com., 4393 (ii).

Banks, Chartered, in Liquidation, Names, &c.
(M. for Ret.) 76 (i).

- (enquiry for Ret.) 2251 (i).

Hesson, Mr. S. R.-Continued.
Can. Cable Co.'s incorp. (B. 41, 1°*) 184 (i).
Dunnville Dam, damages at Loomis Creek (Ques.)

2021 (i).
Exodus of Canadians to U. S., on M. (Mr.

Charlton) for Sel. Com., 417 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 2026 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 328 (i).
and Provincial Voters' Lists, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1501 (i).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. MeMillan, Huron) 1053 (i).
Grain Tester, prop. Change (Ques.) 43991(ii).
Order (Ques. of) unparliamentary language, in

Com. of Sup., 1451 (i), 2567 (ii).
Portage la Prairie and Duck Mountain Ry. in-

corp. (B. 78, 1°*) 561 (i).
Public Accounts and Auditor General's Rep.

(M. to ref. to Standing Com.) 184 (i).
Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1916 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Com., 2705; on M. for 3°, 3320 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arta, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 717(i).
Civil Govt. (Finance) contingencies, 4573 (ii).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2429 (i); (ex-

penses) 3650 (ii).
Justice, Administration of (Judge's salary, P.E.I.,

Admiralty Court) 3996, 4576 (ii).
Legislation : H. of C. (salaries) 709 (i).
Militia (Armories, care of, &c.) 1326 (i).
Quarantine (Public Health) 4003 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2787; (personal explana-
tion) 2861 (ii).

in Coin., 3267, 3751, 4484 (ii).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s (B.156)

M. to suspend Rules, 4822; Rules suspended
and 1° of B., 4846 (ii).

Hickey, Mr. C. E., Dundas.
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on

Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°, 3944 (ii).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 1787 (i).
Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1802 (i).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Mulock) unparliamentary

Language, 2465 (i).

Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Ry. Co.'s

incorp. (B. 28, 1*) 104 (i).

Smith, Geo. T., Relief B., on M. for 3° (Amt.)
6 m.h., 3320; neg. (Y. 37, N. 93) 3321 (ii).

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Maddonald) in Com. on Res., 4861 (ii).

Timber Limits, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4545;
Amt., 4554; wthdn., 4559 (ii).
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Holton, Mr. F., Chateauguay.
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4506 (ii).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

(Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2' B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 981 (i).

Hudspeth, Mr. A., South Victoria, Ont.

Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)
on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) to M. for 2', 1216 (i).

Hurrell's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1285 (i).
Imperial Trust Co. of Can. incorp. Act Amt. (B.

37, 1°*) 159 (i).
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Ry. Co.'s

(B. 21, 1°*) 104 (i).
SUPPLY:

Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1285 (i).

Innes, Mr. J., South Wellington.

"A" Battery, Officers' Quarters (Ques.) 1358 (i).
Cattle Disease in Western States (Ques.) 85 (i).
Chicago World's Fair, Can. Representation

(Ques.) 1357 (i).
Debates, Official, on M. to conc. in lst Rep., 1262.
Dom. Voters' Lists, Revision (Ques.) 1357 (i).
Printing Com.'s Rep. (6th) on M. to conc., 4658.
Voters' Lists (1889) printed outside of Printing

Bureau (M. for Ret.*) 29 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Dairying, development)
2399; (Patent Record) 497; (Health Statisties)
502 (i).

Civil Govt. (Printing Bureau, cleaning) 475 (i).
Dominion Police, 496(i).

Ives, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe.

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on prop.
Res., 2249 (i).

Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir
John Thompson) in Com., 1404 (i).

Criminal Law Act Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thomp-
son) in Com., 3171 (ii).

Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.
Curran) to ref. back, 4579 (ii).

French Language in N.W. T. (abolition) on Amt.
to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2' B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 1015 (i).

Hereford Ry. Co.'s (B. 147) Rule suspended, 4396;
(1°*) 4397 (ii).

Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,
Bothiwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1875 (i).

Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4108.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3747 (ii).

Joncas, Mr. L. Z., Gaspef.
Dom. Elections Act Amt. (B. 7, 1') 26 ; 2' m.,

1220 ; in Com., 1221 (i).
Fish-breeding Establishment (Ques.) 85 (i).
Gaspé County Mail Service (M. for Cor., &c.)

193 (i).

Jones, Hon. A. G., Halifax.

Adulteration Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in
Com., 1071 (i).

Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr. Tay-
lor) on M. to print extra copies, 2912 (ii).

Atlantic Mail Service, on M. for Cor., 1022 (i).
Contracts, 3519 (ii).
Anderson's Contract (remarks) 3440 (ii).

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on prop.
Res., 2247 (i) ; in Com., 3956, 4075 (ii).

Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries (remarks) 886 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1079, 1414 (i).
Customs Collectors, Instructions, on Adjmnt. (re-

marks) 4083 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4485 (i).
Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1794 (i).
Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) on

M. for 2°, 3191 (ii).
Fisheries Question and negotiations at Washing-

ton (Ques.) 1021 (i).
Fishermen's Safety (B. 96, 1°) 1198 (i); on Order

for Com., 2710; M. for Com., 3325; 2° m.,
4440 (ii).

Forrest, Lieut.-Col., on M. for Com. of Sup. (re-
marks) 4569 (ii).

Franchise Act and Provincial Voters' Lists, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1498 (i).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to repeal,
1185 (i).

Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt. (Mr.
Brien) to M. for 3°, 3946 (ii).

Gas Inspection B. 137 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for
2°, 4267 (ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)
on M. for 1°, 3153 (ii).

I. C. R. and C. P. R. Freight Rates (Ques.)
2024 (i).

I. C. R. Freight Charges on Coal (Ques.) 1796(i),
4503 (ii).

amended Tariff, 3078 (ii).
Pig Iron rates (Ques.) 2828 (i).
Tariff of Rates, change (Ques.) 2379 (i).

- Tenders for Supplies (Ques.) 1796 (i).
Jamaica, Govtl. relations with (remarks) 1201 )i).
Kingston Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1097 (i).
Military College, Students' Marks, on M. for

Ret., 1026 (i).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Platt) 1132 (i).
Modus Vivendi (remarks) 814 (i).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Eisenhauer) 2043 (i).
Port Arthur Harbor, &c. (dredging, &c.) in Com.

of Sup., 1096 (i).
Provincial Govts., transfer of Property authori-

sation B. 112 (Sir John Thompson) on M. for

1Q, 1514 (i).
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Jones, Hon. A. G.-Continued.
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Coi. of Sup., 1873 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4099.
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1557 (i).
(Ques.) 2674 (ii).

Smith, late Mr. Justice, N. S., Cor. re leave of
absence (M. for Ret.) 1681 (i).

on M. for Ret., 1692 (i).
SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statisties)
2398; (Experimental Farms) 716 (i)), 3800 (ii).

Collection of Revenues: Canals (Maintenance) 3867
(ii). Customs, 1420. Excise (salaries, &c.) 2321.
Post Office, 2289 (i). Railways (I.C.R., Repairs)
3802; (P.E.I.) 4136 (ii). Weights and Measures
(McDonell's salary) 2343 (i).

.Fisheries (salariesý &c.) 2351, 2370 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2449 (i).
Justice, Administration of (Vice-Admiralty Court,

Que.) 487 (i); (Judge's salary, P.E.I.) 3996 (ii).
Legislation: H. of C. (Miscellaneous, Printing, &c.)

715; (salaries) 704. Senate (Miscellaneous) 703(i).
Mail Subsidies, &c. (Halifax, &c., and W. Indies,

&c.) 1973, 2002 (i) ; cone., 4275 (ii) ; (Halifax and
Newfoundland) 1964; (Liverpool or London and
St. John and Halifax) 1958; (St. John and Anna,
polis) 1973; (St. John and Basin of Minas) 1963 (i).

Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 1316; (Compensation in
lieu of Land) 1267 (i); (Contingencies) 4012 (ii) ;
(Military College) 1339 (i), conc., 4273 (ii); (Ord-
nance, Rifled) 1335 (i).

Miscellaneous (O'Brien, Jotham) conc., 4277 (ii).
Ocean ani River Service (Que. River Police) 2018

(i); (Tidal Observations) 4041 (ii).
Pblic Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.)

1096; (Que.) 1103 (i). Incomie-Buildings (Con-
servatories) 1470 ; (Major's Hill Park) 1466 ;
(N. S.) 1106, 1448. Dredging (N.S.) 1631, 1637.
Harbors and Rivera (Mar. Provs.) 1t15; (Mis-
cellaneous) 1651 (i), 4167 (il); (N.S.) 1568; (Que.)
1616. Telegraph Lines, 1648 (i).

Railways-Capital: Cape Breton Ry., 1932 (i),
4019 (il). Grand Narrows Bridge, 4021. 1. C. R.
(Dartmouth Branch) 4014 (ii) ; (Halifax, in-
creased accommodation) 1920; (Rolling Stock)
1929 (i). Oxford and New Glasgow (construction,
&c.) 4017 (il); (Rolling Stock) 1933 (i); (St.
Charles Branch) 4014 (ii).

Superannuation, 1309 (i).
Supreme Court, filling Vacancy (Ques.) 885 (i).
Trawl Fishing in St. Mary's Bay (Ques.) 2377 (i).
Valiquette's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1267 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 2829 (ii).
in Com., 3081, 3262, 3393, 3503, 3560 (ii).

Kenny, Mr. T. E., Halifax.
Atlantic Mail Service (remarks) 2250 (i), 3518 (ii).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) on M. for

2°, 3829; in Com., 3891, 4080, 4383, 4418, 4526.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1086, 1411 (i).
Easter Adjnmt., on prop. M., 2915; (remarks)

2673 (ii).

Kenny, Mr. T. E.-Continued.
Fishernen's Safety B. 96 (Mr. Jones, halifar) on

Amt. (Mr. Colby) to M. for 2°, 4447 (ii).
Kingston Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1098(i).
Merchant's Shipping Acts, Imp. Legislation (re-

marks) 2382 (i).
Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on Amt. (Mr.

Curran) to M. for 3°, 1299 (i).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Eisenhauer) 1819, 2036 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Poster) 4351 (ii).

Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
4101 (ii).

Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1547 (i).

Smith, late Mr. Justice, on M. for Ret., 1694 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Rys. (I.C.R., Repairs, &c.)
3806; (P.E..) 4145 (ii).

Mail Subsidies, &c. (Magdalen Islands) 1953 (i);
(Halifax, W. Indies and S. America) 1980 (i);
(Liverpool or London and St. John and Halifax)
1959; (Halifax and Newfoundland) 1964; (St.
John and Basin of Minas) 1963 (i).

Militia (Military Properties, &c., care of) 1335 (i).
Public Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.)

1098 (i). Incone: Buildings (Military College,
Kingston)4704 (il); (N.S.) 11047. Dredging (N. S.)
1635. Harbors and Rivers (N.S.)1568 (i).

Steamboat Inspection, 2019 (i).
Rys.-Capital: I.C.R. (Halifax, increased accom-

modation) 1921 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2930 (ii).
in Com., 3283, 3496, 3561 (ii).

Kirk, Mr. J. A. Guysborouqh.
Crow Harbor Postmaster (Ques.) 400 (i).
Fishermen's Safety B. 96 (Mr. Tones, Halifax) on

Amt. (Mr. Colby) to M. for 2', 4446 (ii).
Fish Commission, Cost, in Com. of Sup., 4041 (ii).
Little Dover P.O. (M. for Pets., &c.) 94(i).
Lobster Fishing Regulations (Ques.) 885 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., construction

(Ques.) 402 (i).
Oyster Ponds P.O. (M. for Pets. and Cor.) 93 (i).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Eisenhauer) 1817 (i).
Ry. Communication with Eastern N.S. (remarks)

3324 (ii).
Salmon Fishing with Nets (Ques.) 4399 (ii).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4110,(i).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1553(i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms)
3794 (ii).

Collection of Revenues: Excise (salaries, ke.) 2323
(i). Rys. (LC.R., Repairs, &c.) 3806; (P.E.L)
3809 (ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 2352 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2434 (i).
Indians (N.S.) Medical services, 4052 (ii).
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Kirk, Mr. J. A.-Continucd.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Mail Subsidies (Halifax andNewfoundland) 1971 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.S.) 1454.

Dredging (N.S.) 1639. Harbors and Rivers
(Mar. Provs.) 1615; (N.B.) 1612 (i).

Superannuation, 1306 ().
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3466,

3561 (ii).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3879, 3960, 4277, 4373 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 115, 344, 1413, 1520 (i);
on Sen. Amts., 4408 (ii).

Bremner Furs, Payment (remarks) 4932 (i).
C. P. R. Act (1889) Amt. (B. 56, 1°*) 342 (i).
Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (personal explanation)
392 (i).

Dom. Mineral Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. (B. 121,
1°*) 1936 (i).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.
(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1045 (i).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 3631 (ii).

Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) Timber Limits, 2050, 2097 (i).

Mounted Police, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davzn) for
Sel. Com. re Management, 2690 (i).

Private Bills, suspension of Rules (M.) 1936 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) in Com., 4370 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 1319 ; (Armories, care
of, &c.) 1320 (); (Military College) cone., 4273 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3090 (ii).
Wrecking in Can. Waters B. 2 (Mr. Charlton)

on M. for 2°, 1202 (i).

Labrosse, Mr. S., Prescott.
Indemnity to Members, &c., increased (Ques.)

4907 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4851 (i).

Landerkin, Mr. G., South Grey.
Annapolis P. O., purchase of Site (Ques.) 2229 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) in Com.,

4300, 4416, 4526 (i).
Baltic, Outrage on Steamer (Ques.) 186, 1858 (i).

(remarks) 3079, 4028 (ii).
IBills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thonpson) in Com., 106 (i).
Eliss' Patent Letter Box (Ques.) 2827 (ii).
Cape Crocker Indians, Annuity paid (Ques.) 505.
Corinth P.O. (remarks) 94 (i).
Corn, rebate of Duty (prop. Res.) 195; neg. (Y.

54, N. 70) 211 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4498 (ii).

xxv

Landerkin, Mr. G.-Continued.
Disallowance of Provincial Bills since Confed.,

&c. (M. for Stmnt.) 28 (i).
English Periodicals, Cost of Mailing (Ques.) 1856,

1918 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 332 (i).
Goderich and Strathroy P.O., Tenders (Ques.)

2377 (i).
Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s B. 125 (Mr. Curran) on

M. to suspend Rules, 2184 (i).
Grosse Isle Quarantine Regulations (M. for copy)

145 (i).
Indians, Selling Liquor to (M. for Ret.*) 29 (i).
Iroquois Lockmaster, Superannuation (Ques.)

3077 (ii).
Legal Services, Sums paid to Firms in Peter-

borough (Ques.) 1199, 1484 (i).
Malt, rebate of Duty (prop. Res.) 516 (i).
Maple Hill P.O. (Ques.) 27 (i).
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

229, 372 (i).
Paul, Peter, expenses of Trial (Ques.) 505 (i).
Peterborough Public Buildings, Expenditure

(Ques.) 1366 (i).
Postinasters in Rural Districts (salaries) on M.

for Ret., 93 (i).
Private Bills, suspension of Rule (M.)60, 1936 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Patterson, Essex) Gas

Well, 2257 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1899 (i).
Registered Letters, Fees and Guarantees (Ques.)

2022 (i).
Reduction of Fees (Ques.) 1121 (i).

Reuter's Telegraph Agency (Ques.) 145 (i).
Sawdust in Ottawa River, Sanciford Fleming's

Rep. (M. for copy*) 1065 (ii).
Saw Logs, rebate of Duty (Ques.) 3662 (ii).
Seed Corn, Duty on (Ques.) 2829 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4853 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statisties) 2391.
Civil Govt. (Gov. Gen. Sec.'s Office) contingen-

cies, 223; (High Commissioner's Office) contin-
gencies, 216; (Postmaster General) 178'; (Privy
Council) contingencies, 224; (Sec. of State) contin-
gencies, 466; (Printing Bureau) contingencies,
372; (Railways and Canals) 181 (i).

Collection of Revenues: Canals (additional pay)
4153 (ii). Excise (salaries, &c.) 2319 (i). Liquor
License Act, 1883 (Costs, &c.) 4255 (ii). Post
Office, 2297 (i) ; (defalcations, Kingston) 4166 (i).

Geological Survey, 2141 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2426 ().
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 4048 (i).
Militia (Estate R. S. King, rent, &c.) 4159 (ii);

(Military Properties, &c., care of) 1336 (i).
Miscellaneous (St. Catharines Milling Co., Costs)

4058; (Le Dictionnaire Généalogique des familles
Canadiennes) 4116 (ii).

Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 4703 (ii).
Superannuation, 1306 ().
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Landerkin, Mr. G.-Continued.
Temp. Colonisation Co., on M. for Com on Ways
, and Means, 4907, 4910 (ii).
Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 375 (i).
Vollett, Robert, expenses of Trial (Ques.) 27 (i).
Voters' Lists, Receipt of (Ques.) 3724 (ii).

Revision, reprinting (remarks) 2381 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3081,

3114, 3146, 3222, 3407, 3464, 3503, 3585, 4481 (ii).
Weights and Measures, Inspection Fees (Ques.)

1121 (i).

Landry, Mr. P. A., Kent, N.B.
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2' B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 769 (i).

Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) 1621 (i).
Moncton and P.E.I. Ry. and Ferry Co.'s incorp.

(B. 64, 1°*) 342 (i).

Langelier, Mr. C., Montmorency.
Cavalry School, Que., Officers' promotion (Ques.)

3291 (ii).
Drill Hall, Montreal, repairs, &c. (Ques.) 883 (i).
French Language in N.W. T. (abolition) on

Amt. to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for
20 B. 10 (Mr. McCarthy) 949 (i).

Govt. Steamers, carriage of private Merchandise
(Ques.) 504 (i).

Imperial Federation Association and Govt. Em-
ployés (Ques.) 886 (i).

Montreal Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 884 (i).

Langelier, Mr. F., Quebec Centre.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3854, 3888, 4278 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 106, 1093 (i).
C. P. R. and North Shore Ry. Debentures (M.

for Cor.) 55 (i).
Cullers' Office, Quebec, Superannuations (M. for

O.C., &c.) 66 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.

Curran) to ref. back, 4579 (ii).
Easter Adjnmt., on prop. M., 2915 (ii).
Gareau, Joseph, Appointment and Removal (M.

for Cor., &c.*) 66 (i).
I. C. R. Passenger and Mail Service (M. for

Cor.) 146 (i).
Land Slide at Quebec (M. for 0. C.) 63 (i).
Lépine, L. P., Appointment as Supt. of Govt.

Works (M. for Cor.*) 66 (i).
Marine and Emigrant Hospital, Quebec, Expen-

diture (M. for Stmnt.) 75 (i).
- (M. for 0.C., &c.*) 66 (i).
Montreal Bridge and Terminus Co.'s incorp. (B.

97, 1°*) 1019 (i).
Provincial Govts., transfer of Property authorisa-

tion B. 112 (Sir John Thompson) on M. for 1',
1514 (i).

Quebec Harbor Commissioners B. 111 (Sir John
Thompson) on M. for 3°, 1582 (i).

Langelier, Mr. F.-Continued.
Quebec P.O., Superannuations (M. for O. C.)60 (i).
St. Sauveur Fire and " B" Battery (Ques.) 1200 (i).
SUPPLY:

Artw, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statisties) 2387 (i),
Collection o/Revenues: Post Office, 2293 (1).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2404, 2421 (i).
Indiane (Surveys) 2162 ().
Miscellaneous (Débats Parlementaires de Québeci

4115 (i).
Public Worke-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Que.)

1099. Income: Buildings (Que.) 1112 (i).
Langevin, Sir H. L., K.O.M.G., Three Rivers.

Annapolis P.0., on M. for Ret., 254 (i).
purchase of Site (Ans.) 2229 (i).
Public Building, on M. for Cor., 3689 (ii).

Ash Wednesday, Adjnmt. (M.) 794 (i).
Bell Creek Harbor, Survey and Reps. (Ans.) 2377

(i), 2669 (ii).
Bils, Royal Assent, on informality of Procedure

(remarks) 2594 (ii).
Bresaylor Half-breeds' Claims, on Order for re-

suming adjnd. deb. on Amt. (Sir Richard Cart-
woright) 1508 (i).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4505 (ii).
Cascapedia River, Great, Bridge (Ans.) 2669 (ii).
Carlton Point, North (P. E. I.) Survey (Ans.)

1484 (i).
Collingwood Harbor, Expenditure (Ans.) 1655 (i).
Dead Meat Co., on M. for Com. of Sup., 2264(i).
Debates, Official, Accommodation for Staff, 3724.
Derby Branch Ry. extension, on M. for Cor.,

516 (i).
Dionne, Jos., employment by Govt. (Ans.) 2023.
Dundas and Waterloo Macadam Road (Ans.) 68.
- on M. for Ret., 152 (i).
Easter Adjnmt. (M.) 2914 (ii).
Elbow River W ater Power Co.'s B. 76 (M. to ref.

to Com. on Rys., &c.) 1019 (i).
Escoumains, proposed Wharf (Ans.) 274 (i).
Esquimalt Dry Dock, enlargement (Ans.) 1120.
Fisheries and Modus Vivendi (remarks) 2916 (ii).
Fertilisers, Artificial, on prop. Res. (Mr. McMil-

lan, Huron) to remove Duty, 1811 (i).
Flag's Cove Breakwater, erection (Ans.) 1795 (i).
Floods in Laprairie (Ans.) 884 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 267 (i).
French Language in N. W. T. 'abolition) on

Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2' B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 600 (i).

Goderich and Strathroy P. 0., Tenders (Ans.)
2377 (i).

Tenders for Repairs (Ans.) 84 (i), 3154 (ii).
Govt. Business•(M.) to take in Thursdays, 794 (i).

on M. for Adjnmt. (remarks) 1511 (i).
Govt'l. Expenditures in Ottawa (Ans.) 1858 (i).
Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s B. 125 (Mr. Curran)on M.

to suspend Rules, 2181 (i).
Hall's Harbor (N.S.) on M. for Reps., &c., 2032.
Hereford Ry. Co.'s B. 147 (M.) td place on Order

Paper, 4499 (i).
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Langevin, Sir H. L.-Continued.
Isle au Noix Wharf, construction (Ans.) 1357 (i).
Independence of Parlt. B. 12 (Mr. Casgrain) on

M. for 2°, 2210 (i).
Indian Advancement Act B. 42 (Mr. Doyon) on

Order for 2°, 1507 fi).
I. C. R., Freight Rates on Flour (Ans.) 248 fi).

Passenger and Mail Service, on M. for
Cor., 146 fi).

Kamouraska Wharf, Building, on M. for Ret., 99.
Land Damages, Yamaska County, on M. for

Cor., 530 (i).
Legal Services, Payments (Ans.) 246 (i).
Lévis P. O., Pets. re erection (Ans.) 506 fi).
Lincoln, Member for, on resuming adjd.

deb. (remarks) 1936; (M.) for special Order,
1937 (i).

McKinack River Works (Ans.) 4172 (ii).
Maine Central Ry. Co.'s B. (M.) to place on

Order Paper, 4499 (ii).
Miminegash Breakwater, repairs (Ans.) 122 (i),

3077 (ii).
Miminegash (Little) Harbor Survey (Ans.) 2022.
Montreal Harbor Commission, abolition (Ans.)

401 (i).
Improvements (Ans.) 884 (i), 2914; (re-

marks) 3077 (ii).
Nicolet, construction of Piers (Ans.) 4588 (ii).
N.W. T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,

4468 (ii).
Ottawa (new) Deptl. Building Expenditure (Ans.)

1859 fi).
Picton Harbor, Dredging, &c., on M. for Cor.,

2193 (i).
Rep. of Engineer (Ans.) 2186 (i).

Post Offices, erection (Ans.) 1485 fi).
Prieur, Arthur, employment as Translator (Ans.)

2022, 2185 (i).
Printing Com. (M. to add name) 1651 (i).

f(9th Rep.) on M. to conc., 4929 fi).
Private Bills, Reps. from Coms., extension of

Time (Ms.) 1198 fi), 2531, 3540 (ii).
B's. 155 and 156 (M.) to place on Order

Paper, 4906 (ii).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Milis,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1908 fi).
Public Works Deptl. Rep. (presented) 212 fi).
Quebec Harbor Improvements (Ans.) 4500 (ii).

on reading of Telegram, 4564 (ii).
article in Le Canadien (remarks) 4827(ii).
papers, &c. -(Ans.) 4907 (ii).
alleged Irregularities (remarks) 4935 (ii).

Railway Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Shanly) on Amt.
(Sir John A. Macdonald) 6 m. h., 3327 (ii).

Rainy River Boom Co.'s incorp. B. 60 (Mr.
Dawson) on M. for 20, 531 (i).

Revising Officer, Champlain (Ans.) 2022 (i).
Rimouski Mail Service, on M. for Cor., 1064 (i).
Saguenay River, Winter Crossing (Ans.) 274 (i).
Seed Barley, distribution (remarks) 1510 (i).
Select Standing Com. (Rep. presented) 30 (i).

xxvii

Langevin, Sir H. L.-Continued.
Ste. Anne de la Pocatière Wharf, repairs (Ans.)

92 (i).
St. Louis River Public Works (Ans.) 245 (i).

erection of Piers (Ans.) 401 fi).
(N.B.) completion of Wharf (Ans.) 506 (i).

St. Michel Wharf, repairs (Ans.) 246 (i).
St. Peter's Bay, Survey for Wharf (Ans.) 247 fi).
Sessional Indemnity (Res.) 4935 (i).
Standing Com. on Banking and Commerce, M.

to add name, 91 fi).
. Rys. (M. to add name) 1651 fi).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Colby),
in Com., 4368 (ii).

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4889 (i).

Summerside Harbor, Breakwater (Ans.) 121,.
247 fi).

SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture,&c. (Census and Statisties) 2397 (i)..
Civil Govt. (Public Works) contingencies, 470 (i).
Collection of Revenuee : Telegraph Lines, 3872 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2449 (i).
Legislation: H. of C. (salaries) 704 (i).
Public Works-Canital: Buildings (N.S.) 4915;

(Ottawa) 4913 (ii). Harbors and Rivers (B.C.) 1105;.
(Que.) 1100 ; (Ont.) 1095; (N.B.) 1098. Income:
Buildings, 1443; (B.C.)1443; (Conservatories)146&
(i); (Drill Shed, Brantford) 4706 (ii) ; (Gas, &c.,
Ottawa) 1465; (Man.) 1439 (i), 4038 (i); (N.B.),
1111 (i), 4700 (ii) ; (N.S.) 1109, 1444, (i), 4056, 4699
(ii); (N.W.T.) 1440 (i), 4039, 4719 (ii); (Ont.) 1437
(i), 4036, 4702; (Deptl. Buildings, Ottawa) 4696;
Govt.Printing Bureau) conc. 4274 (ii); (Heating,
&c.) 465; (Removal of snow) 1464; (Telephone>
1465; (Que.) 1112 (i), 4036, 4702 (ii): (Repairs,
&c.) 1455. Dredging (Man.) 1648: (N.S.) 1643.
Harbors and Rivers (B.C.) 1630 (i), 4739, (dredg-
ing) 4729 (); (Man., repairs, &c.) 1627: (Mar.
Provs.) 1615 (), 4040; (Miscellaneous) 4167(ii);
(N.B.) 1610; (N.S.) 1568 (), 4721 (Ji); (Ont.) 1617
(i), 4727, conc., 4275 (ii); (P.E.I.) 1571 (i), 472
(ii) ; (Que.) 1616 (i), 4727; (Repairs, &c.) 4166 (ii);
(Miscellaneous) 1651; (Major's Hill Park) 1465;
(Surveys and Inspections) 1651. Roads and
Bridges,1649 (i), 4766 (ii). Telegraph Lines, 1648-
(i), 4041, 4772 (fi).

Tadousac Wharf, Sum for completion (Ans.)
274 (il.

Telegraph, North Shore St. Lawrence (Ans.>
4762 (ii).

Thames River dredging, on M. for Com. of Sup.
(remarks) 4895 (ii).

removal of Bar (Ans.) 55 (i).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B. 156-

(Mr. Hesson) on M. for 1°, 4846 (ii).
Wrecking and Towing in Can. Waters B. 2 (Mr.

Charlton) on Order for 2°, 146 fi).

LaRivière, Mr. A. A. ., Provencher.
Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr. Charl-

ton) for Sel. Com., 433 fi).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on

Sen. Amts., 4666 (ii).
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LaRivière, Mr. A. A. O.-Continued.

French Language in N. W. T. (abolition) B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 1°, 51; on Amt. to
Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 20, 983 (i).

Indian Reserves in Man. (M. for List) 514 (i).
Man. and South-Eastern Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act

Amt. (B. 90, 1°*) 794 (i).
N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) on M.

for 2°, 4454 (i).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2°, 3714 (i).
Land Claims under Man. Act (prop. M. wthdn.)

514 (i).
Subsidies(Land)to Rys., in Coi. on Res., 4682 (ii).

Laurie, Lieut.-Gen. J. W., Shelburne.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thonpson) on Sen. Amts., 4412 (ii).
Canada and Treaties of Commerce, communica-

tions between H. M.'s Govt. and Dom. Govt.
(M. for copies) 3666 (ii).

Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2672 (ii).
Fishermen's Safety B. 96 (Mr. Jones, Halifax)

on Amt. (Mr. Colby) to M. for 2°, 4445 (ii).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1048 (i).
Health Dept., establishment, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Roome) 1667 (i).
Mileage, on M. for Coin. of Sup., 4003, 4646 (i).
Mounted Police Management, on Amt. (Mr.

Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3351 (ii).
Newfoundland Harbor Fees, on M. for Con. of

Sup. (remarks) 4893 (ii).
Personal explanation re par. in Globe, 3197 (ii).
Pig Iron and Fishery Bounties, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Eisenhauer) 1814 (i).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

,M. for 2°, 3716 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4103 (ii).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,
1562 (i).

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4879 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statistics) 2394 (i).
Collection of Revenues : Post Office, 2289 (i).
Fisheries (Protection) 4782 (ii); (salaries,&c.) 2360 (i).
Geological Survey, 2141 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 242Ù (i).
Legislation (Indemnity to J. B. Thompson) 4004 (ii).
Moil Subsidies, &c. (Halifax and West Indies and

S. America) 2012; (Liverpool or London and St.
John and Halifax) 1960; (St. John and Basin of
Minas) 1963 (1).

Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 13 ; (Armories, care of,
&c.)1325 (i); (Monuments) 4652 (ii).

Public Works-Income: Dredging (N.S.) 1642 (i).
Ry.-Capital: LC.R. (Halifax, increased accom-

modation) 1927 (i).
Treaties of Commerce, Comins. between H. M.'s

Govt. and Dom. Govt. (M. for copies) 3666 (ii).

Laurie, Lieut.-Gen. J. W.-Continued.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 2845 (ii).
in Com., 3287, 3396, 3587 (ii).

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Address, on the, 13 (i).
Albert Ry. Grant, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4560.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1231 (i).
procedure, 2202 (i).
on M. to print extra copies, 2911 (ii).

American Freight in Bond (M. for O.C.'s, &c.)
99 (i).

Atlantic Mail Service and Messrs. Anderson (M.
for Cor.) 100, 1021 (i).

on M. for Cor., 1022 (i).
Ballot Boxes, on M. (Mr. Chapleau) for Sel.

Com., 2231 (i).
on Rep. of Sel. Coi., 4656 (ii).

Baitic, Steamer, Outrage (remarks) 4027 (ii).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) on Sen.

Amts., 4930 (ii).
Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, papers respecting

(Ques., 30 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c. B. 6 (Sir John

Thonpson) in Coin., 116; on M. for Com.,
343 (i).

Bremner Furs, Payment (remarks) 4933 (ii).
on M. to conc. in Rep. of Com., 4759 (ii).

See " Middleton, Maj.-Gen."
Bresaylor Half-breeds' Claims, on M. (Mr.

Lister) for Sel. Coin., 1385; on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 1400 (i).

on Order for resuming adjd. deb. on Amat.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 1508; (remarks) J517.

Precedence (M.) 1654 (i).
on presentation of Rep. of Com., 3810 (ii).

BUDGET, The, &c., Delay (prop. Res.) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1937 ; (Amt.) 1940; neg. (Y.
57, N. 95) 1950 (i).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 637, 1511 (i), 3875,
4505 (ii).

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on
Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4427 (ii).

Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s Subsidy for Bridge, on
M. for Stnmt., 3665 (ii).

Cardin, Elphège and Jean, Claima for Damages
to Lands (M. for copies*) 1065 (i).

Caughnawaga Indians, Indemnity for encroach-
ments on Reserve, on M. for Cor., 1709 (i).

Civil Service Act Amt. R 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.
for 20, 2714 (ii).

Corn, rebate of Duty (prop. Res.) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 390; neg. (Y. 69, N. 104)459 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)
i n Con., 3165; (remarks) 3368 (ii).

- drafting Amts. (remarks) 3455 (ii).
Dead Meat Co., on M. for Com. of Sup., 2266 (i).
Debates, Official, on M. to cou. in lt Rep. of

Com., 1262 (i).
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Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.

Curran) to ref. back, 4582 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Charlton) on

Amt.(SirJohn A. Macdonald)to M. for 2°,2218(i)
(remarks) re Vote of Member, 2228 (i).

Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2596, 2671, 2674, 2741,
2915 (ii).

Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on prop.
Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 2026 (i).

Fish Commissioners' Rep. (Ques.) 213 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 262 (i).
and Provincial Voters' Lists, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1493 (i).
Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on M. for 1',

3196; in Com., 3900; on M. for 3°, 3937; on
Sen. Amts., 4664 (ii).

Forrest, Lieut.-Col., on M. for Com. of Sup.
(remarks) 4568 (ii).

Freight in Bond on American Vessels (M. for
O.C.'s, &c.) 99 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) on M. for 1°, 53, 54 ; (remarks) re 2°,
160; on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M.
for 2°, 725 ; on Amt. to Amt. (Sir John Thomp-
son) 1012 (i).

Govt. Business, on M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
to take in Wednesdays, 2228, 2250 (i).

on M. to take in Thursdays, 794, 1066 (i).
Half-breeds' Claims, and Res. of Leg. Assembly,

N.W. T. (M. for Ret.) 100 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3310 (fi).

Health Dept., establishment, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Boome) 1679 (i).

Hereford Ry. B. 147 (Mr. Colby) in Com., 4503.
Hudson Bay Ry. Co.'s B. 155 (Mr. Daly) on M.

to suspend Rules, 4821 (ii).
Hull, Religious disturbances (remarks) 394, 510 (i).
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Doyon)

on Order for 2°, 1507(i); on M. for 2°, 2725 (if).
- B. 132 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for 2°, 3604;

in Com., 3625, 4034 (ii).
I.C.R., Receipts and Expenses (Ques.) 1357 (i).

Steel Rails, purchase (Ques.) 2021 (i).
Interpretation Act Amt. B. 130 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on M. for 2°, 3156 ; in Com., 3158 (ii).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on proposed Res. (Mr.

Charlton) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 4226 (ii).
Kent (N. B.) representation, Issue of Writ, 3591.
Land Damages in Yamaska County (M. for Cor.)

530 (i).
Laurie, Gen., Mileage, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4646 (i).
Lincoln, Member for, on Ques. of Priv., 451 (i).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Bowell) 723 (i).
on additional documents, 812 (i).

- on consdn. of documents presented, 1476.
on further Cor., 1654 (i).
on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Timber Limits, 2059, 2097 (i).

Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Loyalty to Her Majesty, on prop. Address (Mr.

Mulock) 132 (i).
Lonely Island Lighthouse (Ques.) 2670 (ii).
Maybee, Miss, on M. for Cor., 2188 (i).
Middleton, Maj.-Gen., Rep. re Bremner Furs

(remarks) 4927 (ii).
Ministerial Expenses from Confed., on M. for

Ret., 70 (i).
Ministers' Salaries and Expenses, on M. for Ret.,

103 (i).
Modus Vivendi. See " U.S."
Mounted Police, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) for

Sel. Com. re Management, 2687 (ii).
on Amt. (Mr. Watson) to prop.'Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3355 (ii).
North Shore Ry. Debentures, on M. for Cor., 59.
N. W. T. Act Ant. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) on M.

fqr 2°, 4450; in Con., 4469 (ii).
N. W. T., Res. of Leg. Assembly re Moneys

voted by Parlt. (M. for Ret.*) 104 (i).
Pagans in Joliette County, on M. for Ret., 513 (i).
Perley, late Mr., remarks on decease, 2740 (ii).
Privilege, QVes. of (Mr. Patterson, Essex) Gas

Well, 2258 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1868 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners B. 111 (Sir John

Thompson) on M. for 20, 1533 (i).
Quebec Harbor Improvements, Article in Le

Canadien, 4827 (ii).
Papers, &c. (Ques.) 4907 (ii).

Quebec P. O., Superannuation of Employés, on
M. for O. C.'s, &c., 62 (i).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Shanly) on M. for
Com., 3325 (ii).

Religious disturbances in Hull, 394, 510 (i).
St. Germain, Bruno, Claims for danages to Land

(M. for Ret.*) 1065 (ii).
St. Sauveur,Fire,application for Aid (Ques.)1121(i)
Saskatchewan Provisional District, Populations

by Origin (M. for Stmnt.*) 1065 (i).
Savings Banks, Quebec, B. 154 (Mr. Foster) in

Com., 4847 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4106.
Seamen's Act Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Colby) on M. for

2o, 4359 ; in Com., 4360 ; on M. for 30, 4402 (ii).
Settlers on Ry. Reserves, B.C. (M. for Pets., &c.)

137 (i).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch (Ques.) 399, 505.

(prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,1533;
neg. (Y. 61, N. 98) 1566 (i).

Speaker, Deputy, and Dhairman of Coms., on M.
to appoint, 32 (i).

Standing Com. on Banking and Commerce (re-
marks) 91 (i).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.
Colby) on M. for 20, 3187 (ii).

Subsides (Land) to Rys., on prop. Res., 4824 (if).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4849 (i).
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Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY: On M. for Com., 161 (i), 4499 (il); in

Coin.:
Arts, Agrieulture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 2383.
Civil Goot. (Interior) contingencies, 381 (i).
Collection of Revenues: Post Office, 2295 (i). Liquor

License Act, 1883 (Costs, &c.) 4259 (ii).
Fisheries, 4041 (ii).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2513 (i).
Legislation (French Translators, extra pay) 4008 (ii).
Mail Subsidies (Canada and United Kingdom) 4774.
Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1276 (i);

(R. S. King, Estate, &c.,) 4899 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Bow River Lumber Co.'s Costs)

4060; (Half-breeds, N. W. T.) 4069: (Le Vieux
Lachine) 4791 ; (St. Catharines Milling Co.'s
Costs) 4059; (Taschereau's Criminal Law) 4069 (il).

Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 4650 (il).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Conservatories)

1468 ; (N.S.) 1109 (i), 4696 ; (Que.) 4036, 4702. Har-
bors and Rivers (P.E.I.) 4723 (ii); (Que.) 1616 (i).

Railwaye-Capital: I. C. R. (Moncton, increased
accomn odation) 4015 (ii).

Timber Limits, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4558 (ii).
Tonnancourt, Geo., Claims for damages to Land

(M. for copies*) 1065 (ii).
U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi B. 134

(Sir John Thompson) on M. for 2°, 3594 (ii).
Valiquette's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1276 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3082,

.472, 3730 (ii).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B.

156 (Mr. Hesson) on M. to suspend Rules, 4823;
on M. for 1', 4846 (ii).

Yamaska River Dam, Claims for damages to Land
(M. for copy*) 1065 (i).

Lavergne, Mr. J., Drummond and Arthabaska.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on M. for

30 (Amt.) 4590; neg. on a div., 4595 (i).
èan. Temp. Act Amt. (B. 103, 1°) 1199 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 614 (i).

Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on Amt. (Mr.
Curran) to M. for 3° (Amt.) 6 m. h., neg. (Y.
63, N. 86) 1349 (i).

Stoney Mountain Penitentiary, Convicts'punish-
ment (Ques.) 1120, 2836 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 3055 (ii).

Lépine, Mr. A. T., East Montreal.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2', 1247 (i).

Labor, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 3661 (ii).
Labor Statisties provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 4841 (ii).

Montreal Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 2914 (ii).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52, (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2°, 3709 (ii).

Lister, J. F., West Larnbton.
A. D. C., appointment (Ques.) 2669 (ii).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2', 1233 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 344 (i).
Bremner Furs, Rep. of Com., on M. to conc.,

4749 (ii).
Bresaylor Half-Breeds' Claims (M. for Sel. Com.)

1358, 1398 (i).
Civil Service, appointnents of Professional Men

without passing C.S. Exam., Names, &c. (M.
for Ret.*) 3693 (ii).

Erie and Huron Ry. Co.'s (B. 57, 1°*) 342 (i).
Fishing Licenses, Unsettled Returns (M. for

Cor.*) 1065 (ii).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 294 (i).
Gas Inspection B. 187 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

2', 4268 (ii).
Hudson Bay Ry. Co.'s B. 155 (Mr. Daly) on M.

to suspend Rules, 4822 (ii).
Hurrell's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1283 (i).
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 132 (Mr.

Dewdney) on M. for 2°, 3604 (ii).
McGirr, William, Travelling Expenses (M. for

Cor.*) 1065 (ii).
Militia Act Amt. B. 145 (Mr. Mulock) on M. for

1°, 4171 (ii).
Militia and Defence Dept., Promotions and

Changes (M. for O.C.'s*) 3693 (ii).
Clothing Supplies, Tenders (Ques.) 3811.
Deptl. Sec., appointment (Ques.) 2670.

Mining Machinery, Importation (Ques.) 562 (i).
Orange incorp. B. 32 (Mr. Wallace) on Amt. (Mr.

Curran) to M. for 3', 1301 (i).
Powell, Col. Walker, resignation (Ques.) 562 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Got. (Interior) contingencies, 384; (Militia)
contingencies, 380 (i).

Geological Survey, 2149 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2523 (i).
Legislation: H. of C. (contingencies) 712. Senate

(Miscellaneous) 701 (i).
Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1283 (i).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 3640 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Deptl., Ottawa)

4698; (Ont.) 4710 (ii).
Travelling Expenses, in Coin. of Sup., 380, 384 (i).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B.,

on M. to suspend Rules, 4823 (ii).

Lovitt, Mr. J., YarmoSth.
Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. 7row) for

Adjnmt., 2308 (i).
Atlantic Mail Service (remarks) 2251 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1526 (i).
Green Cove Breakwater, repairs (Ques.1 84 (i),

3154 (ii).
Newfoundland Harbor Fees, on M. for Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 4894 (ii).
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Lovitt, Mr. J.-Continued.
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) on M. for 2°, 3190 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canal*-Income (St. Peter's) 4655 (ii).
Collection of Revenues: Excise (Preventive Ser-

vice) 2335 (i).
Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 2370 (i).
Legislation : H. of C. (contingencies) 712 (i).
Mail Subaidies (Grand Manan and Mainland) 1957;

(Liverpool or London, and St. John and Halifax)
1960 ().

Ocean and River Service (Que. River Police) 2018'(i).
Public Work--Income: Buildings (Conservatories)

1468. Harbors and Rivers (Mar. Provs.) 1615;
(N.S.) 1568 (i), 4720. Telegraphs, 4772 (ii).

Steamboat Inspection, 2020 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3589 (il).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., G.C.B.,
Kingston.

Address, on the, 22 (i).
Adjnmt. (M.) 4924 (ii).
Albert Ry. Grant, on M. for Com. of Sup.

4561 (ii).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr. Tay-

lor) on M. for 2°, 1228, 1850 ; on procedure,
2195 ; on Amt. (Mr. Casey) 2206 (i).

Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. Trow) for adjnmt.
2308 (i).

Atlantic Mail Service, on M. for Cor., 100, 1022 (i).
(remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup., 4695 (ii).

Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ans.)
2378 (i).

completion (Ans.) 2671 (ii).
Ballot Boxes, Patent, on M. (Mr. Chapleau) for

Sel. Com., 2231 (i).
Baltic, Steamer, alleged Outrage (remarks) 3080.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3991 (ii).
Beauharnois Canal, construction, on M. for Ret.,

517 (i).
enlargement (Ans.) 187 (i).

Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, papers respecting
(Ans.) 30 (i).

Protection by U. S., 513, 725 (i).
(remarks) 886 (i).
on Telegram from Washington, 1068 (i).
negotiations at Washington (Ans.) 1201 (i),

4907 (ii). See "Fisheries."
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) on M. for Com., 343 (i).
Bremner Furs, payment (Ans.) 4931 (ii).

Rep. of Com., on M. to conc., 4756 (ii).
See "Middleton, Maj.-Gen."

Bresaylor Half-breeds' Claiíns, on M. (Mr.
Lister) for Sel. Com., 1388; on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 1399 ; (remarks) 1517 (i).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 631, 2098 (i),
3874, 4504 (ii).

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (prop.
Res.) 4261, 4404; M. for Com. on Res., 4419;
in Com., 4435; 1* of B., 4440 (ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Cont'd.
Can. and Jamaica, Cor. with Imp. Govt. (Ans.)

1199 (i).
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s Subsidy for Bridge, on

M. for Stmut., 3664 (ii).
C. P. R. Bridges in Bagot County, on M. for

Pets., &c., 141 (i).
Telegraphic Rep. in Mail re stoppage of

traffic through Maine, 1791 (i).
Can. Commissioners Abroad, o71 M. for Ret.,101 (i)
Cape Traverse Wharf, expenditure (Ans.) 2378.
Caraquet Ry. Co., Financial Aid (Ans.) 3723 (ii).

Earnings (Ans.) 3811 (ii).
Census, next Enumeration (Ans.) 402 (i).
Chambly and Longueuil Canal (Ans.) 401 (i).
Chicago World's Fair, Can. Representation (Ans.)

1357 (i).
Chinese Immigration, Repeal of Act (Ans.) 68 (i).
Chisholm, late Mr., deceased (remarks) 3081 (il).
Civil Service Act Ait. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 2°, 2713 (ii).
Commercial Treaties with Foreign Countries, on

M. for Ret., 3683 (ii).
Copyright Act (remarks) 4606 (ii).
Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Laurier) M. to adjn. deb., 392 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to

Coin. of Sup. (remarks) 451 (i).
Cornwall Canal, Letter of John Page, presented

to Parlt. in Ret. (remarks) 1125 (i).
Criminal Law Act Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 3180 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m. h., 1855 (i).
Dead Meat Co., on M. for Com. of Sup., 2266 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.

Curran) to ref. back, 4579 (ii).
Disallowance of Provincial Bills, on M. for

Stmnt., 29 (i).
Man. Municipal Acts (Ans.) 4906 (ii).
Power of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Blake) 4093.

Divorce Bills, introduction (remarks) 3324 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 38, on M. for 2°

(Amt.) 6 m. h., 2212 ; agreed to (Y. 103, N. 60)
2226 (i).

(remarks) re Vote of Member, 2228 (i).
Dom. Voters' Lists, Revision (Ans.) 1357 (i).
Dunnville Dam, damages at Loomis Creek (Ans.)

2021 (i).
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2671, 2741 (ii).
Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1793 (i).
Fertilisers, Agricultural (B. 95, 1'*) 963 (i).
Fish Commissioners' Reps. (remarks) 395 (i).
Fisheries Question and negotiations at Washing-

ton (Ans.) 1021 (i), 4930 (ii).
Newspaper par. (remarks) 752 (i).

Fishermen in St. Lawrence, Licenses, on M. for
Com. of Sup. (remarks) 4570 (ii).

Franchise Act and Provincial Voters' Lists, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1492 (i).
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xxxii INDEX.
Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Cont'd.

Franchise Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Brien) on M.
for 2°, 3721 (ii).

B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt. (Mr. Brien)
to M. for 30, 3940 (ii).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) B. 10(Mr.
McCarthy) on M. for 10, 53; (remarks) re 2, 160;
on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 20,
745; on Amt. to Amt. (Sir John Thompson)
890 (i). 9

Geological Survey Dept. B. 116 (Mr. Dewdney) in
Com., 4032 (ii).

Govt. Business (M.) to take in Mondays, 3937 (ii).
(M.) to take in Thursdays, 1066 (i).,
(M.) to take in Wednesdays, 2241 (i).

Govt. Ry. Subsidies (Ans.) 4173 (ii).
Grain Elevator, Halifax (Ans.) 3291 (ii).
Grandin's Letter to Cardinal Taschereau (Ans.)

121 (i).
Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s B. 125 (Mr. Curran)on M.

to suspend Rules, 2182 (i); in Com., 3230 (ii).
Great Northern Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ans.) 2379 (i).
Half-breeds' Claims in N. W. T., on prop. Res.

(Mr. Davin) 3312 (ii).
Health Dept., establishment, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Roome) 1677 (i).
Hudson Bay Ry. Co.'s B. 155 (Mr. Daly) on M.

to suspend Rules, 4821 (ii).
Hudspeth, Mr., late M.P., deceased (remarks)

4831 (ii).
Hull, Religious disturbances (remarks) 394, 508.
Imperial Federation Association and Govt. Em-

ployés (Ans.) 886 (i).
Indemnity to Members, &c., increased (Ans.)

4907 (ii).
Independence of Parlt. B. 12 (Mr. Casgrain) on

M. for 10, 68 ; on M. for 20, 2211(i).
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42. (Mr.

Doyon) on M., fog 20, 2733 (ii).
L C. R. and C. P. R. Freight Rates (Ans.)

2024 (i).
accommodation at Bryanton (Ans.)187 (i).
amended Tariff, 3078 (ii).
Branch Lines, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4627 (ii).
Employés Wages, payment (Ans.) 1357.

- Freight charges un Coal (Ans.) 1796 (i),
4503 (ii).

on Pig Iron (Ans.) 2828 (ii).
Passenger and Mail Service, on M. for

Cor., 148 (i).
Receipts and Expenses (Ans.) 68, 1357 (i).
Steel Rails, purchase (Ans.) 2021 (i).
Tariff of Rates, change (remarks) 2379 (i).
Tenders for Supplies (Ans.) 1796 (i).

Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from His
Ex. (presented) 31 (i).

Iroquois, Lockmaster, Superannuation (Ans.)
3077 (ii).

Jamaica, Govtl. relations with (remarks) 1202(i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, Ret. (Ans.) 1071 (i).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Cont'd.
Laurie, Gen., Mileage, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4647 (i).
Legal Services, Amounts paid certain Firms (Ans.)

3292 (ii).
LeSueur, P., dual Income (Ans.) 400 (i).
Library of Parliament, Joint Com. (M.) 31(i).
Lincoln, Member for, on Ques. of Priv. (remarks)

450 (i). See " Privilege."
- on prop. Res. (Mr. Bowell) re documents,

724 (i).
on presentation of additional documents,

813, 1095 (i).
Cor. (remarks) 1402 (i).
on consdn. of documents, 1475 (i).
on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Timber Limits, 2097 (Î).
Loans, Public, negotiations (Ans.) 4589 (ii).
Loyalty to Her Majesty, on Address (Mr. Mulock)

132 (i).
Lumber, Import Duties (Ans.) 4662 (ii).

Duties, on M. for Com. of Sup., 3991 (ii).
Malt, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 516 (i).
Matane Branch Ry. Subsidy (Ans.) 562 (i).
Maybee, Miss, dismissal, on M. for Cor., 2187 (i).
Message from His Ex. (presented) 275 (i).
Middleton, Maj.-Gen., Rep. re Bremner Furs

(remarks) 4927 (ii).
Military College, Students' Marks, on M. for

Ret., 1025 (i).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on pro-

cedure, 1146 (i).
Ministerial Expenses from Confed., on M. for

Ret., 70 (i).
Ministers' Salaries and Expenses, on M. for Ret.,

102 (i).
Modus Vivendi (remarks) 532, 814 (i), 3076 (i).
Mounted Police Commissioner, Res. from Leg.

Assembly, N.W.T. (Ans.) 1485 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) for Sel. Com.

re Management, 2685 (ii).
- on Amt. (Mr. Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3352 (ii).
Newfoundland, admission to Confederation (re-

marks) 4927 (ii).
Cor. with Imp. Govt. (Ans.) 1199 (i).

North Shore Ry. Debentures, on M. for Cor.,
60 (i).

N.W.T. Act Amt. Bill 146 (Mr. Dewdney) on M.
for 2°, 4460; in Com., 4466 (ii).

Oaths of Office (B. 1, 1') 2 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., construction (Ans.)

402, 505 (i).
- Total Expenditure (Ans.) 187 (i).
Peake's Ry. Station, P.E.. (Ans.) 118 (i.)
Perley, late Mr., remarks on decease, 2739 (ii).
Pontiac Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s Employés

(Ans.) 3722 (ii).
Portage la Prairie and Duck Mt. Ry. Co.'s B. 78

(M.) to ref. back to Com. on Rys., 3322 (i).
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Macdonald, Rt. lon. Sir John A.-Cont'd.
Printing of Parliament, Joint Com. (M.) 31 (i).

(6th Rep.) on 1i. to conc., 4660 (ii).
Privilege, on personal explanation (Mr. Rykert)

re Timber Limits, 570, 576 (i).
Public Accounts Com. (remarks) 2186 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1865 (i).
Public Works, P.E.I. (remarks) 4830 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Shanly) on M. for

Com., 3325; (Amt.) 6 m. h., 3325; agreed to
(Y. 85, N. 47) 3332 (ii).

Rys. (B. 151, 1°*) 4480; 2° m. and in Com., 4816.
Rys. and Canals, deptl. Rep. (presented) 1343 (i).
Ry. Communication in Eastern N.S. (remarks)

3324 (ii).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2°, 3704 (ii).
Ry. Statistics, delay in issuing (remarks) 3663 (ii).

Rep. (presented) 4658 (ii).
Ranches, N.W.T., List of applications, on M.

for Ret., 1698 (i).
Religious disturbances in Hull (remarks)304, 508.
St. Sauveur Fire, application for Aid (Ans.) 1121.
Saskatchewan Colonisation Ry. Co.'s B. 15 (M.)

to ref. back to Com. on Rys., 3321 (ii).
Scrip, Volunteers, &c., Rep. in ref. (Ans.)1485(i).
Standing Committees (M.) 3 (i).

Com. to prepare List (M.) 29 (i).
- Rep. of Sp. Coin. (M.) to conc., 33 (i).
Shawinegan Senatorial Division (Ans.) 27 (i).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch (Ans.) 399, 505

(i), 2674 (ii).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1536 (i).
Snow Ploughs, "Rotary," Hep. re efficiency

(Ans.) 1797 (i).
on Govt. Rys., purchase (Ans.) 1656 (i).

Speaker, Deputy, and Chairman of Coms. (M.)
32 (i).

Subsidies (Land) to Rys. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.
Dewdney) on M. for 1°, 184 (i).

(prop. Res.) 4824 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. (prop. Res.) in Com.,

4762, 4848, 4896 ; 10* of B. 157, 4898; 2°*, in
Com. and 3°*, 4917 (i).

on M. for Ret., 69 (i).
SuPPLY-on M. for Com. (remarks) 4499 (ii); in

Com.:
Canal&-Capital (Cornwall) 2275(i); (St. Peter's)

4653 (ii): (Lachine) 2275; (Murray) 2277; (Sault
Ste. Marie) 2273 ; (Tay) 2288 (i), 4653 (ii); (Trent
River Nav.) 2280; (Welland) 2277 (i). Income
(Carillon and Grenville) 4913 (ii); (Chambly)2288;
(Lachine) 2288 (i), 4653; (St. Peter's)4654; Wel-
land) 4654 (i).

Civil Govt. (C. S. Exams.) salaries, 220; (Privy
Council) contingencies, 243 ; (Railways and

• Canals) 181 (i), 3779, Accountant's salary, 4570,
contingencies, 3993, 4570 ; (Queen's Printer) sal-
aries, &c., 3993 (ii).

Collection of Revenues: Canais (additional pay, &c.)
4152; (gratuities) 4150; (Maintenance, &c.) 3866.

c
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Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Cont'd.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Rys. (additional pay, &c.) 4793; Cape Breton,
3809; I. C. R. (repairs, &c.) 3803; P.E.I. 3809,
4135 (ii).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2405, 2431 (i), 4797;
conc., 4916 (ii).

Legislation: H. of C. (French Translators) 4009;
(Indemnity to Mr. J. S. Thompson) 4003 (ii).

Mail Subsidies, &c. (Canada and United Kingdom)
4775 (ii).

Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1269 (i);
(contingencies) 4013 ; (R. S. King, Estate, &c.)
4901 (ii).

Miscellaneous (classification of Old Records) 4118;
(Seed Grain collections) 4065 (ii).

Mounted Police, 2345 (i), 4053 (ii).
Publie Works-Capital: Hiarbors and Rivers (Ont.)

1086 (i). Income: Buildings (Military College,
Kingston) 4704 (ii).

Rys.-Capital: C. P. R. (construction) 4013, 4653,
conc., 4911. Cape Breton, 1932 (i), (construction)
4019 (ii). Eastern Extension (Mulgrave, in-
creased accommodation) 1936 (i). I. C. R.,
(Dartmouth Branch) 4014; (Halifax, increased
accommodation) 1951 (ii) ; (Rolling Stock) 1928 ;
(Moncton, increased accommodation) 1927 (i);
(St. Charles Branch) 4013 (ii); (St. John, City
Front) 1931 (). Grand Narrows Bridge, 4021 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow (construction, &c.)
4017 (il); (Rolling Stock) 1933 (i). Short Line
Ry., 4796. Income (Gov. Genl.'s Car) 4021; (Sur-
veys, &c.) 4021 (ii).

Tariff, The, rumored changes (remarks) 1070 (i).
Timber Limits, Applications, on M. for Ret.,

2189 (i).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 4557 (ii).

Toronto University Conflagration (remarks) 1952.
Trent Valley Canal Bridge (remarks) 3703 (ii).

Commission (Ans.) 119 (i).
Valiquette's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1269 (i).
Valleyfield Dam, Public use (Ans.) 885 (i).
Walker, Emily, Relief B. 142 (Mr. Brown) on

Ant. (Sir John .Thompson) to M. for 2°, 3697.
Welland Canal Commission, Mr. Wood's Rep.

(Ans.) 885, 1515 (i).
Wrecking in Canadian Waters B. 2 (Mr. Charl-

ton) on M. for 2°, 1202 (i).

Macdonald, Mr. P., East Huron.
Disallowance, Man. Municipal Act (Ques.) 2377.
Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr. Charl-

ton) for Sel. Com., 419 (i).
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 289 (i).
SUPPLY :

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2512 (i).
Superannuation, 1313 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2856 (ii).

in Com., 3233, 3406, 3487 (ii).

Macdowall, Mr. D. H., Saskatchewan.
Bresaylor Half-breeds' Clam, on M. (Mr. Lister)

for Sel. Com., 1370 (i).



xxxiv INDEX.
Macdowall, Mr. D. H.-Continued.

Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2672 (ii).
French Language in N. W. T., redistribution

(remarks) 882 (i).
Homesteads in N.W.T., on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin)

3306 (ii).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 1778 (i).
Mounted Police Management, on Amt. (Mr.

Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3339, 3361.
on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) for Sel. Com.,

re Management, 2689 (ii).
Prince Albert, Settlers' Claims (Ques.) 2668 (ii).
SLPPLY :

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2420 (i).
Indians (B.C.) 2168 ; (Man. and N.W.T.) 2170, 2174.
Penitentiaries (Man.) 3645 (i).
Mounted Police, 2347 (i).

Mackintosh, Mr. C. H., Ottawa City.
Prorogation (closing remarks) 4937 (ii).

McCarthy, Mr.'D., North Simcoe.
Banking Act Ant. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4513 (ii).
Disallowance of Man. Acts (Ques.) 4906 (ii).

Provincial Bills, on M. for Stmnt., 28 (i).
French Language in N.W.T., M. to read Pets.,

504 (i).
Ordinances, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 83 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) (B. 10,
1°) 38; (remarks) re 2°, 160 ; 2° m., 532; on Amt.
to Anit. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2°, 835; on
Amt. to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) 1016 (i).

N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) on M.
for 2°, 4455; in Com., 4472 (ii).

Privilege, on personal explanation (Mr. Rykert)
re Timber Limits, 574 (i).

McDonald, Mr. J. A., Victoria, N.S.
Cape Breton Ry., construction of Telegraph (M.

for Ret.*) 3319 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Mail Subsidies (Halifax and Newfoundland) 1970 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3261 (ii).

McDongald, Mr. J., Pictou.
Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Foster)

4338 (ii).

McDougall, Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
St. Peter's Canal, unpaid Labor (remarks)

3665 (ii).
SUPPLY :
Railwase-Capital: Eastern Extension, 1936 (i);

Oxford and New Glasgow (Rolling Stock) 1934 ().

McIntyre, Mr. P. A., King's, P.E.I.
Mackerel Fishing, Purse Seines and Gill Nets

(M. for Pets., &c.) 248 (i).
St. Peter's Bay, Survey for Wharf (Ques.) 246 (i).
SUPPLY:

Fiheriea (salaries, &c.) 2358, 2369 (i).
Public Work-Income : Harborn and Rivers

(P.E.L) 1575 (i).

McKay, Mr. A., Hamilton.
Glover, Christiana Filman, Relief (B. 120, 1') on

a div., 3324 (il).
Labor Statistics provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 4844 (ii).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Ant.

(Mr. Mulock) to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1138 (i).

McKeen, Mr. D., Cape Breton.
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2672 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2818 (ii).
in Com., 3275 (ii).

McMillan, Mr. J., South Huron.
Barley, Two-rowed, distribution and purchase

(Ques.) 4172 (ii).
Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 201 (i).
removal of Duty, on prop. Res.. (Mr.

Fisher) 1606 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4495 (ii).
Fertilisers, Artificial (prop. Res.) 1811, 2024 (i).
Franchise Act Anit. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3915 ; on Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3',
3947 (ii).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to
repeal, 337 (i).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty (prop. Res.)
1029, 1041; neg. (Y. 59, N. 84) 1062 (i).

N.W.T. Surveys, Cost per Acre (Ques.) 402 (i).
Railway Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Shanly) on Amt.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 6 m. h., 3330 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Dairying development) 2401;
(Experimental Farms) 715, 2383 (i), 3780, 4795 (ii).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2409 ().
Civil Govt. (Sec. of State) contingencies, 461 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2878 (ii).

in Com., 3112, 3281, 3395, 3470, 3526, 3566,
3751 (ii).

McMillan, Mr. H., Vaudreuil.
Vaudreuil and Prescott Ry. Co.'s (B. 59, 1°*) 342.

MeMullen, Mr. J., North Wellington.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr. Tay-

lor) M. to adjn. deb., 1853 (i).
on M. to print extra copies, 2912 (ii).

Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. Trow) for adjnmt.,
2308 (i).

Ballot Boxes, Patent, on Rep. of Sel. Com.,
4657 (ii).

Banking Act Amat. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,
3861, 3959, 4380 (ii).

Bank of Upper Canada (M. for Ret.) 100 (i).
Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, negotiations at

Washington (remarks) 1201 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1089 (i); on Sen. Amts.,
4411 (ii).
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INDEX.

MoMullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
Cab Hire, in Coin. of Sup., 353 (i).
Canadian Commissioners Abroad (M. for Ret.)

100 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) 2° m.,

2710 (ii).
Contractors' Cheques and Govt. Banks (Ques.) 27.
Corn, removal of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Fisher) 1598 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson) in

Coin., 3178 (iii.
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4485 ; on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M.
for 3-, 4542 (ii).

Dead Letter Office and Registered Letters (M.
for Ret.) 83 (i).

Depti. Building (new) Ottawa, ,Expenditure
(Ques.) 1859 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Charlton)
on Ait. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to M. for 20,
2219; (correction) 2225 (i).

Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)
to repeal, 303 (i).

Govt'1. Expenditures in Ottawa (Ques.) 1857 (i).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1044 (i).
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Doyon)

on M. for 20, 2738 (ii).
Laurie, Gen., Mileage (remarks) 3198 (ii).

in Coin., of Sup., 4003 (ii).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 4644 (i).

Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) Timber Liinits, 1785 (i).

Manufacturing Machinery, arrears of Duty (Ques.)
2670 (ii).

Members, imperfect hearing (remarks) 3878 (ii).
Ministers, &c., Expenses since Confederation (M.

for Ret.) 70 (i).
Salaries and Expenses (M. for Ret.) 101 (i).

N. W. Council, Memorials, &c., re French Lan-
guage (Ques.) 401 (i).

Order (Ques. of) 4557 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., Total Expenditure

(Ques.) 187 (i).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (M. for Ret.*)

29 (i).
Post Offices, erection (Ques.) 1484 (i).
Printing Com.'s Rep. (6th) on M. to conc., 4661 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 1916 (i).
Registered Letters and Dead Letter Office (M. for

Ret.) 83 (i).
Religious disturbances in Hull, on M. to adjn.

Hse., 506 (i).
Returns incomplete (enquiry) 394 (i).
St. Rosaire Post Office (Ques.) 400 (i).
Saskatchewan Colonisation Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.

15, 1°) 84 (i).
Savings Banks Deposits in Dom. (M. for Ret.*)

29 (i).
Seed Barley, Date of Arrival (Ques.) 1795 (i).

Ci

McMullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Coin., 2709 (ii).
Snow Ploughs on Govt. Rys., purchase (Ques.)

1656 (i).
" Rotary," Rep. re efficiency (Ques.) 1797.

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4850 (i).

since Confed. (M. for Ret.) 69 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Dairying development)
2402; (Experimental Farms) 715; (Patent Re-
cord) 497 (i); (Seed distribution) 4000 (ii); (Socie-
ties, N.W.T.) 2384 (i).

Canal8-Capital (Cornwall) 2276; (Trent River
Nav.) 2283; (Welland) 2277. Income (Chambly)
2288 (i).

Charges of Management, 162 (i).
Civil Govt. (Agriculture) 179, contingencies,

473; (Deptl. Buildings) cleaning, 474 (i) : (Queen's
Printer) salaries, &c., 3992 ; (Finance) contingen-
cies, 4572 (ii) ; (Fisheries) contingencies, 474;
(Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) contingencies, 222;
(High Commissioner's Office) contingencies, 213;
(Indian Affairs) 176, contingencies, 387 ; (Interior)
172, contingencies, 381 ; (Justice, Penitentiaries
Branch) contingencies, 355 ; (Marine) 179 ; (Print-
ing and Stationery) 170, contingencies, 244, 353
(i); (Post Office) Finn, M., re-appointinent, 4574
(ii); (Public Works) contingencies, 472 (i); (Rys.
and Canals) 3780 (ii); (Sec. of State) contingen-
oies, 461 ().

Collectioni of Revenues: Excise (Distillery Officers,
extra pay) 2337; (Fréchette, payment for trans-
lation) 2339; (Preventive Service) 2336; (salaries)
2315 (i), 4792 (ii). Liquor License Act, 1883 (Costs,

&c.) 4255 (fi). Post Office, 2288. Weights and
Measures (McDonell's salary) 2343 (i).

Immigration, 4850 (ii); (Agents' salaries) 2403 (i).
Indians (B.C.) 4044 (ii).
Legislation : H. of C. (contingencies) 712; (Indem-

nity to J. S. Thompson) 4003 (ii). Library (con-
tingencies, salaries) 713. Senate (Miscellaneous)
700 (i.

Mail Subsidies (Can. and United Kingdom) 4779 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Seed Grain collections) 4062; (St.

Catharines Milling Co., Costs) 4058; (Taschereau's
Criminal Law) 4069 (ii).

Mounted Police, 4055 (fi).
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 496 (i); (Man.) 3999 ; St.

Vincent de Paul) 4650 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.B.)1111; (N.S.)

1106 (i); (Ont.) 4036, 4702 (ii); (Que.) 1114, (i), 4036;
(N.S.) 4036 (ii). Roads and Bridges, 4766 (ii).

Ry.-Capital: I.C.R. (Rolling Stock) 1928; (St.
John, extension) 1931. Oxford and New Glasgow
(Rolling Stock) 1933(i). Short Line Ry., 4796 (ii).

Superannuation (LeSueur, P.) 1304; (Wallace,
R. W., allowance) 1290 (i).

Territorial Accounte, 4254 (ii).
Upper Canada Bank (M. for Ret.) 100 (i).
Voters' Lists Revision, reprinting (remarks) 2380.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 2745 (ii).
in Com., 3119, 3219, 3244, 3387, 3485,3526,

3735 ; (Amt.) 3776; neg. (Y. 44, N. 85) 3776,
4481 (i).

xxxv
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McNeill, Mr. A., North Bruce.

Baltic, Steamer, Outrage (remarks) 4027 (ii).
-- Rep. re (Ques.) 4663 (ii).
Bremner Furs, Rep. of Coin. (presented) 4732,

4754 (ii).
Bresaylor Half-breeds' Claims, Rep. of Sel. Com.

(presented) 3810 (ii).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 3875 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for 3°, 3454;
(Amt.) 3460 (ii).

Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)
in Coin., 1843 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.,
to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 688 (i).

Printing Com.'s Rep. (9th) on M. to conc., 4929.
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Coin. of Sup., 4107.
SUPPLY :

Fisheries (Fish-breeding) 2374 (i).
Mail Subsidies (Can. and United Kingdom) 4778 (ii).
Quarantine (Public Health) 5002 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3484 (ii).

Madill, Mr. F., North Ontario.
Mississauga Indians, settlement of Claims (Ques.)

1656 (i).

Mara, Mr. J. A., Yale.
Columbia and Kootenay Ry. and Nav. Co.'s (B.

128, 1°*) 2594 (ii).
IRep. of Standing Com., on presentation,

2310 (i).
Easter Adjnmt., on prop. M., 2915 (ii).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Platt) 1126; (Aint. to Amt.) 1138;
agreed to (Y. 109, N. 77) 1144 (i).

South Kootenay Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 67, 1°*) 449.
SUPPLY:

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2472 (i).
Geological Survey, 2132 (i).
Indians (B.C.) 2166 (i).

West Kootenay Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 68, 1°*) 449.

Marshall, Mr. J. H., East Middlesex.
Grain Tester, prop. change (Ques.) 4399 (ii).
Meat Imports (prop. Res. wthdn.) 123 (i).
Pork, &c., increase of Customs Duty (Ques.)55 (i).

M.asson, Mr. J., North Grey.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3888 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1405, 1529 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2 0 B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 936 (i).

Rys. B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
4820 (i).

SUPPLY :
Fisheries (Protection) 4780 (i).
Legiùlation : Library (salaries) 714 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tarif, in Com., 3426;
on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 3022 (ii).

Mills, Mr. J. B., Annapolis.
Annapolis Public Building, on M. for Cor., 3690.
Privilege (Ques. of) Sale of Land to Govt., 1515.
Queen's Wharf, Govtl. Control (Ques.) 2828 (ii).

Mills, Hon. D., Bothwell.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1072 (i).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. No. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 1°, 32; on M. for 2°, 1239;
on M. to adjn. Hse., 1259; on M. to ref. to
Sel. Coin., 2205 (i).

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on prop.
Res., 2249 (i); in Coin., 3881, 3980, 4277, 4375.

Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, protection by U.S.,
(remarks) 513 (i).

Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John
Thompson) in Con., 105, 347, 1405, 1528 (i);
on Sen. Amts., 4404 (ii).

Bremner Furs, payment (remarks) 4931 (ii). See
"Middleton, Maj.-Gen."

Bresaylor Hialf-breeds' Claims, on M. (Mr.
Lister) for Sel. Com., 1388 (i).

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on
Res. (Sir John -. Macdonald) 4425; in Com.,
4433 (ii).

Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.
for 2°, 2715 (ii).

Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 456 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson) in
Com., 3380; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for
30, 3452 (ii).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 7 (Mr. Joncas) in
Com., 1221 (i).

Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2672 (ii).
Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr. Charl-

ton) for Sel. Com., 412 (i).
Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) on

M. for 20, 3193 (ii).
Fish Commissioners' Reps. (remarks) 395 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3907; M. for 3, 3948; (Amt.) 3949;
neg. (Y. 49, N. 83) 3954 ; on Sen. Amts., 4666.

on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to
repeal, 1176 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2> B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 618 (i).

Geological Survey Dept. B. 116 (Mr. Dewdney) in
Com., 4031 (ii).

Half-breeda' Claims, N.W.T., on prop. Res. (Mr.
Davin) 3313 (ii).

Independence of Parlt. B. 12 (Mr. Casgrain) on
M. for 20, 2211 (i).

Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr.
Doyon) on M. for 20, 2730 (i).

- B. 132 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for 2, 3619;
in Com., 3625 (ii).

Interest Act Amt. B. 140 (Sir John Thompson)
in Com., 4414 (ii).
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Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.
Jesuits' Estates Act, Papers (remarks) 189 (i).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 4236 (i).

Labor Statistics provision B. 148 (Mr. Chapleau)
on M. for 20, 4835 ; in Coin., 4838 (ii).

Laurie, Gen., Mileage, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
4648 (ii).

Lincoln, Member for, on presentation of ad-
ditional documents, 813 (i). See "Privilege."

on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) Tim-
ber Limits, 1749 ; (personal explanation) 1777.

Middleton, Maj.-Gen., Rep. re Bremner Furs
(remarks) 4927 (ii).

Mining Machinery, on procedure, 1145 (i).
Ministerial Expenses from Confed., on M. for

Ret., 74 (i).
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Coin. of Sup.,

228, 360 (i).
N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) on M.

for 2Q, 4462; in Coin., 4466 (i).
Privilege, on personal explanation (Mr. Rykert) re

Timber Limits, 571 (i).
Public Expenditure (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Coin.

of Sup., 1860 (i).
Queen's Counsel, Appointments, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Amyot) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 2119 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amf. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) on M. for 2°, 3187 ; in Com., 4362 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys., in Coin. on Res., 4686.

(Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Coin. on Res., 4848 (ii).

Sultana Island, sale, on M. for Ret., 140 (i).
SUPPLY:

Art&, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 3792.
Civil Govt. (Customs) additional clerk, 4574 (ii) ;

(High Commissioner's Office) contingencies, 215;
(Indian Affairs) 174; (Interior) 171; (Postmaster
General) 177; (Printing and Stationery) contin-
gencies, 360; (Privy Council) contingencies, 228
(i), conc., 4272 (ii); (Sec. of State) contingencies,
468 (i).

Geological Survey, 2143 ()).
Immigration, 4798 (ii).
Indians (B.C.) 2165; (Ont. and Que.) 2151; (Man.

and N.W.T.) 2175 (i), 4045 (ii); (P.E.I.) 2164 (i).
Justice, Administration of, 478 (i); (Judge's salary,

P.E.I.) 3998 (ii); (Librarian, Supreme Court) 480.
Legislation: H. of C. (Dep. Speaker's salary) cone.,

4273; (Indemnity, J. 8. Thompson) 4003 (ii);
(salaries) 708 (i).

Mail Sibsidies, &c. (Halifax, W. Indies and S.
America) 2014 (i).

Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1270 C).
Miscellaneous (Taschereau's CriminalLaw) 4071 (ii).
Public Works -Income: Buildings (N.S.) 1110;

(N.W.T.) 1440 (i).
Railwtays-Capital: C.P.R. (construction) 4013 (ii).

Temp. Colonisation Co., on M. for Com. of Ways
and Means, 4909 (i).

Vivian, H. H., & Co.'s B. 124 (Mr. Dawson) in
Com., 3231 (ii). •

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3097, 3131,
3255, 3475, 3529, 3732 (i).

xxxvii

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland, N.B.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr. Tay-

lor) on M. for 2°, 1229, 1238, 1850 ; procedure,
2195; on M. to ref. to Sel. Coin., 2205 (i) ; on
M. to print extra copies, 2913 (ii).

Annapolis, Sale of Land to Govt. (remarks)
1515 (i).

Atlantic Mail Service, Contracts (remarks) 3521
on M. for Coin. of Sup., 4695 (ii).

Ballot Boxes, Patent, on M. (Mr. Chapleau) for
Sel. Com., 2230 (i).

on Rep. of Sel. Com., 4656 (ii).
Banking Act Aint. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on M. for

2°, 3834 ; in Com., 3957, 4309, 4378, 4509 (ii).
Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, Telegram from

Washington (remarks) 1068, 1509 (i).
negotiations at Washington (remarks) 1201

(i), 4906 (ii). Sec " Fisheries."
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) on M. for 2°, 105 (i) ; on Sen. Amts.
4265 (ii).

Breinner Furs, Rep. of Coin., on M. to conc.,
4757 (ii).

payment (remarks) 4932 (ii).
Bresaylor Half-Breeds' Claims, on order for

rsmng. adjd. deb. on Amt. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 1509; (remarks) 1518 (i).

Budget, &c., Delay, on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurie-)
in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1940 (i).

Business of the Hse., on prop. Res. to take in
Wednesdays, 2229 (i).

(remarks) 3874, 4504 (ii).
Columbia and Kootenay Ry. Co.'s B., Rep. of

Standing Coin., on presentation, 2310 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 3163; in Coin., 3165, 3371; on

Amt. (Mr. Bergin) to M. for 3°, 3443; (Aimt.)

3447; neg. (Y. 74, N. 88) 3458 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4485 (ii).
Dead Meat Co., on M. for Coin. of Sup., 2267 (i).
Debates, Official, accommodation for Staff, 3724;

3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr. Curran) to ref.

back, 4588 (ii).
Derby Branch Ry., extension (M. for Papers,

&c.) 514 (i).
Divorce Bills, introduction (remarks) 3324 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 7 (Mr. Joncas) in

Coin., 1221 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3317 (ii).
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2744, 2915 (ii).
Engineers (Steamboat) Licenses (remarks) 4924.
Experimental Farin Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1792 (i).
Extradition Treaty with U.S. (remarks) 3810 (ii).
Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) on

M. for 2°, 3193; in Com., 3195 (ii).
Artificial, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.

(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 2026 (i).

Fisheries and Modus Vivendi (remarks) 2916 (ii).
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Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Fisheries, negotiations at Washington (remarks)

4930 (ii).
Newspaper par. (remarks) 752 (i).

Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in
Com., 3902; on Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°,
3939, 3942; on Amt. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell)
3952 (ii).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to re-
peal, 325 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.
(Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 887 (i).

Gas Inspection B. 137 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for
2°, 4268 ; in Com., 4271 (ii).

Govt. Business, to take in Thursdays, 794, 1067 (i).
on M. for adjnmt. (remarks) 1511 (i).

Govt. Ry. Subsidies (Ques.) 4172 (ii).
Grand Trunk Ry. B. 125 (Mr. Curran) on M. to

suspend Rules, 2183(i) ; in Com., 3229, 3622 (ii).
Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 132 (Mr.

Dewdney) in Com., 4034 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)

on M. for 1", 3151 ; in Com., 3627 (ii).
Interpretation Act Amt. B. 130 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on M. for 1", 2826 (ii).
I. C. R., accommodation at Bryanton (Ques.) 187.

Branch Lines, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
4640 (ii).

Kent (N.B.) representation (remarks) 3440 (ii).
Lincoln, Member for, on M. to reprint documents,

&c., reinvestigation, 2185(i). See "Privilege."
-on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Timber Limits, 2056 (1).
Loyalty to Her Majesty, on prop. A'ddress (Mr.

Mulock) 133 (i).
Maybee, Miss, on M. for Cor., 2188 (i).
Micmac Indians, Pet. re spearing Salmon (re-

marks) 4926 (ii).
Militia Act Amt. B. 145 (Mr. Mulock) on M. for

1°, 4170 (ii).
Militia Camp Ground at Moncton, 4926 (ii).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on pro-

cedure, 1146 (i).
Modus Vivendi with UJ.S. (remarks) 532, 814 (i),

2916, 3076 (ii). See "U.S. Fishing Vessels,"
"Fisheries.

Official Documents prevention of Disclosure B.
122 (Sir Adolphe Caron) on M. for 2", 3203; in
Com., 3599 (ii).

Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Foster)
2828 (i).

Privilege, on personal explanation (Mr. Rykert) re
Timber Limit, 575 (i).

Ques. of (Mr. Cockburn) Loyalty to Her
Majesty (remarks) 185 (i).

Provincial Govts. transfer of Property author-
isation B. 112 (Sir John Thompson) on M. for
1°, 1513 (i).

Purse Seines and Gill Nets, on M. for Ret., 252.
Ry. Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Shanly) on Amt. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 6 m. h., 3329 (i).

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Religious disturbances in Hull (M. to adjn. Hse.)

509 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4104.
Sick Mariners' Fund, on M. for Cor., 527 (i).
Smelt Fishing in the Miramichi (Ques.) 2229 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) on M. for 2°, 3189; in Com., 4368 (i).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. Act Amt. B. 43 (Mr.

Dewdney) on M. for 1°, 184 (i).
to Rys., in Com. on Res. (Mr. Dewidney)

4690 (ii).
- (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4882 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Income, 2288 (i).
Collection of Revenues : Customs (N.S.)1422. Excise

(salaries, &c.) 2314 (i). Rys. (P.E.I.) 4123 (ii).
hnmigration (Agents' salaries) 2512 (i).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 4049 (ii).
Justice, Administration of, 478. (Supreme Court

Reps.) 481 (i). Judge's salary, P.E.I., 3998 (i).
Militia (Estate R. S. King) 4158 ; (Military

College) cone., 4273; (Monuments) 4651 (ii).
Miscellaneous (St. Catharines Milling Co., Costs)

4058 (ii).
Mounted Police, 4057 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 3999 (ii).
Public Worls-Income: Buildings, 1443 (); (N.B.)

4700 (ii); (N.W.T.) 1440; (Que.) 1116. Harbors
and Rivers (P.E.I.) 1581 (i). Roads and Bridges,
4768 (hi).

Quarantine, 4001 (ii).
Railway-Capital: I.C.R., conc., 4912 (ii).

Territories Real Property Act Amt. B. 131 (Sir
John Thompson) on M. for 2°, 3200 (ii).

Trade Relations with U. S. (remarks) 2312 (i).
U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi B. 134

(Sir John Thompson) on M. for 1°, 3153; on
M. for 2°, 3594 ; in Com., 3598, 3877 (ii).

Walker, Emily, Relief B. 142 (Mr. Brown) on
Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2°, 3696.

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2917 (ii).

in Com., 3082, 3236, 3390, 3464, 3529, 3560,
3727, 4480 (ii).

Moncrieff, Mr. G., Lambton.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4390 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thoipson) in Com., 349, 1418, 1526 (i).
Glover, C. F., Relief (B. 120) 2° agreed to (Y. 64,

N. 21) 3694 (ii).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Com., 2701 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Public Worke-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 4712 (i).

Montagne, Mr. W. n., Haldimand.
Dunnville Dan, Damages at Loomis Creek

(Ques.)2021 (i).
Franchise Act Amat. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Con., 3918 (ii).
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Montague, Mr. W. H.-Continued.

Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr.
Doyon) on M. for 2°, 2728 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Indiasm (Annuities under Robinson Treaty) 2154;
(B.C.) 2169 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Coin., .3488 (ii).

Mulock, Mr. W., North York.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1071 (i).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) procedure, 2202 (i).
Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. Trow) for adjnmt.,

2309 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Coin.,

3855, 3978, 4082, 4377, 4417, 4507 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 116, 352, 1078, 1414. 1528.
Caraquet Ry. Co.'s Earnings (Ques.) 3811 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 3177 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) to M. for 2°, 1219 (i).
Customs Act Amnt. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Coin.,

4497 (ii).
Dead Meat Co., on M. for Coin. of Sup., 2268 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Charlton)

on Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2°,
2223 (i).

Easter Adjnmt., on prop. M., 2915 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3913; on Aint. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°,
3945; on Amt. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 3954; on
Sen. Aints., 4666 (ii).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.
to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 576 (i).

Forrest, Lieut.-Col., on M. for Coin. of Sup.
(remarks) 4567 (ii).

Geological Survey, Instructions to Officers (M.
for copies *) 1713 (ii).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.
Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1039 (i).

Hurrell and Valiquette Pensions (remarks) 2258.
Hurrell's Militia Pension (Ques.) 2378 (i).

in Coin. of Sup., 1274 (i).
I. C. R., Branch Lines, on M. for Coin. of Sup.

(remarks) 4595 (ii).
Jesuits' Lstates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charl-

ton) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 4249 (ii).
Loyalty to Her Majesty, prop. Address, 96, 123;

agreed to (Y. 161, N. 0) 136 (i).
Militia Act Amt. (B. 145, 1o) 4168 (ii).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation (Amt.) to

prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1133 (i).
on procedure, 1147 (i).

Mounted Police, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) for
Sel. Con. re Management, 2692 (i).

-on Amt. (Mr. Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr.
Davin) 3361 (i).

Mulock, Mr. W.-Continued.
N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) in Coin.,

4479 (ii).
Order (Ques. of) unparliamentary Language

2464 (i).
Priv. and Elec., Rep. of Coin. re ex-Member for

Lincoln, on M. to conc., 4730 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Shanly) on Amt. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 6 m. h., 3325 (ii).
Rys. B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Coin., 4816.
Seed Barley, distribution (remarks) 1510 (i).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 1563.
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Coin., 2709 (ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) in Coin., 4370 (ii).
SUPPLY, on M. for Coin. (remarks) 4499 (ii) ; in

Coin.:
Arts, Agriculture &ec. (Dairying development)

2401 ().
Civil Govt. (High Commissioner) contingencies,

216 (ii).
Collection of Revenues: Canals (gratuities) 4151

(maintenance, &c.) 3867 (ii).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2404 (i), 4808 (ii).
Justice (Judge, Vice-Admiralty Court, P.E.I.) 4578,
Legislation: H. of C. (French Translators, 4008;

(Miscellaneous) express service, 4011 (ii).
Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1274 (i);

(contingencies) 4012; (Estate R. S. King, 4162 (ii).
Mie6llaneous (Legislation, N.W.T.) 2306 () ; (Seed

Grain collections) 4060 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.S.) 1450 (i)

(Ont.) 4036 (ii); (Repairs, &c.) 1461 (i). Harbors
and Rivers (Miscellaneous) 4167 (ii).

Railwavy--Capital: Oxford and New Glasgow
(construction, &c.) 4017. Income (Gov. Gen.'s
Car) 4022; (Surveys, &c.) 4021 (ii).

Territorial Accounts, 4254 (ii).
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 129

(Sir John Thompson) in Coin., 3160 (ii).
Territories Real Property Act Amt. B. 131 (Sir

John Thompson) on M. for 20, 3203 (ii).
Toronto University, Conflagration (remarks) 1952,
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Coin., 3082,

3125, 3235, 3245, 3435, 3542, 3737 (ii).

Neveu, Mr. H., Joliette.
Prieur, Arthur, amount paid as Translator of

H. of C. (Ques. and M. for Ret.) 2185 (ii).
employment by Govt. (Ques.) 2922 (i).

O'Brien, Mr. W. E., Muskoka.
Bresaylor Half-breeds' Claims, on M. (Mr.

Lister) for Sel. Coin., 1397 (i).
Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Laurier) in Aint. to Coin. of Sup., 455 (i).
Disallowance of Man. Acts (Ques.) 4906 (ii).
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2673 (ii).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

(Mr. Davin) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr. McCàrthy)
545 (i).
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O'Brien, Mr. W. E.-Continued.
Grand Trunk Ry. B. 125 (Mr. Curran) on M. to

suspend Rules, 2178 (i).
Hurrell's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1273 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, Reps. and Opinions of

Law Officers of Crown (M. for copies) 95 (i).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 2072 (i).
N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,

4467 (ii).
Rys. B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

4821 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys., in Com. on Res., 4672.
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 3797.
Collection of Revenues: Post Office, 2300 (i), conc.,

4272 (ii).
Fisheries (protection) 4779 (ii).
Indians (Annuities under Robinson Treaty) 2155

(i); (B.C.) 4044 (i); (Surveys) 2157 (i); (Man. and
N.W.T.) 4046 (ii).

Militia (Armories, care of, &c.) 1322; (Compensa-
tion in lieu of Land) 1273 (i).

Miscellaneous (Customs, repairs, &c.) 4118; (L'Abbé
Tanguay's Dictionary) 3659 (ii).

Public Works-Inconme: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.)
1618 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2853 (ii).

in Com., 3266, 3483 (ii).

Paterson, Mr. W., Brant.

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) in Com.,
4283 (i).

Bils of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John
Thompson) in Com., 107, 1087, 1416, 1525 (i);
on Sen. Amts., 4405 (i).

Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s
(B. 58, 1°*) 342 (i).

Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier)
in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 458 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)
in Com., 3168 (ii).

Customs Duties, per capita (Ques.) 188 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3906 ; on M. for 3°, 3938 ; on Amt. (Mr.
Brien) 3943 (ii).

and Provincial Voters' Lists, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1494 (i).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to re-
peal) 270 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.
(Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 1012 (i).

Geological Survey B. 116 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,
4032 (ii).

Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Doyon)
- on M. for 2°, 2734 (i).

B. 153 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com., 4905 ; on
M. for 2°, 3617; in Com., 3625, 4034 (ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 3628 (ii).

Paterson, Mr. W.-Continued.
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Limits, 2079 (i).
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

230 (i).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Mulock) unparliamentary

Language, 2465 (i).
Patent Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Carling) in Com.,

1076 (i).
Reapers and Mowers, Self-binders, exported (M.

for Ret.*) 1065 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 720 (i).
Civil Govt. (Post Office) contingencies, 472; (Privy

Council) contingencies, 230; (Sec. of State) con-
tingencies, 462 (i).

Charges of Management, 166 (i).
Collection of Revenues: Adulteration of Food, 2344.

Excise (Methylated Spirits) 2341; (Preventive
Service) 2335; (salaries, &c.) 2320 (i). Liquor
License Act, 1883 (Costs, &c.) 4121; 4257 (i).
Weights and Measures (rent, &c.) 2344 (i).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2424,2504(i), 4801 (ii).
Indians (Annuities under Robinson Treaty) 2156

(i); (B.C.) 4789; (Man. and N.W.T.) 4788; (Ont.)
Oneida, 4784 (ii); (Ont, and Que.) 2151 ; (Survey of
Reserves) 2157 (i).

Legislation : Library (salaries) 714 (i).
Mounted Police, 2345 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Brantford Drill

Shed) 4706 (ii) ; (Conservatories) 1473; (Ont.) 1437.
Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 404 (i). Roads and
Bridges, 4772 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Ait. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2596 (i).

in Com., 3085, 3139, 3218, 3469, 3494 (ii).

Patterson, Mr. J. 0., Essex.
Can. Southern Ry. Co.'s (B. 26, 1°*) 104 (i).
Engineers' (Steamboat) Licenses (B. 139, 1°) 3512.
Loyalty to Her Majesty, on prop. Address (Mr.

Mulock) 135 (i).
McLaggan, Customs Officer (Ques.) 4500 (i).
Patent Act Amt. (B. 144, 1°) 3811 (ii).
Privilege (Ques. of) Gas Well in Essex Co., 2252.

Perry, Mr. S. F., Prince, P.E.I.
Alberton Lighthouse, Expenditure for Breast-

working (Ques.) 1657 (i).
Bedique, Wharfage Dues collected (Ques.) 561 (i).
Cape Traverse Wharf, Expenditure (Ques.) 2378.
Cascumpec Harbor, Expenditure for repairs

(Ques.) 1655 (i).
Improvements (M. for Ret.) 1711 (ii).

Dredging by Str. Prince Edward (M. for Stmnt).
159 (i).

Duvar, Lieut.-Col, Superannuation (Ques.) 1485.
Fisheries Inspector for P.E.I. (Ques.) 55 (i).
Lobster Factories in P.E.I. (remarks) re Ret. 650.
Miminigash Breakwater, repairs (Ques.) 122 (i),

3077 (ii).
Miminigash (Little) Harbor Survey (Ques.) 2022.
Palmer Road Chapel P.O. (Ques.) 92 (i).

(M. for Pets., &c.) 517 (i).
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Perry, Mr. S. F.-Continued.
P. E.I. Govt. and Dom. Capital Accs. (Ques.) 27 (i).
Prince Edward, Str., Dredging (M. for Stmnt.)

159 (i).
Publie Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1879 (i).
Summerside Harbor Breakwater (Ques.) 121, 247.
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Customs (N.S.) 1429. Post
Office, 2303 (i).

Public Works-Income : Dredging (N.S.) 1643; Har-
bors and Rivers (P.E.I.) 1569 ().

Superannuation, 1308 (i).
Tignish Breakwater Repairs, Expenditure (M. for

Stmnt.) 96 (i).
Tignish, Wharfage Dues collected (Ques.) 561 (i).
Wharves, Piers and Breakwaters, P.E.I., Ex-

penditure (M. for Stmnt.*) 1149 (ii).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward.
" A " Battery, Officers' quarters (Ques.) 1358 (i).
Dom. Voters' Lists, Revision (Ques.) 1357 (i).

Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)
to repeal, 309 (i).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.
(Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1042 (i).

Health Dept., establishment, on prop. Res.
(Mr. Roome) 1670 (i).

Military College, Board of Visitors (Ques.) 245 (i).
Students' Marks (M. for Ret.) 1025, 1064.
prop. Changes (Ques.) 3662 (ii).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation (prop. Res.)
1125 (i).

on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mara) 1142 (i).
Picton Harbor, Dredging, &c. (M. for Cor., Pets.,

&c.) 2192 (ii).
Rep. of Engineer (Ques.) 2186 (i).

Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,
Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1897 (i).

Quinté, Steamer, Rep., Evidence, &c., re loss
(M. for copies) 149 (i).

SUPPLY:
.Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Health Statisties) 502 (i).
Collection of Revenues: Post Office, 2301 ().
Public Work&-Income: Harbors and Rivers, 1631.
Quarantine (Public Health) 4002 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 3030 (ii).

in Con., 3083, 3240, 3439, 3585 (ii).

Pope, Mr. R. H., Compton.

Address, The, in Ans. to His Ex.'s Speech

(moved) 4 (i).

Cattle Quarantine Stations.on Frontier (Ques.) 92.
Corn, removal of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Fîsher) 1593 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr.

Curran) to ref. back, 4588 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Con., 3147,

3570 (i).

Porter, Mr. R., West Huron.
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 48 (Mr. Charlton)

on Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to M. for
2-, 2222 (i).

Goderich and Can. Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s (B.
20, 1*) 104 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 2958 (ii).

Préfontaine, Mr. R., Chambly.
Chambly and Longueuil Canal (Ques.) 401 (i).

Vessels, Tonnage, &c., passed through (M.
for Stmnt.*) 1401 (ii).

Chambly Manufacturing Co.'s (B. 91, 10*) 794 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commission, abolition (Ques.)

401 (i).
St. Louis Lake, erection of Piers (Ques.) 401 (i).

Prior, Mr. E. G., Victoria, B.C.
Address, The, in Ans. to His Ex.'s Speech

(seconded) 9 (i).
Esquimalt Dry Dock, enlargement (Ques.) 1120.

Fortifications and Imp. Govt. (Ques.)
1485 (i).

Keefer, Hugh Forbes, Relief B. 119 (Mr. Weldon,
Albert) 20 m., 3694 ; agreed to (Y. 64, N. 21)
3694 (ii).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.
(Mr. Mulock) to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1135 (i).

Purcell, Mr. P., Glengarry.
Ry. Employés protection (B. 52, 10*) 245 (i). ; 20

m., 3704 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Coin., 3582 (ii).

Rinfret, Mr. C. I., Lotbinière.
Great Eastern Ry., &c. (M. for Pets., &c.)142 (i).
Legal Services, Payments (Ques.) 245 (i).
Lotbinière County Mail Service (Ques.) 85 (i).

(M. for Pets., Cor., &c.) 1680 (i).
Megantie County Mail Service, Pets. and Cor. re

Change (M. for copies) 1147 (i).
Ste. Croix Floating Light (Ques.) 2021 (i).

(M. for Pets., Cor., &c.*) 2207 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2807 (i).
Yamachiche, Floating Light opposite (M. for

Pets. and Cor.) 1702 (i).

Robertson, Mr. J. E., King's, P.E.I.
Peake's Ry. Station, P.E.I. (Ques.) 118 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com., of Sup., 1876 (i).

Purse Seines and Gill Nets, on M. for Ret., 253.

SUPPLY:
Collection o.f Revenues: Customs (N.S.) 1426 (i).
Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 2353 (i).
Mail Subsidies, &c. (P.E.I. and Mainland) 1961 (i).
Public Works-Income: Dredging (N.S.) 1647. Har-

bors and Rivers, 1630 (i).
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Roome, Mr. W. F., West Middlesex.

Health Dept., establishment (prop. Res.) 1660;
(wthdn.) 1680 (i)

SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Health Statisties) 502 ().

Rose, Mr. A. W., Lisgar.
Subsidies (Land)toRys., in Com. on Res., 4677 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 3059 (ii).

Rowand, Mr. J., West Bruce.
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1036 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 3798.

Robillard, Mr. H., Ottawa City.
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 20 B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 595 (i).

Rykert, Mr. J. C., Lincoln.
Lincoln, Member for, on Ques. of Priv. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 450 (i).
(personal explanation re Timber Limits)

563 (i).
on presentation of further Cor., 1653 (i).
further documents (presented) 1657 (i).
on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Timber Limits, 1733 (i).
Resignation Tendered, 4355 (ii).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co. s (B.

69, 1°*) 449 (i).
Stationery and contingencies of Senate, prop.

Mess., 883 (i).

Ste. Marie, Mr. L., Napierville.
McKinack River Works (Ques.) 4172 (ii).

Scarth, Mr. W. B., Winnipeg.
Brandon and South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 71, 1°*) 449 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1906 (i).
SUPLY:

Arte, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 718 (i).
Public Works-ncomie: Buildings (Conservatories)

1471. Harbors and Rivers (Man. repairs, &c.)
1627 (i).

Scriver, Mr. J., Huntingdon.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1247 (i).
Cruelty B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) to M. for 20, 1218 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thomnpson) to M. for 20 B.
10 (Mr. MoCarthy) 1011 (i).

Grain and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.
(Mr. McMilan, Huron) 1061 (i).

Lundy's Lane, protection of Cemetery, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1811 (i).

Scriver, Mr. J.-Continued.
New York Mercury, circulation in Dom. (Ques.)

4500 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Customs, 1430 (i).
Miscellaneous (Taschereau's Criminal Law) 4070 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers

(Que.) 1616 ().
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3570,

4481 (ii).

Semple, Mr. A., Centre Wellington.
Franchise Act, on prop. Res, (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

to repeal, 1191 (i).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1040 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 3001 (ii).

Shanly, Mr. W., South Grenville.
Railway Act Amt. (B. 104, 10*) 1343 ; M. for

Com., 3325 (ii).
SurrtY :

Fisheries (protection) 4783 (ii).

Skinner, Mr. C. N., St. John, N.B., City and Co.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 350 (i).
Commercial Treaties with Foreign Countries, on

M. for Ret., 3683 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Justice, Administration of (Vice-Admiralty Court)
486 (i).

Small, Mr., J., East Toronto.

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 35,
1-*) 159 (i).

Don Improvenient, Toronto (B. 81, 10*) 638 (i).
Great North-Western and Central Ry. Co.'s (B.

106, 10) 1506 (i).
Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s (B. 79, 10*) 638 (i).
Home Benefit Life Association incorp. (B. 63,

1°*) 342 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt., re Tobacco Sales

(Ques.) 85 (i).
Inverness Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 100, 1°*) 1066;

2° m., 1355 (i).
Louisburg and Richmond Ry. Co.'s (B. 101, 1°*)

1066 (i).
Owen Sound and Lake Huron Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 99, 1°*) 1066 (i).
Saskatchewan Ry. and Mining Co.'s incorp. Act

Amt. (B. 34, 1*) 159 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief (B. 98, 1°*) 1066 ; 2° m.,

1506 ; M. for Com., 1965, 2699 ; 3° m,, 3319 (ii).

Toronto Board of Trade (B. 109, 1°*) 1420 (i).
Toronto Savings Bank Charitable Trust (B. 113,

1°*) 1581 (i).

Smith, Mr. W., Soth Ontario.
Franchise Act and Provincial Voters' Lists, on

prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1500 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2876 (ii).
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Smith, Sir D. A., K..M.G., West Montreal.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on Amt. (Mr. Casey) 2207 (i).
Banking Act Ant. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on prop.

Res., 2248; on M. for 20, 3828; in Com., 3855,
3892, 4291, 4380 (i).

Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)
on Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m.h., 1856 (i).

Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.
to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1141 (i).

Somerville, Mr. J., North Brant.
Colonisation Companies and Dept. of Interior

(M. for Cor., &c.*) 66 (i).
Debates, Official, on M. to conc. in lst Rep. of

Com., 1264 (i).
3rd Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr. Curran) to

ref. back, 4583 (ii).
Experimental Farn Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1794 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3924 (ii).
Greer, James, appointment as Fishery Overseer

(Ques.) 366E, 3811 (ii).
Hurrell's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1277 (i).
Hydraulic Rents, Names of Parties in Arrears

(M, for Ret.*) 1065 (i).
Laurie, Gen., Mileage, in Com. of Sup. (reinarks)

4003 (ii).
Mounted Police Management, on Amt. (Mr.

Watson) to prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3342 (ii).
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

235, 360, 369 (i).
Pontiac Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s Employés

(Ques.) 3722 (i).
Saskatchewan Colonisation Co. and Dept. of In-

terior (M. for Cor.*) 66 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Smaall) on M.

for Com., 1969 (1).
SUPPLY:

Art&, Agriculture, &c. (Health Statistics) 501
(Patent Record) 496 (i). 4000 (ii).

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) salaries,
221; (Depti. Buildings) cleaning, 475; (Gov.
Gen. Sec.'s Office) contingencies, 223; (High
Commissioner's Office) contingencies, 215; (In-
dian Affairs) contingencies, 389; (Interior)
contingencies, 382 ; (Justice, Penitentiaries
Branch) contingencies, 354 ; (Militia) contingen-
oies, 375 (i); (Post Office) Bank Deposits, 3994 (ii);
(Printing Bureau) cleaning, 476; (Printing and
Stationery) 169, contingencies, 360 ;'(Privy Coun-
cil) contingencies, 235; (Public Works) contin-
gencies, 471 (i); (Queen's Printer) salaries, &c.,
3993 (ii); (Secretary of State) contingencies, 465
(i), Civil Service List, 3992 (ii) ; (Railways and
Canals) 180 (i), contingencies, 3993 (i).

Charges of Management, 165 (i).
Dominion Police, 493 (i).
Geological Survey, 2142 (i).
Indian (P.E.L) 2164; (Surveys) 2159 (i).
Immigration (Agents' salaries) 210 (i).
Justice, Administration of, 479; (Supreme Court

Reps.) 482 (i).

xliii

Somerville, Mr. J.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Legislation: H. of C. (French Translators) 4011
(Newspapers) 4011 ; (Indemnity, J. S. Thompson)
4004 (il).

Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1277 (i).
Penitentiari.s (Kingston) 3635 (ii).
Public Work-come: Buildings (Conservatories)

1467; (N.S.) 1447; (Ottawa, heating, &c.) 1464;
(Removal of Snow) 1464; (Repairs, &c.) 14.55;
(Telephone, Ottawa) 1465 (ii).

Quarantine (Public Health) 4001 (ii).
Railwrays-Income (Gov. Gen.'s Car) 4021 (ii).

Temp. Colonisation Co. and Dept. of Interior
(M. for Cor., &c.*) 66 (i).

Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 375, 382(i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3404,

3464, 3488 (ii).

Speaker. Mr. (Hon. JosEPU ALDRIc OUIMET)Lat'al.
Adjnmt. of Hse. (remarks) 3516 (ii).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) Member called to Order, 1246 (i).
procedure, 2194 (i).

Annapolis, Sale of Land to Govt., Members'
remarks checked, 1516 (i).

Baltic, Steamer, alleged Outrage, Member ruled
out of Order, 4028 (ii).

Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John
Thompson) in Com., 1519 (i).

Bills, Royal Assent, 2385 (i), 3873, 4938 (ii).
Cereals, prevention of Fraud in Sales, on M. to

introd. B., 184 (i).
Compton, Ret. of Member Eleet, 1 (i).
Controverted Elections (Haldimand) Judgment

of Supreme Court, 83 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

on drafting Amts., 3455 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals B. 5 (Mr. Brown) procedure,

1507 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Charlton)

ruling re Vote, 2227 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on M.

for 3°, Menber called to order, 3942 (ii).
Haldimand, Representation, Issue of Writ, 83(i).

Return of Member Elect, 1402 (i).
Internal Economy (H. of C.) Commission, Mess.

fromI His Ex. (read) 32 (i).
Kent (N.B.) Representation, Issue of Writ, 3722.
Inspection Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Costiqan) Mem-

ber ruled out of Order, 2258 (i).
Interruptions from the Galleries, Orders to stop

issued, 1279 (i).
Lincoln, Representation, Issue of Writ, 4396 (ii).
Lobster Factories, Members called to Order, 651.
Member called on to withdraw unparliamentary

Language, 1117 (i).
Members' remarks checked, 1516, 2433 (i), 3514,

4113 (ii).
Mess. from His Ex. (read) 32, 149, 275, 393 (i);

2531, 3955, 4479 (ii).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, procedure

(ruling) 1144, 1146 (i).



xliv INDEX.

Speaker Mr.-Continued.
Members, New, notification of Ret., 1, 1402,4449.
New Westminster, Representation, Issue of Writ,

3439 (ii).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Hesson) unparliamentary

Language (ruling) 1452, 2476 (i), 4346 (ii).
- on interrupting Members, 4557 (ii).
Ottawa, Return of Member Elect, 4449 (ii).
Parliament (4th Session) opening, 1 (i); Proro-

gation, 4937 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Cockburn) Loyalty to

He-r Majesty, ruled out of Order, 185 (i).
(Mr. Patterson, Essex) Gas Well (ruling)

2258 (i).
(procedure) on personal explanation (Mr.

Rykert) 571 (i).
Prorogation, communication from Gov. Gen.'s

Sec., 4935 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements, irregularity of

Deb., 4825 (i).
Religious disturbances in Hull, Meiber called to

Order, 506, 509 (i).
Richelieu, Ret. of Member Elect., 1 (i).
Royal Assent, Letters froin Gov. Gen.'s Sec. (read)

2376 (i), 3810 (i).
Speech from the Throne (rep.) 2 (i).
Stanstead, Ret. of Member Eleet., 1 (i).
Senate, Stationery and Contingencies, Mess.

(read) 1341 (i).
St. John and S. America Mail Service, on Ques.

of Order (ruling) 1986 (i).
SUrPLY:

Legislation: H. of C. (contingencies) 712 (i);
(French Translators) extra pay, 4008; (News-
papers) 4011 (ii); (salaries) 709 (j); (Miscellan-
eous) Express service, 4011 (ii).

Tassé, E., and Duvernay, L. D., employment by
Govt. (Ans.) 4026 (ii).

Vadancies, notification, 1 (i).
Victoria, B.C., Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Ways and Means- The Tariff, on Amt. (Mr.

Taylor) relevancy, 3778 (ii).

Sproule, Mr. T. S., East Grey.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1074 (i).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. to print extra copies, 2913 (ii).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4290, 4417 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com., 348, 1092, 1080, 1416,
1530 (i).

C.P.R. (Aylmer Branch) Co.'s (B. 141, 1°) 3591.
Corn, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 199 (i).
removal of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Fisher) 1603 (i).
Oustoms Act Amt. B. 143 (Mr. Poster) in Com.

4491 (ii).
Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr.

Charlton) for Sel. Com., 409 (i).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Continued.
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on

Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°, 3944 (ii).
on prop. Res.(Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to repeal,

312 (i).
and Provincial Lists, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Charlton) 1490 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Ait. (Mr. Beausoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 758 (i).

Gauthier, W., Fishing Licenses (Ques.) 3076 (ài).
Health Dept., Establishment, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Roorne) 1674 (i).
Mount Forest, Markdale and Meaford Ry. Co.'s

incorp. (B. 46, 1°') 212 (i).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Mulock) unparliamentary

Language, 2465 (i).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2°, 3709 (ii).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Com., 1966 (i), 2706 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys., in Com. on Res., 4685.
SUrPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Dair4ng development)
2400 (i) ; (Experimental Farms) 3791 (ii); (Health
Statistics) 500 (i).

Immigration (Agen ts' salaries) 2407 (i).
Public Worka-Incorne: Buildings (N.S.) 1111 (i).

Quarantine (Public Health) 4002 (i)..
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 3044 (ii).
in Com., 3235, 3535, 3553, 3749, 4481 (ii).

Stevenson, Mr. J., West Peterborough.
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4102 (ii).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Helmets for Active Militia (Ques.) 886 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1904 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Com., 1966 (i).
SUPPLY:

Afilitia (Monuments) 4651 (ii).
Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction Ry. Co.'s

incorp. Act Amt. (B. 84, 1°*) 722 (ii).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeds.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition (B. 8, 1°) 32;

2' m., 1221; adjd. deb. rsmd. on 2°, 1850,
2194; (M.) to ref. to Sel. Com., 2204.

printing extra copies (M.) 2911 (i).
Rep. of Sel. Com., 3367 (ii).

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,
4380 (ii).

Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Coin., on M. (Mr.
Curran) to ref. back, 4581 (ii).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Charlton)
on Amt. (Sir John Macdoald) to M. for 2»,
2225 (i).
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Taylor, Mr. G.-Continued.
Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to

print, 1794 (i).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, euron) 1047 (i).
Lake Manitoba Ry. and Canal Co.'s incorp. Act

Amt. (B. 61, 1°*) 342 (i).
Ministerial Expenses from Confed. (Aint.) on M.

for Ret., 70 (i).
Order (Ques. of) in Com. of Sup., 2469 (i).
Printing Com.'s Rep., 6th (M. to conc.) 4658 (ii).
St. Lawrence International Railway and Bridge

Co.'s (B. 70, 1°*) 449 (i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2446 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1439 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3407,
3486, 3755 ; (Amt.) 3777 (ii).

York County Bank B. 39 (Mr. Tisdale) 2' m., 352.

Temple, Mr. T., York, N.B.
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Comn. on Res., 4892, 4896 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2443 (i).
Fisheries (Protection) 4783 (i.)

Thérien, Mr. O., Montcalm.
Hillaker, Mr., Claim (Ques.) 402 (i).
Moreau, Elie, Fees re Queen vs. Boucher (Ques.)

1657 (i).
payment of Account (Ques.) 1797 (i).

Survey in Montcalm County (Ques.) 186 (i).
Tobacco, Pets. from Manufacturers (Ques.) 275.

Law respecting Native Grown (Ques.) 2229.

Thompson, Sir J. S. D., K.C.M.G., Antigonish.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1073 ; on further consdn., 2099 (i).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1233 ; procedure, 2202 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) on M. for

2°, 3822; in Com., 3857, 3882, 3957, 4077, 4278,
4375, 4415, 4512; on M. for 30, 4593 (ii).

Behring's Sea Seal Fisheries, Telegraphic intelli-
gence from Washington, 1509 (i).

Bills of Exchange, &c. (B. 6, 1'*) 26 ; 20 m., 104;
in Con., 106 ; M. for Com., 343; in Coin.,
345, 1077, 1089, 1403, 1519 (i) ; on Sen. Amts.,
4261 (ii).

Bresaylor llalf-breeds' Claims, on M. (Mr. Lister)
for Sel. Com., 1379 (i).

on Order for rsmng. adjd. deb. on Amt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 1508 (i).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 4505 (i).
Calvin, services re prosecution (Ans.) 4399 (i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 103 (Mr. Dickey) on M.

for 2°, 3719 (ii).
Chinese Immigznts, par. in Empire (remarks)

3624 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 30 (Mr. Cook) on M.

for 2°, 2711 (i).

Thompson, Sir J. S. D.-Continued.
Criminal Law Amt. Seduction, &c. (B. 65, 1°*)

342 (i); 2' m., 3161; in Coin., 3165, 3368 ; 3°
m., 3441 (ii).

Copyright Act Amt., Proclamation (Ans.) 85(i).
B. 19 (Mr. Carling) on Sen. Amts., 2098. (i).

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage (B. 126, 1°*)
2739 ; 2° m. and in Com., 4035 (ii).

Disallowance, Man. Municipal Act (Ans.) 2377 (i).
Provincial Bills, on M. for Stmnt., 28 (i).

Dom. Police, Rep. of Commr. (presented) 33 (i).
Essex County Jr. Judgship (Ans.) 563 (i).
Extradition Treaty with U.S. (remarks) 3810 (ii).
Fertilisers, Agricultural, B. 95 (Mr. Costigan) on

M. for 2', 3194 (ii).
Fishermen's Safety B. 96 (Mr. Jones, Halifax) on

Order from Com., 2710 (ii).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3913 ; on M. for 3', 3937 ; on Sen. Amts.,
4667 (ii).

Franchise Act and Provincial Voters' Lists, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1493 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) Amt. to
Amt. to M. for 2' B. 10 (Mr. McCarthy) 877;
agreed to (Y. 149, N. 50) 1018 (i).

Indian Advancement Act Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Doyon)
on M. for 2', 2737 (ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 3622 (ii).

Interest Act Amt. (B. 140, 1°*) 3624; 2' m., 4266;
in Com., 4414, 4924 (ii).

Interpretation Act Amt. B. (130, 1') 2825 ; 2' m.,
3155; in Com., 3157, 3600 (ii).

Jesuits' Estates Act, papers (remarks) 189 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 4192 (ii).
Judge's Residence, Saguenay District (Ans.) 3292.
Laurie, Gen., Mileage, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4645 (ii).
Lebourdais Bros., case of (Ans.),187 (i).
Legal Services, payments (Ans.) 246 (i).

Sums paid to Firms in Peterborough (Ans.)
1200, 1356, 1484 (i).

Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) Timber Limits 1745; (Amt.) to
adjn. deb., 1749 ; agreed to (Y. 94, N. 72)
1790; on Res., 2093 (i).

Modus Vivendi. See " U. S."
Montmagny and Beauce, Judge's Residence

(Ans.) 2021 (ii).
Moreau, Elie, Fees re Queen vs. Boucher (Ans.)

1657 (i).
Newfoundland Harbor Fees, on M. for Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 4894 (ii).
Official Documents prevention of Disclosure B.

122 (Sir Adolphe Caron) on M. for 2, 3207 (ii).
Order (Ques. of) deb. not before Hse., 1452 (i).
Patent Act Aint. B. 17 (Mr. Carling) in Com.,

1076 (i).
Provincial Govts., Transfer of Property author.

isation (B. 112, 1') 1512 (i).
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Thompson, Sir J. S. D.-Continued.
Provincial Legislation (Ans.) 248 (i).
Public Lands Grants (B. 138, 1°) 3624 (i) ; M. for

Com., 4034; in Com., 4035 (i).
Public Stores Act Amt. (B. 53, 1°) 245; 2° m.,

1077 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners Act Amt. (B. 111,

1°*) 1506 ; 2° m., 1532; 3° m., 1582 (i).
Queen's Counsel, Appointments, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Amyot) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 2112 (i).
position of (Ans.) 1486 (i).

Rys. B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
4817 (ii).

Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on
M. for 2°, 3714 (il).

St. Hyacinthe, purchase of Land (Ans.) 4399 (il).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4103.
Seamen's Act Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Colby) on Ant,

(Mr. Wilson) to M. for 3°, 4401 ; in Com.,
4360 (ii).

Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup,, 1541.

Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.
for Com., 1965; in Com., 2702 (i), 3227 (ii).

Smith, late Mr. Justice, on M. for Ret., 1685 (i).
Stoney Mountain Penitentiary, Conviets punish-

ment (Ans.) 2836 (ii).
Punishment by Flogging (Ans.) 1120 (i).

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4878 (ii).

SUPLY :
Civil Govt. (Justice, Penitentiaries Branch) con-

tingencies, 355 (i); (Post Office) Finn, M., re-
appointment, 4574 (ii).

Collection of Revenues: Ordnance Lands, 4122.
Post Office, 4795; (defalcations, Kingston) 4164 (ii).

Dominion Police, 493 (i).
Indians (Surveys) 2162 (i).
dustice, Administration of, 476; (Vice-Admiralty

Court, Que.) 483 (i); Vice-Admiralty Court,
P.E.I.) 394, 4576 ; (Man. Penitentiary) transfer
of convicts, 3990 (ii).

Miscellaneous (St. Catharines Milling Co., Costs)
4058 (ii).

Penitentiaries (B.C.) 3646; (Dorchester) 3637;
(Kingston) 496 (i), 3634; (Man.) 3638, 4650; cone.,
4910; (St. Vincent de Paul) 3635, 4649; (Regina
Jail) 3647 (ii).

Public Works-Icone: Buildings (Man.) 4038;
(N.S.) 4699 (ii.)

Railways- Capital: Cape Breton Ry. (construc-
tion) 4019. C.P.R. (Onderdonk Arbitration) 4653.
I. C. R. (Moncton, increased accommodation)
4016. Oxford and New Glasgow (construction,
&o.) 4018 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. (B.
129, 1°) 2595; in Com., 3160 (ii).

Supreme Court (N.S.) filling Vacancy (Ans.) 885.
Territories Real Property Act Amt. (B. 131, 1°)

2914; 2Q m., 3198 (i).
Threats, Intimidation, &c., Legislation (Ans.)

1857 (i).
Trade Combinations Act Amt. B. 77 (Mr.

Wallace) in Con., 3704 (ii).

Thompson, Sir J. S. D.-Continued.
UT. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi (B. 134,

1°) 3153; 2° m., 3593; in Com., 3595, 3876 (ii).
Vivian, H. H., & Co.'s B. 124 (Mr. Dawson) in

Com., 3232 (ii).
Vollet, Robert, expenses of Trial (Ans.) 27 (i).
Walker, Emily, Relief B. 142 (Mr. Brown) on M.

for 2° (Amt.) 6 m. h., 3695; agreed to (Y. 70,
N. 35) 3702 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3096,
3244, 3553 (ii).

Tisdale, Mr. D., South Norfolk.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1260 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3864, 3882, 3957, 4078, 4373, 4419, 4513 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1087, 1409 ; on Sen. Amts.
4410 (i).

Calgary Water Power Co.'s (B. 75, 1°) 449 (i).
Criminal Law Act Amnt. B. 65 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 3184, 3383; on Amt. (Mr. Bergin)
to M. for 3°, 3445 ; (Amt.) 3454 ; neg. (Y. 71,
N. 98) 3457 (ii).

Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)
in Com. (M. that Com. rise) 1823; (Amt.) 6 m.
h., 1854; on M. for 2', 1209; (Amt.) 6 m.h.,
1216; neg. (Y. 82, N. 91) 1219 (i).

Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr. Car-
ton) for Sel. Com., 442 (i).

Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in
Com., 3922 (ii).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to re-
peal, 321 (i).

Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Ry.
Co.'s (B. 80, 1°*) 638 (i).

Haldimand Election (Ques. of Priv.) par. in Globe,
1344 (i).

Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) Timber Limits, 1767 (i).

Walker, Emily, Relief B. 142 (Mr. Brown) on
Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2°, 3696 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3275, 3463,
3557, 3737 (ii).

York County Bank (2° m.) 352 (i).

Trow, Mr. J., South Perth.
Alaskan and Canadian Boundary (Ques.) 188 (i).
Annunciation Day (M.) for Adjnmt., 2308;

agreed to (Y. 59, N. 24) 2309 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

4524 (ii).
Bremner Furs, payment (Ques.) 4931 (ii). See

"Middleton, Maj.-Gen."
Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4429 (ii).
Caraquet Ry. Co.'s Earnings (Ques.) 3811 (ii).
Collingwood Harbor, Expenditure (Ques.r1655.
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)

Amt. (Mr. Ti.dale) to M. for 2-, 1216 (i).
Easter Adjnmt, on prop. M., 2914 (i).
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Trow, Mr. J.-Continued.
Franchise Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Brien) 2 m.,

1581 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to

repeal, 1149 (i).
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.

Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1048 (i).
Homesteads in N.W.T., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3308 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Aint. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 3632 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 4226 (ii).
LeSueur, P., Dual Salaries (Ques.) 400 (i).
Middleton, Maj. -Gen., Rep. re Bremner Furs

(remarks) 4928 (ii).
Military College, Kingston, Board of Visitors

(Ques.) 245 (i).
Militia Clothing Supplies, Tenders (Ques.) 3811.
Montreal P.O. Drop Boxes (Ques.) 3512 (ii).
Newfoundland, admission into Confederation

(remarks) 4927 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., Total Expendi-

ture (Ques.) 187 (i).
Prorogation (closing remarks) 4935 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 4500 (ii).
Ranches in N.W.T., Applications, &c. (M. for

Ret.) 198 (ii).
Roberts, E. K., American Tug (Ques.) 3291 (ii).
Salt Manufacturers, prosecution (Ques.) 1654 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Snall) on M. for

2°, 1506 ; on M. for Com., 1966 (i), 2701;
on M. for 3°, 3320 (ii).

SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Seed distribution) 4000 (ii).
Geological Survey, 2138 (i).
Inmigration (Agents' salaries) 2524 (i), 4806 (ii).
Public Works-Incom>e: Harbors and Rivers (B.C.)

1630 (i).

Tupper, Mr. C. H., Pictou.

Baltic, Outrage on Steamer (Ans.) 187 (i).
Bedique, Wharfage Dues collected (Ans.) 561 (i).
Fish-breeding Establishments (Ans.) 85 (i).
Fish Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 213 (i).
Fisheries Act Amt. (B. 85, 1°) 722 (i).

Inspector for P.E.I. (Ans.) 55 (i).
Govt. Steamers, carriage of private merchandise

(Ans.) 504 (i).
Hillaker, Mr., Clain (Ans.) 402 (i).
Lobster Factories in P.E.I. (remarks) 651 (i).

Fishing Regulations (Ans.) 885 (i).
Mahone Bay (N.S.) Lighthouse (Ans.) 886 (i).
Marine and Immigrant Hospital (Quebec) Ex-

penditure, on M. for Stmnt., 75 (i).
Merchants' Shipping Acts, Imp.-Legislation (re-

marks) 2382 (i).
Mess. from His Ex. (presented) 393 (i).
Modus Vivensdi. See "U.S."
Montreal Harbor Police, Gratuity to Sergeants,

&c. (Ans.) 92 (i).
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Tupper, Mr. C. H.-Continued.
Navigable Waters protection Act Amt. (B. 47,

10) 212 (i).
Newspapers Subscriptions and Advertisements

(Stmnt.) 228, 357, 373 (i).
Purse Seines and Gill Nets, on M. for Ret., 251.
Quinté, loss of Steamer, on M. for Ret., 149 (i).
St. Roch's Traverse Lighthouse (Ans.) 2826 (ii).
Sick Mariners' Fund, on M. for Cor., 522 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Agriculture) contingencies, 474;
(Marine)179; (Printing and Stationery) contin-
gencies, 357; (Privy Council) contingencies, 227.

Tidal Observations, on M. for Ret., 529 (i).
Tignish Wharf, Dues collected (Ans.) 561 (i).
Trawl Fishing in St. Mary's Bay (Ans.) 2378 (i).
U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi(B. 133,

1-) 3153 (ii).

Turcot, Mr. G., Megantie.
Bélanger, P. R. A., payments as Surveyor

(Ques.) 4500 (ii).
Great Cascapedia River Bridge (Ques.) 2669 (ii).
Interior Dept., Extra Clerks (Ques.) 2826 (i).
Petit Cascapedia Savings Bank (Ques.) 2669 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2903 (ii).

Trywhitt, Mr. R., South Siincoe.
SUPPLY :

Territorial Accounts, 4254 (ii).
Militia (Rifle Associations) 1334 (i).

Vanasse, Mr. F., Yamaska.
Canadian Historical MS. (Ques.) 1020 (i).

Waldie, Mr. J., Halton.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) on M. fo

2°, 3842; in Com., 3855, 3879, 4308 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 1087 (i).
English Periodicals, cost of Mailing (remarks)

1919 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 3915 (ii).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to

repeal, 335 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 3630 (ii).
Inspection Act Amt. B. 117 (Ques.) 2258 (i).
Mining Machinery, Free Importation, on Amt.

(Mr. Mara) to prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1144 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) in Com., 4367 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collectwn of Revenues: Excise (Fréchette, Trans-
lation) 2341 (i).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2410, 2438 (i).
Miscellaneous (Customs) 4120 (ii).

Voters' Lists and Franchise Act (Ques.) 3154 (ii).
Waya and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3089,

3128, 3430, 3470, 3523 (i).

1



xlviii INDEX.
Wallace, Mr. N. 0., West York, ont.

Abell, Mr. John, alleged Insolvency (remarks)
3512 (ii).

Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2672 (ii).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 1001 (i).

Manitoba and North-Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 50,
1°*) 244 (i).

Orange incorp. (B. 32, 1°*) 145; 2' m., 395; agreed
to (Y. 85, N. 69)398 ; 3' m., 1293, 1298 ; agreed
on (Y. 86, N. 61) 1354 (i).

Religious disturbances in Hull, on M. to adjn.
Hse., 512 (i).

Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.
for Com., 2699 ; on M. for 3', 3320 (ii).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.
Colby) in Coin., 4365 (ii).

Temp. Colonisation Co., Cor., Memorials, &c.,
(M. for Ret.) 2032 (i).

on M. for Com. of Ways and Means, 4909.
Trade Combinations prevention A ct Amt. (B. 77,

1°*) 504 (i); 2' m., 3703; 3' m., 3810 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3221,

3395, 3490, 3550 (ii).

Ward, Mr. H. A., East Durham.
Timber Limits, Applications, on M. for Ret.,

2192 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 3008 (ii).

Watson, Mr. R., Marquette.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) in Com.,

4305 (ii).
Bresaylor Half-breeds' Claims on M. (Mr. Lister)

for Sel. Com., 1373 (i).
Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4430; in Com.,
4438 (ii).

Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 5 (Mr. Brown)
on Order for Hse. in Com., 1507 (i).

Disallowance, Man. Municipal Act (Ques.) 2377.
Exodus of Canadians to U.S., on M. (Mr. Charl-

ton) for Sel. Com., 431 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on

M. for 3°, 3938 (il).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to re-

peal, 339 (i).
Franking Privilege, abuse (remarks) 1582 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2' B.
10 (Mr. McCarthy) 1002 (i).

Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop.
Res. (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 1060 (i).

Homesteads in N.W.T., on prop. Res. (Mr.
Davin) 3305 (i).

Hurrell's Pension, in Com. of Sup., 1286 (i).
Mounted Police, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) for

Sel. Com. re Management (Amt.) 2690; neg.
(Y. 52, N. 76) 3367 (ii).

Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.
N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Dewdney) in Coi.,

4476 (i).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Mulock) unparliamentary

Language, 2464 (i).
Pig Iron Bounty, on prop. Res. (Mr. Foster)

4342 (ii).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Mills,

Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1905 (i).
Rys. B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

4820 (i).
Ry. Laborers protection B. 52 (Mr. Purcell) on

M. for 2°, 3717 (ii).
Saskatchewan Colonisation Ry. Co.'s .B. 15, on

M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to ref. back to
Com. on Rys., 3322 (ii).

School Lands in Man., Sale (Ques.) 145 (i).
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for Com., 1965 (i), 2699; on M. for 3', 3320 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys., in Com. on Res., 4676.

B. 160 (Mr. Dewdney) on prop. Res., 4918 ;
in Coi., 4920; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.)
4832; neg. (Y. 48, N. 83) 4834 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 719(i).
Civil Govt. (Indian Affairs) contingencies, 389 (i);

(Interior) Whitcher, A. H., salary, 4572 (il).
Collection of Revenues: Liquor Lilense Act, 1883

(Costs, &c.) 4255 (ii). Post Office, 2304 (i) ; (C.P.R.
service) 4153 (ii).

Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys, &c.) 4155.
Income, 3660 (i).

Immigration (Expenses) 3647, 4809 (il); (Agents'
salaries) 2408 (i).

Indiane (Man. and N.W.T.) 2171 (i).
Legislation (N.W.T.) 2307 (i).
Militia (Compensation in lieu of Land) 1286;

(Military properties, care of) 136; (Rifle Associa-
tions) 1332 (i).

Miscellaneous (Gophers, destruction) 4790 (il).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 363,8 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Dept1., Ottawa)

4697 (il); (Gas, &c.) 1465; (N.S,) 1454(i); (N.WT.)
4720 (ii); (Repairs, &c.) 1463. Dredging (Man.)
1648. Harbors and Rivers (Man., repairs, &c.)
1627. Roads and Bridges, 1650. Miscellaneous
(Surveys and Inspections) 1651 (i).

Quarantine Cattle (3657); (Public Health) 3656 (ii).
Territories Real Property Act Ait. B. 131 (Sir

John Thompson) on M. for 20, 3203 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3432, 3493,

3542, 3744 (ii).
- on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 2951 (ii).

Weldon, Mr. R. 0., Albert.
Albert Ry. Grant, on M. for Con. of Sup., 4561.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3887 (ii).
Easter Adjnmt. (remarks) 2671 ii).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

to Amt. (Mr. Beansolcil) to M. for 2p B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 780 (i).

Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charl-
ton) in Amt. to Con. of Sup., 4222 (ii).
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Weldon, Mr. R. C.-Continued.
Keefer, Hugh Forbes, Relief (B. 119, 1°*) on a

div., 3324 (ii).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) Timber Linits, 1788 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 157 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 4891 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Justice) Judge's salary, P.E.I., 3997.
Collection of Retenues: Rys. (P.E.I.) 4124 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, &c. (Halifax and W. Indies and

S. America) 1999 (i).

Weldon, Mr. C. W., St. John, N.B., City and
County.

Adulteration Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in
Com., 1072 (i).

Albert Ry. Grant on M. for Coin. of Sup., 4562.
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1253 (i).
Annapolis P.O. and Custom House Building,

purchase of Site (M. for Cor.) 3686 (ii).
Tenders for Erection (M. for Ret.) 254(i).

- Sale of Land to Govt. (remarks) 1517 (i).
Annunciation Day, on M. (Mr. Trow) for adjunt.,

2308 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Foster) in Com.,

3853, 3879, 3957, 4077, 4416, 4513 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 105, 343; in Coin., 1080,
1404, 1519 (i) ; on Sen. Aits., 4406 (ii).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 3874, 4505 (il).
C.P.R., telegraphic Rep. in Mail re stoppage of

Traffie through Maine, 1791 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

in Coi., 3183 (ii).
Custoins Act Aint. B. 143 (Mr. Foster) in Coin.,

4486 (ii).
Digby Wharf, Dues collected (M. for Ret.*) 530(i).
Easter Adjnnt. (remarks) 2672; on prop. M., 2915.
Flour, Can., Imported into Mar. Provs. via U.S.,

&c. (Ques.) 2670 (ii).
(M. for Stmnt.) 2671 (ii).

Franchise Act Amnt. B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) on
Amt. (Mr. Brien) to M. for 3°, 3942 (ii).

Grain Elevator, Halifax (Ques.) 3291 (ii).
Tariff of Rates, change (remarks) 2380 (i).

I.C.R., Casualties, &c., and Compensation al-
lowed (M. for Ret.*) 1065 (ii).

Interest Act Ait. B. 140 (Sir John Thompson)
in Com., 4414 (ii). •

Interpretation Act Amt. B. 130 (Sir John
Thompson) on M. for 21, 3155 ; in Coin., 3157.

Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton)
in Aint. to Com. of Sup., 4248 (ii).

Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) Timber Limits, 2075 (i).

Logs, Export Duty, Amount (Ques.) 884 (i).
Merchants' Shipping Acts, Imp. Legislation (re-

marks) 2381 (i).
Modus Vivendi. See "U.S."

New Brunswick Ry. Co.'s (B. 49, 10*) 244 (i).
D
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Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
Newspapers Subscriptions, &c., in Coin. of Sup.,

239, 356, 369 (i).
Northern and Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 48, 1*) 244.
Patent Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr. Carling) in Com.,

1076 (i).
People's Bank of N.B. (B. 33, 10*) 159 (i).
Provincial Govts., Transfer of Property authori-

sation B. 112 (Sir John Tho.mpson) on M. for
10, 1514 (i).

Ste. Croix Ry. Bridge Co., suspension of Rules re
Pet. (M.) 212 (i).

St. Louis (N.B.) completion of Wharf (Ques.) 505.
St. Stephen's Bank (B. 24, 1°*) 104 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup., 4103.
Shore Line Ry. Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 55, 1°*)

274 (i).
Short Line Ry., Harvey Branch, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Laurier) in Ait to Coin. of Sup., 1550 (i).
Sick Mariners' Fund, on M. for Cor., 523 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.

Colby) on M. for 2°, 3189 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arte, Agriculture, &c. (Census and Statisties) 2394.
Civil Govt. (Printing and Stationery) contingencies,
356; (Privy Council) contingencies, 239 (i).

Collection of Revenu'es: Customs (N.S.) 1422 (1).
Liquor License Act, 1883 (Costs, &c.) 4121 (i),
Post Office, 2293 (i). Rys.: I.C.R. (repairs, &c.)
3807; P.E.I. Ry., 4129 (ii).

Fisheries (Protection Service) 2375; (salaries, &c.)
2352 (i).

Immigration (Agents' salaries) 2319 (i).
Justice, Administration of (Judge, Vice-Admiralty

Court, P.E.I.) 3994, 4575 (ii); (Vice-Admiralty
Court) Que., 482; (Librarian, Supreme Court) 479.

Legislation: H. of C. (gratuity, late Dr. Wilson)
4011 (ii). Library (salaries) 713 (G).

Mail Subsidies (Campbellton and Gaspé) 1961;
(Liverpool or London and St. John, and Halifax)
1959 (i).

Marine Hospitals, 2019 (i).
Militia (contingeucies) 4012 (ii).
Ocean and River Scrvice (Que. River Police) 2018.
Public Works-Incone: Buildings (B.C.) 1443;

(Major's Hill Park) 1466; (N.S.) 1443. Harbors
and Rivers (N.B.) 1610,1621. Roads and Bridges,
1649. Telegraph Lines, 1649 (i).

Ry.-Capital: I.C.R. (Dartmouth) 4014 (ii); (St
John, City front) 1931; Moncton, increased ac-
commodation) 1927 (i). Grand Narrows Bridge,
4021. Oxford and New Glasgow (construction,
&c.) 4u17 (ii).

Steamuboat Ins*petion, 2020 (i).
Superannuation, 1307 (i).

Tidal Observations, on M. for Ret., 529 (i).
Trade Combinations Act Amt. B. 77 (Mr. Wal-

lace) in Coin., 3704 (ii).
U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi B. 134

(Sir John Thompson) in Com., 3878 (ii).
Vice-Admiralty Courts (Que., N. S. and N.B.)

Cases entered (M. for Ret.*) 1065 (ii).
Walker, Emily, Relief B. 142 (Mr. Brown) on

Ait. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 20, 3700.
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Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2978 (ii).
in Com., 3082, 3739 (ii).

Welsh, Mr. W., Queen's, P.E.I.
Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, El9in)

to repeal, 338 (i).
New Lohdon Harbor Survey, Engineer's Rep.

(M. for copy*) 29 (i).
Pinette Harbor Survey, Engineer'3 Rep. (M. for

copy*) 29 (i).
Public Expenditure, on prop. Res. (Mr. Milis,

Bothiell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1895 (i).
Public Works, P.E.I. (renarks) 4830 (i).
SUPPLY:

Immiaration (Agents' salaries) 2418 (i).
Mail S'ubsidies (Halifax and Newfoundland) 1970;

(Halifax and W. Indies and S. America) 1980;
(Liverpool or London and St. John and Halifax)
1958; (P.E.. and Mainland) 1962; (St. John and
Annapolis) 1972; (St. John and Basin of Minas)
1963 (i).

Public Works-Income: Buildings (Conservatories)
1467 (i); (Deptl. Buildings) 4698 ; (N. B.) 4701 ;
(P. E.I.) 4700 (ii). Harbors and Rivers (N.B.)
1611 ; (Mar. Provs.) 1615 () ; (N.S.) 4721 (ii)
(P.E.I.) 1570 (i), 4721 (ii).

WaYs and Means--The Tariff, in Com., 3527,
3564, 3746 (ii).

Wood Island larbor Survey, Engineer's Rep
(M. for copy*) 29 (i).

White, Mr. R. S., Cardwell.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp. (B. 13, 1°) 84.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) on M. for

2', 3816 ; in Com., 4395, 4524 (i).
French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.

(Mr. Davin) to M. for 2' B. 10 (Mr. McCarthy)
549 (i).

Labor, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 3661 (ii).
North-Western Coal and Navigation Co.'s (B. 25,

1°*) 104 (i).
Three per Cent. Loan of 1888 (Ques.) 27 (i).

White, Mr. P., North Renfreqr.
Banking Act Ait. B. 127 (Mr. Poster) in Com.,

3853, 3962, 4514 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 6 (Sir John

Thompson) in Con., 106, 1091, 1410, 1527 (i);
on Sen. Amts., 4407 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thonpson)
on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) to M. for 3', 3454 (i).

Exodus of Canadians to U. S., on M. (Mr.
Charlton) for Sel. Com., 428 (i).

Experimental Farm Rep., on recommendation to
print, 1793 (i).

Franchise Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)
to repeal, 1174 (i).

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) on Amt.
to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) to M. for 2° B. 10
(Mr. McCarthy) 902 (i).

White, Mr. P.-Continued.
Grains and Seeds, removal of Duty, on prop. Res.

(Mr. McIMillan, Huron) 1059 (i).
Interprovincial Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 54, 1'*)

273 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 4241 (ii).
Lincoln, Member for, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwrigàt) Timher Limits, 1759, 2064 (i).
Lumber, Import Duties (Ques.) 4662 (ii.)
N.W.T., Advisory Council, Resignation (M. for

O. C.'s, &c.*) 104 (i).
Pembroke Post Office Robbery (M. for Cor., &c.)

158 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4112 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Art8, Aariculture, &e. (Census and Statisties) 2392
(i) ; (Patent Record) cone., 4272 (ii).

Public Worka-1neome: Buildings (Ont.) 4036 (ii).
Timber Limits, Applications, on M. for Ret.,

2191 (i).
Ways and Means--The Tariff, on Ant. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 2616 (ii).
in Com., 3099, 3224, 3738, (ii).

Wilson, Mr. J. H., East Elgin.
Adulteration Act Aint. B. 9 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1072 (i).
Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.

Taylor) on M. for 2°, 1852 (i).
Criminal Law Amt. B. 65 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 3378 (ii).
Crofter Immigrants, Pelican Lake (Ques.) 1795.
Franchise Act, Repeal (prop. Res.) 257: (M.)

1193; neg. (Y. 78, N. 99) 1198 (i).
and Provincial Voters' Lists, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1491 (i).
Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Brien) on M. for 20,

3721 (ii).
B. 136 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com., 3913 (ii).

Kettle Creek, St. Thomas (M. for Cor., &c.) 153.
Labor Statistics provision B. 148 (Mr. Chaplea a)

in Com., 4840 (ii).
London and Port Stanley Ry. (M. for Stant.)

156 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Pattersof, Essex) re Gas

Well, 2256 (i).
Seamen's Act Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Colby) on M. for

3 (Amt.) 4400 (ii). .
Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. 98 (Mr. Small) on M.

for 20, 1506 ; on M. for Coin., 1967, 2707 (i);
in Com., 3227 (ii).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr.
Colby) in Com., 4367 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Arts, Agrielture, &c. (Criminal Statisties) 498 (i);
(Experimuental Farms) 720; (Health Stetistis)
498 (i).

Canals-Capital (Trent River Nav.) 2284 i). Incone
(Welland) 4654 (ii).

Charge& of Mnaagemient, 167 (i).
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Wilson, Mr. J. H.-Continued. Wilson, Mr. J. H.-continued.
SuPPLY-Continued. Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 376 (i).

Civil Govt. (Deptl. Buildings) cleaning, 474; W ys and Means - The Tarif, in Con., 3122,
(Indian Affairs) 174; (Militia) contingencies, 3209, 3234, 3467, 3489 ii.
376; (Public Works) contingencies, 471; (Rys. Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B.
and Canals) 181 (i. 156 (Mr. Heon) on M. for 1', 4847 (à).

Collection of Revenues: Adulteration of Food,
2344 (). Canals (additional pay, &c.) 4152;
(maintenance, &c.) 3869 (ii). Customs, 1432 (i); Wood, Mr. J. F., Brockrille.
(contingencies) 4119 (ii). Excise (Fréchette, pay- Alien Contract Labor prohibition B. 8 (Mr.
ment for Translation) 2341 (). Liquor License
Act, 1883 (Costs, &c.) 4121, 4257. Miscellaneous Taylor) on M. for 2% 1255 (i).
(Patrick Cullen, extra services) 4120 (ii); (sala-
ries) 2330 (i). Post Office, 2292 (ii). Weights and Wood, Mr. J., Westinorelawl.

Measures (salaries) 4792 (ii).
Dominion Lands-Income, 3660 (ii). Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Fostr) on M. for
Dominion Police, 493 (i). 2', 3820; in Coni., 4078 (ii).
Geological Survey, 2143 (i). Prîvilege (Ques. of) par. in Toronto (lobe, 4320.
ImmiTrrtion (Agents' salaries) 2412 (o) S(expeses)

3648 (ii).
Indians (B.C.) 2167 (i), 4789 (ii); (Man. and N.W.T.)

2171 (i), 4788 ; (Ont. and Que., Oneida) 4785 (iii).
Justice, Administration of, 476; (Vice-Admiralty

Court, Que.) 489 (i).
Legislation: H. of C. (contingencies) 713. Senate

(Miscellaneous) 700 (i).
Miscellaneous (Banff lot Springs) 3658: (Fabre,

Mr., salary, &c.) 3658 (ii).
Mounted Police, 2347 (i).
Penitentiaries (B.C.) 3646; (Man.) 3639 (ii).
Publie Works-Incomne: Buildings, 1443; (Man.)!

1439; N.W.T.) 1440; (Ont.) 1437 (i); (Printing
Bureau, Plant) cone. 4274 (ii); (Que) 1113. Har-
bors and Rivers (N.B.) 1627 (i), 4726 (ii) ; (Ont.)
1617 (i), conc., 4274 (ii). Roads and Bridges,
1649 (i), 4770 (ii).

Quarantine (Publie Health) 3656 (ii).

Collection of Revenues: Rys. (P. E. .) 4141 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 3395 (ii).

Wright, Mr. A., Ottawa'a Counety.

French Language in N.W. T. (abolition) on Amt.
to Amt. (Mr. Beauisoleil) to M. for 2° B. 10 (Mr.
McCarthy) 761 (i).

SUPPLv:
Leiislation : H. of C. (salaries) 707 (i).

Yeo, Mr. J., Prince, P.E.L

Carlton Point North, Survey (Ques.) 1484 (i).

Public Expenditure, on prep. Res. (Mr. Mills,
Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1884 (i),
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SUBJECTS.

"A" BATTERY, KINGSTON, OFFICERS' QUARTERS:

Ques. (Mr. Innes) 1358 (i).
ABELL, MR. JOHN, ALLEGED INSOLVENCY : Remarks

(Mr. Wallace) on M. for Com. of Ways and Means

3512 (ii).
A. D. C., APPOINTMENT: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2669 (ii).
ADAMS, JOHN, purchase of Timber Limits. Sec

"Lincoln, Member for."

ACETIC AND PYROLIGNEOUS ACID, &C. : in Com. of
Ways and Means, 3098 (ii).

ACID, PHOSPHATE: in Com. of Ways and Means,
3099 (ii).

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO H1s Ex.'S SPEECH : moved

(Mr. Pope) 4 ; seconded (Mr. Prior) 9 (i).
His Ex.'s Reply, 275 (i).
TO HER MAJESTY. See "LOYALTY."

ADJOURNMENTS, ANNUNCIATION DAY : M. (Mr. Trow)

2308 ; agreed to (Y. 59, N. 24) 2309 (i).
AsH WEDNESDAY: M. (Sir Hector Langevin)

734 (i).
ASCENSION DAY : M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

4928 (ii).
GooD FRIDAY : M. (Sir Hector Langevin) 2914.

Administration of Oaths of Office B.
No. 1 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 10*, 2 (pro

forma).
Adulteration Act (Chap. 107, Rev. Statutes)

A.mt. B. No. 9 (Mr. Costigan). 10, 37 ; 20 and

in Com., 1071 (i) ; reconsd. in Com. and 30*, 2099
(i). (53 Vie., c. 26.)

ADVERTISING PAMPHLETS, &C. : in Com. of Ways and

Means, 3243 (ii).
ADULTERATION OF FOOD: in Com. of Sup., 2344 (i).

ADVISORY COUNCIL, N.W.T., RESIGNATION: M. for

O. C.'s (Mr. White, Renfrew) 104 (i).
AGRICULTURE AND COLONISATION COM.: List of

Members, 37 (i).
Agricultural Fertilisers B. No. 95 (Sir John

A. Macdonald). 10*, 963 (i) ; 2o, 3190 ; in Com.
and 3*, 3195 (i). (53 Vic., c. 24.)

See " FERTILISERS. "

AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY. Sec "Self-Binders," &c.

AGRICULTURE AND IMMIGRATION:
AGRICULTURAL BULLETINS IN GERMAN: Ques. (Mr.

Damn) 1796 (i).
- SOCIETIES (N.W.T.): in Com. of Sup., 2384 (i).
-DEPT. : in Com. ofSup., 179; contingencies, 473.

AGRICULTURE AND IMMIGRATION-Con.
ARTS, AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup..

498, 715, 2384 (i), 3779, 4000, 4650, 4795 (ii).
BARLEY FOR SERD, EXPECTED ARRIVAL: Ques. (Mr.

MeMidlen) 1795 (i).
DISTRIBUTION: Remarks (Mr. Mulock) 1510 (i).
PURCHASE OF CROPS: Ques. (Mr. JMcPMillan,

Huron) 4172 (ii).
CANADIAN HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS: Ques. (Mr.

Vanasse) 1020 ().
CATTLE DISEASE IN WESTERN STATES: Ques. (Mr.

Innes) 85 ().
QUARANTINE STATIONS: Ques. (Mr. Pope) 92 (i).

CENSUS, NEXT ENUMERATION: Ques. (Sir Richard
Carwih)402 (i), 2827 (ii).-

-- RETURN re PAGANS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton)
513 (i).

CHINESE ADMISSION INTO CANADA, PAR. IN " EMPIRE :
read (Mr. Edgar) 3624 (ii).

IMMIGRATION, RESTRICTION : Ques. (Mr. Gordou)
68 (i).

CROFTER IMMIGRANTS, PAR. IN " NORTH BRITISH DAILY
MAIL :" Ques. (Mr. Wilson, Elqin) 1795 (i).

DEPTL. REP.: Presented (Mr. Carling) 2260 (i).
EXHIBITION AT JAMAICA: Remarks (Mr. Jiones, Hal-

fax) 1201 (i).
EXPERIMENTAL FARM.REP., PRINTINNG EXTRA COPIES:

remarks (Mr, Beergin) 1792 (i).
GROSSE ISLE QUARANTINE REGULATIONS: M. for copy

(Mr. Landerkin) 145 (i).
IIEALTH, ESTABLISHMENT OF DEPT.: prop. Res. (Mr.

Roome) 1660 (i).
IMMIGRATION: in Com. of Sup., 2403; Suppl.. 4001,

4797; conc., 4915 (ii).
IMMIGRANT RATES TO WINNIPEG: Ques. (Mr. _Doyon)

186 ().
SASKATCHEWAN PROV. DIST., POPULATION BY ORIGIN:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).
[See "SUPPLY. "]

ALASKAN AND CANADIAN BOUNDARY LINE: Ques.
(Mr. Charlton) 188 (i).

Alberta Colonisation Ry. Co.'s B. No. 83
(Mr. Davis). 1°*, 722,2°*, 1019 (i).

Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp. Act
Aimt. B. No. 13 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°*,

84; 2°*, 91 ; in Com. and 30*, 352 (i). (53 Vic.,
c. 85.)

ALBERT AND CAPE TORMENTINE RY., PAR. IN "GLOBE:"

Personal explanation (Mr. Wood, Westmoreland)
4230 (ii).

ALBERT RAILWAY GRANT: Remarks (Mr. Ellis) on M.
for Com. of Sup., 4559 (i).
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ALBERTON LIGHTHOUSE Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1657 (i).
ALCOfioL10 LIQUoRs AND TARIFF : Reanrks (Sir

Richard Cartwright) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3633.

Alien Contract Labor Prohibition B. No.
8 (Mr. Taylor). 1°, 32; 2° m., 1221; deb. adjd.,
1259; rsmd., 1850, 2194; M. to ref. to Sel. Con.,
2204; Rep. presented, 3367 (i).

Deb. on 2° (Mr. Taylor) 1221; (Sir Jihn A. Macdonold)
1228; (Mr. Mitchell) 1229; (Mr. Laurier) 1231; (Mr.
Hlesson) 1231; (.Mr. Lister) 1233; (Mr. Mille, Both-
wiell) 1239; (Mr. Denion) 1241: (Mr. Casey,) 1242;
(Mr. Seriver) 1247; (Mr. Lépine) 1247; (Mr. Gill-
mor) 1250: (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1252; (Mr.
Weldon, St. John) 1253; (Mr. Wood, Brockrille)
1255 ; (Mr. Baizn, Wentrorth) 1258 (i).
M. (Mr. Taylor) to print extra copies, 2911 (ii).

Rep. of Sel. Com.: presented (Mr. Taylor),3367.
AMERICAN FREIGHT IN BOND: M. for O.C.'s, &c.

(Mr. Laurier) 99 (i).
AMMUNITION, CLOTHING AND MILITARY STORES: in

Com. of Sup., 1316 (i).
ANDERSON CONTRACT. See "ATLANTIC MAIL SER-

VICE.

Animals, Cruelty to. Sce "CCRUELTV."
ANIMALS, LivIxa: in Coin. of Ways and Means, 3099,

3104, 3208, 4480 (ii).
ANNAPOLIS LAND PURCHASE, PAR. IN MONTREAL

" HERALD : " Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Mills, Anna-
polis) 1515 (i).

P. 0. SITE: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 2229 (i).
P. 0. ANI) CUSTOMS BUILDING, PURCHASE OF

SITE: M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Weldon, St. John)
3686 (ii).

TENDERS FOR ERECTION: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Weldon, St. John) 254 (i).

APPLES: in Coin. of Ways and Means, 3402 (ii).
ARTESIAN BORINGS: in Con. of Sup., 4789 (ii).
ARTILLERY ANID RIFLE ASSOCIATIONS: in Coin. of

Sup., 1331 (i).
ARMORIES (PUBLIC) AND CARE OF ARMs: in Coin. of

Sup'., 1320 (i).
ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE AND MESSRS. ANDERSON:

M. for Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 100, 1021 (j).
CONTRACT: Remarks(Mr. Jones, Halifax)3440.
Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 4694 (ii).

ARTIFICIAL FERTILIZERS. Sce " AGRICULTURAL " and

" FERTILIzERS."
AUDITOR GEN. REP. : presented (Mr. Poster) 90 (i).

AxLE GREASE : in Com. of Ways and Means, 3233 (i).
BANDS oF EFFICIENT CORPS: in CoI. of Sup., 1331.
BAIE DES CHALEURS RY., COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr.

Guay) 2671 (ii).
-- SUBSIDY : Ques. (Mr. Guay) 2378 (i).
BALLOT BOXES, PATENT: M. for Sel. Com. (Mr.

Chapleau) 2230 (i).
M. (Mr. Chapleau) re Rep. of Sel. Com., 4655.

"BALTIC, " STEAMER, ANI) ALLEGED OUTRAGE : Ques.
(Mr. Landerkin)186, 1858(i); remarks,3079(ii).

Ques. (Mr. McNeill) 4027, 4663 (ii).
BANFF HOT SPRINGS, ROADS AND BRIDGES: in Com.

of Sup., 3658 (ii).

BANK CHARTERS, B.N.A. AND B.C.: M. for copies
(Mr. Edyar) 255 (i).

Bankers Safe Deposits, &c. Sec "DOMINION
SAPE DEPOSITS."

Banking Act Amt. B. No. 127 (Mr. Poster).
Res. prop., 2234; in Com. on Res., 1°* of B., 2249
(i); 2° m., 3811 ; 2° and in Com., 3853, 3879, 3955,
4074, 4277, 4415, 4507; 3°, 4590; Sen. Amts. conc.
in, 4928 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 31.)

Deb. on 2° (Mr. Foster) 3811; (Sir Richard Cartwvright)
3813; (Mr. White, Cardicell) 3816; (Mr. Wood,
Westnoreland) 3820; (Sir John Thompson) 3822:
(Mr. Casei) 3823; (Sir Donald Smith) 3828; (Mr.
Kenny) 3829; (Mr. Mitchell) 3834; (Mr. Heqson)
3836; (Mr. Waldie) 1842; (Mr. Cockburn) 3845;
(Mr. Denison) 3852 (ii).

BANKING ANI) COMMERCE CON. : List of Members, 36.
-- M. (Sir Hector Langerin) to add naines, 91 (i).
BANK NOTES, BONDS, &C. : in Con. of Ways and

Means, 3243 (ii).
BANK OF UPPER CANADA : M. for Ret. (Mr. McMullen)

100 (i).
BANKS, CHARTERED, IN LIQUIDATION, NAMES, &C.:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Hesson) 76 (i).
See " FINANCE."

BARLEY (TwO-RowED) PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION:

in Coin. of Sup., 3999 (i).
PURCHASE OF CROPS: Ques. (Mr. McMillan,

Huron) 4172 (ii).
BAY OF QUINTÉ AND LAKE NIPISSING RY. CO.'S SUB-

SIDY : prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763;
in Coni., 4875 (il).

BEANS, TONQUIN, &C.: in Coin, of Ways and Means,
3584 (i).

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL, ENLARGEMENT : Ques. (Mr-

Bergeron) 187 (i).
M. for Reps., &c. (Mr. Bain, Soulanges) 517

(i).
BEAUHARNOIS JUNCTION RY. CO., SUBSIDIES VOTED:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Bergeron) 3693 (ii).
BEDIQUE WHARF, DUES COLLECTED: Ques. (Mr

Perry) 561 (i).
BEEF, FRESH, IMPORTATIONS: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Wood, Westmoreland) 88 (i).
BEHRING'S SEA. Sec "FISHERIES."

BÉLANGER, P.R.A., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: Ques.
(Mr. Dessaint) 1797, 2034 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Turcotte) 4500 (ii).
Belding, Paul & Co.'s incorp. B. No. 23

(Mr. Curran). 1°*, 104; 2°*, 186; in Com. and
3o*, 1019 (i). (53 Vie., c. 103.) -

BELL CREEK HARBOR AND BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr.
Davies, P.E.I.) 2377, 2669 (ii).

Belleville and Lake Nipissing Ry. Co.'s
Act Amt. B. No. 22 (Mr. Corby). 1°, 104;
2°*, 186; in Coi. and 3*, 724 (i). (53 Vic.,
c. 65.)

BELLEVILLE AND LAKE NIPISSING RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY :
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 476S; in
Com., 4875 (ii).

BENEVOLENT SocIETIEs, LEGISLATION RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Dickenson) 188 (i).
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BERTHIER COUNTY MAIL SERVICE: M. for Pets., &c.
(Mr. Beausoliel) 529 (i).

Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &o., B. No. E
(Sir John Thompson). 1°, 26; 2° and in Coin.
105, 343, 1077, 1403, 1519; 3°*, 1582; consdn. of
Sen. Amts., 4261; further consdn., 4404; Amt.
(Mr. Blake) 4411; agreed to and Amt. as amended
agreed to (Y. 58, N. 43) 4413 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 33.

BILLS WTHDRN., 4667, 4924 (ii).
BILLS ASSENTED TO, 2385 (i), 3873, 4938 (il).
BILLS, ROYAL ASSENT, communications from Gov.

Gen.'s Sec.'s read (Mr'. Speaker) 2376 (i); 3810 (ii).
BILL (No. 1) Respecting the Administration of Oaths

of Office.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1°*, 2; pro formia.

BILL (No. 2) To permit reciprocity in wrecking and
in towing Vessels and Rafts. -(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 26; 2° called, 146 (i); Order for 2° dschgd.,
3704 (ii).

BILL( No. 3) To admit Vessels registered in the United
States to wrecking, towing and coasting privileges
in Canadian Waters.--(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

1°, 26 (i).
BILL (No. 4) To permit foreign vessels to aid vessels

wrecked or disabled in Canadian waters.--(Mr.
Kirkpatrick.)

1°, 26 (i).
BILL (No. 5) To make further provision as to the

prevention of cruelty to animals, and to amend
Chapter 172 of the Revised Statutes of Canada.
-(Mr. Brown.)

1°*, 26; 2 m., 1203; Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m. h.,
1216; neg. (Y. 82, N. 91) 1219; 2°, 1220; Order
for Com. read, 1506 ; in Com., 1823 (i) ; M. to
further consdr. B. in Com. and Amt. (Mr.
Tisdale) 6 m. h., 1854; M. and Ait. wthdn.,
1856 (i).

BILL (No. 6) Relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques
and Promissory Notes.-(Sir John Thonmpson.)

1°, 26 ; 2° and in Com., 105, 343, 1077, 1403, 1519;
3°*, 1582 (i); consdn. of Sen. Amts., 4261;
further consdn., 4404; Amt. (Mr. Blake) 4411;
agreed to, and Amt. as amended agreed to (Y.
58, N. 43) 4413 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 7) Further to amend the Dominion Elec-
tions Act, Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes of
Canada.-(Mr. Joncas.)

1°, 26 ; 2°*, 1220; in Com. and 3°*, 1221 (i). (53
Vie., c. 9.)

BILL (No. 8) To prohibit the importation and migra-
tion of Foreigners and Aliens under contract or
agreement, to perforn labor in Canada.-(Mr.
Taylor.)

1°, 32 ; 2° m., 1221; deb. adjd., 1259 ; rsmd., 1850,
2194 ; M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 2204 (i); Rep.
presented, 3367 (ii).

BILL (No. 9) Further to amend the Adulteration Act,
Chapter 107 of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr.
Costigan.)

1, 37 ; 2* and in Com., 1071 (i); reconsd. in Com.
and 3°, 2099 (i). (53 Vie., c. 26.)

BILL (No. 10) To further amend the Revised Statutes
of Canada, Chapter 50, respecting The North-
West Territories.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

, 1°, 38 ; 2° m. and Amt. (Mr. Darin) 532; Amt. to
Aint. (Mr. Beausoleil) 554; neg. (Y. 63, N. 117)
838; Amt. to Amt. (Sir John Thompson) 877;
agreed to (Y. 149, N. 50) 1017 (i).

BILL (No. 11) Further to amend the Act, Chapter 5
of the Revised Statutes of Canada, entitled An
Act respecting the Electoral Franchise.-(Mr.
choquette.)

1°*, 67 (i).
BILL (No. 12) For further securing the Independence

of Parliament.-(Mr. Casgratin.)
1°, 67 ; 2°, 2208 (i).

BILL (No. 13) To amend the Act to incorporate the
Alberta Railway and Coal Conpany.-(Mr.
White, Cardwell.)

1°, 84 ; 2°*, 91 ; in Com. and 3°*, 352 (i). (53 Vic.,
c. 85.)

BILL (No. 14) Respecting the Port Arthur, Duluth
and Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Daw'son.)

1°*, 84 ; 2°*, 91 ; in Com. and 3°*, 724 (i). (53 Vie.,
c. 76.)

BILL (No. 15) To incorporate the Saskatchewan Col-
onisation Railway Company.-(Mr. McMulen.)

1°*, 84 ; 2°*, 91 (i) ; ref. back to Ry. Com., 3321(i).
BILL (No. 16) To confer on the Commissioner of Pa-

tents certain powers for the relief of Samuel
May.--(Mr. Denison.)

1°, 86 ; 2°*, 1019 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1610 (i). (53
Vic., c. 106.)

BILL (No. 17) To amend The Patent Act.-(Mr.
Carling.)

1°, 90 ; 2°* and in Com., 1076 ; 3°*,*1403 (i). (53
Vie., c. 13.)

BILL (No. 18) To amend the Act respecting Trade
Marks and Industrial Designs).-(Mr. Carling.)

1°*, 90 ; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1076 (i). (53 Vic.,
c. 14.)

BILL (No. 19) To amend The Copyright Act.-
(Mr. Carling.)

1°, 90 ; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1077 (i) ; Sen. Amts.
conc. in, 2098 ý (53 Vie., c. 12.)

BILL (No. 20) Respecting the Goderich and Canadian
Pacifie Junction Railway Company, and to
change the name of the Company to the Goderich
and Wingham Railway Company.-(Mr. Porter.)

1°*, 104 ; 2°*, 185 ; in Com. and 3°*, 724 (i). (53
Vie., c. 51.)

BILL (No. 21) To incorporate the Lindsay, Bobcay-
geon and Pontypool Railway Coipany.-(Mr.
H'udspeth.)

1*, 104 ; 2*, 186 ; in Com. and 3°*, 724 (i). (53
Vie., c. 55.)

BILL (No. 22) To amend the Act to incorporate the
Belleville and Lake Nipissing Railway Company.
-(Mr. Corby.)

1°*, 104; 2*, 186 ; in Com. and 3°, 724 (i). (53
Vié., c. 65.)
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BILL (No. 23) To incorporate Belding, Paul & Com-
pany (Limited).-(Mr. Curran.)

10*, 104 ; 2°*, 186 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1019 (i). (53
Vic., c. 103.)

BILL (No. 24) Respecting the St. Stephen's Bank.-
(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

1°*, 104 ; 2°*, 186 ; in Com. and 3°*, 531 (i). (53
Vic., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 25) Respecting the North-Western Coal
and Navigation Company, Limited.-(Mr. White,
Cardwell.)

1°*, 104; 2°*, 186; in Com. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vie., c. 89.)

BILL (No. 26) Relating to the Canada Southern Bridge
Company. -(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

1°*, 104; 2°*, 273 ; in Com. and 3*, 1149 (i). (53
Vic., c. 91.)

BILL (No. 27) To incorporate the Sault Ste. Marie and
Hudson's Bay Railway Company. -(Mr. Dawson.)

1°*, 104 ; 2°*, 186 ; in Com. and 3°*, 724 (i). (53
Vic., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 28) To incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg
and New York Railway Company.-(Mr. Hickey.)

1°*, 104; 2°*, 186; in Coin. and 3°*, 724 (i). (53
Vie., c. 66.)

BILL (No. 29) To amend The Railway Act.-(Mr.
Cook.)

1°*, 118 (i).
BILL (No. 30) To amend The Civil Service Act.-(Mr.

Cook.)
1°*, 118 (i).

BILL (No. 31) To provide for the examination and
licensing of persons having charge of stationary
engines or other devices worked under pressure.-
(Mr. Cook.)

1°*, 118 (i).
BILL (No. 32) To incorporate the Grand Orange

Lodge of British America.-(Mr. Wallace.)
1°*, 145 ; 2° m., 395 ; agreed to (Y. 85, N. 65) 398;

in Com., 3° m. and Ait (Mr. Curran) 1293;
consdn. rsmd., 1345; Amt. (Mr. Lavergne) to
Amt. 6 m. h., neg. (Y. 63, N. 86) 1349; Anit.
neg. (Y. 23, N. 124) 1353 ; 3° agreed to (Y. 86,
N. 61) 1354 (i). (53 Vic., c. 105.)

BILL (No. 33) Respecting the People's Bank of New
Brunswick.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

1°*, 159; 2°*, 186; in Com. and 3°*, 531 (i). (53
-Vic.. c. 42.)

BILL (No. 34) To amend the Act to incorporate the
Saskatchewan Railway and Mining Company.-
(Mr. Small.)

1°*, 159; 2°*, 186 ; in Com. and 3*, 2338 (i). (53
Vic,, c. 88.)

BILL (No. 35) To incorporate the Calgary and Ed-
monton Railway Company.-(Mr. Small.)

1°*, 159 ; 2°*, 273 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 3228 (ii).
(53 Vic., c. 84.)

BILL (No. 36) To confirmn an agreement between the
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan Rail-
road and Steamboat Company and the Canadian
Pacifie Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

1°*, 159 ; 2°*, 273; in Com. and 3°*, 1355 (i). (53
Vie., c 82.)

BILL (No. 37) To amend the Act to incorporate the
Imperial Trusts Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Hudspeth.)

1°*, 159 ; 2°*, 273 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 3228 (ii). (53
Vic., c. 101.)

BILL (No. 38) Further to amend the Dominion Elec-
tions Act, Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes of
Canada.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°, 159 ; 2° m., 2212; Amt. (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 6 m. h., 2218; agreed to (Y. 103, N.
60) 2226 (i.)

BILL (No. 39) To incorporate the York County Bank.
-(Mr. Denison.)

1°*, 184; 2°, 352 (ii); in Com. and 3°*, 3228 (ii). (53
Vie., c. 41.)

BILL (No. 40) To incorporate the National Construc-
tion Company.-(Mr. Brown.)

1 °, 184; 2°*, 399 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 3227 (ii.)
(53 Vie., c. 102.)

BILL (No. 41) To incorporate the Canada Cable Coin-
pany.-(Mr. Hesson.)

1°*, 184; 2°*, 353; in Com. and 3°*, 1019 (ii). (53
Vie., C. 98.)

BILL (No. 42) To amend Chapter 44 of the Revised
Statutes of Canada, entitled: The Indian Ad-
vancement Act.-(Mr. Doyon).

1', 184; Order for 2° read, 1507 (i); 2° m., 2718;
deb. adjd., 2739 (i).

BILL (No. 43) To amend Chapter 4 of 52 Victoria,
entitled: An Act to authorise the granting of
Subsidies in land to certain Railway Companies.
-(Mr. Dewdney.)

1°*, 184; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1077 (i). (53 Vic., c. 3.)
BILL (No. 44) To amend Chapter 5 of the Revised

Statutes, respecting the Electoral Franchise.-
(Mr. Barron.)

1°*, 184 (i); Order for 2° dschgd. and B. wthdn.,
3703 (i).

BILL (No. 45) To incorporate the-Tilsonburg, Lake
Erie and Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr.
Brovn.)

1°*, 212; 2°*, 273; in Com. and 3*, 1019 (i). (53
Vie., c. 56.)

BILL (No. 46) To incorporate the Mount Forest, Mark-
dale and Meaford Railway Company.-(Mr.
Spro-ule.)

10*, 212; 2°*, 273; in Com. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vie., c. 60.)

BILL (No. 47) To amend Chapter 91 of the Revised
Statutes of Canada, entitled : An Act respecting
the protection of Navigable Waters.- (Mr.
Tupper.)

1°, 212 (i); wthdn., 4667 (ii).
BILL (No. 48) Respecting the Northern and Western

Railway Company, and to change the name of
the Company to the Canada Eastern Railway
Company.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

1°*, 244; 2°*, 399; in Com., 1019; 30*, 1149 (i). (53
Vie., c. 74.)
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BILL (No. 49) Respecting the New Brunswick Railway
Company.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

10*, 244 ; 2°*, 531; in Coin. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vic., c. 71.)

BILL (No. 50) Respecting the Manitoba and North-
Western Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Wallace.)

1°*, 244 ; 2°*, 353 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vic., c. 78.)

BILL (No. 51) Respecting the Hereford Railway Coin-
pany.-(Mr. Brown.)

1'*, 244; 2°*, 399 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vie., c. 72.)

BILL (No. 52) For the protection of persons employed
by contractors engaged in the construction ( f
railways under Acts passed by the Parliament of
Canada.-(Mr. -Purcell.)

1°*, 245 (i) ; 2', 3704 (ii).
BILL (No. 53) To amend The Public Stores Act.-(Sir

John Thompson.)
1°, 245 ; 2°, in Com. and 3*, 1077 (i). (53 Vie., c. 38.)

BILL (No. 54) To incorporate the Interprovincial
Bridge Company.-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

1°', 273 ; 2°*, 531; in Com. and 3°*, 1506 (i). (53
Vie., c. 92.)

BIL (No. 55) To incorporate the Shore Line Railway
Bridge Company.)-(Mr. Weldoni, St. John.)

1°*, 273; 2°*, 531 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1506 (i). (53
Vie., c. 94.)

BILL (No. 56) To amend the Canadian Pacific Railway
Act, 1889, and for other purposes.-(Mr. Kirk-
patricL )

1°*, 342 ; 2°*, 531 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vie., c. 47.)

BILL (No. 57) Respecting the Erie and Huron Railway
Company. -(Mr. Lister.)

1°*, 342 ; 2°*, 531 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vic., c. 59.)

BILL (No. 58) Respecting the Brantford, Waterloo
and Lake Erie Railway Company.--(Mr. Pater-
son, Brant.)

1°*, 342; 20*, 531; in Coin. and 3°*, 1654 (i). (53
Vie., c. 50.)

BILL (No. 59) To change the name of the Vaudreuil
and Prescott Railway Company to the Montreal
and Ottawa Railway Company.-(Mr. MeMillan,
Vaudreuil.)

1°*, 342; 2°*, 531; in Coin. and 3°*, 1355 (i). (53
Vie., C. 58.)

BILL (No. 60) To incorporate the Rainy River Boom
Company. -(Mr. Dawvson.)

1°*, 342; 2°, 531 ; in Coma. and 3*, 1610 (i). (53
Vic., e. 97.)

BILL (No. 61) To amend the Act to incorporate the
Lake Manitoba Railway and Canal Company.-
(Mr. Taylor.)

1°*, 342 ; 2°*, 531; in Com. and 3°', 1610 (i). (53
Vie., c. 79).

BILL (No. 62) For granting certain powers to The
Canadian Millers' Mutual Fire Insurance Com-
pany.-(Mr. Brown.)

1°*, 342; 2°', 531 (i).

BILL (No. 63) To incorporate the Home Benefit Life
Association. -(Mr. Sumal.)

1°*, 342; 2°*, 531 (i) ; in Coin. and 3°', 3228 (ii).
(53 Vie., c. 46.)

BILL (No. 64) To incorporate the Moncton and Prince
Edward Island Railway and Ferry Company.-
(Mr. Landry.)

1°*, 342; 20*, 531; in Coin. and 3°*, 1506 (i). (53
Vie., e. 75.)

BILL (No. 65) Further to amend the Criminal Law.
-(Sir John Thomnpson.)

1°, 342 (i) ; 2°, 3161; in Coin., 3164, 3368 ; 3° m.,
and Amt. (Mr. Bergin) 3411; neg. (Y. 36, N.
124) 3446 ; Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3447 ; Ait. (Mr.
Tisdale) to Amt., 3454 ; neg. (Y. 71, N. 98)
3457 ; Amt. neg. (Y. 74, N. 88) 3458; Amts.
(Messrs. Blake and McNeill) neg. and 3°, 3460
(ii). (53 Vie., C. 37.)

BILL (No. 66) To incorporate the Hamilton Junction
Railway Company.-(Mr. Brown.)

1°*, 449; 2°*, 1019 (i).
BILL (No. 67) To incorporate the South Kootenay

Railway Company.-(Mr. Mara).
1°*, 449; 2°*, 679 (i).

BILL (No. 68) To incorporate the West Kootenay
Railway Company.-(Mr. Mara.)

1°*, 449; 2°*, 679 (i).

BILL (No. 69) Respecting the St. Catharines and
Niagara Central Railway Company-(Mr.Rykert).

1°*, 449; 2°*, 679; in Coin. and 3°«, 1505 (i). (53
Vie, c. 54.)

BILL (No. 70) To incorporate the St. Lawrence Inter-
national Railway and Bridge Company.-(Mr.
Taylor.)

1°*, 449 ; 2°*, 679 (i).
BILL (No. 71) To incorporate the Brandon and South-

Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Scarth.)

1°*, 449 ; 2°*, 679 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1355 (i). (53
Vie., c. 86.)

BILt (No. 72) Respecting the Summerside Bank.-.
(Mr. Davies, P.E.I.)

1°*, 449; 2°*, 679; in Coin. and 3*, 1355 (i). (53
Vie., c. 44)

BILL (No. 73) To incorporate the Bankers' Safe De-
posit,Warehousing and Loan Company(Limited.)
-(Mr. Cockburn.)

1°*, 449 ; 2°*, 679 (i) ; in Coin. and 3°*, 3323; title
changed to "Dom. Safe Deposit and Ware-
housing and Loan Co., Limited," 3324 (ii). (53
Vie., C. 100.)

BILL (No. 74) Respecting the Confederation Life Asso
ciation.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

1°*, 449; 2°*, 679 (i); in Coin. and 3°*, 1965. (53
Vie., e. 45.)

BILL (No. 75) Respecting the Calgary Water Power
Company (Limited).-(Mr. Tisdale.)

1°*, 449; 2°*, 679; in Con. and 3°*, 1610 (i). (53
Vie., c. 95.)

BILL (No. 76) To incorporate the Elbow River Water
Power Company.-(Mr. Dai.is.)

1°*, 449 ; 2°*, 679 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 2338 (i).
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BILL (No. 77) To amend the Act for the prevention
and suppression of Combinations formed in re-
straint of Trade.-(Mr. Wallace.)

1°*, 504 (i) ; 2°*, 3703 ; in Com., 3704 (ii).
BILL (No. 78) To incorporate the Portage la Prairie

and Duck Mountain Railway Company.-(Mr.
Hesson.)

1°*, 561 ; 2°*, 1019 (i) ; ref. back to Ry. Com.,
3322 (ii).

BILL (No. 79) Respecting the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of Canada.--(Mr. Small.)

1°*, 638; 2°*, 1019 (i); in Coin. and 3°*, 1965. (53
Vic., c. 48.)

BILL (No. 80) Respecting the Grand Trunk, Georgian
Bay and Lake Erie Railway Company.--(Mi.
TlisdaIe.)

1°*, 638 ; 2°*, 1019 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1610 (i). (53
Vie., c. 63.)

BILL (No. 81) Respecting the Don Improvement,
Toronto.-(Mr. Srall.)

1°*, 638 ; 2°*, 1019 (i).
BILL (No. 82) To confirm an agreement between the

Montreal and Western Railway Company and
the Canadian Pacifie Rai3way Company.-(Mr.
Desjardins).

1°*, 638; 2°*, 1019; in Coin, and 3°*, 1610 (i). (53
Vic., c. 67.)

BILL (No. 83) To incorporate the Alberta Colonisation
Railway Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

1°*, 722; 2°*, 1019 (i).
BILL (No. 84) To amend the Act to incorporate the

Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction Railway
Company.-(Mr. Sutherland.)

1°*, 722; 2°*, 1019 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1610 (i).
(53 Vic., c. 53.)

BILL (No. 85) Further to amend The Fisheries Act,
chapter 95 of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr. Tupper.)

1°,"722 (i); wthdn., 4667 (ii).
BILL (No. 86) Respecting the Central Ontario Rail-

way.- (Mr. Corby.)
1°*, 794.; 2°*, 1019 (i); in Con. and 3°*, 1965. (53

Vie., c. 52.)
BILL (No. 87) Respecting the Pontiac Pacifie Junc-

tion Railway Company.-(Mr. Bryson.)
1°*, 794; 2°*, 1019; in Coin. and 3°*, 2338 (i).

(53 Vie., c. 68.)
BILL (No. 88) To incorporate the North Canadian

Atlantic Railway and Steamship Company.-
(Mr. Bryson.)

1°*, 794 ; 2°*, 1019 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1610 (i). (53
Vic., c. 70.)

BILL (No. 89) To amend the Act to incorporate the
River Detroit Winter Railway Bridge Company,
and to change the name of the Company to the
River Detroit Railway Bridge Company.-(Mr.
Ferguson, Welland.)

1°*, 794 ; 2°*, 1020 ; in Com. and 3°*, 2210 (i).
(53 Vie., c. 90.)

BILL (No. 90) To amend the Act incorporating the
Manitoba and South-Eastern Railway Company.
-(Mr. LaRivière.)

1°*, 794; 2°*, 1020 ; in Con. and 3°*, 1654 (i). (53
Vie., c. 77.

BILL (No. 91) To grant certain powers to the Chambly
Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Prefontaine.)

1°*, 794; 2°*, 1020; in Coin. and 3°*, 2207 (i). (53
Vie., c. 96.)

BILL (No. 92) Respecting the Napanee, Tamworth
and Quebec Railway Company, and to change
the name of the Company to The Ontario
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Bell.)

1°*, 833; 2°*, 1020 (i); in Coin. and 3°*, 3227 (ii).
(53 Vie,, e. 62.)

BIut (No. 93) To inqorporate the Sault Ste. Marie
and Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr. Daw-
son.)

1°*, 833; 2"*, 1020 (i).
BIL (No. 94) To incorporate the Thousand Islands

Bridge and Railway Company.-(Mr. Bell.)
1°*, 833; 2°*, 1020 (i).

BILL (No. 95) Respecting Agricultural Fertilisers-
(D) front the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdondd.)

1°*, 963 (i); 2°, 3190; in Coin. and 3°*, 3195 (ii).
(53 Vie., c. 24.)

BILL (No. 96) For better securing the safety of cer-
tain Fishermen-(E) from the Senate.-(Mr.
Jones, Halifax.)

1°*, 1198; 2°*, 1507 (i); M. for Com., 4440; Aint.

(Mr. Colby) 6 m.. h., 4443-; agreed to, 4448 (ii).
BILL (No. 97) To incorporate the Montreal Bridge and

Terminus Company).-(Mr. Lngelier, Quebec.)
1°*, 1019 ; 2°, 1506 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 3227 (ii).

(53 Vic., c. 93.)
BILL (No. 98) To confer on the Commissioner of Pa-

tents certain powers for the relief of George T.

Smith)-(Mr, Small.)
1°*, 1066 ; 2°*, 1506 (i) ; Ms. for Coin., 1965., 2699;

in Com., 3227 ; 3° m., 3319 ; Aint. (Mr. Hickey)

6 m. h., 3320 ; neg. (Y. 37, N. 93) and 3°, 3321
(ii). (53 Vie., c. 107.)

BILL (No. 99) To incorporate the Owen Sound and

Lake Huron Railway Company.-(Mr. Small.)
1°*, 1066 ; 2°*, 1355 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1823 (i). (53

Vie., c. 61.)
BILL (No. 100) To incorporate the Inverness Railway

Company. -(Mr. Smull.)
1°*, 1066 ; 2', 1355 (i).

BILL (No. 101) To incorporate the Louisburg an
Richmond Railway Company.-(Mr. Small)

1°*, 1066 ; 2'*, 1355 (i).
BILL (No. 102) To anend the Canada TemperancŽe

Act.-(Mr. Dickey.)
1°, 1198 (i).

BILL (No. 103) To amend the Canada Temperance
Act.-(Mr. Lavergne.)

1°, 1199 (i) ; 2°, 3717 ; in Com, 3719; 3°*, 3720 (ii)-
(53 Vic., c. 27.)

BILL (No. 104) To amend the Railway Act-(A) from
the Sentate.-(Mr. Shanly.)

1°*, 1343 ; 2°*, 1507 (i) ; M. for Com. and Amt.(SiF
John A. Maedonald) 6 n. h., 3325,; agreed to
(Y. 85, N. 47) 332 (ii).
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BILL (No. 105) To amend Chapter 148 of the Revised
Statutes of Canada, entitled : An Act respecting
the improper use of Fire-arms and other Wea-
pons-(B) from the Senate.-(Mr. Browin.)

1°*, 2311 (i).
BILL (No. 106) Respecti&g the Great North-West

Central Railway Company-(J)from the Senate.-
(Mr. Small.)

1° and 2°*, 1506 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1823 (i). (53
Vic., c. 81.)

BILL (107) Respecting the Provincial Provident Insti-
tution of St. Thomas, Ontario.-(Mr. Ward.)

1°*, 1343 ; 2°*, 1506 (i).
BILL (No. 108) To amend The Electoral Franchise

Act.-(Mr. Davies, P.E.L)
1°, 1343 (i) ; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 3720 (i).

BILL (No. 109) Respecting the Board of Trade of the
City of Toronto.-(K) fromit the Senate.-(Mr.
S aall.)

1°*, 1420; 2°*, 1506; in Com. and 3°*, 1965 (i). (53
Vic., c. 39.)

BILL (No. 110) To secure the better observance of the
Lord's ý Day, commonly called Sunday.-(Mr.
Charlton.)

1°*, 1792 (i).
BILL (No. 111) Further to amend the Acts respecting

the Quebec Harbor Commissioners.-(R) froim the
Senate.--(Sir John Thonpson.)

1°*, 1506 ; 2° m., 1532; 2° and in Coin., 1533 ; 3° m.,
1582; Ait. (Mr. Langelier, Quebtc) 1583 (i).

BILL (No. 112) Authorising the transfer of certain
public property to the ]Provincial Governments.
-(Sir John Thompson.)

1°, 1512 (i); wthdn., 4924 (ii).
BILL (No. 113) To authorise the Toronto Savings

Bank Charitable Trust to invest certain Funds.
-(M) from the Senate.-(Mr. Sntall.)

1°*, 1581; 2°*, 1610 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1965. (53
Vie., c. 40.)

BILL (No. 114) Further to amend the Revised Statutes,
Chapter 5, respecting the Electoral Franchise.-
(Mr. Brien.)

1°, 1581 (i); 2° m., 3720 ; deb. adjd., 3722 (ii).

BILL (No. 115) To amend Chapter 122 of the Revised
Statutes, entitled : An Act respecting certain
Savings Banks in the Provinces of Ontario and
Quebec.-(Mr. Choquette.)

1°*, 115 (i),

BILL (No. 116) Respecting the Department of The
Geological Survey.-(C) from the Senate.-(Mr.
Dewdney.)

1 *, 1792; 2°, 2099 (i); in Com., 4028; 3°*, 4033
(ii). (53 Vic., c. 11.)

BILL (No. 117) Further to amend The General Inspec-
tion Act, Chapter 99 of the Revised Statutes.-
(Q) from the Senate.-(Mr. Costigan.)

1°* 1792 (i);

BILI (No. 118) To aimend The Steamboat Inspection
Act, Chapter 78 of the Revised Statutes.-(O)
from the Senate.-(Mr. Colby.)

1°*, 1792 (i); 2° m., 3186; deb. adjd., 3190; 2° on a

div., 4362; in Coin., 4362, 4663; 3°*, 4663. (53
Vic., c. 17.)

BILL (No. 119) For the relief of Hugli Forbes Keefer.
-- (G) from the Senate.--(Mr. Weldon, Albert.)

1°, on a div., 3324; 2° (Y. 64, N. 21) 3694; in
Com. and 3° on a div., 4026 (ii). (53 Vic., c.
108.)

BILL (No. 120) For the relief of Christiana Filman
Glover.-(H) fromt the Senote. -(Mr. McKap.)

1°, on a div., 3324; 2° (Y. 64, N. 21) 3694; in Com.
and 3° on a div., 4026 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 109.)

BILL (No. 121) To amend the Act to incorporate the
Dominion Minerai Company. -(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Rule suspended and 1° of B., 1936 ; 2°*, 2208 (i), in
Coin. and 3°*, 3228 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 99.)

BILL (No. 122) To prevent the Disclosure of Official
Documents and Information.-(T) froi the Sen-
ate-(Sir Adolphe Caron.)

1°*, 2020 (i); 2°, 3203; in Com., 3599; 3°*, 3600 (ii).
(53 Vic., c. 10.)

BILL (No. 123) Respecting the Ontario Pacific Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

10*, 2020; 2°*, 2338 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 4026 (ii).
(53 Vic., c. 57.)

BILL (No. 124) Respecting H. H. Vivian & Company
(Limited).-(Mr. Dawson.)

1°*, 2097; 2°*, 2338(i) ; in Com., 3231, 3622; 3°*,
3623 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 104.)

BILL (No. 125) Respecting the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Carrait.)

M. to suspend Rules, 2178 ; 1°*, 2184 ; 2°*, 2338 (i);.
in Con., 3228, 3621; 3*, 3622 (ii). (53 Vic.,
c. 49.)

BILL (No. 126) To amend an Act concerning Mar-
riqge with a Deceased Wife's Sister.-(U) fromt
the Senate-(Sir John Thornpsont.)

1°*, 2739; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 4035 (i). (53
Vie., c. 36.)

BILL (No. 127) Respecting Banks and Banking.-
(Mr. Foster.)

Res. prop., 2234 ; in Com. on Res., 1°* of B., 2249
(i); 2° m., 3811; 2° and in Com., 3853, 3879,
3955, 4074, 4277, 4415, 4507; 3', 4590; Sen.
Amts. conc. in, 4928 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 31.)

BILL (No. 128) Respecting the Columbia and Koote-
nay Railway and Navigation Conpany.-(Mr.
Mara.)

Rules suspended and 1°*, 2594; 2°-; in Coni. and
3°*, 3228 (i). (53 Vic., c. 87.)

BILL (No. 129) Further to amend the Act 50 and 51
Victoria, Chapter 16 entitled : An Act to amend
the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act, and to
make better provision for the trial of claima
against the Crown.-(Sir John Thompson.)

1°, 2595; 2°* andin Com., 3160; 3°*, 3161 (ii.) (53
Vie., c. 35.)

BILL (No. 130) To amend The Interpretation Act.-
(Sir John Thompson.)

1, 2825; 2°, 3155; in Com., 3157, 3600; 3°, 3604
(ii). (53 Vie., c. 7.)
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BILL (No. 131) Further to amend Chapter 51 of the
Revised Statutes, The Territories Real Property
Act.-(Sir John Thompson.)

1°, 2914; 2°, 3198; wthdn., 4924 (ii).
BILL (No. 132) To amend The Indian Advancement

Act, Chapter 44 of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr.
Dewdney.)

1', 3151 : 2° m., 3604 ; 2°, 3624 ; in Com., 3625,
4033 ; 3°*, 4034 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 30.)

BILL (No. 133) Further to amend the Act respecting
the Inland Revenue, Chapter 34 of the Revised
Statutes.-(Mr. Costigan.)

1°, 3151; 2°, 3626; in Com., 3627; 3°*, 3633 (ii).
(53 Vic., c. 23.)

BILE (No. 134) Respecting Fishing Vessels of the
United States of Anerica.- (Sir John Thompson.)

1°, 3153; 2°, 3593; in Coin., 3595, 3876; 3°*,
3878 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 19.)

BILL (No. 135) To amend The Seamen's Act, Chapter
74 of the Revised Statutes.--(Mr. Colby.)

1°, 3153 ; 2°, 4359; in Coin., 4360; 3° ni. and
Amt. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 4400 ; neg. on a div.
and 3°, 4403 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 16.)

BILL (No. 136) Further to amend the Revised Statutes,
Chapter 5, respecting the Electoral Franchise. -
(Mr. Chapleau.)

1, 3196; 2°* and in Com., 3895; 3° m., 3937;
Ait. (Mr. Brien) 3938; neg. (Y. 51, N. 87)
3947; Amt. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 3949; neg.
(Y. 49, N. 83) 3954 ; 3°, 3955 ; M. to conc. in
Sen. Amts., 4663 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 8.)

BILL (No. 137) To amend The Gas Inspection Act,
Chapter 101 of the Revised Statutes.--(Mr.
Costigan.)

1°, 3290; 2°, 4266; in Coin., 4271; 3°*, 4272 (i).
(53 Vie., c. 25.)

BILL (No. 138) Respecting grants of Public Lands-
(W9 front the Senat.-(Sir John Thompson.)

1°, 3624; 2°* and in Con., 4034; 3°*, 4035 (ii).
(53 Vic., c. 6.)

BILL (No. 139) To anend the Act respecting the In-
spection of Steamboats and the examination and
licensing of Engineers enployed on them. -(Mr.
Patterson, Essex.)

1°, 3512 (ii).
BILL (No. 140) To amend Chapter 127 of the Revised

Statutes of Canada, entitlej : An Act respecting
Interest.-(Sir John Thompson.)

1°, 3624; 2°, 4266; ii Coin., 4414, 4924; 3°*,
4924 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 34.)

BILL (No. 141) To facilitate the purchase by the
Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company from
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company of the
Branch line between Hul and Aylmier.-(Mr.
Sproule.)

1°, 3591; 2°*, 3702; in Com. and 3°*, 4025 (ii).
(53 Vie., c. 69.)

BILL (No. 142) For the relief of Emily Walker-(N)
from the Senate.-(Mr. Brown.)

1°, 3624; 2° m., 3694 ; Anit. (Sir John Thonpson)
6 m. h., 3695; agreed to (Y. 70, N. 35)3702 (i).

BILL (No. 143) To amend the Acts respecting the
Duties of Customs.-(Mr. Foster.)

1°*, 3779; 2°* and in Coin., 4484; 3° m., 4527;
Amt. (Sir Richard Curtwright) 4530; neg. (Y.
62, N. 93) 4544; 3°, 4545 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 20.)

BILL (No. 144) In amendment of The Patent Act.-
(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

1°, 3811; 2°* and in Com., 4484 (ii).
BILL (No. 145) To amend the Militia Act, Chapter

41 of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr. Mulock.)
1°, 4168 (ii).

BILL (No. 146) To amend the Acts respecting the
North-West Territories--(V) fron the Senate.-
(Mr. Dewdney.)

1°*, 4373; 2° m., 4449 ; 2° and in Coin., 4465 (ii).
BILL (No. 147) Respecting the Hereford Railway

Company and the Maine Central Railway Coin-
pany.-(Mr. Ives.)

Rules suspended, 4396; 1° and 2°*, 4397; M. (Sir
Hector Langevin) to place on Order Paper,
4499; in Con., 4503; 3°*, 4504 (i). (53 Vic.,
c. 73.)

BILL (No. 148) To provide for the collection and pub-
lishing of Labor Statistics.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

Res. prop., 4590; in Com., 4836; ref. to Coin. on
B., 4837 ; 1°, 4398 ; 2°, 4835 ; in Coin., 4838;
3*, 4846 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 15.)

BILL (No. 149) To provide for the payment of a
Bounty on Pig Iron inade from Canadian ore.-

(Mr. Foster.)
Res. prop., 2828 ; M. for Coin., 4321; conc. in

(Y. 69, N. 45) 4403; 1° of B., 4404; 2*, in
Coin. and 3°*, 4835 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 22.)

BILL (No. 150) Respecting a certain agreement therein
mentioned with the Calgary and Edmonton
Railway Company.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Res. prop., 4261; M. for Coin., 4419; in Com.,
4433; cone. in and 1° of B., 4440; 2°* and in
Com., 4816; 3°*, 4832 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 5.)

BILL (No. 151) Respecting Railways-(Z) fron the
Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdoild.)

1°*, 4480 ; 20 and in Coin., 4816 ; 3°*, 4821 (ii). (53
Vie., c. 28.)

BILL (No. 152) To amend the Acts respecting the
Harbor of Pictou.-(Mr. Colby.)

1°, 4588 ; 2*, in Com. and 3°*, 4835. (53 Vie., c. 18.)
BILL (No. 153) To amend the Indian Act, Chapter

43 of the Revised Statutes-(BB)fron the Senate.
-(Mr. Dewdney.)

1°- ; 2°, 4903 (ii); in Com., 4904 ; 3°, 4905 (i). (53
Vie., c. 29.)

BILL (No. 154) Respecting certain Savings Banks in
the Province of Quebec.--(Mr. Foster.)

1°, 4761; 2° and in Com., 4847; 3'°*, 4848 (i)). (53
Vie., c. 32.)

BILL (No. 155) Respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay Railway Company.-(Mr. Daly.)

Rules suspended, 4821; 1°* and 2*, 4822; in Com.
and 3°*, 4906; Son. Amts. conc. in, 4930. (53
Vic., c. 80.)
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BILL (No. 156) Respecting the Wood Mountain and Brandon and South-Western Ry. Co.'s

Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr. Hesson.) incorp. B. No. 71 (Mr. Scarth). 1°, 449;
Rules suspçnded, 4846 ; 1 and 2° on a div., 4846; 2°*, 679 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1355. (53 Vie., c. 86.)

in Com. and 3°*, 4906 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 83.) BRANDON AND SOUTH-WEsTERN RT. Co.'s LAND
BILL (No. 157) To authorise the granting of Subsidies SuBs1Dy: prop. Res. (Mr. Dcivdney) 4589; in

to certain Railways and Railway Companies.- Coin., 4689 (ii).

(Sir John A. Macdonald.) Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Ry.
Res. prop., 4762; in Coin., 4848; conc. in, 4893; Co.'s B. No. 58 (Mr Pterson, Brant). l

amended Res., 4824; in Coin., 4896; 1°* of B., 342; 2, 531 ; in Con. and 3'. 1654 (i). (53
4898 ; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 4917 (ii). (53 Vie., Vie., c. 50.)
C. 2.) BRÂss FOR PRINTERS' RULES: in Coin. of Ways and

BILL (No. 158) For granting to Her Majesty certain Means, 3244 (ii).
surms of money required for defraying certain BREMNER Fuas, REP. 0F SEL. Cou.: presented (Mr.
expenses of the Public Service, for the years end- MNeill) 3810 (ii).
ing respectively the 30th June, 1890, and the 30th EviiENcE: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 4449 (i).
June, 1891, and for other purposes relating to the _ PAYMENT: Remarks (Mr. Trow) 4931 (i).
Public Service.-(Mr. Foster.) M. (Mr..zlfeNeill) toconc. in Rep. of Sel. Coin.,

Res., 4916; 1 of B., 2°*, 3°*, 4917 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 1.) 4732 (ii).
BILL (No. 159) To amend the Act of the present Ses- - Sec "Middleton, Maj.-Gen."

sion, entitled: An Act to amend the Acts res- BEsAYLOR HALF-BREws'CLAIMS: prOp. Res. (Mr.
pecting the Duties of Customs.--(Mr. Foster.) Lister) for Sel. Com., 1358; remarks (Mr.

1°, 2°, in Coin., and 3°*, 4910. (53 Vie., c. 21.) Laurier, &c.) 1508, 1517 (i) M. (Mr. Laurier)
BILL (No. 160) To authorise the granting of Subsidies for precedence, 1654 (i).

in land to certain Railway Companies.-(Mr. Deb. on Res. (Mr. Mardowall) 1370; (Mr. Wamon1
Dewdney.) 1374; (Mr. Edgar) 1377; (SirJe Thoînpgoa) 1379;

Res. prop., 4589 ; in Coin., 4668 ; rep., 4694 ; M. for (Mr. Laurier) 1385; (SirJohn A. Mordonold)18;
conc. and Amt. (Mr. Watson) 4832; neg. (Mr. Mil/s, Bothwel) 1388; (Mr.ihsvin) 1392; (Mr.

(Y. 48, N. 83) 484; further Res., 4825;, in Casci) 1394; (Mr. O'Brien) 1397; (Sir Richard

Com., 4917; conc. in, 1*, 2°* of B. and in Ca)Ititrht) 1390 (il.

Com., 4919 ; 3° m., 4920 ; 3', 4923(i). (53 Vie., BRIDGEWATER, SHIP, SEIZIRE : Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
e. 4.) 248 (i).

BILL (No. 161) To amend The Pilotage Act, Chapter BITIsE ASSOCIATION (re INDIANS)GANTo SUPPLE-

80 of the Revised Statutes-(DD) from the Sen- MENT VOTE: in Coin. of Sup., 4167 (i).

ate.-(Mr. Colby.) BRITISH COLUMBIA:
1°*, 4924 (ii). ALASEAN AND CAN. BoUNDARY LIE: Ques. (Mr.

BINDERS, REAPERS, &c. Sec "SELF-BiNDERS." Charltod 18 ( a).

BEHR.ING'5 SEA. Sec " FISRiEs."
B-LACKFEET INDIANS, CAPTURE 0F WHITE GIRL: CHI-NEsE. ADmissiox ixTO CANADA, PAR. INi " EMPIREn

Remarks (Mr. Charlton) 815 (B). read (Mr. Edgar) 3624 (i).

BLACKNG, &C.3: in Coin. of Ways and Means, 3243. - IMMIGRATIOn, RESTRICTION Ques. (Mr. (iordon)

BLAKE, CONVIcT, TRANSFER TO Ea. : in Coin. of W

Sup., 3999 (ii). CHISHOL , M., M.P., DECEASED Remarks (Sir
John A. Mcdoald) (à).

BLiss' PATENT LETER'r Box : Ques. (Mr. Lsndcrkiît) COLUMI ANE :KOOTENAY ir. Co.'s SUS 44 prop.

2827 (à). lies. (Sir Joa A. Macdoald) 4764 (ii).

Board off rade. Sec "TORONTO." ])FENCES IN B.C., COR. WITH MP. GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

BOARD 0F TRADE, QUEBEC, AND NORTHI SHORE Rv. Blake) 1199 Mi.
EsQuiLT DRY DocK: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1120 ().

DEBENTURES: M. for Cor. (Mr. Lcngelier, Quebe) - FORTIFcTO158: Ques. (Mi Prir) 1485 (i).
55(i). MAIL SERVICE I B.C.: Ques. (Mr. M wordon) 2 W (ai).

BooKBiN-DERS' TOOLs AND IMPLEMENTS : in Coin. of MINING MACHINERY, FERE IMPORTATION: Amit. to
Ways and Means, 3244 (ài). Amt. (Mr. MEra) agreed to (Y. 100, N. 77) 1144 (.

BOOTS AND SHOES: in CoL. of Ways and Means, N auw WESTMINSTEr REonRENTATION, VACANCY

3( r M (ii). Issue of Writ (Mr. S 3;(ker) 34n39 ( 1i).
"ACnaericanVessels." SETTLERS ON M. RESERv, B.C.: M. for Pets., &e.

Bo onDD F Ir SeSeea (Mr. Lwrier) 137 ().
248(i).SKEEA EXPETN: i Coin. of Sup., 4057 (ii).

BoTNTY To FisHRRmEN, ExPENsEs re DISTRIBUTION: VICTORIA, B.C., RET N oN( MEmBR Notification

in CoM. of Sup., 2376 (ii). (Mr. Speuker) 1 (i).
Se " Pig Iron. " B.C. T8. ATTORNEY GENERAL OF' CANADA, COST 0F

BRAcEs OR SuspENxDERS: in, Coin. of Ways and APPEAL: in Coin. of Sup., 4118 (ii).
Means, 3M4 (i). BROcieVILLE, WESTl'ORT AND SALLT STE. MARIE RY.

BRANdIff AxD DISTRICT STAFF (MIarITA,) S~~AL xS Ao.'s SuBsiDy: prop. es. (r JohEn . Ma rdon

CoN. of Sup., 1315 (). ad) 4762; in Con., 4874 (i).
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BUDGET, T HE: Annual Stmnt. (Mr. Foster) 2532 (i).
Reply (Sir Richard Cartirright) 2566 (i).
DELAY IN BRINGING DOWN: prop. Res. (Mr.

Laurier) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1907; neg. (Y.
57, N. 95) 1950 (i).

Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1094 (i).
Sec " WAYS AND MEANS."

BUILDERS, &C., HARDWARE : in Com. of Sup., 3486.
BUILDINGS, PUBLIC. Sec "SUPPLY."

BUOYS IN ST. LAWRENCE RIVER: Ques. (Mr. Guay)
2185 (i).

BUTTONS, VEGETABLE IVORY, &C.: in Com. of Ways

and Means, 3384 (ii).
CABINET, LIST OF MEMBERS, iii.

CABINET MINISTERS, REFLECTION ON BY MEMBER:
Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 2252 (i).

CALDWELL, LOCKMASTER AT IROQUOIS : Ques. (Mr.

Landerkin) 3077 (ii).
Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co.'s agree-

ment B. No. 150 (Sir John A. Macdonald).
Res. prop., 4261; M. for Com., 4419; in Com.,
4433 ; cone. in and 1° of B., 4440 ; 2°* and in
Comn., 4816; 3°*, 4832 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 5.)

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Oo.'s incorp.
B. No. 35 (Mr. Sn«ll). 1°, 159; 2°*, 273 (i);
in Coi. and 3°*, 3228 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 84.)

CALGARY AND EDMONTON Ry. Co.: prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 4261 (ii).
LAND SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Deîcdney)

4689 (ii).
Calgary Water Power Co.'s B. No. 75 (Mr.

Tisdale). 1°*, 449; 2°*, 679; in Coin. and 3°*,
1610 (i). (53 Vic., c. 95.)

CALVIE, LEGAL SERVICEs re PROSECUTION: Ques. (Mr.

Béchard) 4399 (ii).
CAMPBELLTON ANI) GASPÉ STEAM COM.: in Coin. of

Sup., 1961 (i).
CANADA ATLANTic RAILWAY BRIDGE, SUBSIDIES

VOTED: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Berqeron) 3663 (ii).
CANADA AND JAMAICA, COR. WITH 1MP. GOVT.: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 1199 (i).
See " NEWFOUNDLAND," "WEST INDIES," &C.

CANADA AND TREATIES OF COMMERCE, COMS. BE-

TWEEN H. M.'S GOVT. AND DOM. GOVT.: M. for
copies (Mr. Laurier) 3666 (ii).

CANADA AND UNITED KINGDOM STEAM COM.: in

Com. of Sup.,,4773; cone., 4915 (ii).
Canada Cable Co.'s incorp. B. No. 41 (Mr.

Hesson). 1°, 184; 2°*, 353; in CoIn. and 3°*,
1019 (i). (53 Vie., C. 98.)

Canada Eastern Ry. Co.'s B. No. 48 (Mr.
Weldon, St. John). 1°*, 244; 2°*, 399; in Com.,
1019; 3°*, 1149 (i). (53 Vie., c. 74.)

Canada Southern Bridge Co.'s B. No. 26
(Mr. Patterson, Essex). ]'*, 104; 2'*, 273; in
Com. and 3°*, \149 (i). (53 Vie., c. 91.)

Canada Temperance Act Amt. B. No.
102 (Mr. Hickey). 14, 1198 (i).

Canada Temperance Act A.mt. B. No.
103 (Mr. Lawyrgne). 1°, 199 (i); 2°, 3717; in
Com., 3719; 3°*, 3720 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 27.)

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT, WORKING : Ques. (Mr.

Cimon) 1021 (i).
CANADIAN CoMMIssIoNERs ABROAD: M. for Pets.,

&c. (Mr. McMullen) 100 (i).
CANADIAN IISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS: Ques. (Mr.

Vanasse) 1020 (i).

Canadian Millers Mutual Fire Insurance
Co.'s B. No. 62 (Mr. Brown). 1°, 342; 2°*,
531 (i).

C.P.R. Act Amt. B. No. 56 (Mr. Kirkpatrick).
1 *, 342; 2°*, 531; in Com. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vie., c. 47.)

See " MONTREAL ANn WESTERN RY. Co."

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY:
AYLMER BRANCH, SALE : M. (Mr. Sprolde) 3591 (ii).
BRANDON BRANCH LINE, LAND SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Dewrdnep) 4589 (ii).
CONSTRUCTION: in Com. of Sup., 4013, 4653 (il).
GLENBOROUGH BRANeCR, LAND SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

4589; in Com., 4668 (ii).
NORTH SHORE RY. DEBENTURES: M. for Cor. -(Mr.

Langelier, Que.) 55 ().
R-. BRIDGES IN BAGOT COUNTY: M. for Pets., &c.

(Mr. DIont) 141 ().
VANCOUVER ISLAND AND JAPAN, &C., STEAMSHIP SUB-

SiT : M. for Cor. (Mr. Prior) 861 (i).

CANADIAN REGISTRATION OF SHIPPING: in COM. of

Sup., 2017 (i).
CANALS:

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL ENLARGEMENT: M. for Reps.,
ke. (Mr. Bain, Soulanaee) 517 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Berperon) 187 ().
CALDWELL. LOCKMASTER AT 'IROQUoIS: Ques. (Mr.

Landerkin) 3077 (ii).
CHAMBLY AND LONGUEUIL CANAL: Ques. (Mr. Préfon-

taine) 401 (i).
VESSELS, ToNNAGE, &C., PASSED THRoUGH: M.

for Stmnt.* (Mr. Préfontaine) 1401 ().
CORNWALL CANAL, LETTER OF MR. PAGE: prop. Res.

(Mr. Bergin) 1122 ().
TRENT VALLEY CANAL BRIDGE: Remarks (Mr.Barron)

3703 (il).
- CoMsSION : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Barron) 145 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Barron) 118 (i).
WELLAND CANAL, REP. OF MR. Woon: Ques. (Mr.

Edea r) 885 (i).
-- M. to lay on Table .(Mr. Fergson, Welland)

1515 (i).
[See "P. W.," RYs.," &C., under "SUPPLY.")

CANTEENS AT FREDERICTON CAMP: Remaarks (Mr.
Gilrnor) 3078 (ii).

CAPE BRETON Rr. CONSTRUCTION oF TELEGRAPH: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Macdonald, Vietoria) 3.319 (ii).

in Com. of Sup., 3809, 4019 (ii).

CAPE CROCKER INDIANS, ANNUITY PER HAD: Ques.
(Mr. Landerkin) 505 (i).

CAPE TORMENTINE MARBOR: in Com. of Sulp., 1098(i).
CAPE TRAVERsE WHARFt, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Perry)

2378 (i).
CARAQUET RT., FINANCIAL AID: Ques. (Mr._Ellis)

3723 (i).
GROSS EARNINGS: Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 3811*(ii).
Remarks (Mr. Blake) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4601 (i).

------ 1



CARDIN, ELPEIIGE ANI JEAN, CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES CHISHOLM, Mn., M.P., DECEASED: Remarks (Sir John
TO LANDS : M. for copies (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i). A. Macdonald) 3081 ().

CARILLON AND GRENVILLE CANAL: in Com. of Sup., CRISHOLM,KENNETH. See"SiekMarinersFund."
4655; conc., 4913 (ii). CHRISTIAN IsLAND INiANs, Reniarks

CARTWRIGHT'S CASES, AID TO PUBLISH: in Coin. of (Mr. Cook) 426 (ii).
Sup., 3658 (ii). CIVIL GOVT. : in Coin. of Sup., 353, 460 (i), 3779, 3993,

CASCUMPEC HARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1655 (i). 4570 (ii).
IMPiOTEMENTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Perry) 1711. Civil Service Act A=t. B. No. 30 (Mr. Cook).

CASCAPEDIA (GREAT) RIVER BRIDGE: Ques. (Mr. 1*, 118 (i)
Turcot) 269 (ii). CIVIL SERVICE, APPOINTMENT 0F PIIOFSSIONAL

(PETITE) P. O. SAVINGS BANKS: Ques. (Mr. MEN WITROUT PASSING C. S. EXAM., NAMES,
Turcot) 2669 (i). &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Liqter) 3693 (ii).

CATTLE DISEASE IN WESTERN STATES: Ques. (Mr. EXAMINERS, CONTINGENCIES: in Coin. of Sup.,

nA.s Mado5d 3081 (ii).i)

QUABANTINE STATIONS:- Ques. (Mr. Pope) .9. LIST, COMPILATION, &C.: . 1 Coin. Of SUp.,
CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS, CLAIMS FOR INDEMNITY, 3992 (iR).

Con., &C.: M. for Stmint. (Mr. Doyon) 1703 ( (). CLOrS ANI) CLO2 CASES: in Coin. of Ways and
VAGE1NT'S LET:ER TO COUocmL: Ques. (M4. Means, 3388 (il).

Doyon) 1797 (i). CLOTHINU (MILITIA) SUPPLIES, TENDERS FOR: QueS.
ENGAGEMENT FOR CIRcUIs: QUe-S. (Mr. DoAon) (Mr. Lister) 3811 (ii).

1654 (i). READY-MADE, &C.: in Coi. of Ways and
MONBYS BELON&ING TO: M. for StRtnt. (M(. Means, 3554 ((i).

Doyon) 1711 (i). COBOUR , NORTHUBERLAND AN) PACIiI)R.. Co.'S
QUARRIEST: Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 85, 247 (i). SuBsiDY: prop. Res. (Sir John.A. Macdonald)
SURVE : Ques. (M. Do(on) 247 (). 4763; in Con., 4875 (ii).
SuRVEYON'S RE RC: Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 1069 (i). COCOA PASTE, &c.. in Coin. of Ways and Meas,

CAVAIEL SHOOL, QUE., OFFICERS' PROMOTION: Ques. 339f (Su)p
(Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 3291 (ài). COINS, CABINETS OF, &C: in Coi. of Ways and

CENSUS AND STÂTIsTIS: in Coin. of p,23M6 (i), Means, 3584 (ii).
4w0 (i). CoLIN, IOLN. C. C., MEMBE FOR STANSTKA: Intro-

NEXT ENUMERATION: Ques. (Si( Richard Cart- duced, 3 (i).
,wright) 402 (i), 2827 (ii). COLLARS ,, COTORN, &C. : in Coin. of Ways and Means,

O PAG ANS: M. for RSt. (Mm. Charlton) 513 (i). 3390, 3401 (ii).
Central Ontario Railway Co.'s B. No. 86 COLLINGWOOI) HARBOR, EXPENDITURE: Ques. (Mr.

Mr. Corby). :u, 794; 2 , 1019 in Coi . and Cook)) 1,55 (i).
3'*, 1965 (i). (53 Vie., c. 52.) COLONISATION COMPANIES ANDi DEPT. 0F INiFtERoR:

CENTRAL RY. Co. F N.B. SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Si) M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Somervile) 66 (i).
John A. acdonald) 4763; in Coin., 4876 (). COLORS, DRY : in Coin. of Ways and Means, 3503 ().

CEREALS, FRAUDS I SALE OF: prop. Res. (Mr. COLLECTION O REVENUES: in Coi. Of SUp., 2288,
Burdett) 1148 (i). 2313 (2), 859, 3802, 4119, 4792 (i).

C PALK-STON, CHINA, &C.: in Coin. of Ways and Columbia and Kootenay Ry. and Navi
Means, 3584 (i). gation Co.'s B. 128 (Mr. Mar). Rules sus-

CHAMBLY AND LoNGUEuiL CANAL : Ques. (M . Pré pended and 1an, 2594; 2' in Coin. and 3
f°ntaine) 401 (3 3228 (il). (53 Vie., c. 87.)

in Coin. of Sup., 2288 (i). COLUMBIA ANpI rKOOTENAY Ry. CO., SUBSIDY prop.
VESSELS, TONNAGE, &C., PASSED THROUGE: Res. (Si John A. Macdonald) 4764 ().).

M. for Stnt.* (Mr. Préfontaine) 1401 (Î). Combinations in Trade Prevention B.
Chanibly Manufacturing Go.'s B. No. 91 No. 77 (Mr. Wallace). 1"*, 504 (i) ; 2%, 3703;

(Mr. Préfontaine . '*, 794; 2 1020; in Coin. in Coin. 3704 (i).
and 3s, 2207 (i). (53 Vie., c. %6) COMMERCIAL AGENCIES: in Coin. of Sup., 3658 (à).

CHAMPLAIN DISTRICT, REVISING OFFICER: Ques. (Mr. / TREATIES. Se "TREATES.
Afnyot) 201 (i). COMMITTEES:

CHA,,RGE£s 0F MANAGEMENT:- in Coin. of Suip., 161 (i). AGRICULTURE AND COLONISATION: List of Members,
CHATHAM N.B.) QUARANTINE: in Coin. of Sup., 37 (i).

4001 (àl). ALIEN CONTRACT LAniR B3. 8 : -M. (Mr. Taylor) for
CHICAGO WOELD's FAIR, CANADIAN REPRESENTA- Sel. Com., 2204 ; Rep. premented, 3367 (i).

T.fo: Ques. (Mr. éotes) 1357 (i) BALLOT BOXES, PÂTENT: M. (Mr. (i)p.eaw) fûr Sel.
CHINEsE, ADMISSION INTO CANADA, PAR. IN"E PI E Com.. 2230 (i); Rep. presented, 466 (il).

read 3°*, 3624 ( BAN GAND COMMERCE C0E.: List of Members, 36.SSDY:- .. (Sir etr Lmnevi) to add namea 91(i).
IMMIGRATION, RITRItcTioýN; Ques. (Mr. G~or- BRESAYLOR IAL-BREEDS' CLAIMP AND B.EMNen

don) 68 (i). PS: M. (Mr. Luter) for Sel. Coin., 13,58,1398 (j).

lxiiiINDEX.
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COMMITTEES-Continued.

BRESAYLOR FIALF-BREEDs : Rep. presented (Mr. Mc
Neill) 4732 (ii).

DEBATES, OFFICIAL: M. for Sp. Com. (Mr. Bowell) 4.
- List of Members, vii.
- 1ST REP. OF Com.: M. to conc. (Mr. De&jardinm)

1261 (i), 3153 (ii).
- 2ND REP.: presented (Mr. Desjardins 3368 (ii).
- 3R REP.: presented (Mr. Davin)4396.
- M. (Mr. Davin) to conc., 4578 (ii).
- Amt. (Mr. Curran) to ref, back, 4578 (ii).

EXPIRING LAws : List of Members, 34 ().
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT, JOINT: M. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 31 (i).
PRINTING, JOINT COM.: M. (SirJohn A. Macdonald) 31.
- List of Members, 31 (i).
- M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to add names,1651 ().
- 3R» REP. : M. (Mr. Bergin) to conc., 1856 ().
-objection (Mr. Blake) 440 (ii).
--

6TH RP. M. (Mr. Taylor) to conc., 4658 (ii).
-- 9TH REP,: M. (Mr. Bergin) to cone., 4928 (ii).
PRIVATE BILLs (MISCELLANEOUS): List of Members,

35 (i).
PRIVILEGEs AND ELECTIONs: List of Members, 33 (i).
- M. (Mr. Gironard) to employ shorthand writer

2098 (i).
REP. p resented (Mr. Girouard) 4397 (ii).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS; List of Members, 35 (i).
-NON-MEETING: Remarks (Sir Richard Cart-

iright) 2596 (ii).
RAILWAYS AND CANALS, &C.: LIst of Members, 34 (i).
- M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to add names, 1651 (i).
SELECT STANDING : prop. M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

3 (i).
-M. for Com. to prepare Lists, 29; Rep. pre-

sented, 30 (i).
STANDING ORDERs Com.: List of Members, 31 (i).

COMMIrEES, CHAIRMAN OF. See " DEPUTY SPEAKER."

COMPENsATION IN LIEU OF LAND: in Com. of Sup.,
1267 (i).

COMPTON, RETURN OF MEMBER : Notification (Mr.

,ýpeaker) 1 (i).

Confederation Life Association B. No. 74
(Mr. Cockturn). 1°, 449; 2°*, 679; in Com.
and 3°*, 1965 (i). (53 Vic., c. 45.)

CONTINGENCIEs: in Com. of Sup., 213, 1331 (i), 4575.
CoNTRACTORs' CHEQUEs : Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 27 (i).
CONTROVERTED ELECTION, HALDIMAND : Judgment

of Supreme Court (Mr. Speaker) 83 (i).
Copyright Act Amt. B. No. 19 (Mr. Carling).

1°*, 90 ; 2*, in Com. and 3°*, 1077 ; Sen. Amts.
cone. in, 2098 (i). (53 Vic., c. 12.)

COPYRIGHT ACT AMT. (1889): Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 84.
CORINTH P.O. : Remarks (Mr. Landerkin) 94 (i).
CoRi DuTIEs : prop. Res. (Mr. Fisher) in Amt. to

Coi. of Sup., 1583; neg. on a div., 1610 (i).
SEED, DUTY : Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 2828 (ii).
INDIAN: in Com. of Ways and Means, 3584,

3588 (i).
REBATE oF DUTY : prop. Res. (Mr. Landerkin)

195 (i) ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 70) 211 (i).
- prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of

Sup., 390; deb. adjd., 393; rsmd., 451; neg.
(Y. 69, N. 104) 459 (i).

REMOVAL op DuTY: Amt. (Mr. Fisher) on M.
for Com. of Sup., 1583; neg., 1610 (i).

CORNWALL CANAL: in Coin. of Sup., 2275 (i).
LETTER OF MR. PAGE: prop. Res. (Mr. Bergin)

1122 (i).
CORSETS, CLAsPs, &C. : in Com. of Ways and Means,

3485 (ii).
COTTON CORDAGE, &C.: in Con. of Ways and Means,

3392 (ii).
DENIMs, &c. : in Com. of Ways and Means,

3400 (i).
TWINE : in Com. of Ways and Means, 3541 (ii).

COTÉ, F., PET. re DAMAGES TO PROPERTY BY I.C.R.:
M. for copies * (Mr. Fiset) 1713 (i).

COURT HOUSE, MONTREAL, COST OF CONSTRUCTION

M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 2188 (i).
COVE HEAD HARBOR SURVEYS, REPS. OF EN-

GINEERS, &C.: M. for copies (Mr. Davies, P.E.L>
1065 (i).

CRANE ISLAND MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Choquette)

121 (i).

Crimninal Law (seduction, &o.) Amt. B.
No. 65 (Sir John Thompson). 1°, 342 (i); 2',
3161; in Com., 3164, 3368; 3° m. and Amt. (Mr.
Bergin) 3411; neg. (Y. 36, N. 124) 3446; Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) 3447; Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) to Amt.
3454; neg. (Y. 71, N. 98) 3457; Amt. neg. (Y.
74, N. 88) 3458; Amnts. (Messrs. Blake and Me
Neill) neg. and 3°, 3460 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 37.)

CRIMINAL STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 498 (i).
CROFTER IMMIGRANTS, PAR. IN " NORTH BRITIsH

DAILY MAIL: " Ques. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 1795 (i).
CROW HARBOR POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Kirk)

400 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention Act (Chap.

172 Ber. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 5 (Mr. Brown).
1°*, 26; 2 in., 1203; Amt. (Mr. Tisdale)6 m. h.,
1216; neg. (Y. 82, N. 91) 1219; 2°, 1220; Order
for Com. read, 1506; in Com., 1823; M. to
further consd. B. in Com. and Amt. Mr. Tisdale),
6 m. h., 1854; M. and Amt. wthdn., 1856 (i).

"CRUIsER, " GOVT. YACHT, REPAIRS, &C. : in Com. of
Sup., 4118 (ii).

CULLEN, PATRICK, ExTRA SERVICES: in Com. of
Sup., 4120 (i).

CULLING TIMBER: in Com. of Sup., 2343 (i); suppl.,
4121 (i).

CULLERs' OFFCE, QUEREC, SUPERANNUATION: M. for
O. C.'s, &c.* (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 66 (i).

CUSTOMS:
ÂGRICULTURAIL 1MPLEMENTs EXPORTED. See "SELF-

BINDERS."
ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS AND TARIFF : Remarks (Sir Rich-

a rd. Cartwright) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3633 (ii).
AMERICAN FREIGHT IN BOND . M. for 0. C.'s, &c.

(Mr. Laurier) 99 (i).
"BRIDGEWATER," SKIP, SEIZUR: Qnes. (Mr. Edgar)

248 ().
CORN FOR SEED, DUTY : Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 2828.
- REBATE OF DUTY : prop. Res. (Mr. Lguderkin)

195; neg. (Y. 54, N. 70) 211 (i).
- REMOVAL OF DUTY: on M. for COM. of Sup.,

Amt. (Mr. Fiaker) 1583; neg., 1610 (i).
CUsTOMS DUTIES, AMOUYNT PER CAPrrA: QUMs. (Mrî

Paterson, Brant) 188 (i).

lxiv INDEX.
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CUSTOMS-Continued. DEAD MEAT GO.: Remarks (Sir Richard Crtwright)
EGGS, IMPORTS AND EXPORTS TO AND FROM ONT. AND on M. for Com. of Sup., 2260 (i).

QU.: M. for Ret* (Mr. Guillet) 3693 (iii). DEBATES, OFFIcIAL, ACCOMMODATION FOR STAFF:
FERTILISERS, ARTIFICIAL, REMOVAL OF DUTY: prop. remarks (Mr. Barron) 2723 (à).

Res. (Mr. MeMillan, Huron) 1811, 2024 ().
FJsH IN BOND, DUTY: Ques. (Mr. Eisenhaner) 248 (i). D E CommiTTEsTS
FLOU R AND WHEAT, IMPORTATIONS : Ques. (Mr. Ca mp-

bell) 55 (i). Deceased Wife's Sister (Marriage) Act
FLOUR, CAN., IMPORTS INTO MAR. PROVS.: Ques. (Mr. Amt. B. No. 126 (Sir John 'hoinpson). 1',

Weldon, St. John) 2670, 2671 (ii).
M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 2671 ii). 2739; 2 in Cont, and 3*, 4035 (ii). (53 Vie.,

FREE LIST, EXTENSION TO CERTAIN ARTICLEs : Ques. c. 36.)
(Mr. Fisher) 403 (i). DEFENUES IN B. C., COR. WITH IMP. GOVT.: Ques.

GRAINS AND SEEDS, IMPORTS: prop. Res. (Mr. Me- (Mr. Blake) 1199 (i).
Millan, Huron) 1029 (i).Mlan Huo)129 (1.DEPTL. BUILDINGS, CONTINGENCIES : in Com. of Sup.,

Personal Explanation (Mr. Couture) 1069 (),
LoGs, EXPORT DUTY: Ques. (Mr. Weldou, St. John) D

84 (i).
LUMBER DUTIES AND MCKINLEY TARIFF: Remarks (Mr. Lister) 2670 (i).

(Mr. Charlton) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3989 (ii). DEPOSITS IN SAVINGS BANKS. Sc "P.O." under
LUMBER, DuTY ON: Ques. (Mr. Bryson) 4662 (i). "FINANCE."
MACHINERY, DUTY ON MANUFACTURING: Ques. (Mr. DERBY BRANCH Rt., EXTENSION: M. for Papers, &c.

Men) 2670 (ii). (Mr. Mitchell) 514 (i).
-- MiNING, FREE IMPORTATION: Ques. (Mr. Lister) DESJARDINS' DÉBATS PARLEMENTAIRES DE QUÉBEC:

562 (i).
prop. Res. (Mr. Patt) 1125; Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Mara) agreed to (Y. 100, N. 77) 1144 (i). Detroit 'Winter Ry. Bridge Co. Sec "RIVER

MALT, REBATE oF DUTY: prop. Res. (Mr. Landerkin) DETROIT."
516 (i). DICTIONNAIRE GÉNÉALOGIQUE ]E L'ABB TANGUA:

MCLAGGAN, CUSTOMS OFFICER, CHARGES AGAINST: in Com. of Sup., 3659 ().
Ques. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 40 DiGB WHARF, DUES COLLECTE: M. for Ret. * (Mr.

MEAT, INCREASE OF DUTY: Ques. (Mr. Marshall) 55;
Res. wthdn., 123 (i).

OLEOMARGARINE, IMPORTS INTo B.N.A.: Ques. (Mr. DINGMAN, INSPECTOR, TRAVELLING EXPENSES : State-
Bain, Wentuworth) 122 (). ment (Mr. Dewdney) 2160 (i).

SAw LoGs, REBATE OF DUTY: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) DIONNE, JOS., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. : Ques. (fr.
3662 (ii). Dessaint) 2023 (i).

SELF-BINDERS, REAPERS AND MOWERS EFXPORTED: DISALLOWANC 0F PROVINCIALBILLS SINGE CONFEDER-

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1065 (). ATION, &. : M. for Stmnt. (fr. Landerkin) 28.
TARIFF, TE. See " WAYS AND MEANS." MAN. MUNICIPAL ACT: Remarks (Mr. Wat-
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS: presented (Mr.

Bovell) 26 (i).
TRADE RELATIONS WITH U.S.: Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) POWER 0F: prop. Res. (Mr. Blake) in Ant.

2312 (i). to Com. of Sup., 4083; agreed to, 4094 (ii).
TREATIES OF COMMERCE, COMS. BETWEEN H. M. 'sDISCLOSUS,&C. Sec"OFîCîAL DOCUMENTS."

GOVT. AND DOM. GOVT.: M. for copies (Gen. Laurie) DISTILLERIES AND FACTORIIW (EXTRA PAY OF OFFI-
3666 (ii). CERS): in Com of Sup., 2337 (i).

[See " COLLECTION OF REVENUES " and " CIVIL DIVISIONS:
GOVT." under " SUPPLY."] ANNNCIATIO DAY, ADJNMT.: prop. M. (Mr. Trw)

Customs Acts A.mt. B. No. 143 (-Mr. Foster). 230î; agreed to (Y. 59, N. 24) 2309 M.
1°*, 3779 ; 2°* and in Com., 4484 ; 3' m., 4527; BILLS 0FXCBÀwGE AND PRomiss0Ry NOTES: O

Anit. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 4530; neg. (Y. 62, Sen. Amts., Amt. (Mr. Blake) agreed to (Y. 58,
N. 93) 4544; 3°, 4545 (i). (53 Vic., c. 20.) N. 43) 4413 (i).

BUDGET, TEE, &c., DELAY IN BRINGING DOWN:
Customs Act A.mt. B. No. 159 (Mr. Foster). Amt. (Mr. Laurier) ta M. for Com. of Sup.,1937;

1°*, 2°*, in Com. and 3'* 4910, (ii). (53 Vic., c. 21.) neg. (Y. 57, N. 95) 1949 (i).

CUSTOMS DUTIES, AMOUNT PER CAPITA : Ques. (Mr. CORN, REBATE op DUTY: prop. les. (Mr. a

Paterson, Brant) 188 (i). 195, neg. (Y. 54, N. 70) 21 (.
REBATE 0F DUTYT prop. lies. (Mr. Laurier) in

CUSTOMS DUTY ON MEAT, INCREASE: Ques. (Mr. Amt. to Com. ofSap., M; deb. adjd., 393; rsrud.,
Marshall) 55 ; wthdn., 123 (i). 451; neg. (Y. 69, N. 104)459 (.

DAIRYLNG INTEREST, DEVELOPMENT: in Com. of Sup., CEIMINAL LAw AMT. B. 65 (Sir John 1honzp8*):

2399 (i). to recom. (Mr. Bergin) neg. (Y. 36, N. 12) 3446;

DAMAGES BY STEAMERS. See "Govt. Property." Amt. (Mr. Tidale) 3454; neg. (Y. 71, N. 98) M7;
DARmouH B-,ý-zc Ry -. in Cra.ofup. 404 (i). Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3447; neg. (Y. 74, N. 88) 34M8.

DRTOU BRANC R.: i Com. of Sup., 4014 (i). CRUELTY TO ANIMALS EETION B. 5 (Mr. Brn):
DEAD LETTER OFFICE AND REGISTERED LETTRS : M. on M. for 2, Amt. (Mr. Tiseaie) 6m. h., 1216; neg.

for Ret. (Mr. Mc1ulren) 83 (e). (Y. 82, N. 91) 1291 ( ).
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DIVISIONS- Continued. Divorce (Glover, Christiana Filman) B.
CUSToMS ACT AMT. B3. 143 (Mr. Poster): on M. for 30, No. 120 (Mr. MeKay). 1' on a div., 3324; 2'

Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwripht) neg. (Y. 62, N. 93) (Y. 64, S. 21) 3694; in Com. and 3 on a div.,
4544 (ii). 40-6 (ii). (53 vie., C. 10.)

DOM. ELECTIONS AcT AMT. B. 38 (Mr. arlton): Divorce (Keefer, Hugh Forbes) B. No. 119
Arnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 6 n.h., to M. for (Mr. Weldon, Albert). 1' on a div., &q24; 2 (Y.
2', 2216; agreed to (Y. 103, N. 60) 2226 (i).

DIVORCE, KEEFER, H. F., RELIEF B. 119 (Mr. Prior). 64, N. 21) 3694; in Com. and 3' on a div., 4026
2Q agreed to (Y. 64, N. 21) 3694 (ii). (ii). (53 Vîc., c. 108.)

- SMrrH, GEo. T., RELIEF 3. 98 (Mr. Small): on Divorce (Walker, Emiiy) B. No. 142 (Mr.
M. for 3', Amit. (Mr. Hickey) 6 m. h., 3320; neg. Broîr;i. 1 3624; 2 ni«, 394z Anit. (Sir John
(Y. 37, N. 92) 3321 (ii). Thuetpson) 6 m.h., 3695; agreed to (Y. 70, N. 35>

- WALKER, EMILY, RELIEF B. 142 (Mr. Brou'n): 1 (ii).
2> m., Ant. (Sir John Thonson) 6 m. h., 3693;
agreed to (Y. 70, N. 35) 3702 (ii).

EXODUS OF CANADIANS To U. 8.: M. (Mr. Charlton) (Mr. bovin) 1486 (i).
for Sel. Com., 403; neg. (Y. 63, N. 94) 447 (i). Dom. Elections Act (Chap. 8 R. Statutc8)

FR ANCHISE ACT AMT. B. 136 (Mr. haplea u): 31> m., Amt. B. No. 7 (Mi. Joncas). 1', 26;
Amt. (Mr. Brien) to recom., 3938; neg. (Y. 51, 1220; in Com. and3o*, 1221(i). (53 Vie., c. 9.)
N. 87) 3947; Amt. (Mr. Mills, Bothiwell) 3949; neg. Dom. Elections A-et (Chap. 8 Ber. Statutes)
(Y. 49, N. 83) 3954 i). Amt. B. No. 38 (Mr. Charlton. 1"', 159 (i);
-- prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) to Repeal,

1139; neg. (Y. 78, N. 99) 1197 (i).
FRENCH LAoGuAGE iN N.W.T., (ABOLITION) B. 10 (Mr. h., 2218; agreed to (Y. 103, N. 60) M26 (i).

Meurthy. on M. for 21, Arnt. te. AnNt. (Mr. 1 PA(STURE ANMI GRAZING LEASES, 34. T.:
BeunnRoleil) 554( neg. (Y. 63, N. 117) 876; AYt. M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 3693 (n)
to Anit. (Sir John Tioiîuoi) agreed te (Y. 149, N. DOM. LAoS ACT: prop. Rus. (Mr. bein) 3298, 3316.
50) 1017 (b). e)CAPITAL: in Co. of Sup., 4155 (i).

GRAI-NS AD SEEDS, REMJOV.AL OF Dr6: prop. Res. IN COME: in Com. of Sup., 3659 (ii).
(Mr. Ma ron) 1029; neB. (Y. 59, N. 84) Dom. Lands. See " PU° LAN S. (
1062 ii.

HERCHMER, COMIISISONFR, INVESTIGATION re MAoN- DoM. LICENSE AC, EXPEsFS: Runarks (Mr. ook)

AGE-MENT MOU.NT) POLICE: prop. l(es. (Mr. 490 )4 (i8).
Pavin) for Sel. Coni., 2674: Amt. (Mr. Wu ) Dom. Minerai Co's incorp. Act A.mt. B.

2690; neg. (Y. 52, N. 76) 3W6; Res. Aeg. on same No. 121 (Mr. Kirkpatrick). Re suspended
div., 336 (i1). and ' of B., 1936 ; 2'*, 2208(i) ; in Coin. and 3,

JESUITS' ESTATES ACT'. pro». Aes. (Mr. Chmrlton) in 3228 ((t). (53 Vie., C. 99.)
Anit. te Cern. of Sup., 4173; heg. (Y. 32, N. 130) DOM. POLICE: in Co6n. of Sup., 494 ( ().

4252Lx M(à RFR,).E LES ei.(i Dom. Safe Deposit Warehousing and

MCarthy) on M.BE for 2°,Bi AmXt t. Amt. (Mr.

Johk n lonsiion) te adP. deb., 1746; agreed TU Loan Ro.'s incorp. B. No. 73 (Mr.
(Y. , N. 72) 1790 (). (ock., 1rn). 1*, 449; 2', 679 (); je oni. and 38A,

LovALir To ER MAJESTY prop. Address (Mr. 3323 (N.). (53 Vie., e. 100.)
M0lock) 123; agreed to (Y. 161, N. 0) 136(G). Don Improvement (Toronto) B. No. 81

MINIG MACINEEt, REEE IMPORTATION: prop. Res. (Mr. Small). 10*, 638; 20*, 1019 (i).
(Mr. Platt) 1125; Ant. to 1 et. (Mr. Maru) 1139; DORVAL STATION AND RIVIRE DES PRAIRiEs R.
Agreed tP (Y. 100, N. :7 1 SUBSIDT: prop. Res. (Sir John 4. Macdonald)

ORANGE ICORPORATION B. 32 (Mr. W(ulnce): M. fer 4824 (ii).
20 agreed te (Y. 85, N. 69) 398; on M. for 3", Ant DRAIN PIPES, &C. ie Con. of Ways and Means, 3401.
(Mr. LaJerSAE) 6 . h., eg. (Y. 63, N. 86) i346, DRAwBAcK. Se SELF-BINDERS, REAPERS, &C.
Amt. (Mr. Curron) Party P1ressios, eg. (y.123
N. 124) 1352 ; 3 agreed te (Y. 86, N. 61) 1 W. DREDGING: in Com. of Sup., 1631 (), 429 (i).

PI IRON, BOUERv On M. t0 cone. je Res. (Mr Pus- MCGREGORS CREER: M. for Pets.* (M.

(er) agreed to (Y. 49, N. 45) 4403 ii). Campbell) 530 (i).
LA TSTE. "PRINCE LDWARD: M. for Stint. (Mr.

MîLock)12 ;e' Agree to10 (M.16,. oSh0l): 136 or .cry 5 (i).

Cr.P, A At. (Sir Jrn .A. MaedonMld) 6 11. h.,3325; _____ RIE T E M f

agreed to (Y. 85, N. 47) 3314 (ii). Pets., &c.* (Mr.

SO ET UNCO RP.: pro. e2. (Mr. Lalrier) :e Amt. a nbell) 144 (i).
te Coe. of Sup., 15,; Neg. (Y. 61, N. 98) 35, (m. REMOVAL 0F BAR: Ques. (Mr. Campbell) 55 (i).

(Mr. Laeergne) 6Mr. h., neg.)(on 6.,fN. 86)n1346

SVBSIDIEs (LAND) TO ]RAILWATs, liE?. 0F COM. 0F - Rmrs(r apel nM o o.o
WmOLe: M. te conc. (Mr. Cerndney) 482; Am. Sup., 4894 (ii).

(Mr. Wa on) eg. (Y. 48, N. 83) 4834 (iN). DI HALL, MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Lanjiee,

WTs I ND MENS, TE TARiF : proe. res. (Sir Mmorency) 83 (i.
Rirhard (Y.49,riphN) 245 0eg. (Y. 60, N. 9i) 3075. DRILL INSTRUCTION: in COn. Of SUP., 13 M.

RL prop. Res. (M.. MeMndlen) reduing Duty on RUmmoNr) CouNTr Rr. Co.s SLiiiSDT prop. Res.
Bindg Twie aed C rdage, neg. (Y. 44, N. 85) (Sir John . Macdonald) 4764; in Con., 4889 (ii).
3776 (ii). DWoAL LAn.UAG( S.e "4 FENc LA4G8AiE, N.W.T."
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DUNDAS AND WATERLOO MACADAM ROAD: Ques.
(IMr. Bain, Wentwiorth) 68 (i).

M. for Ret. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 149 (i).
DUNNVILLE DAM, DAMAGES AT LooM1s' CREREK

Ques. (Mr. Montague) 2021 (i).
DUTIES. See " CUSTOMS. "
DUVAR, LIEUT.-COL., SUPERANNUATION: Ques. (Mr.

Perry,') 1485 (i).
DYKE, JOHN, PAYMENTS FOR SERVICES: in Coin. of

Sup., 4119 (ii).
EARLE, THos., MEMBER FOR VICTORIA, B.C. : Intro-

duced, 2 (i).
EASTER ADJNMT. : Renarks (Mr. Laurier) 2596,

2671, 2741 (ii).
M. (Sir Hector Langerin) 2914 (ii).

EASTERN EXTENSION RY. : in Coin. of Sup., 1936 (i).
EAU CLAIR AND Bow RIVER LUMBER CO. 2e. QUEEN,

COSTS : in Com1. of Sup., 4060 (ii).
EDUCATION, LEGISLATION re. Sec "DISALLOWANCE."

EGGS, IMPORTS AND EXPORTS TO ANI) FROM ONT. AND

QUE.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Guillet) 3693 (ii).
Elbow River Water Power Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 76 (Mr. Daîis). 1°*, 449; 2°*, 679
in Com. and 3°*, 2338.

ELECTION, CONTROVERTED. See " HALDIMAND."

Electoral Franchise. See "FRANCHISE."
ELECTORAL LISTS FOR DOM., EXPENSES: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Casyrain) 83 (i).
ELEVATOR AT HALIFAX ; Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St.

John) 3291 (ii).
Engineers Exam. and Licensing provi-

sion B. No. 31 (Mr. Cook). 1°, 118 (i).
See " STEAMBOAT INSPECTIONS ACT."

ENGLISH PERIODICALS, COST OF MAILING : Ques.

(Mr. Landerkin) 1856, 1918 (i).
Erie and Huron Ry. Co.'s B. No. 57 (Mr.

Lister). 1°, 342; 2*, 531; in Coin. and 3'*,
1149 (i). (53 Vic., c. 59.)

SuBs1Dy: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
4762; in Com., 4874 (ii).

ESTIMATES, THE, 1890-91 : presented (Mr. iFoster)
149 (i).

SUPP., 1889-90 : presented (Mr. Foster)2531 (i).
FURTHER SUPPL., 1889-90: presented (Mr.

Foster) 3955 (i).
SUPPL. 1891: presented (Mr. Foster) 4479 (i).

ESQUIMALT DRY DOCK: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1120 (i).
___ in Coin. of Sup., 1105 (i).

FORTIFICATIONS: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1485 (i).
ETHER, SULPHURIC: in Coi. of Ways and Means,

3558 (i).
EUROPEAN IMMIGRATION AGENCIES: in Coin. of Sup.,

3647 (i).

Exchequer Court Act. See " SUPREME.
EXCHEQUER COURT, 3RD CLASS CLERK : in Coin. of

Sup., 482 (i).
ExcisE: in Com. of Sup., 2313 (i), 4120, 4792 (ii).
EXHIBITION AT JAMAICA : Remarks (Mr. Jones, Hali-

fax) 1201 (i).
EXODUS OF CANADIANS TO U. S.: prop. M. for SeL

Com.) fr. Charlton )403; neg. (Y. 63, N. 94)44 7(i).
E4
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Deb. (Mr. Carling) 408; (Mr. Brien) 409; (Mr. Sproude)
409; (Mr. MillE, Bothwell) 412 ; (Mr. Fisher) 414:
( Mr. He.yson) 417 ; ( Mr. MadnkHuron) 419 ;
(Mr. Whift, Renfrir) 428; (Mr. Watson) 431; (Mr.
Davin) 433: (Mr. La Rivère) 433; (Mr. Freeman)
434; (Mr. Dipoint) 439; (Mr. Tisdale) 442 ().

EXPENDITURE ON Rys., &C., SINCE CONFED. : M. for

Ret. (Mr. McMallen) 69 (i).
EXPENDITURE, PUBLIC: prop. Res. (Mr. Mills, Both-

?rell) in Amt. to Coni. of Sup., 1860 (i).
EXPERIMENTAL FARM1, CENTRAL: QueS. (Mr. Cimon)

145 (i).
in Coin. of Sup., 715, 2383 (i), 3779, 4795 (i).
REP., PRINTING EXTRA COPIES: Reiarks (Mr.

Beryin) 1792 (i).
EXPIRING LAWS. See " COMITTEES."
EXPRESS SERVICE BETWEEN H. OF C. AND PRINTING

BUREAU: in Coin. of Sup., 4011 (ii).
FABRE, MR., SALARY ANI) CONTINGENCIES: in Con. of

Sup., 3658 (ii).
FACTORIES. See " ONT. MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCI-

ATION."

FANCT WORKBOXES, &C.: in Coin. of Vays and
Means, 3244 (i).

FEATHERS : in Coin. of Ways and Means, 3225 (ii).
OSTRICH, &C. : in Coin. of Ways and Means,

3402 (ii).
FERNETVILLE POST OFFCE, CLOSING: M. for Pets.,

&c. (Mr. Beausoleil) 529 (i).
Fertilisers. Sec " AGRICULTURAL."

FERTILISERS, AGRICULTURAL: prop. Res. (Mr. Hay-
gart) 1402 (i).

ARTIFICIAL, REMOVAL oF DUTY: prop. Res.

(Mr. McMüilan, Huron) 1811, 2024 (i).
FERRO-MANGANESE: in Com. of Ways and Meaus,

3486 (i).
FIBRE-WARE, INDURATED, &C. : in Coi. of Ways and

Means, 3554 (ii).
FINANCE :

AUDITOR GENERAL's REPORT: presented (Mr. Poster)
90 (i).

BANK CHARTERS, B.N.A. AND B.C.: M. for copie8
(Mr. Edgar) 255 (i).

BANKING ANB COMMERCE COM. See "COMMITTEES."

BUDGET,,THE : Annual Statement (Mr. Foster)2532(ii)
CHARGES OF MANAGEMENT: in Com. of Sup., 161 (i).
CHARTERED BANES IN LIQUIDATION, NAMES, &c.: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Hesson) 76 ().
ESTIMATES, THE. See " ESTIMATES."
INTEREST ON DEPOSITS, CALCULATING: in Com. of

Sup., 3994 (i).
LOANS AND POPULAR VOTE, LEGISLATION : Ques. (Mr.

Guay) 4589 (ii).
PAPER CURRENCY GUARANTEE BY GOVT.: prop. Re@.

(Mr. Cas-Y) 189 ().
P.E.1. AND DOM. GOVT., MONEY DRAWUN: QUeS. 6Xr.

Perry) 27 ().
PIG-ItoN AND FISHERY BOUNTIES: prop. Res. (Mr.

.Eisenhauer) 1811 (i).
PIG-IRoN BOUNTY: prop. Res. (Mr, Foster) 2828,

4221 (ii).
P. 0. SAVINGS BANES DEPOSITS: M. for Ret. (Mr.

MeMullen) 29 (i).
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COM. See " COMMITTEES."
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS: presented (Mr. Foater) 26 (i).
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FINANCE--Continued. FISHERIES-Cntinued.
PUELIC EXPENDITURE: on M. for Com. of Sup., Amt. SALMOS FISHING WITR NETS: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 4399 ).

(Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 1860 (i). SMELT FisHiSG IN MîEMincHi RIVER . Ques. (Mr.
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES: M. for Ret.* (Sir Mitchell) 222 (i).

Richard Cartwvrpiht) 83 (i). TRAWL FisrNG iE ST. MARY'S BAY: QUes. (Mr.
SAVINGs BASS DEPOSITS IN Dom.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Joues, Halifax) 2377 (i).

MeMullen) 29 (i). [Sec" SUP'LV," "TJ. S. FIslINe VESSELS."]
STATISTICAL DIAGRAMS : in Com. of Sup., 4571 Q). FISH-HOOK8, NETS, &C.: in Com. of Ways and
THREE FER CENT. LOAN OF 1888: Ques. (Mr. White, Means, 3585 (à).

Cardivell) 27 (i). FS IN BOND, CrSTons' DUTY: Ques. (Mr. Eisen-
UPPER CANADA BANK: M. for Ret. (Mr. McMullen) hauer) 248 (i).

100 (i).
[See " Civil Govt." under " SUPPLY."] FLAG'S COVE BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Oillinor)

Fire-Arms,&c., Improper use Act (Chap. 148 1795 (i).
Rer. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 105 (Mr. Brown). FLETCHER, JAS., SERVICES (ENTOsOLoGICAL): in

1-*, 2311 (i). Com. of Sup., 4789 (i).
FIRE-GUARD ALONG Ry. TRACKS, N.W.T : prop. Res. FLOATING LiGHT. SC "STE. CROIX."

(Mr. Davin) 3315 (i). FLOODS IN LAPRAIRIE: Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 884 (i).

Fisheries Act (Chap. 95 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. FLOUE AND WREAT, IMPORTATlONs: Ques. (Mr.
No. 85 (Mr. Tupper). 10, 722 (i); wthdn., Cmipbell) 55 (i).

4667 (ii). TIMROTS INTO MA . PROVS. iA U.S. : QUeS.

Fishermen's Safety B. NO. 96 (Mr. .Jones, (Mr. W don, St. John) 2670, 2671 (i).
Halifaxe). 1o*, 1198; 20*, 1507 (i); M. for Corn., - M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 2671 (ii).
4440 ; Am t. (Mr. (iolbi) 6 m. h., 4443[; agreed to, FORBES, W. B., ARREARs, TRAVELLING EXPENSES
4448 (iiF. in Com. of Sup., 4150 (i).

FISHERIES: ForeigIN Labor. S " UTY :Qe(

BEHRIlNG'S SFA SuA. FisIERIES, SEGOTIATIONS AT FORREST, LEUT.-COL. : R:marks (Mr. Dorvies,
WASHINGTON: Remarks (Mr. Jomey, Halifax) 886. R.E.I) on M. for Coin. of Sup., 4564, 4567 (i).

Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) 1201 (i), 4906 (i). FORT COGLOIGE AD LA PASSE VILLAGE INTERPRO-
- COR.: Remarks (Mr. 11111e8, Bothjseell) 513 (j). viNCIAL BtRIGE : M. for Reps. of Engineers*

NEWSPAPEL PAR.: Remarks (Mr. MNitchell) (Mr. Bryson) 1065 ().
1509 (i). Franchise Act (Chap. Rer StTOtutes) Amt. B.

STelegraM read (Mr. Mithell 1022 (i); No. i (Mr. Choquette). 1, 67 ().
bUTAR, LIEUT.-COL., SUPERANNUATION:- Ques. (Mr. Franchise Act (Chap. 5 Rer. Statutes) .Amt. B.

Perry) 1485 (5).
FiSh-REEDING ESTABLISHENTS. QUe. (Mr. Jone,) No. 44 (Mr. Brron). 2, 184 (i).; Order for 2

85 (i). dschgd. and B. wthdn., 3703 (ii).
FISHERIE S, EGOTIATIONS AT WASRINGTON: Remarks Franchise Act (Cap. 5 Rer. Stattes) Amt.

(Mr. Mitchell) 2916,4930 il). B. 114 (Mr. Brien). 1 , 1581 (i) N2 T E., 3720
R Remarks (Mr. Flynni) 1021 deb. adjd., 3722 (i).

PAR. IN NEWSPAPER: Remarks (Mr. Mitchell)Franchise Act (chp 5 Re. Stttes) mt.

7509 (i.

m e (Mr e B. No. 136 (Mr. Chaple). 1', 3196;

FisHiQ LICEUNSS, USSETTLED RETURS: M. for Cor.* and in Coi., 3895; 3' m 3937; Amt. (Mr.
(Mr. Li8ter) 105 (i). Brien) 3938; neg. (Y. 51, N. 87) 3947; Aint. (Mr.

GIUTHERW., FiSTiG LCETSE: Ques. (Mr. Sponle) Mills, Botll) 3949; neg. (Y. 49, N. 83) 8954;
307(j (). 3', 3955; M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 4663 (i).

GEE, JA3Es, FISHERT OTRSEER: Ques. (Mr. (53 Vi., C. 8.)
8rnerville) 3811, 3662 (ii) Franchise .Act (Chtpý. 5 Rev. Stat cetes) Amt. B.

H1EERING FISISERY, CoMssxssîOsNEES' BEi'.: presented No. 108 (Mr. Deevieo, .P.E.I.) 1', 1343 (i);
(Mr. Tupper) 393 ( (). ii).

Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 213 (1).
Remark (Mr. Mile, Bothllell) 395 ). FÙANCHisE ACT AND PROVINCIAL VOTERS' LISTS

USPERORpo P.E.I.:' Ques. (Mr. Peiru) 55 (i). prop. Ras. (Mr. Charlton) 1489 (i).
LICENSES TO FisHERMEN IN ST. LÂwRESCE. Ques. FRANCHISE ACT, REPEAL prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson,

(Mr. Beausoleil) 4169 (ii). Elgin) 257; M., 1193 neg. (Y. 78, N. 90) 1197.
BSTHE FACTORIES IN P.E. : Remarks on Ret. (Mr. Deb. (Mr. Chpleau) 275 (Mr. Caey) 2S4; (Mr. Mac-

Perry) 650 (i). donald, Huroît) 289; (Mr. Lister) 294; niMr. Edgcsr)
LoBSTER FISING RFGULTONS, RETisioR : Ques. 298 (Mr. 300; (Mr. MeMullen) 303; (Mr.

(Mr. Kirk) 811 (i). Pla(i) 39; (Mr. Sproule) 312; (Mr. Arstrong)
MCEREL FISHRY, PMRSE SINES AND GILL NETS: 315; (Mr. naempdell) 318; (Mr. TiRdae) 321; (Mr.

M. for Pets., &c. (M). 248 (i). _itchell) 3; (Mr. Eeson) M; (Mr. Lancerkiu)
"MODUS VIVENDI" AND U.S. : Remarkî (Mr. Jone-Y, 332; (Mr. WaldIie) 335; (Mr. Welgh) 337, (Mr.

Halifa.) 814 (. e1il1a», Huron) 337; (Mr. Waton) ; (Mr.
- Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) 3076 (i). I)aly) 340; (Mr. Troir) 1149; (Mr. Fiet) 1152;
- STATEMENTS IN AmERICAN PAPErS: Remarks (Mr. Blchar) 1154; (Mr. Brien) 1158; (M

(Mr. Kitchll) 53 (i). Daieson) 1160; (Mr. Choqueue) 1162; (Mr. Charl-
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FRANCHISE ACT, REPEAL-Contin ued. GAUTHIER, W., FsHiNG LcENsE: Ques. (Mu.
ton) 1166 ; (Mr. White, (Rref weir) 1174 Mr. MilIl, Sproule) 3076 (ii).
Bothwell) 1176; (Mr. Foster) 1180; (Mr. Jonem, General Inspection Act (Chap. 99 Rer. Sta-
Halifax) 1185; (Mr. H«agrt) 1189 ; (Mr. semple) tutes) Amt. B. No. 117 (Mr. Gostio1n). 1',
1191; (Mr. Wiluon, Elgin) 1193 (i).

FRÉCHETTE, A.. TRANSLATION OF CIRCULARS: in

Coin. of Sup., 2339 (i). GEOGRAPHICAL, &C., MAPS AN] GLOBE in Coni.
FREDERICTON AND PRINCE WILLIAM, N.B., Rr. Co.'s

SURSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) Geological Survey Dept. B. No. 116 (Mr.
4764 (ii). Dewdney). 1', 1792; 2', 2099; in Coni., 4028;

FREDERICTON, Via ORoMfOCTO, AND GAGETOWN RY. 30*, 4033 (i). (53 Vie., c. 11.)
CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdon- GEOLOGICAL SURVET: in Coin. of SUI., 173, 2124 (i),
ald) 4763; in Coin., 4876 (ii). 4789 (ii).

FREE LIST, EXTENSION TO CERTAIN ARTICLES: INSTRUCTIONS TO OFICERS: M. for copies
5

Ques. (Mr. Fisher) 403 (i). (Mr. Mulock) 1713 (i).
FREIGET IN BONI) oN AIEGICAN VESSELS: M. for ATREPS. PULISHED ANI SOLE: M. for Ret.

O.C.'s, &c. (Mr. Laurier) 99 (i). (Mu. Fertuo , 530 ().

French Language in N.W.T. (abolition) Glover, Christiana cFilan. Se "erV.E."

B. No. 10 (Mr. M3c C'arthyi). 1'", 38; 2 m. and GLO1 E , AN]) MIT,: iii Cow. of Ways and Meins,

Aut. (Mr. teasi)) 532; A1t. to A.t1 (Mr. 3484 (Cn).

-Beausoleil) 554; neg. (Y. 63, N. 117) 838; At. GOERCH AN]) SRATHROY P. . TENDERS: QUeS.

to Amnt. (Sir Johnt 2hompoon) 877; agreed to (Y. (Mr. Barron) 2377 (3).

149, N. 50) 1017, (i). Goderich and Wingham Ry. Co.'s B. No.
Deb. on AiDt. (Mr. 545; (Mr. White, Cerdb 20 (Mr. Porter). 1 , 104; 2, 185; i 2 Coin.

ell) 549; (Mr. Beoumoleil> 554; Amt. to Ait., and 3' , 72 4 (i). (53 Vi., c. 51.)
557 (). GOPHEIS, N. W.T., DESTRUCTION: Coin. Of S).,

Pnb. on Amt. to Aint. (Mr. De»i-woý 557 ; (Mr. 4790 (ii).
Midnlo) 576; (Mr. 4'igoult) 589; (Mr. Curroîn) 592; GOVTL. EXPENI)ITURE EN OT'TAWA. QUes. (Mr. IVC
(Mr. INSTRU595; (MT. TOoFvFR) 598: (fr Hectoc
Laagevi) 600:; (Mr. Lavergue) 614; (Mr. Mill, (Mul ocn) 1857 (i).
BotFIHTell) 618; (M . ChorND) 651; (Mr. fa(k) GOVT. BusIEss, DELA: pro . Res. (Mr. Laurier)
670; (iMr.,iMceeil) 668; (Mr. Stitherltted) 697:- (Mr. in Ait. to Coi. of SUI)., 19K7;ng (Y. 57, N. 95)
LO.rier) 72 ; (Sir John &c. .145; (Mr. 1950 ().
('ock1urn) î52; (Mr. .S'roule) 'j58; (Mr. Wright) GOVT. BUSINESS: M. (Sir Johu A. Ma«cdontald) to tale,
761F (Mr. Land) 769; (M . W do , Albert) 780;
(Mr. 1)san)784; (Mr. Uhapiruu) 816; (Sir NI Th r days, 10. (j). ad o aeinWd
RichB rd CartcCraht) 83; (Mr. McCarthy) 845
(M. (Dvin) 874; A 2t. to Amt. (Sir John ThoMp- nesdays, 2241 ().
aso) 877 ;.X M. (S John A. Macdonald) to ta63e iN Mon-

Deb. on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 887; (Sir John p A. days, 3937 (i).
Meb conald) 890; (Mr. Edar) 895; (Mr. White, GOVT. 0F \. W. T. : in Coin. of Sop., 2306 ().
Renfre ) 902; (Mr. Brron) 905; (Mr. Cook) 918; GOVT. PRINTm.G BUREAU. e
(MD . Bon hard) 926; (Mr. Dewdniy) 932 ; (Mr.
Mul8on) 936; (Mr. iaie, P.E.L) 941; (Mr. CGrr«n 592; AA TO BT TEMR &c.(
Lagelier, Montbi orency) 949; (M . Ayot) 963;(Si
(M. Charlton) 90 : (Mr. oone) 981; (Mr. Lail,- GOVT. STEAMERS . in Coin. Of SUp., 4041, 4779 (ii).

vière) 983; (Mr. BeauCehtoil) 998; (Mr. Walace) CARRIAGE 0F MERCHANDISE - (Ques.> 504 (i).
1001; (Mr. Wtoi) 182; (Mr. Dupont) 1006; (Mr. TENDERS FOR SUPPLIES : Ques. (Mu. Anoyot)
Sriver) 1011; (Mr. Laurier) 1012; (Mu. Pdteod on, 1120 (ii).
Br urnt) 1012; (Mr. ee) 1015; (Mr. MCarty) GOVERNOR, DEPUTY- Assent to Bis, 2385 (i), 3873(à).
1016; (Mr. PIatt) 1017 (r. GoV GEN.'S SEC., Letteus to Speaker re Royal As-

FRENCH LANGUAGE IN N.W.T., ORI)INANCES, &C., sn,27 i,31 i)

(Mr. Dessantse7t,;2(r.6C(a),e3)8106; (Si

PRIrTEd IN: M. for Rets. (Mr. McCarthy) 8i Go. GEN.S SEC. 'S OFFICE: in Coin. Of SU), 168
(Remarks (Mu. MFCarthe, &e.) 16ru (o).

GloveCistiana ilmne "DvRE

Explanation (Mu. Ailot) re Vote, 1069 (i). Gor. GEN. 'S SPECIAL CAR: in Coin. of Sup., 4021 ().
PETS.: M. to uead (Mu. MeCarthy 504 (i). A 8

GARNEAU, JosEPH, APPOINTENT AN] REMOVAL: M. GODI .D SETTER OF: Qes. (Mu. AN ot) 119.

fou Cou.* (Mu. Laneelier, Quebec) 66((i). Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake

Gao Inspection .Act (Chap. 101 Ber. Statutes) Brie Ry. Co.'s B. No. 80 (M\r. Tixdele). 10*,
.Amt. B. No. 137 (Mr. Costigan). 1', 3290; 638 ; 2'*, 1019 ; in Coni. and 3'*, 1610 (i). (53
2', 4266; in Coin., 4271; 3', 4272 (à). (53 Vie., Vie., c. 63.)

c. 25.) Grand Trunk Ry. oo.'s Ry. B. No. 79 (Mr.

GASPrÉ COUNTY MAIL. SERVICE: M. fou Cou., &C. 5 12). Mr, 638; *, 1019 ; in Co1. and 3,

(Mu. Janeas) 193 (n). 1965 ( 7(. (53 Vie., c. 48.)
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Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s B. No. 125 (Mr.
Cîrran). M. to suspend Rules, 2178; 1°*, 2184;
2°*, 2338; in Coin., 3228, 3621; 3°*, 3622 (ii).
(53 Vie., c. 49.)

GRAND MANAN AND MAINLAND STEAM COM. : in
Coin. of Sup., 1957 (i).

GRAND NARROWS BRIDGE: in Coin. of Sup., 4021 (ii).

GRAINS AN) SEEDS, IMPORTS: prop. Res, (Mr. Me

Millan, Huron) 1029 ; neg. (Y. 50, N. 84) 1062(i).
Deb. (Mr. Armstrong) 1032; (Mr. Rowaned) 1036;

(Mr. Bowrell) 1038 ; (Mr. iulock) 1039 ; (Mr. S"em-
ple) 1040 ; (Mr. Plaft) 1042 ; (Mr. Foster) 1043;
(Mr. McMullen) 1044; (Mr. Kirkpatrick) 1045;
(Mr. Taylor) 1047; (Mr. Trow) 1048; (Gen. Laurie)
1048; (Mr. Fisher) 1049; (Mr. (argill) 1052; (Mr.
les*on)1053 ; (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1056 ; (Mr.

Bergii) 1056 ; (Mr. Bain, Wenueuorth) 1057 ; (Mr.
White, Renfrew) 1059 ; (Mr. Watson) 1060 (Mr.
Sc river) 1061 (i).

GRAIN TESTER, CHANGES : Ques. (Mr. Marshall) 4399.
GRAVING DOCK. See "ESQUIMALT," "KINGSTON,"&c.
GRAZING AND PASTURE LEASES IN N.W.T. : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 3693 (ii).
GREAT EASTERN Ry., &c. : M. for Pets., &c. (Mr.

Rinfret) 142 (i).
Co.'s BRIDGE SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 4764; in Coin., 4889 (ii).
GREAT NORTHERN RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY : Ques. (Mr.

Gauthier) 2379 (i).
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Mlacdonald) 4764 (ii).

Great North-West Central Ry. Co.'s B.,
No. 106 (Mr. Smali). 10 and 20*, 3506 ; in
Coin. and 30*, 1823 (i). (53 Vie., c. 81.)

GREEN COVE BREAKWATER, REBUILDING : Ques. (Mr.
Loritt) 3154 (ii).

REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Loritt) 84 (i).
GREENLY ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER: Ques. (Mr.

Choquette) 3154 (ii).
GREER, JAMES, LATE FISHERY OVERSEER: Ques. (Mr.

Sonerville) 3662, 3811 (ii).
GROSSE ISLE, QUARANTINE: in Coin. of Sup., 3654.

REGULATIONS: M. for copy (Mr. Landerkin)
145 (i).

HALDIMAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judgment of

Supreme Court read (Mr. Speaker) 83 (i).
- - RETURN OFMEMBER: Notification(Mr. Speaker)

1402 (i).
HALF.BREEDS' CLAINS IN N.W.T. : prop. Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3309 (ii).
AND RES. OF LEG. ASSEMBLY. N.W.T : M.

for Ret. (Mr. Laurier) 100 (i).
RELIEF OF DISTRESS IN N.W.T. : in Coin. of

Sup., 4069 (ii).
See "BRESAYLOR," "BREMNER," "INDIANS.

HALIFAX AND NEWFOUNDLAND Via CAPE BRETON

STEAM COM. : in Com. of Sup., 1964, 1970 (i).
AND ST. JOHN AND W. INDIES AND S.

AMERICA STEAm COm. : in Coin. of Sup., 1973 (i);
conc., 4275 (ii).

IMMIGRATION AGENT: in Coin. of Sup., 2449.
INCREASED ACCOMMODATION : in Coin. of Sup.,

1920 (i).

HALL'S HARBOR, N. S., REPS. OF ENGINEERS : M. for

copies (Mr. Borden) 2031 (i).
Hamilton Junction Ry. Co.'s B. No. 66

(Mr. Brown). 1°*, 449; 20*, 1019 (i.)
HAMMOCKS AND TENNIS NETS, &C. : in Coin. of Ways

and Means, 3401 (ii).
HARBORS AND RIVERS, N.S. : in Con. of Sup., 1568,

4040, 4720 ; conc., 4274 (ii).
HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. Sec "MONTREAL," "QUE-

BECl" and "TORONTO."

HATS, FUR, FELT, &C. : in Coin. of Ways and Means,

3485 (ii).
HEALTH, ESTABLISHIMENT OF DEPT.: prop. Res. (Mr.

Boome) 1660 (i).
HEALTH STATISTICS: in Coi. of Sup., 498 (i).
HELMETS FOR MILITIA: Ques. (Mr. Sutherland)

886 (i).
HERCHMER, L. W. Sec " Mounted Police."

Hereford Ry. Co.'s B. No. 51 (Mr. Brown).
1*, 244; 2°*, 399; in Coin. and 3°*, 1149 (i).

(53 Vie., C. 72.)

Hereford Ry. Co. and Maine Central Ry.
Co.'s B. No. 147 (Mr. Ives). Rules suspended,
4396; 10* and 2°*, 4317 ; M. (Sir Hector Langevin)

to place on Order Paper, 4499: in Coin., 4503;
3°*, 4504 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 73.)

HERRING FISHING INDUSTRY, REP. OF CoMMISSION-

ERS: presented (Mr. Tuepper) 393 (i).

HICKORY SPOKES: in CoIm. of Ways and Means,

3586 (ii).
HIGH COMMISSIONER : personal contingencies, 213 (i).

HILLIKER, MR., CLAIM ; Ques. (Mr. Thérien) 402 (i).

HOLLY, M., INCREASE OF SALARY: in Coi. of Sup.,

4792 (ii).

Home Benefit Life .Association incorp.

B. No. 63 (Mr. Small). 1°', 342; 2°*, 531 (i);
in Coin. and 3°*, 3228 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 46.)

HOMESTEADS IN N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 2023 (ii).

MEMORIALS OF J. HOLDEN AND J. SHERA: M.

for copy* (Mr. Davin) 1065 (i).
(SECOND) IN N.W.T.: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin)

3298, 3316 (ii).
HOULw, LÉANDRE, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. : Ques.

(Mr. Ste. Marie) 4172 (i).

HOUSE OF COMMONS:
.AIDDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS Ex.'s SPEECH: mOVed

(Mr. Pope) 4 (i); seconded (Mr. Prior) 9 (i).
-His Ex.'s REPLY, 275 (i).
AsR WEIDNESDAY. See " ADJOvBNMENTS."

BILLS, ROYAL ASSENT, 2385 (i), 3873,4938 (il).
- WITHDRAWN, 4667, 4924 (il).
CABINET MINISTERS, REFLECTION ON BY MEMBER:

Ques. of Privilege (Mr. Pattereon, Essex) 2252 (i).
Ca1SHoLM, MR., M.P., DECEASEo: remarks (Sir John

A. Moedonald) 3081 (ii).
COMPTON, RETURN OF MEMBER: notification (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
CONTROVERTED ELECTION, RALDIMAND: Judgment of

Supreme Court (Mr. Speaker) read 83 (i).
DEBATES, OPFICIAL, ACCOMMODATION FOR STAFF:

remarks (Mr. Barron) 2723 (ii).
DEBATES, OFFICIAL. See " COMgmEES."
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HOUSE OF COMMONS-Continued.
GOVT. BUSINESS: Ms. (Sir John A. Maladona ld) to take

in Thursday, 1066 (i).
to take in Wednesdars, 2241 (i).
to take in Mondays, 3937 (ii).

H ALDIMAND, RETURN OF MEMBER: notification (Mr.
Sr>eaker)1402 (i).

HUDSPETH, MR., DECEASED: remarks (Sir John A.
Me-donald) 4831 (ii).

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS AND SENATORS, INCREASE:
Ques. (Mr. Labroîe) 4907 (ii).

INTERNAL ECoNOMV COMMISSION, MESS. FROM HIS Ex.:
presented (Mr. Fonter) 32 (i).

KENT, N.B., REPRESENTATION: Issue of Writ (Mr.
Speaker) 3722 (ii).

VACANCY : renarks (Mr. Laurier) 3591 (ii).
LINCOLX, MEMBER FOR, RESIGNA TION TENDEORED, 4355.
- Sec general heading.
MEMBERS, IMPERFECT HEARING: remarks (Mr.

JcIMullen) 3878 (ii).
MEMBERS INTRODUCED, 1, 184, 1403 (i), 4397, 4457 (ii).
MEMBERS, NEW, 1, 1402 (i), 4457 (ii).
3

IRSS. FROM His Ex.: 31, 149, 275, 393 (i), 2531, 3955,
4479 (ii).

OTTAWA, RETURN OF MEMBER: notification (Mr.
.Spe«ker) 4448 (ii).

PARLIAMIENT: Opening, 1 (i); Prorogation, 4935 (ii).
PERLEY, MR., M.P., DECEASED: remarks, 2739 (ii).
PRIEUR, ARTHUR, EMPLOYMENT BY BOUSE: Ques. (3fr.

Neven) 2022, 2185 (i).
PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION AND SENATE: remarks,

2312 (i).
PRIVATE BILLS. Se general heading.
PRIVILEGE. See " ORDER," " PRIVILEGE " and " PRO-

CEDURE."
PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS: Rep. of Coi. presented

(Mr. Gironard) 4397 (ii).
See " LINCOLN, MEMBER FOR."

RICHELIEU, RETURN OF 3IEMBER: notification (Ir.
Speaker) 1 ().

ROYAL ASSENT: communications from Gov. Gen.'s
Sec. read (Mr. Speaer) 2376 (i), 3810 (ii).

SESSIONAL INDEMNITY, ABSENT MEBERS: M. (Sir
Nector Langerin) 4935 (i).

SHAWINEGAN SENATORIAL DIVISION: Ques. (Mr.
Desaidniers) 27 (i).

SPEAKER, DEPUTY, AND CHAIRMAN OF COus. : M.
(Sir John A. Mlaedonald) 32 (i).

- SALARY: couc., 4273 (ii).
SPEECH FROM THE THRONE : reported (Mr. Speaker)

2 (i).
STANSTEAD, RETURN OF MEMBER: notifieation (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
STATIONERY AND CONTINGENCIES OF SENATE: M.

(Mr. Riykert) 883 (i).
-- Res. of Senate read (Mr. Speaker) 1341 (i).
TASSÉ, ELIE, AND L. D. DUvERNAY, EMPLOYMENT BY

HIOUSE : Ques. (Mr. ('orlton) 4026 (ii).
VACANCIES: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1 (), 3439,

3722 (ii).
VICTORIA, B.C., RETURN OF MEMBER: notification

(Mr. Speaker) 1 ().
WOOD, JOHN FISHER: appointment as Dep. Speaker,

&e., 32 (i).
[Sec "SPEAKER, MR.," and "LEGISLATION,"

under " SUPPLY. "]

HUDSPETrH, Mi., M.P., DECEASED: remarks (Sir

John A. Macdonadd) 4831 (ii).
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HULL, RELIcioUs DISTURBANCES: remarks (Mr. Charl-
ton) 303, 506 (j).

"HUNGRY BAY" DAm, ENGINEERS REPS., &C.: M.
for copies* (Mr. Bergeron) 3319 (ii).

HURRELLS AND VALIQUETTE'S PENSIONS: remuarks

(Mr. Mulock) 2258 (i).
H CRRELL'S MILITIA PENSION : Ques., and M. for Ret.,

2378 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 1267 (i).
Remarks (Sir Adolphe Caron) 2312 (i).

HYDRAULIC RENTS, NAMES OF PARTIES IN ARREARS:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Somerrille) 1065 (i).
IMMIGRATION. Sec " AGRICULTURE, " " SUPPLY.

'MPERIAL FEDERATION ASSOCIATION AND C. SERV-

ANTS : Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Montmoreney) 886.
Imperial Trusts Co. of Can. incorp. Act

Amt. B. No. 37 (Mr. Hudspeth). ]°*, 159;
2°*, 273 (i) ; in Con. and 3°*, 3228 (ii). (53 Vie.,
c. 101.)

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. See "CUSTOMS."

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS AND SENATORS, INCREASE :

Ques. (Mr. Labrosse) 4907 (ii).
Independence of Parliament B. No. 12

(Mr. Ca sgrain). 1°, 67; 2°, 2208 (i).
Indian Act (Chap. 43 Rer. St«tutes) Amt. B.

No. 153 (Mr. Dewey). 1- ; 2°, 4903, in
Coin., 4904; 3°*, 4905 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 29.)

Indian Advancement Act (Chap. 44, Rer. sta-
tutes) Amt. B. No. 132 (Mr. iDewdney). 1°,
3151; 2° m., 3604 ; 2°, 3624 ; in Com., 3625, 4033;
3°*, 4034 (ii). (53 Vie., c 30.)

Indian Advancement Act (Chap. 44 Rev.
Statutes) A.mt. B. No. 42 (Mr. Dopon). 1°,
184 ; Order for 2 read, 1507 (i) ; 2 mu., 2718 ; deb.
adjd., 2739 (ii).

INDIANS:
BLACKFEET INDIANS, CAPrURE OF WHITE GIRL: re-

marks (Mr. Chorton) 815 ().
BREMNER FURS, EVIDENCE: Ques. (Mr. Casyrain)

4449 (ii).
- PAYMENT: remarks (Mr. Troe) 4931 (ii).

REP. OF SEL. CoM.: presented (-Mr. MrcVeill)
3810 (ii).

- M. to conc. in Rep. (Mr. McNeill) 4732 (ii).
BRESAYLOR HALF-BREEDS' CLAIMS: prop. Res. (Mr.

Lister) for Sel. Com., 1358,1398 ().
CAPE CROCKER INDIANS, ANNUITY PER HEAD: Ques.

(Mr. Landerkin) 505 (i).
CAUGHNAWAGA INIIAN RESERVE, QUARRIES: QueS.

(Mr. Doyon) 85, 247 (i).
AOENT'S LETTER TO COUNCIL: Ques. (Mr.

Dopon) 1797 (i).
COST OF SURVEY: Qaet. (Mr. Dopoit) 247 (i).

-- ENGAGEMENT FOR CIRCUS: Ques. (Mr. Doyon)
1654(i).

- CLAIMS FOR INDEMNITY. COR., &C.: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Doyon) 1703 ().
- MONEYS BELONGING TO: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Doion) 1711 (i).
- SURVEYOR'S REP. (Mr. hayon) 1069 (i).
CHRISTIAN ISLAND INDIANS, DISTRESS; remarks (Mr.

Cook) 4926 (ii).
DINGMAN, INSPECTOR, TRAVELLING EXPENSES : Stmnt.

(Mr. Detedney) 2160 (i).
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INDIANS-Co.ntinued.
HALF-BREEID'S CLAIMS AND RES. OF LEG. ASSEMBLY',

N.W.T.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Laurier) 100 ().
prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3309 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 2151, 2443 (i), 4052, 4787 (ii).

LIQUORS, SELLING TO INDIANS: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Landerkin) 29 ().

LUCAS, S. B., INDIAN AGENT, N.W.T., CHARGES
AGAINST: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 3319 (if).

MICMAC INDIANS, SPEARING SALMON; remarks (Mr.
Mitchell) 4926 <il).

MISSISSAUGA INDIANS, CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Madill)
1656 ().

RFSERVES IN MAN.: M. forList (Mr. La ivière) 514.
[SeC " SUPPLY."J

INDIA RUBBER BOOTS, &C. : in Com. of Ways and
Means, 3485 (i).

Industrial Designs. See " TRADE 11ARKS.

Inland Revenue (Chap. 34 Rer. Statutes) A.mt.
B. No. 133 (Mr. Costigan). 10, 3151; 2°, 3626 ;
in Com., 3627 ; 3*, 3633 (i). (53 Vic., c. 23.)

INLAND REVENUE:
CULLERS' OFFICE, QUEBEC, SUPERANNUATION: M. for

O. C.'s, &c. (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 66 (i).
DEPTL. REP. : presented (Mr. Costigan) 26 (i).
HYDRAULIC RENTS, NAMES OF PARTIES Ix ARREARS:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Somerville) 1065 (i).
LEATHER INSPECTION : Ques. (Mr. Waldie) 2258 (i).
SALT MANUFACTURERS, PROSECUTION : Ques. (Mr.

Trow) 1654 (i).
TOBACcO SALES AND INLAND REVENUE ACT AMT.

Ques. (Mr. Small) 85 (i).
TOBAccO SEizURES IN N. W. T.: Ques. (Mr. Davin)

4171 (ià).
WEIGHTS AND MEASURES INSPECTION FEES: Ques.

(Mr. Landerkin) 1121 (i).
[See "COLLECTION oF REVENUES," under "SUPPLY. "]

INSOLVENCY, LEGISLTION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

Guillet) 1122 (i).

Inspection (General) Act Amt. B. No. 117
(Mr. Costigan). 1°*, 1792 (i).

INSURAWCE, SUPERINTENDENCE : in Com. of Sup.,
2124 (i).

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY:
I.C.R. and P.E.I. RY. WORKSHOPS, PETS. re INCREASE

OF WAGES: M. for copies (Mr. Davies) 1711 (i).
AMENDED FREIGHT RATES: Ques. (Mr. Jones, Hali-

fax) 2379, 3078 (fi).
BRANCH LINES: remarkS (Mr. Mulock) to M. for

Com. of Sup., 4595 (fi).
CASUALTIES, &C., AND COMPENSATION ALLOWED: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 1065 (i).
DERBY BRANCH, SWITCH AT BYRANTON: Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 187 (i).
ELEVATOR AT HALIFAX : Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John)

5291 (ii).
EMPLOYÉS' INSURANCE SCHEME: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Davies, P.E.I.) 1710 (i).
FREIGHT RATES ON COAL: Ques. (Mr. Jones, Halifax)

1796 (i), 4503 (if).
- ON FLOUE: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 248 (i).
- ON PIG IRON: Ques. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 2828.
- ST. JOHN AND HALIFAX: QueS. (Mr. Jones,

Balifax) 2024 ().
HARVEY BRANCH. See " SHORT LIE."
MATANE BRANCH. See general heading.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-Continued.
PASSENGER AND MAIL SERVICE: M. for CoT. (Mr.

Langelier, Quebec) 146 (i).
OFFICIAL CARS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Davie8, P.E.I.)

1710 (i).
PAYMENT oF EMPLOYÉS: Ques. (Mr. Davie8, P.E.1.)

1357 (i).
PETS. OF N. AND A. OUELLET, G. VOYER, F. COTÉ,

&c.: M. for copies* (Mr. Fiet) 1713 (i).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES- Ques. (Sir Riehard Cort-

wright) 66, 1357 (i).
ST. JEAN CHRYSOSTOME SIDING: M. for Pets., &c.*

(Mr. (uay) 530 (i).
STEEL RAILS, PURCHASE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 2021 (i),
TENDERS FOR SUPPLIES: Ques. (Mr. Jone, IfJlifax)

1796 (i).
PROPERTY SOLD FOR EXTENSION Or STATION AT LÉvis:

M. for Stmt.* (Mr. Guay) 531 (i).

[See " Rys." under "SUPPLY.']

Interest Act (Chap. 127 Rer. Statutes) Amt. B

No. 140 (Sir John Thompson). ]°*, 3624 ; 2°,

4266; in Coimi., 4414, 4924 ; 3°*, 4924. (53 Vic.,
c. 34.)

INTERIOR:
ALASKA AND CANADA BOUNDARY LINE: Ques. (Mr.

Charlton) 188 (i).
COLONISATJON COMPANIES AND DEPT. OF INTERIOR;

M. for Cor., &c. * (Mr. Somervile) 66 (i).
DEPTL. REP. - presented (Mr. Dewdney) 33 (i), 2739.
DOIG, MRS. A. A., CLAIM FOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques.

(Mr. Devin) 1486 (i).
Dom. LANDS ACT AMT.: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3298,

3316 (i).
EXTRA CLERKS IN DEPT. : Ques. (Mr. Trocot) 2826 (ii).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, INSTRUCTIONS TO OFFICERS: M.

for copies* (Mr. Mulock) 1713 (i).
REPS. PCBLISBED AND SOLD: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Fergunon, Welland) 539 (i).
GRAZING AN» PASTURE LEASES IN N.W.T.: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Charlton) 3693 (ii).
HOMESTEADS IN N.W.T. : Ques. (Mr. Davin) 2023 (i).
- MEMORIALS OF J. HOLDEN AND J. SHERA : M.

for copy* (Mr. Davin) 1065 (i).
- SECOND : prop. Res. (Mr .Dav in) 3298, 3316 (ii).
IRRIGATION IN N.W.T.: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3292.
LANDS CLAIMED UNDER MAN. ACT: prOp. M. wthdn,

(Mr. LaRivière) 514 (i).
McGIER, WILLIAM, TRAVELLING EXPENSES: M. for

Cor.* (Mr. Lister) 1065 (i).
PRINCE ALBERT SETTLERS CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Mac-

dowall) 2668 (fi).
RANCHES IN N.W.T., APPLICATIONS, &C. : M. for Ret.

(Mr. Trotc) 1698 (i).
RONDEAU POINT, GOVT. LANDS: Ques. (Mr. C(omëpbell)

2022 (i).
SASKATCHEWAN COLONISATION Co. AND DEPT. OF IN-

TERIOR: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Somierville) 66 (i).
SCHOOL LANDS IN MAN.: Ques. (Mr. Wamson) 145 (i).
SETTLERS ON Ry. RESERVE, B.C.: M. for Pets., &c.

(Mr. Laurier) 137 (i).
STEPHENSON, MR. R., EMPLOYMENT RY GOVT.: QueS.

(Mr. Brien) 92 (f).
SULTANA ISLAND, LAKE OF THE WOODS: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Barron) 140, 2186 (i).
SURVEYS IN N. W.T., COST PER ACRE: Ques. (Mr.

McMillan, Euron) 402 (i).
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INTERIO R-Continued.
TEMPERANCE COLONISATION Co. AND DEPT. OF IN-

TERIOR: M. for Cor., &c. *(Mr. Somervilte) 66 (i).
on M. for Com. of Ways and Means: remarks

(Mr. Laniderkin) 4907 (ii).
TIMBER LIMITS: enquiry for Rets. (Mr. Charlon)

2674 (ii).
-- remarks (Mr. Hickey) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 4545 (ii).
See "LINCoLN, MEMBER FOR."

UNmIVERSITY FOR N.W.T.: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin)
3315 (ii).

[See " CIVIL GOVT.," &c., under " SUPPLY."]

INTERNAL ECOMONY CoMMIssSION: Mess. froi His
Ex., presented (Mr. Foster) 32 (i).

International Ry. and Bridge Co. Sec
"ST. LAWRENCE."

Interpretation Act Amt. B. No. 130 (Sir
John Thtompzjzson). 1°, 2825; 2', 3155 ; in Com.,
3157, 3600 ; 3°*, 3604 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 7.)

INTERPRETER, IMMIGRATION, WINNIPEG : in Coin. of
Sup., 2471 (i).

lxxiii

JUSTICE:
ADVISoRY COUNCIL, N.W.T., REsiGN.ATION: M. for

O.C.'s, &c.* (Mr. White, Renfe w) 104 (i).
CALVIE, LEGAL SERVICE re PROSECUTION: Ques. (Mr.

Bécha rd) 4399 (ii).
DISALLOWANCE MAN. MUNICIPAL ACT: Remarks (Mr.

Watsonz) 2377 (i).
PROVINCIAL BILLS SINCE CONFEDERATION, &C.

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Landerkin) 28 (i).
POWER OF: Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for Com.

of Sup., 4084 (ii).
DoM. POICE, CoMMISSIONERS' REFP.: presented (Sir

John ThonpRon) 33 (i).
JUI)GE'S RESIDENCE IN MONTMAGNY: QueS. (Mr.

Chioquetfte) 2021 (i).
SAGUENAY DISTRICT: Ques. (Mr. Cimnm) 3292.

JUNIOR JUDGE, ESSEx Co., APPOINTMENT : Ques. (Mr.
Brie») 563 (i).

LEBOURiDAIS BROS., CASE oF: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)
187 ().

LEGAL SERVICES, AMOUNTS PAID FOR: Ques. (Mr.

Rinifret) 245 (i).
PETERROROUGH FIRMS: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

1199, 1356, 1484 (i).
Interprovincial Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. -- PAVMENTS FOR: Ques. and M. for Ret. ( r.

No. 54 (Mr. Wh ite, Benfrew). 1°*, 273 ; 2°*, Do) 3292 (ii).

531 ; in Coin. and 3°*, 1506 (i). (53 Vic., c. 92.) MoîzFxr, ELLE. ACCOUNT ce QuEN vs. BOUCHER

Se "FOR COULONGE. Ques. (M. Térie) 1657 (i).
Sec "ORT OULOGE."PAUL, PETER, EXPENSES OF- TRIAL: Ques. (Mr. Lras-

INVERNESS AND RICHmONDi Ry. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop. 505 (i).
Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763 ; in Coin., PENITENTIARIES BRANCU: in Com. ofSup., 168 (.
4880 (ii). QUEs:<s COUNSEL, APPOINTMENTS: Ques. (Mr.

Inverness Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 100 A 1486.
(Mr. Smll). 1°*, 1066; 2°, 1355 (i). 2099 e;.

IRON OR STEEL, WROUGHT, &C. : in Comn. of Ways REGISTR- OFFICES, N. W. T., RECEIFTS AND Ex-
and Means, 3498 (ii). PENSES: M. for Rt. (M. advi.f) Retl (.

InoxN, WROUGHT SCSIAP, &C.: in Coni. of Ways and SNIITH, LATE MR. JUSTICE, N.S., LEAVE OF ABISENCE:
Means, 3558 (Dii). M. for Cor. 21681 ((i.

Sec " Pl(; IRoÇ." STON MOUNTAIN PNITENTIr, FLOIX PRISON-

IROQuois LocKmASTER, SUPERANNUATION: Ques. (Mr. ERs: Ques. (Mr. Lae'zn ) n) 20 (n), 28256 ((i).

Latderki) 3077 (ià). 5  
SUPREM COU T, N.S., AFFOINTI:ŽT 0F JTRIAL: QUes.

(Mr. Jne, H(ifae) 885 (i).
IRRIGATION IN N.W.T.: pvop. lies. (Mr. Dzz) TIISIATS, INTIMI DATIONS, &c., PROp. LE(;.: Ques.

3292 (I) (MR. Aock NCsznCm) 1857 (j).
ISLE AUX ÇOIX WHARF: Ques. (Mr. BoQrassa) 1357. CicN-ADMIRALTY COURTS (QUE., N. S. AN ( N. B.)
JACQUES CARTIER UNION l-. Co. 's SUBSIDY: pnop. CASES MNTERFo: M. for Ret. (Mr. Welo, St.

Res. (Sir Jozz A4. Macdon.ald) 4764 (à). Johnz) 10W5 (i>.
JMIAANDI AAA COR. WITR MP GOVT.: Qe. VOLLET. ROSIT., EXPENSES 0F TRIAL: Ques. (Mr. Lez-

JAMAIA CAADA, îp. ues. der.iz) 27 (0).
(Mr. Blake) 1199 (i) . [,Sec "PEN ITENTIARIEIS" ansd " SUzL.

JARAICA EXY, CA. REPRESENTATION:F , N T RCI N
Coin. of Sup., 4796 (ài). PENSES Ret (Mr. n) 1065 i).

JELLIES, JARS, &C. : in Com. of W ay s and Means, for Pets. (M. Dessaint) 97 (i).
me 3 ( ii). Keefer,HughForbes. Sec"DIVORCE."

JESUITS' EsTATES ACT, REPS. AN OPINIONS OF LAw KENT, N.B., REPRESENTATION, VACANC: ReQsa.ks
OFFICERS 0F THE CROWN: M. for copies (M(. (ir. Larier) 3591 (ii).
O'Biricîî) 95 (J). _____ Issue of Writ (Mr. Speaker) 3722 (ii).

RET. :Remarks (Mr. Mille, Bot/swzell) 189 (i). KETTLE CREEK, ST. THiOMAS: M. for Cor., &c. (Mv.
RET. :enquivy (Mr. C'/orltosî) 2029 (j). fri7 on, E(qizî) 153 (i).
prop. Res. (Mr. Car/ton) in Anit. to Corn. of ) MAJo R. S., ESTATE: in COI». Of SUI., 4012,

Sup., 4173; neg. (Y. 32, N. 130) 4252 (i). 415, 4898 (i).
Deb.: (Sir John ThoMpaon) 4192; (Mr. Blake) 4210;

(Mr. elDoN, Albert) 4222; (M. Laurier) 4u; KINGSIOGRAVIN DOCK: es.Co.ofSup.,1097(i).
(Mr. Davi ) 4228; (Mr. Mil, Bothell) 4236 Kingston, Napanee and Western Ry.
(MA . White, Refreiv) 4242; (M. Cagey) 4243; Ca 's B. No. 92 (M. Bell) 1* 833; 2 1020
(Mr. oWefdoS, St. John) 4248; (M. Fi8hcr) 4248;
(MJ . M lok) 4249 (i). (i); in Coi. and 3, 3221 (i). (53 Vie., c. 62.)
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KINGSTON, SMITH's FALLS AND OTTAWA RY. CO.'s LESUEUR, P., DUAL SALARI. QUeS. (Mi. Cook) 400,,

SuBsiDYr: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 504 (i).

4763; in Com., 4875 (ii). LEGAL SERVICES, AMOUNTs PAID: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret>

Kootenay Ry. Co. Sec " SOUTH " and " WEST." 245 ().

LABOR CONGRESS (PARIS) PREPARATION OF REP. :PATMES" FOR: Qes. (Mr. Do.en) 3292 (à).
Com. of Sup., 4815, 4901 (ii). PETERBoRouGH FiRs. Ques. (Mr. Lander-

LAlIR IXCANAIA.Sec ALrE Co~rnAT," c. 1199, 1356, 144(i).LABOR IN CANADA. Se " ALIEN CONTRACT,"p., 700, 1957(i), 374 (i).
- LEGISLA~TION RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr.- LE;ISLTIONRESECTIG: QeS. Mr.LÉPINE, L. P., APPT. AS SUPT. 0o4 GOVT. WORES: M.

Lépine) 3661 (ii). for Cor. &e. (Mr. Lnyelier, Quebc) 66 (i).

Labor Statistics provision B. No. 148 (Mr. 'LES BOURGEOIS DUNORD-OUEST in Cor. ef Sup.,
Chapleau). Res. prop., 4590; in Con., 4836; 4791 (i).
ref. to Com. on B., 4837 ; 1 of B., 4398 ; 2', 483 Rearks (Mr. Cook) on M. fer Cer. ef Sup,
in Con., 4838 ; 3°*, 4846. (53 Vic., c. 15.) 1304 fi).

LACHINE CANAL: in Con. of Sup., 2275, 2288 (i), "LE VIEUX LACHINE in Cern. ef Stp., 4791 (ii).
4653 (i). LÉVIS, P. 0., ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. 50r (i).

LAC SEUL Ry. CO.'s LAND SUBsIDY : prop. Res. (Mr. LIBRARIAN, SUPREME COURT: in Cer. of Sup., 479 (i).
Dewdney) 4689 (ii). LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT, JOINT Ceu. M. (Sir Jeh'!

LAKE ERIE AND DETROIT RIVER RY. CO. 's SuBSIDr A. Macden«ld) 31 (i).
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763 (i). SALARIES: in Coi. of Sup., 713 (Ï).

Lake Manitoba Ry. and Canal Co.'s in- LicENSEs te FiSHERMEN IN ST. LAwRENcE: QUes.

corp. Act A.mt. B. No. 61 (Mr. Tylor). (Mr. Beaueil) 4569 (ii).
1°*, 342; 2°*, 531; in Com. and 3°*, 1610 (i). (53 LINCOLN, MEMBER FOR: Ques. of Priv. (Sir

Vie., c. 79.) Richard C«rtwriqht) 449 (i).
LAKE MANITOBA RY. AND CANAL CO.'S LAND SUB- Documents, presented (Mr. Bewell) 795,1652 (i).

siDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Dew'dney) 4825; in Com., (Mr. Rykcrt) 1657 (i).
4919 (ii). LETTER:, BOOS, &C., re INVESTIGATION

LAKE OF Two MOUNTAINS 1NDIANS, REMOVAL TO GIB- (Mr. Girouard) 2185 (i).
sON ; in Com. of Sup., 2156 (i). SENATOR MACPHERSON te sumen (Mr-

LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE COLONISATION RY. CO.'s SUB- Gýîreuord) 2311 (i).
siDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A.Macdoneld) 4764(ii). Resignation Tendered, 455 (ii).

LANn DAMAGES IN VAMASKA COUNTY: M. for Cor. Ex-MEMBR FOR: M. ('r. tý'irouord) te cenc,

(Mr. Lxuiricr) 530 (i). in Rep. of Sel. Cer., 4730 (il).

Lands, Dom. See " PUBLIc LANDS." REPRESENTATION: Issue ef Writ (Mr. Speaker),

See ' DOM." " INTERIOR," N.W. T.," &C.4396 (i).

LAND SLIDE AT QUEBEC: M. for O. C. (Mr. Langelicr, prop. Res. (Sir Richard Girtîctight) re Timber
Quebe) 63 (i). Lirits, 1713 (i).

LANDS CLAIMED UNDER MAN. ACT: prop. M. Wthdn. Deb. (Mr. 1733; 3. (Sir John Thempnm) te'

(Mr. LaRirière) 514 (i). adjn. deb.,1746: (Mr. MW1, Both i-eli) 1749, (2r.
LANDS IN C. P. R. BELT, EXAMINATION: in Con. of

Sup.,T dle) 1767; (Mr. B4e06l) 1770 (); (Mr. D7vi.s,
Sîp, 467.P.E.L.) l171; (Mr. White, 1/eèifrue-) 1777: (Mr.

LA PASSE VILLAGE ANI) FORT COULONGE INTERPRO- M ) 1778, (Mr. Berpin) 1779; (Mr. Me
VINCIAL BRIDGE: M. for Reps. of Engineers* ltllen 178; (Mr. Huek-,) 1787: (Mr. Weldon,

(Mr. Bryson) 1065 (i). Allert) 1788; agreed te (Y. 94, N. 72) 1790 <i).

LARD, TRIED, &C.: in Corn. of Ways and Means, Peb. csmd. (Mr. Xirkpatrick) 2051, Amt., 205; (Mr.

3498 (ii). Mitchell) 2055: (Mr. Laurier) 209; (Mr. White,
Rp-friû'CW 2064 ; (Mr. Cagey) 206» (Mr. O'Brieît}

LAURIE, GEN., MILEAGE : Remarks (Mr. McMullen)
3198 (ii), 02 M.Awt 03 M.WloS.on

318 il.2075; (Mr. Gireiwrd) 978f; (Mr. Paterson, Brant),
in Com., of Sup., 4003 (ii). 2079; (Mr. Colby) 2084; (Mr. Blake) 27; (Sir
prop. Res. (Mr. McMullen) in Amt. to Con. of .Jehn Themj.rnon) 2093; Ant. agreed te, 2097 (.

Sup., 4644 (ii). Lindsay, Boocaygeon and Pontypool
LEATHER-BOARD, &C.: in Com. of Ways and Means. Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 21 (Mr. lJspetk).

3500 (ii). l', 104; 2'*, 186; in Cer. and 3'*, 724 (i).
MOROCCO SKINS : in COM. of Ways and (53 Vie., c. 55.)

Means, 3500 (i). LiN»sAr, BOBCAYGEON ANC PONTPOOL Rr. Co.'&
INsPECTION: Ques. (Mr. Waldie) 2258 (i). SUBsînT; prep. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonaldj

See " INSPECTION ACT." 4763 (à).
LEBOURDAIS BROS., CASE OF: Ques, (Mr. Casgrain) LîQuol LiCENsE AcT (1883) COST OF ENFORCEMENT,

187 (i). &c. : M. foc Ret.* (Mr. Cook) 1713 (i).
LE DICeONAiRE GÉNÉALOGIQUE DE FAMILLES CANA- COSTS 0F PROSECUTIONS AND FINEs: in Cer.

DIENNESý in Cern. Pf Sup., 4116 (ii). Ff S;p., 4121, 4255 (Di).
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LITTLE DOVER POST OFFICE: M. for Pets. and Cor.
(Mr. Kirk) 94 (i).

LIVERPOOL OR LONDON AND ST. JOHN AND HALIFAX

STEAM COM. : in Com. of Sup. 1958 (i).
LOAD LINE. SeC "SHIPPING."

LOANS AND POPULAR VOTE, LEGISLATION: Ques.

(Mr. Guay) 4589 (ii).
Lord's Day Observance B. No. 110 (Mr.

Charlton). 1°*, 1792 (i).
LOBSTER FACTORIES IN P.E.L : Renarks on Ret.

(Mr. Perry) 650 (i).
FISHING REGULATIONS, REVISION : Ques. (Mr.

Kirk) 885 (i).
LoGs, EXPORT DUTY : Ques. (Mr. Veldon, St. John)

884 (i).
LONDON AND PORT STANLEY Ry.: M. for Stnnt.

(Mr. Wilson, Elg1in) 156 (i).
LONELY ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE, ONT. : Ques. (Mr.

Laurier) 2670 (ii).
LOTBINIERE COUNTY MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Rinfret) 85 (i).
M. for Pets., Cor., &c. (Mr. Rinfret) 1680 (i).

Louisburg and Richmond Ry. Co.'s in-
corp. B. No. 101 (Mr. Small). 10*, 1066;
2?*, 355 (i).

LoWER TRAVERSE RIVER, PIER AND LIGHTHOUSE: in

Com. of Sup., 2019 (i).
LOYALTY TO HER MAJESTY: p1rop. Address (Mr.

Malock) 96, 123 (i); agreed to (Y. 161, N. 0) 136.
LUCAS, S. B., INDIAN AGENT, N. W. T., CHARGES

AGAINST : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 3319 (ii).
LUMBER DUTIES: Renarks (Mr. Charlton) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 3989 (ii).
Ques. (Mr. Bryson) 4662 (ii).
AND MCKINLEY TARIFF: Remarks (Mr. Charl-

ton) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3989 (ii).
TIMBER, PLANKS, &C.: in Com. of Ways and

Means, 3585 (i).
LUNIY'S LANE, PROTECTION OF CEMETERY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1798 (i).
MACDONALD, G. L., EXHIBIT OF STONE, PHIL. Ex.:

in Com. of Sup., 4796 (ii).
MACHINERY, DUTY ON MANUFACTURING : Ques. (Mr.

McMullen) 2670 (ii).
MINING, FREE IMPORTATION : Ques. (Mr.

Lister) 562 (i).
-- prop. Res. (Mr. Platt) 1125; Amt. (Mr. Mara)

agreed to (Y. 100, N. 77) 1144 (i).
MACKINTOSH, C. H., ESQ., MEMBER FOR OTTAWA:

Introduced, 4457 (ii).

MACKEREL FISHING, PURSE SEINES AND GILL NETS:

M. for Pets., &c. (Mr. McIntyre) 248 (i).
MCGIRR, WILLIAM, TRAVELLING EXPENSES; M. for

Cor.* (Mr. Lister) 1065 (i).
MCGREGOR'S CREEK, DREDGING, PILING, &C.: M.

for Rets. (Mr. Campbell) 530 (i).
MCKINACK RIVER WORKS: Ques. (Mr. Ste. Marie)

4172 (ii).
MCKINLEY TARIFF. See "LUMBER DUTIES."

MCLAGGAN, CUSToMS OFFICER, CHARGES AGAINST:

Ques. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 4500 (ii).
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MAGDALEN ISLANDS STEAM COM. : in Coml. of Sup.,.
1953 (i).

MAHONE BAY LIG4THOUSE : Qus. (Mr. Eisenheuer)
885 (i).

MAIL SERVICE, Se "POST OFFICE."

MALL SUBSIDIES AND STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS: in
Com. of Sup., 1961 (i), 4773; conc., 4915 (ii).

Maine Central Ry. Set " HEREFORiD RY. Co."
MALT, REBATE OF DUTY: prop. Res. (Mr. Landerkin)

516 (i).
Manitoba and North-Western Ry. Co. of

Canada B, No. 50 (Mr. Wallace). 1*, 244 ;
20*, 353; in Com. and 3*, 1149 (i). (53 Vie., c. 78.)

Manitoba and South-Eastern Ry. Co's in-
corp. Act Amt. B. No. 90 (Mr. LaBirière).
1°*, 794; 2°*, 1020; in Comxi. and 3°*, 1654 (i). (53-
Vie., c. 77.)

MANITOBA AND SOUTH-EASTERN RY. Co.'s LAND SUB-
SiDY : prop, Res. (Mr. Dewdney) 4825 ; in Coni.,
4919 (ii).

MANITOULIN AND NORTH SHORE RY. Co.'s SuBsIDYo

prop. Res, (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4762; in
Coin., 4874 (ii);

MAPLE HILL P, O., CLoSING: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)
27 (i).

Marriage. See "DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER."

MAYBEE, Mi8s, DISMISSAL FRON QUEBEC P. O.: M.

for Cor., &c. (Mr. Charlton) 2186 (i).
MARINE :

ALBERTON LIGHTHOUSE : Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1657 ().
"BALTIC ST'EAMER, ALLEGEI) OUTRAGE : Ques. (Mrn

Landerkin) 186, 1858 (i); renarks, 3079, 4028 (ii).

-- Ques. (Mr. Mcneill) 4027; remarks, 4663 (ii).
"BRIDGEWATER," SHIP, SEIZURE: Ques. (Mr. Edpar)

248 (i).
.BUoYS IN ST. LAWRENCE : Ques. (Mr. GUay) 2185 (i).

)EPTL. REP.: presented (Mr. ('olby) 1020 ().
GOVT. STEAMERS, CARRIAGE OF PRIVATE MERCHAN-

mISE: Ques.. 504 ().
TENDERS FOR SUPPLIES: Qucs. (Mr. A.mYot)

1120 ()
GREENLY ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER: Ques. (Mr.

Choquettc) 2154 (ii).
LoNELY ISLANi) LIGHTHOUSE, ONT.: Ques. (Mr,

Laurier) 2670 (ii).
MAHONE BAY, LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr. Einhauer)

885 (i).
MARINE HOSPITAL, QUEBEC: M. for O. C.'s, &c. (Mr.

Langelier, Quebee) 66 (i).
- EXPENDITURE, &C.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Lan-

gelier, Quelbee) 75 ().
MARINE HOsPITAL, SACKVILLE, OmIGINAL COST: M. fol'

Ret.* (Mr. Davies. P.E.I.) 1713 (i).
MONTREAI HARBOR POLICE, GRATUITIES: Ques. (Mn

(urran) 92 ().
NEWFOUNDLAND HARBOR FEES: rémarks (Gen. Lau-

rie) on M. for Com. of Sup., 4898 (ii),
"QUINTÉ " STR., REPS., EvIDENCE, &c., re Loss: M,

for copies (Mr. Platt) 149 (i).
"RoBERTs," E. K., AMERICAN Tu(: Ques. (Mr,

Cook) 3291 (ii).
"RooT " TuG, SEIZU RE, PAPERS, &C.: M. for copies

(Mr. Charlton) 1698 (i).
SAWDUsT IN OTTAWA RIVER, SANDFORD FLEMING'S

REP.: M. for copy* (Mr. Landerkin) 1065 (i),
SAWDUST IN RIVERS : remarks (Mr. Eisenhauer) to

M. for Com. of Sup., 4094 (i).
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MARINE-Continued.
SHiPiPiNG, CANADiAN biP., Legislation respecting:

remarks (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 2381 ().
SICE MARINERS'FuND : M. for Cor. (Mr. Flynn) 519 (i)
STE. CROix FLOATiNG LiGrHT: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 2021.
- M. for Pets., Cor., &c.* (Mr. Rinfret) 2207 (i).
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT: remarks (Mr. Mitchell)

4924 (ii).
TIDAL OBSERVATIONS IN GULF AND ON ATLANTIC

COAST: M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 527 (i).
VESSELS LOST IN GULF AN» ON ATLANTIC COAST : M.

for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 527 ().
TAMACRICHE, FLOATING LiGHT OPPOSITE : M. for Pets.

and Cor. (Mr. Rinfret) 1702 (i).
ST. RocH's TRAVERSE LrGHTHoUSE: Ques. (Mr. Cimon)

1656 ().
- KEEPER: Ques. (Mr. Iessaint) 2826 (i).

[See "SUPPLY, &C.")

MANITOBA:
BLAKE, CONVICT, EXPENSE oF TRANSFER TO ENG.:

in Com. of Sup., 3999 (ii).
BRANDON BRANCH LINE: prop. Res. (Mr. Dcrdney)

4589 (ii).
GLENBOROUIGH BRANCH LINE, LAND SUBSIDY: prop.

Res., 4589: in Com., 4668 (ii).
INDIAX RESERvES IN MAN.: M. for List (Mr. LaRivière)

514 (i).
LAKE MANITOBA RY. AND CANAL Co.'s LAND SUB-

SIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Dewdney) 4825; in Com.,
4919 (ii).

LANDS CLAIMED UNDER MAN. ACT: pro». M. wthdn.
(Mr. LalRivière) 514 (i).

MANITOBA SOUTH-EASTERN RY. Co.'s LAND SUBSIDY:
prop. Res. (Mr. Dei'dney) 4825; in Com., 4919 (ii).

MUNICIPAL ACT, DISALLOWANCE : Ques. (Mr. Watson)
2377 (i).

SCHOOL LANDS IN MAN.: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 145 (i).
STONY MOUXTAIN PENITENTIARY, CORPORAL PUNISH-

MENT: Ques. (Mr. Lavergne) 1120 (i), 2826 (ii).
[SeC "SUPPLY," &c.]

MARITIME PROVINCES MAILS, DELAY: Remarks (Mr.

Ellis) 1582 (i).
MASKINONGÉ AND NIPISSING RY. CO. 'S SU3SIDY:

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdofnald) 4764; in
Com., 4890 (ii).

MASSUE, JoS. AIMÉ, EsQ., MEMBER FOR RICHELIEU:

Introduced, 184 (i).
MATANE BRANCH LINE Ry. : Ques. (Mr. Piset) 561 (i).

BUILDING: M. for Pets., &c.* (Mr. Fiset) 3693.
MAYBEE, MISS, DISMISSAL FROM P. O. AT QUEBEC:

M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Charlton) 2187 (i).

May, Samuel, Relief B. No. 16 (Mr. Denison).
1', 86; 2°*, 1019; in Com. and 30*, 1610 (i). (53
vic., c. 106).

MEGANTIC COUNTY MAIL SERVICE, CHANGE : M. for
Pets. and Cor. (Mr. Rin fret) 1147 (i).

MEMBERS INTRODLCED, 1, 184, 1403 (i), 4457 (ii).
IMPERFECT HEARING OF : Renarks (Mr. Mc-

Mullen) 3878 (ii).
NEw : notification (Mr. Speaker) 1, 1402 (i).
oF PARLT., LIST OF, V.

MERCHANTS' SHIPPING ACT, IMP. LEGISLATION-: re-

marks (Mr. Weldon, St. John) on M. for Com. of
Su)., 2381 (i).

MESS. FROM HIS EXCELLENCY:
ADDRESS IN ANS. TO SPEECH FROM THROEN: His Ex.'s

reply, 275 (1).
ESTIMATES, TEE, 1890-91: presented (Mr. Foster) 149.

SUPPL.,1889-90: presented (Mr. Foster) 2532 (ii).
- FURTHER, 1889-90: presented (Mr. Poster) 2955.

S U[PPL., 1890-91: presented (Mr. Foster) 4479 (ii).
HERRING FISHER COMMissIONERS' REP.: presented

(Mr. A74per) 393 (i).
INTERNAL ECONOMY COMSSION : pressented (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 31 (i).
METHYLATED SPIRITS, SUPPLY TO MANUFACTORIES : in

Com. of Sup., 2341 (i).
MICMAC INDIANS, SPEARING SALMON: Remarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 4926 (ii).
MIDLETON, MAJ. -GEN., BREMNER FURS, PAYMENT:

Ques. (Mr. Mills, Bothw»ell) 4927 (ii).
Sec " BREMNER FURS."

MILEAGE, GEN. LAURIE'S : prOp. Res. (Mr. McMullen)
in Ant. to Coin. of Sup., 4644 ; neg., 4649 (ii).

Militia Act (Chap. 41 Rer. Statutes) Amt. B.
No. 145 (Mr. Mulock). 1', 4168 (ii).

MILITIA:
"A" BATTERY, KINGSTON, OFFICERS' QUARTRRS:

Ques. (Mr. lInes) 1358 (i).
A. D. C., APPOINTMENT: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2669 (ii).
CANTEENS AT FREDERICTON CAMP: remarks (Mr.

Gillmor) 3078 (ii).
CAVALRY SCHOOL, QUE., OFFICERS' PRONOTION: QueS.

(Mr. Langelier, Montioenency) 3291 (ii).
CLOTHIXG SUPPLIES, TENDERS FOR : Ques. (Mr. Lieter)

3811 (ii).
DEFENCES IN B. C., COR. w1TH IMP. GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1199 ().
DEPTL. SECRETARY, APPOINIMENT: Ques. Mr.

Lister) 2670 (ii).
FSQuIMALT FORTIFICATIONS: Ques. (Mr.Prior) 1485(i).
FORREST, LIEUT.-COL. : remarks (Mr.Daries, P.E.L)

on M. for Coin. of Sup., 4564, 4567 (ii).
HELMETS FOR MILITIA: Ques. (Mr. Sutherland) 886 (i).
HURRELL'S MILITIA PENSION: in Com. of Sup., 1267.

Ques., &c. (Mr. Mulock) 2378 (i).
remarks (Sir Adolphe Caron) 2312 (i).

LUxDy'S LANE, PROTECTION OF CEMETERY: prop.
Res. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1798 (i).

MIDDLETON, MAJ.-GENL., BREMNER FURS, PAYMENT:

Ques. (Mr. Mille, Bothwvell) 4927 (ii).
MILITARY COLLEGE, BOARD OF VISITORS: Ques. (Mr,

Platt) 245 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Denison) 3662 (ii).
- INSPECTION: Ques. (Mr. Denison) 4026 (ii).

STUDENTS' MARKS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Platt)

1025, 1064 ().
- PROP. CHANGES: Ques. (Mr. Platt) 3662 (i).

•DISTRICT NO. 1, OFFICERS PÂY, &C.: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Scriver) 3319 (ii).
- PROPERTIES, &C., CARE AND MAINTENANCE

in Com. of Sup., 135 (i).
MONCTON, MILITIA CAMP GROUNDS: remarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 4926 (ii).
PORTNEUF (81ST) BATTALION: Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 245 (i).
POWELL, COL. WALKER, RESIGNATION: Ques. (Mr.

Lister) 562 (i).
PROMOTIONS AND CHANGES IN DEPT,: M. for tb.C.'S*

(Mr. Lister) 3693 (ii).
VALIQUETTE AND COL. HUGHES: remarks (Sir Adolphe

Caron) 3591 (ii).
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MILITIA--Continued.
VALIQUETTE'S AND HURRELL'S PENSIONS: remarks

(Mr. Mulock) 2258 (i).
VALIQUETTE'S PENSION : remarks (SirAdolphe Caron)

2311 (i).
VOLUNTEER'S SCRIP: Ques. (Mr. Darin) 1485 (i).

[Sec "SUPPLY," "BREMNER FURS," &C.]

MIMINEGASH BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 122 (i), 3077 (ii).
(LrrrLE) SURVEY : Ques. (Mr. Perry) 2022 (i).

MISSISSAUGA INDIANS, CLAIMS : Ques. (Mr. Madill)
1656 (i).

MINISTERS' SALARIES AND EXPENSES: M. for Rets.
(Mr. McMullen) 70, 101 (i).

MISCELLANEOUS : in Com. of Sup., 3658, 4113, 4790(ii).

Modus Vivendi. Sec " FISHERIES," and " 1. S.
FISHING VESSELS."

Moncton and Prince Edward Ry. and
Ferry Co.'s B. No. 64 (Mr. Landry). 1°*,
342; 20*, 531; in Com. and 30*, 1506 (i). (53
Vie., c. 75.)

MONCTON, INCREASED ACCOMMODATION: in Com. of

Sup., 4014 (ii).
MONEYS PAID FOR PHOFESSIONAL SERVICES. See

"LEGAL SERVICES."

MILITIA CAMP GROUNDS : remarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 4926 (ii).
MONTAGUE, WALTER H., ESQ., MEMBER FOR HALDI-

MAND : Introduced, 1403 (i).
MONTCALM COUNTY EXPLORATORY SURVEYS: Ques.

(Mr. Thérien) 186 (i).
MONTREAL AN) EUROPEAN SHORT LINE Ry.: in Com.

of Sup., 4796 (ii).
AND LAKE MASKINONGÉ RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4764 (ii).

Montreal and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s B. No. 59
(Mr. MeMillan, Va udreuil). 20*, 342; 2°*, 531; in

Con. and 3°*, 1355 (i). (53 Vie.. c. 58.)
SUBSIDY: prop Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

4762; in Com., 4848 (ii).
AND SOREL RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 4764; in Com., 4883.

Montreal and Western Ry. Co. and the
C.P.R. Co.'s B. No. 82 (Mr. Desjardins).
1°*, 638; 2°*, 1019; in Com. and 3°*, 1610 (i).
(i3 Vie., c. 67.)

SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

4763; in Com., 4876 (ii).
Montreal Bridge and TeAninus Co.'s in-

corp. B. No. 97 (Mr. Langelier, Quebec).
1°*, 1019 ; 2°, 1506 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 3227 (ii).
(53 Vie., c. 93.)

COURT HOUSE, COST OF CONSTRUCTION: M.
for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 2188 (i).

HARBOR COMMISSION, ABOLITION: Ques. (Mr.

Préfontaine) 401 (i).
HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Beau-

soleil) 884 (i).
Remarks (Mr. Curran) 3077 (ii).
HARBOI POLICE, GRATUITIES: Ques. (+Mr.

Cwrran) 92 (i).
P. 0. DROP BOXES: Ques. (Mr. Ca8ey) 3512.
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MONUMENTS, ERECTION OF TWO: in Com. of Sup., 4651.
MOREAU, ELIE, ACCOUNT re QUEEN vs BOUCHER :

Ques. (Mr. Thérien) 1657, 1797 (i).
MOLTNTED POLICE, COMMISSIONER HERCHMER'S

MANAGEMENT: M. for Sel. Corn. (Mr. Darin)
2674; neg. (Y. 53, N. 76) 3367 (ii).

Deb. (Sir .Jokiî A. Macdonald) 2685: (Mr. Laurier)
2687 ; (Mr. Macdowa il) 2689 (Mr. Watson) Amt.,
2690 ; (Mr. Kirkpatrick) 2690; (Mr. Muelock) 2692;
(Mr. Blake) 2695; (Mr. Daly) 2697; deb. rsmd.
(Mr. Prin) 3332: (Mr. Macdowall) 3339; (Mr.
Deiedney)3340: (Mr. Somerrille) 3342; (Mr, Fisher)
3349 : (Gen. Lairie) 3350:; (Sir John A.Mlcdonald)
3352; (Mr. Fisher) 3355: (Mr. Laurier) 3355; (Mr.
Watson) 3357; (Mr. D>aly) 3358; (Mr. Mulock)

3361 (i).
CONTINGENCIEs : M. for Ret. (Mr. Darin) 3319.
RES. LEG. ASSEMBLY: Ques. (Mr. Darin)

1485 (i).
COMMISSIONER WHITE.'S REP. : presented (Sir

John Macdonald) 2050 (i)
-- in Com. of Sup., 2345 (i); suppl., 4053 (ii).

prop. Res. (Mr. Darin) for Sel. Com., 1503.
Mount Forest, Markdale and Meaford

Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 46 (Mr. Sproule).
1°*, 212; 2°*, 273; in Com. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53

Vie., c. 60.)
MOUNT OXFORD RY. CO. 'S SUBsîrY: prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 4764 (ii).
MOUNT ST. NICHOLAS P. O., CHANGE OF NAME: M.

for Cor., &c.* (Mr. Bour«ssa) 3319 (ii).
MOYLAN, J. G., SERVICES ON ROYAL COMMISSION: in

Com. of Sup. 4649 (ii).
MUNICIPAL ACT, MAN., DISALLOWANCE: Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 2377 (i).
MURRAY CANAL: in Con. of Sup., 2277 (i).

Napanee, &c., Ry. Co. See " KINGSTON NAPA-
NEE AND WESTERN."

NASH, COLLECTOR, EXTRA SERVICES: in Com. of Sup.,
4792 (i).

National Construction Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 40 (Mr. Brown). 1°*, 184; 2°*, 399 (i); in
Com. and 3°*, 3227 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 102.)

Navigable Waters Protection Act (Chap.
91 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 47 (Mr. Tup-
per). 1°, 212 (i) ; wthdn., 4667 (ii).

New Brunswick Ry. Co.'s B. No. 49 (Mr.
Weldon, St. John). 1°*, 244; 2°*, 531; in Com.
and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53 Vie., c. 71.)

NEW BRUNSWICK :
ALBERT RAILWAY GRANT: remarks (Mr. Ellis) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 4559 (ii).
CANTEENS AT FREDERICTON CAMP: remarks (Mr.

Gillmor) 3078 (ii).
CARAQUET RY. Co., GRoSS EARNINGs: Ques. (Mr.

Mulock) 3811 (ii).
FINANCIAL Ain: Ques. (Mr. Ellis) 3723 (ii).
remarks (Mr. Blake) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4601 (ii).
CENTRAL RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 4763; in Com., 4876 (ii).
FLAG'S COVE BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Gilimor)

1795 (i).
FREDERICTON AND PRINCE WILLIAM, Ry. Co.'s SUB-

SiDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald)4764 (i).
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JÇEW BRUNSWICK-Continued.
FREDERICTON Vià ORoMloTO AiD GAGETOWN iRY. Go.'s

SunsiDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
4763; in Com., 4876 (i).

KENT REPRESENTATION, VACANCY: Remarks (Mr.
Laurier) 3581 (il).

Issue of Writ (Mr. Speaker) 3722 (ii)
MARITIME PROVINCES MAILS, DELAY: Remarks (Mr.

Ellis) 1382 (i).
MONCTON, MILITIA CàîP GROUNDS: Remarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 4926 (il).
SMELT FIsHING IN MIRAMICHI RIY'ER: Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 2229 (i).
,STEWIACKE VALLEY RY. Co,' s SLBsIDY : prop. Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonold) 4764 (ii).
ST. Lors WHARF, COMPLETION OF: Ques. (Mr.

Weldon, St. .Iohe) 505 (i),
ST. STEPHEN AND MILLTOWN RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY : prOp.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763; in Com., 4875,
VICE ADMIRALTY COURTS (QUE.., N.S. AND N.B.) CASES

ENTERED: M. for Ret. (Mr.. Weldon, St. John) 1065.
[See " I.C.R.," " P.W.," " P.O.," " RYS.," " SUB-

SIDIES," "SUPPLY,"&C.]

'NEw CANAAN P..O., ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. Brien)

563 (i).
-NEWFOUNDLAND, .ADMISSION TO CONFEDERATION:

Remarks (Mr. Charlton) 4927 (ii).
NEWFOUNDLAND AND CANADA, COR. WITH IMP.

GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1199 (i).
BARBOR FEES : Remarks (Gen. Laurie) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 4893 (ii).
NEw LONiON HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.:

M. for copy (Mr. Welsh) 29 (i).
NEWSPAPERS OR SUPIPL. EDITIONS, &c.: in Coi. of

Ways and Means, 4243 (ii).
SUBSCRIPTIONS AND ADVERTISEMENTS, &C. :

Stmnt. in Coi.. of Sup., 228 (i).
NEW WESTMINSTER REPRESENTATION, VACANCY:

Issue of Writ (Mr.. Speaker) 3439 (i).
'NEW YORK M:RCURY," CIRCULATION IN CAN.:

Ques. (Mr., Scriver) 4500 (ii).
NICOLET, CONSTRUCTION OF PIERS: Ques. (Mr. Boie-

iert) 4588 (ii).
North Canadian Atlantic Ry. and Steam-

ship Co.'s incorp. B. No. 88 (Mr. Bryson).
1°*, 794 ; 2'*, 1019 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1610 (i).
(53 Vic., c. 70.)

NORTH CARLETON POINT SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Yeo)
1484 (i).

NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. CO.'S SUB-

s1nY : prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4762;
in Com., 4855 (ji),

Northern and Western Ry. Co. Sec "CAN-
ADA EASTERN Ry. Co."

NORTH SHORE RY. DEBENTURES: M. for Cor. (Mr.
Langelier, Quebec) 55 (i).

NORTH-WEST COUNCIL, MEM. re DUAL LANGUAGE:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 401 (i).

North - Western Coal and Navigation
.Co.'s B, No. 25 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°*,
104; 2*, 186; in Com. and 3°*, 1149 (i). (53
Vic., c. 89.)

LAND SURSIDy: prop. Res. (Mr. Dewdney) 4689.
N.W.T. Acts Amt. B. No. 146 (Mr. Dewdney).

r1*, 4373 ; 2 m,, 4449 ; 2° and in Com., 4465 (ii).

N.W.T. Act (Chap. 50 Revised Statutes) Amt. B.

No. 10 (Mr. McCarthy). 1, 38; 2' m. and

Amt. (Mr. Davin) 532 (i).
[Sec " FRENCR LANGUAGE. "]

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES:
ADvIsORY COUNCIL, RESIGNATION: M. for O. C.'s, &c.*

(Mr. White, Rensfre w) 104 (i).
BANFF HOT SPRINGS, ROADS AND BRIDGES : in Com. of

Sup., 3658 (il).
BLACKFEET INDIANS, CAPTURE OF WHITE GIRL: re-

marks (Mr. Charlton) 815 (i).
BREMNER FURS, REP. OF SEL. CoM. : presented (Mr.

McNe ill) 3810 (ii).
EVIDENCE : Ques. (Mr. Cn.7grain) 4449 (il).
M. to conc. in Rep. of Sel. Com. (Mr. Mcell)

4732 (i).
- PA VENT : remarks (Mr. Troi) 4931 (il).
BRESAYLOR HALF-BREEDS' CLAImS: prop. Res. (Mr.

Lister) for Sel. Coin., 1358 (i).
BRITISH ASSOCIATION AND INDIANS OF N.W. AND B.C.:

in Com. of Sup., 4167 (ii).
COLONISATION COMPANIES AND DEPT. OF INTERIOR : M.

for Cor., &c.* (Mr. Sonerville) 66 (i).
DOIG, MRS. A. A., CLAIM FOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques.

(Mr. Davin) 1486 (i).
DoM. LANDS ACT AMT.: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3298,

3316 (il).
EAU CLAIR AND BOW 'tIVER LUMBER CO. Vs. QUEEN,

COSTS; in Com. of Sup., 4060 (ii).
EXPENSES OF OOVT. : in Coin. of Sup., 4066 (ii).
FIRE-GUARDS ALONG RY. TRACKS: prop. Res. (Mr.

Davin) 3315 ().
FRENCH LANGUAGE IN N.W.T. See general heading.
GOPHERS, DESTRUCTJON: in Com. of Sup., 4790 (ii).
GRAZING AND PASTURE LEASES: M. for let.* (Mr.

Charlton) 3693 (il).
HALF-BREEDS' CLAIS: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3309.
- AND RES. OF LEG. ASSEMBLY: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Laurier) 100 (i).
- RELIEF OF DISTRESS: in Com. of Sup., 4069 (il).
HIERCHMER, L. W., Com., N.W.M.P., CONTINGENCIES:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davin) 3319 (il).
-- See " MOUNTED POLICE."
HOMESTEADS : Ques. (Mr. Davin) 2023 (ii).
- MEMORIALS OF J. HOLDEN AND J. SHERA: M.

for copy* (Mr. Davin) 1065 ().
- (SECOND): prop, Res. (Mr. Dacin) 3298 (ii).
IRRIGATION: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3292 (ii).
LANDS IN C .P.R. BELT, EXAIiNATION: in COM. ofSup.,

4067 (il).
LEG. ASSEMBLY, REs. re MONEYS VOTED BY PARLT.

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Laurier) 104 (i).
LUCAS, S. B., INDIAN AGENT. N.W.T., CHARGES

AGAINST : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 3319 (ii).
MEMORIALS, PETS. AND ÎxES. PASSED BY LEG. ASSEM-

BLY: M. for copies (Mr. Devin) 212 (i).
MEMORIAL re DUAL LANGUAGE : Ques. (Mr. McMullen)

401 (i).
LES BOURGEOIS DU NORD-OUEST: in Co. of Sup.,

4791 (ii).
ORDINANCES, &C.,PIIINTED IN FRENCH: M. for Rets.

(Mr. Mc Carthy) 83 (i).
PASTURE AND GRAZING LEASES: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Charlton) 3693 (il).

PRINCE ALBERT SETTLERS' CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Mac-
domall) 2668 (i).

RANCHES, APPLICATIONS, &C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Troiv)
1698 (i).
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NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES-Continued.
REGISTRY OFFICES: Ques. (Mr. Dàavin) 885.

RECEIPTS AND ExPENsss : M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Davin)1065 (1).

SASKATCHEWAN COLONISATION CO. AND DEPT. OF IN-
TERIOR: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Somerai//éi 66 ().

- PROVISIONAL DISTRICT, POPULATION BY ORIGIN :
M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).

SURVEYS, COST PER ACRE: Ques. (Mr. McMl/an.
Hvron) 402 (i).

TEMPERANCE COLONISATION CO. : M. for Cor., Memor-
ials, &c. (Mr. Wallae) 2032 ().

on M. for Com. of Ways and Means: remarks
(Mr. Lanerk n) 4907 (ii).

TIMBER LIMITS GRANTEI BY DOM. GOVT. SINCE

MARCH, 1885: M. for List (Mr. Ch«rlton) 2188 ().
enquiry for Rets. (Mr. Charlton) 2674 (ii).

-- renarks (Mr. Hickey) on M. for Com. of Sup.,
4545 (ii).

TOBACCO SEIZURES : Ques. (Mr. Davi) 4171 (fi).
UNIVERSITY : prop.. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3315 (ii).

[Sce " INTERIOR," " INDIANS," "MOUNTED POLICE,
" SUPPLY," &C.]

NOVA SCOTIA:
ALBERT AND CAPE TORMENTINE RY., PAR. IN " CLO:BE

personal explanation (Mr. Wood, Wfestmnoreland)
4320 (ii).

ANNAPOLIS POST OFFICE, &C., TENDERS FOR EREC-
TION: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 254 (1).

- PAR. IN MONTREAL " IIERALD: " Ques. of Priv.
(Mr. Mills, Annapolie) 1515 ().

- SITE: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 2229 (i).
M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 3686.

CROW HARBOR POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 400 (i).
DIGBY WHARF, DUES COLLECTED: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Weldon, St. John) 530 ().
ELEVATOR AT HALIFAX: Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John)

3291 (ii).
FisH IN BOND, CUSTOMs DUTY: Ques. (Mr. Bienhauer)

248 ().
GREEN COVE BREAKWATER, REPAIES: Ques. (Mr.

Lovitt) 84 (i).
REBUILDING: Ques. (Mr. Lovitt) 3154 (ii).

HALL'S HARBOR, REPS. OF ENGINEERS: M. for copies
(Mr. Borden) 2031 (i).

INVERNESS AND RICHMOND RY. CO.'S SURSîiw: prop.
Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763; in Com., 4880.

LITTLE DOVER POST OFFICE: M. for Pets. and Cor.
(Mr. Kirk) 94 (i).

LOBSTER FISHING REGULATIONS, BEvISIoN: Ques. (Mr.
Kirk) 885 (i).

MAHONE BAY LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr. Eisenhaer)
885 (i).

O'BRIEN, JOTHAM ; Ques. ( Hr. dunes, Halifax) 4277 (ii).
OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW RY., COMPLETION: Ques.

(Mr. Kirk) 402 (j).
- CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) 505.

TOTAL EXPENDITURE: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 187.
QUEEN'S WHARF, ANNAPOLIS, GOVT. CONTROL: QueS.

(Mr. Mills, Annapo/is) 2828 (ii).
RAILWAY COMMUNICATION IN EASTERN N.S.: remarks

(Mr. Kirk) 3324 (ii).
SACKVILLE MARINE HOSPITAL, ORIGINAL 0@ST: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) 1713 (i).
SALMON FISHING WITR NETS: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 4399.
.SHELBURNE, LIVERPOOL AND ANNAPOLIS RY. SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763; in Com.,
4878 (if).

SMITM, LATE MR. JUSTICE, N.S., LEAVE OF ABSENCE:
M. for Cor. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1681 (i).

NOVA SCOTIA-Continued.
TRACADIE HARBOR SURvET, ENGINEER'S REPS.: M.

for copies* (Mr. Dacien, P.E.1.) 1065 (i).
TRAWL FisHiNG IN ST. MARY'S BAT: Ques, (Mr.

,Jones, Halifax) 2377 (i).
[See "P. W.," "Rys.," SUlSIDlEs," "SUPPLY."]

Oaths of Office. See "ADMINISTRATION."

O'BRIEN, JOTHAM : Ques. (Mr. Joncs, Halifax) 4277
(ii).

OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE: in Coin. of Sup., 2017 (i).
4041 (î).

OCEAN MAIL SERVICE. SeC "ATLANTIC."

OFFICERS AND INSPECTORS (EXCISE) SALARIES: in
Con. of Sup., 2313 (i).

OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE, iii.
Official Documents Disclosure B. No,

122 (Sir Atdolphe Caron). 1°, 2020 (i) ; 2°, 3203
in COm., 3599 ; 3°*, 36')0 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 10.)

.OILS, LUBRICATING: in Coin. of Ways and Means,
3502 (ii).

OLD RECORIDS OF CAN. : in Coin. of Sup., 4791 (ii).
OLEOMARGARINE, IMPORTS INTO B.N.A.: Ques. (Mr.

Bain, Wentîworth) 122 (i).
ONEIIDA, &C., INDIANS, 0-RANT TO AGRICL. SOC.: in

Com. of Sup., 4783 (fi).
ONTARIIO MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION, LEGISLATION

re FACTORIES : M. for Cor.* (Mr. Edgar) 90 (i).

Ontario Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. No. 123 (Mr.
Bergin). 1°, 2020; 2°*, 2338 (i); in Com. and
3°*, 4026 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 57.)

Ontario Western Ry. Co.'s B. No. 92 (Mr.
Bell). 1°, 833; 2°*, 1020 (i); in Com. and 3'*,
3227 (fi). (53 Vie., c. 62.)

ONTARIO :
ABELL, MR. JOHN, ALLEGED INSOLVENC: on M. for

Com. of Ways and Means, 3512 (fi).
BANK OF UPPR E CANADA: M. for Ret, (Mr. MMnlln)

100 (i).
CAPE CROCKER INDIANS, ANNUITY PER HEAD: Ques.

(Mr. Landerkin) 505 (i).
CHRISTIAN ISLAND INDIANS, DISTRESS: remarks (Mr.

Cook) 4926 (fi).
COLLINGWOOD HARBOR, EXPENDITURE: Ques. (Mr.

Cook) 1655 (i),
CORINTH P.O.: reInarks (Mr. Landerkin) 94(i).
DUNDAS AND WATERLOO MACADAM ROAD: Ques. (Mr.

Ba in, Wentweorth) 68 (i).
--- M. for Ret. (Mr. Bain, Wentn'orth) 149 (i).
DUNNVILLE DAM, DAMAGES AT LooM1s' CREEFK: Ques.

(Mnr. Montage) 2021 (i).
GAUTHIER, W., FisHING LICENSE: Ques. (Mr. Syro/e)

3076 (ii).
GODERICH AND STRATHROY P.O., TENDERS: Ques. (Mr.

B«rron) 2377 (i).
GREER, JAMES, FISHERY OVERSEER : Ques. (Mr.

Sonerille) 3662, 3811 (fi).
INDIANS, SELLING LIQUORS TO: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Londerkin) 29 (i).
IROQUOIS LOCKMASTER, SUPERANNUATION: Ques. (Mr.

Landerkin) 3077 (fi).
JUNIOR JUDGE, ESSEX Co., APPOINTMENT: Ques. (Mr

Brien) 563 (i).
KETTLE REEK, ST. THOmAS: M. for Cor., &c. (Mr

Wilcna, Elgin) 153 (i).
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ONTARIO-Contin ued.
LONDON AND PORT STANLEY RY.: M. forStmnt. (Mr.

Wilson, Elgin) 156 (i),
LONELY ISLAND LIGHTHoUSE, t Ques. (Mr. Laurier)

2670 (ii).
LUNDY's LANE, PROTECTION OF CEMETERY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 1798 (i).
MAPLE HILL P.O., CLoSING : Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

27 (i),
MISSISSAUGA INDIANS, CLAIMIS : Ques. (Mr. Modill)

1656 (i).
NEW CANAAN P.O., ERECTIoN : Ques. (Mr. Brien)

563 (i).
OTTAWA, RETURN OF MEMBER Notification (Mr.

Speaker) 4448 (ii).
PAUL, PETER, EXPENSES OF TRIAL: Ques. (Mr. Lan-

dlerkinè) 505 (M.

PICTON HARBOR, DREDGING AND IMPROVING: Ques.
(Mr. Platt) 2186 (il.

RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS, ADDITIONAL APPOINTMENTS:
Ques. (Mr. Brien) 562 (i).

READ AND SRANNONVILLE MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTS,
COR., & c. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Burdett) 1486 (i).

ROCKPORT POST31ASTER, DISMISSAL : on M. for Com.
of Sup., 4895 (ii).

RONDEAU POINT, GOVT. LANDS: Ques. (Mr. Caîmpbell)
2022 (i).

SULTANA ISLAND: M. for Ret. (Mr. Barro) 140 (i).
-- INCOMPLETE RET.: Remarks (Mr. Barron) 2186.

TORONTO HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, TENDERS, &C.:
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Barron) 1712 (i).

ToRONTO UNIVERSITY FIRE: Remarks (Mr. Blake)
1950 ().

TRENT VALLEY CANAL COMMISSIoN: Ques-. (Mr. Bar-
ron) 118 (i),

- M. for Ret.* (M. Barron) 145 (i).
- BRIDGE: Remarks (Mr. B«rron) 3703 (i).
VOLLET, ROBT., EXPENSES OF TRIAL: (Mr. Landerkin)

27 (i).
WOOD, MR. A. F. See " CANALS."

[See "CANA LS," "P. O." " P. WX." " Rys."
" SUBIDIES. "]

Oiumt, CRUDE: in Com. of Ways and Means, 3503(ii).

Orange (Grand Lodge) incorp. B. No. 32
(Mr. Wallace). 1', 145; 2' m., 395; agreed to
(Y. 85, N. 65) 398; in Com., 3' m. and Amt. (Mr.
Curran) 1293; consdn. rsmd., 1345; Amt. (Mr.
Larrne) to Amt. 6 m. h., neg. (Y. 63, N. 86)
1349; Ant. neg. (Y. 23, N. 124) 1353; 3' agreed
to (Y. 86, N. 61) 1354 (i). (53 Vic., c. 105.)

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE.

ORDER:
ABELL, MR. JOHN, ALLEGR INSOLVENCY: Member

requested by Mr. Speaker not to use insinuating
remarks towards other Members, 3514 (ii).

ALtEN CONTRACT LABOUR B. 8: Member called to
Order, a second speech on 2 of a B. not admis-
sible; personal explanation in Order (Mr. Deputy
Speaker) 1246 ().

ANNAPOLIS LAND PURCHASE : Remarks checked and
Member called to Order by Mr. Speaker, 1517 (i).

CONTINGENCIES, UNPARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE Re-
traction demanded by the Member for West
Elgin from the Minister of Militia, 378 (i).

HULL RELIGIOUS DISTURBANCES : Member having
spoken on a question of Privilege cannot speak

ORDER, PRIVILEGE, &c.-Continued.
ORDER-Coniinuel.

again without unanimous consent of the House
(Mr. Speaker) 509: personal explanation allowed,
but time must be limited (Mr. Speaker) 510;
Member's remarks checked, 513 ().

IMMIGRATION AGENTS' SALARIES, UNPARLIAMENTARY
LANGUAGE : Objection taken by the Member for
North York to language used towards the Member
for North Wellington, by the member for
East Grey, 2464 ; Ruling (Mr. Chairman) and
withdrawal, 2467 (i).

INTERRUPTIONS FROM THE GALLERIES: Attention of
Mr. Deputy Speaker being drawn to same by Min-
ister of Militia, orders were issued to the Sergeaut-
at-Arms to stop such improper conduct, 1279 (i).

INTERRUPTION OF A SPEAKER : Ruled by Mr. Speaker
that the language used by the Member for Kings-
ton, and taken exception to by the Member for
North Wellington, was in Order, said Member
having no right to interrupt, 4557 (ii).

LOYALTY TO HER MAJESTY: Memberrenindedby Mr.
Speaker that he is out of Order in going beyond a
personal explanation, 185 (i).

LEATHER INSPECTION: Member ruled out of Order
for discussing the subjeet after asking a question
(Mr. Speaker) 2258 (i).

MISQUOTING MEMBERS : Contradicting statements
made by Members and discussing same not admis-
sible; a Member must state exactly what was
said and nothing more (Mr. Speaker) 3942 (ii).

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, UINPARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE:
Member called on by Mr. Deputy Speaker to with-
draw offensive expression, and withdrawal of
same, 1118 (i).

SAWDUST I RIVERS : Members' remarks checked by
Mr. Speaker, having spoken once, 4113 (ii).

SUPPLY: Remarks checked by Mr. Deputy Speaker
and Members requested to confine themselves to
subjeet matter before the Chair, 2433 (i).

UNPARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE : Objection taken by
the Member for North Perth to language used by
the Member for North York towards the Minister
of Public Works, 1451; withdrawal, 1453 (i).

PRIVILEGE:
ABELL, MR. JOHN, ALLEGED INSOLVENCY: Remarks of

Member for East Simcoe as reported in Toronto
Mail contradicted and retraction asked by Mem-
bers for West York and Centre Toronto, 3512 (ii).

ABSENT MEMBERS: Paragraph in Empire contradicted
(Mr. Doyon) 84, 90 (i).

ADJOURNMENT OF ROUSE: Ms. made by Members to
adjourn so as to obtain a second hearing an abuse
of the privileges of the House (Mr. Speaker) 3474,
3516 (ii).

ALBERT AND CAPE TORMENTINE RY.: Personal expla-
nation and contradiction of statements made in
the Toronto Globe, 4320 (ii).

ANNAPOLIS LAND PURCHASE : Denial (Mr. Mille,
Ainnapolie) of statements contained in paragraph
in Montreal Herald, 1515; Member requested by
Mr. Speaker to confine himself to Rules and not
enter into a diecussion of the subject, as it might
establish a precedent, 1516 (i).

GAS WELL IN ESSEx COUNTY: Remarks reflecting on
a Minister and a Member made by the Member
for West Elgin, read and criticised by the Member
for Essex, 2252; objection taken by Mr. Laurier,
the discussion being out of Order; Ruled (Mr.
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DRDER, PRIVILEGE, &c.-Continued.

PRIVILEGE-Continued.
Speaker) that when a gentleman finds his honor
attacked through statements made he is allowed
full opportunity to defend himself, but renewal of
a discussion of a previous debate not allowed, 22.58.

LINCoLN, MEMBER FOR: Correspondence in Globe
newspaper purDorting to be signed by a Member
of the House and involving the names of other
Members, brought before the House by Sir Richard
Cartwright, 449, 638 (i).

LoYALTY TO HER MAJESTY: Personal explanation re
paragraph in Montreal Ilerald, " Did he Shirk?"
184 ().

MILEAGE. GEN. LAURIE's: Personal explanation re
paragraph in Toronto Globe, 3197 (ii).

QUEREC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS: Letter in Le Cana-
dieu reflecting on Member for Quebec West read
and commented on by Member for North Victoria;
attention called by Mr. Speaker to irregularity
of discussion. 4825 (ii).

PROCEDURE:

ALIEN CONTRACT LABOR B. 8: Objection taken by Sir
Richard Cartwriaht and others to 2°, after being
declared carried by Mr. Speaker, as such a Bill
ought not to be passed without division, 2194 (i).

BILLS, ROYAL ASSENT: Attention of Govt. drawn to
the fact that a number of Bills having passed
through ail stages in both Houses only a certain
number received the Royal Assent,when the whole
of them, according to constitutional rule, should
have become law at the same time, 2594 (ii).

CEREALS, PREVENTION OF FRAUD IN SALE OF: on M.
to introduce B., ruled by Mr. Speaker that it being
a public B. notice must be given, 184 (i).

CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEEs As such has no power
to compel a Member to withdraw offensive lan-
guage, but he can report same to the Speaker if
a member asks " that the words be taken down;"
he can only rebuke a Member, 1452 (i).

CRIMINAL LAw AMT. B. 65: Objection taken by Mr.
Mitchell to sub-Amt. of Mr. Tiedale to Arnt. of
his own; Mr. Speaker ruled sub-Amt. in Order,
3455 (il).

CRUELTY To ANIMALs B. 5: Order for House in Com.
read, and there being no motion before the Chair
the Order stands (Mr. Speaker) 1507 (ii).

DIVsIONS, VOTES GIVEN BY MEMBERS: According to
English practice and authorities a Member voting
on the wrong side is not allowed to change his
vote (Mr. Speaker) 2227 ().

DRAFTING AMENDMENTS: Uniformity of style should
be adopted by Members (Mr. Speaker) 3455 (ii).

GEOLOGICAL SURvEY DEPT. B. 116: Orders of the Day
having been called, reference to previous item
ruled out of Order' by Mr. Speaker, 4028 (ii).

LINCoLN, MEMBER FOR: Printing documents in Votes
and Proceedings should be defined (Mr. Speaker)
571 (i).

MINING MACEINERY: Objection taken by Mr. Blake
to M. to adjourn the debate, the same being a
substantive motion; Ruled (Mr. Speaker) not a
substantive motion but an Amt. to an Amt., and
although improperly worded is in Order, 1144 (i).

SUPPLY: Objection taken by Mr. Taylor to the dis-
cussion of items foreign to the one read by the
Chairman : Point of Order sustained by the Chair-
man and authority quoted, 2470 (i).

lxxxi

ORDERS IN COUNCIL, COLLECTION: in COM. of Sup.,
3658 (ii).

ORDINANCES, &C., PRINTED IN FRENCH IN N.W.T.
M. for Rets.* (Mr. Mc Carthy) 83 (i).

ORDNANCE LANDS, COSTS, COMMISSIONS, SALES, &C.
in Com. of Sup., 4121 (ii).

ORFORD MOUNTAIN RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 4824 (ii).
OTTAWA, ADDITIONAL BUILDING: in Com. of Sup.,

4696; conc., 4914 (ii).
Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 1859 (i).
ANI) PARRY SOUND RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763; in
Com., 4875 (ii).

Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Ry.
Co.'s B. No. 28 (Mr. Hickey). 1°, 104; 2°*,
186; in Com. and 3°*, 724 (i). (53 Vic., c. 66.)

AND MORRISBURG RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4762; in Coni.,
4855 (ii).

IMMIGRATION AGENT: in Com. of Sup., 2448.
RETURN OF MEMBER: Notification * (Mr.

Speaker) 4448 (ii).

SANDFORD FLEMING'S REP. re SAWDUST IN
RIVER: M. for copy* (Mr. Landerkin) 1065 (i).

"OTTER," MAIL STEAMER, CONTRACT: Ques: (Mr.
Amyot) 123 (i).

OUELLET, N. and A., PETS. re DAMAGES TO PROPER-
TIES BY I. C. R. : M. for copies* (Mr. Fiset) 1713.

Owen Sound and Lake Huron Ry. Co.'
incorp. B. No. 99 (Mr. Small). 1°, 1066;

2°*, 1355; in Com. and 3°*, 1823 (i). (53 Vie.,
c. 61.)

OYSTER PONDS POST OFFICE: M. for Pets. and Cor.
(Mr. Kirk) 93.

OXFORD AND NEw GLASGOw Ry., COMPLETION: Ques.
(Mr. Kirk) 402 (i).

CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Davies, P.E.I.)
505 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 1933 (i), 4017 (ii).
- TOTAL EXPENDITURE: Ques. (Mr. McMullen)

187 (i).
PACIFIC RAILWAY. See " C. P. R."

PAGANS, CENSUS RETURNS OF STE. ELIZABETH: M.
for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 513 (i).

PAGE, JOHN. See " CORNWALL CANAL."
PAILS, TUBS, &C.: in Com. of Ways and Means,

3553 (ii).
PAIRS DURING SESSION, LIST OF, Viii.

PAINTS AND COLORS: in Com. of Ways and Means,
3504 (i).

PALMER ROAD CHAPEL, P. O.: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 92(i).
M. for Pets., &c. (Mr. Perry) 517 (i).

PAPER CURRENCY, GUARANTEE BY GOVT. : prop. Res.
(Mr. Casey) 189 (i).

PAPER HANGINGS: in COM. Of Ways and Means,
3504 (ii).

PARLIAMENT : Opening, 1 (i); Prorogation, 4935 (ii).

Parlia.ment. See " INDEPENDENCE."
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PASTURE AND GRAZING LEASES IN N.W.T.: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 3693 (ii).

Patent Act Amt. B. No. 17 (Mr. Carling). 10,
90; 2°* and in Coi., 1076; 3°*, 140 (i). (53 Vie.,
c. 13.)

Patent Act Amt. B. No. 144 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex). 1°, 3811; 2°* and in Com., 4484 (ii).

Patent Commissioner. See " MAY "& "SMITH."

"PATENT RECORD ": in Com. of Sup., 496 (i), 4000
conc., 4272 (ii).

PATTERSON, A. C., INCREASE OF SALARY: in Com. of

Sup., 4792 (i).
PAUL, PETER, EXPENSES OF TRIAL: Ques. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 505 (i).
PEACHES : in Com. of Ways and Means, 3439 (ii).
PEAKE'S STATION, P.E.I. Ry. : Ques. (Mr. Robert-

son) 118 (i.
PENITENTIARIES:

BLAKE, CONVICT, TRANSFER TO ENGLAND : in Com. of
Sup., 3999 (ii).

DORCHESTER : in Com. of Sup., 3637.
INSPECToR'S TRAVELLING EXPENSES, CONTIN-

GENCIES: in Coi. of Sup., 354 (i).
-- KINGSTON: in Com. of Sup., 496 (i), 3643 (ii).

-- MANITOBA, CHAPLAINS' SALARIES, INCREASE:
in Com. of Sup., cone..4910 (ii).

- MANITOBA: in Com. of Sup., 3637, 3999, 4650,
4910 (ii).

MOYLAN, J. G., SERVICES ON ROYAL CoM.: in Com. of
Sup., 4649 (ii).

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL: in Comn. of Sup., 3635 (ii).
STONEY MOUNTAIN PENITENTIARY, FLOGGING PRISON-

ERS: Ques. (Mr. Lavergne) 1120, 2826 (i).
PEMBROKE P. O. ROBBERY. Sec "POST OFFICE."

PENSIONS: in Com. of Sup., 1867 (i).

People's Bank of N.B. B. No. 33 (Mr. Weldon,
St. John). 1°*, 159; 2°*, 186; in Com. and 3°*,
531 (i). (53 Vic., c. 42.)

PERLEY, MR., M.P., DECEASED : Remarks, 2739 (i).
PEMBIROKE POST OFFICE ROBBERY: M. for Cor., &c.,

(Mr. White, Renfrew') 158 (i).
PERMANENT FORCES, PAY AND MAINTENANCE : in

Com. of Sup., 1341 (i).
PICKLES IN BOTTLES: in Com. of Way's and Means,

3504 (ii).
PICKS, MATTOCKS, &C.: in Com. of Ways and Means,

3524 (ii).
PICTON HARBOR, DREDGING, &C.: M. for Cor., Pets.,

&c. (Mr. Platt) 2192 (i).
DREDGING AND IMPROVING: Ques. (Mr. Platt)

2186 (i).

Pictou Harbor Act Amt. B. No. 152 (Mr.
Colby). 1°, 4588; 2*, in Com. and 3°*, 4835 (ii).
(53 Vic., c. 18.)

PIERREVILLE P. O. : M. for Reps., &c. (Mr. Choquette)
517 (i).

PIm IRON AND FISHERY BOUNTIES: prop. Res. (Mr.
Eisenhauer) 1811 (i).

Pig Iron Bounty Provision, B. No. 149
(Mr. Foster). Res. prop., 2828 ; M. for Com., 4321;
cone. in (Y. 69, N. 45), 4403 ; 1°* of B., 4404;
2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 4835 (i). (53 Vie. c. 22.)

Deb. (Sir Richard Cartwrripht) 4322; (Mr. Davies,
P.E.L) 4327; (Mi. Charlton) 4332; (Mr. McDou-
pald, Pictou) 4337 ; (Mr. Watson) 4342; (Mr. Dale)
4344; (Mr. Casey) 4347; (Mr. Kenny) 4351; (Mr.
Pausoe) 4356 (ii).

Pilotage Act (Chap. 80 Rer. Statutes) A.mt. B.
No. 161 (Mr. Colby). 1°*, 4924 (ii).

PINETTE HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.: M. for

copy* (Mr. Welsh) 29 (i).

PLANTs, FRUIT, &C.: in Coi. of Ways and Means,
3531 (ii).

PLUMBAGO: in Con. of Ways and Means, 3505 (i).
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B.

No. 87 (Mr. Bryson). 1°*, 794; 2°*, 1019; in
Coin. and 3°*, 2338 (i). (53 Vic., c. 68.)

LABORERS' WAGES: Ques. (Mr. Somerville)

3722 (ii).

Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s and
C.P.R. Oo.'s B. No. 141 (Mr. Sproule).
10, 3591; 20*, 3702; in Coin. and 3°*, 4025 (ii). (53
Vic., c. 69.)

PET. : M. (Mr. Bryson) to receive, 3511 (ii).
SUBS1DT: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

4764; in Com., 4886 (ii).

Portage la Prairie and Duck Mountain
Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 78 (Mr. Hesson).
1°*, 561; 20*, 1019 (i); ref. back to Ry. Con.,
3322 (ii).

Port Arthur, Duluth and Western Ry.
Co.'s B. No. 14 (Mr. Danson). 1°*, 84; 2*,
91; in Com. and 30*, 724 (i). (53 Vie., c. 76.)

- SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

4763 (ii).
HARBOR AND KAMINISTIQUIA RIVER: in Coi.

of Sup., 1095 (ii).

PORT STANLEY. See " LONDON.

POPE, RUFUS H., ESQ., MEMBER FOR COMPTON: In-
troduced, 2 (i).

POPULATION BT ORIGIN IN SASKATCHEWAN PROVIS-

IONAL DISTRICT: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Laurier)

1065 (i).
PoRK : in Con. of Ways and Means, 3501 (i).

MESS; in Con, of Ways and Means, 3562 (ii).

POST OFFICE:
ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE AND MESSRS. ANDERSON: M.

for Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 100, 1021 (i).
ANDERSON'S CONTRACT: remarks (Mr. dones.

Halifax) 3440 (ii).
remarks (Sir Richard Carte'ripht) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 4694 (ii).
BERTHIER COUNTY MAIL SERVICE : M. for Pets., &c.,

(Mr. Beausoleil) 529 (i).
BLISS' PATENT LETTER BOX: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

2827 (ii).
CASCAPEDIA (PETIT) P. 0. SAVINGS BANKS: Ques.

(Mr. Turcot) 2669 (ii).
CORINTH P. 0.: remarks (Mr. Landerkin) 94 (i).
CRANE ISLAND MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Choquette)

121 (i).
CROW HARBOR POSTMASTER : Ques. (Mr. Kirkl 400 (i).
DEAD LETTER OFFICE AND REGISTERED LETTERS: M.

for Ret. (Mr. McMidlen) 83 (i).
DEPTL. REF.: presented (Mr. Haagart) 69 (i).
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POST OFFICE-Continued.
ENGLISH PERIODICALS. COST OF MAILING: Ques. (Mr.

Landerkin) 1856, 1918 (i).
FERNETVILLE P. O., CLOSING: M. for Pets., &c. (Mr.

Beausoleil) 529 (i).
GASPE COUNTY MAIL SERVICE: M. for Cor., &c. (Mr.

Joncas) 193 (i).
LITTLE DOVER POST OFFICE : M, for Pets. and Cor.

(Mr. Kirk) 94 (i).
LOTBIXIERE COUNTY POSTAL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Rinfret) 85 (i).
-- M. for Pets., Cor., &c. (Mr. Rinfret) 1680 (i).
MAIL SERVICE Ix B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Gordon) 2668 (i),
MAPLE HILL P.O., CLOSING: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 27.
MAYBEE, MISS, DISMISSAL FROM P.O. AT QUEBEC: M.

for Cor., &c. (Mr. Charlton) 2187 (i).
MEGANTIC COUNrY MAIL SERVICE, CHANGE: M. for

Pets. and Cor. (Mr. Rikfret) 1147 ().
MONTREAL P.O. DRop BOxES: Ques. (Mr. (asey) 3512.
MOUNT ST. NICHOLAS P.O., CHANGE OF NAME : M. for

Cor., &c.* (Mr. Bourassa) 3319 (ii).
"NEW YORK MERCURY," CIRCULATION IN CANADA:

Ques. (Mr. Scriver) 4500 (ii).
"OTTER " MAIL STEAMER, CONTRACT: Ques. (Mr.

A4myot) 123 (i).
OYSTER PONDS P. O.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Kirk) 93 (i).
PALMER ROAD P.O.: M. for Pets., &c. (Mr. Perry) 92,

517 (Î).
PEMBROKE POST OFFICE ROBBERY: M. for Cor., &c.

(Mr. White, Renfrewv) 158 (i).
PIERREVILLE P.O.: M. for Reps., &c. (Mr. Choquette)

517 (i).
POSTMASTER GENERAL'S REP.. presented (Mr. Hag-

gart) 69 (i).
QUEBEC P.O., SUPERANNUATION: M. for 0.0. (Mr.

Langelzer, Quebec) 60 (i).
- ADDITIONAL APPOINTMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Brien)

562 (i).
RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS, INCREASED PAY: Ques. (Mr.

Casey) 187 (i).
READ ANI) SHANNONVILLE MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTS,

COR., &c.: M. for Rets.* (Mr. Burdett) 1486 (i).
REGISTERED LETTERS AND DEAD LETTER OFFICE: M.

for Ret. (Mr. McMullen) 83 (i).
- GUARANTEE TO PUBLIC: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

2022 (i).
REGISTERED LETTERS, REDUCTION OF FEES : Ques.

(Mr. Landerkin) 1121 (i).
RIMOUSKI MAIL SERVICE: M. for Cor. (Mr. Piset) 1063.
ROCKPORT, DEP. POSTMASTER, DISMISSAL: on M. for

Com. of Sup., remarks (Richard Cartvright) 4895.
ST. EDOUARD MAIL SERVICE: M. for Cor., kc. (Mr.

Rinfret) 1680 (i).
STE. ANGELE DE MERICI MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Fi8et) 561 (i).
ST. EDMOND P.O.: Ques. (Mr. BeaUsoleil) 91 (i).
ST. GABRIEL AND ST. DAMIEN MAIL SERVICE: M. for

Pets., &c. (Mr. Beausoleil) 529 (i).
SAVINGS BANKS DEPOSITS : M. for Ret. (Mr. McMul-

len) 29 (i).
SUNDAY CLOSING OF P. O.'S: Ques. (Mr. Langelier,

Quebec) 1021 (i).
WEST INDIES STEAM COMMUNICATION, ADvTSMNT., TEN-

DERS, &C.: M. for copies (Mr. Ellie) 1713 (i).

[See " COLL. OF REVENUES " and " CIVIL GOVT."
under "SUPPLY; " alSO "P. W. ")

POWELL, COL. WALKER, RESIGNATION : Ques. (Mr.
(Lister) 562 (i).
Fi

lxxxiii

PRECIOUS STONES : in Coîn. of Ways and Means,
3099 (ii).

PREVENTIVE SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 2335 (i).
PRIEUR, ARTHUR, EMPLOYMENT BY HOUSE: Ques.

(Mr. Neveu) 2022, 2185 (i).
PRINCE ALBERT SETTLERS' CLAIMR : Ques. (Mr. Mac-

dowall) 2668 (ii).

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
ALBERTON LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1657 (1).
BEDIQUE WHARF, DUES COLLECTED : Ques. (Mr. Perry)

561 (i).
BELL CREK HARBOR AND BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr.

Davies, P.E.L) 2669 (ii).
Ques. (Mr. Davies. P. E.I.) 2377 (i).

CAPE TRAVERSE WHARF, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Perry)
2378 (i).

CASCUMPEC HARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1655 (j).
- IMPROVEMENTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Perry) 1711.
COVE HEAD HARBOR SURVEYS, REPS. oF ENGINEERS,

&C. : M. for copies (Mr. Davies, .E.I.) 1065 (i).
DUVAR, LIEUT.-COL., SUPERANNUATION: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 1485 (i).
FISERIES INSPECTOR: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 55 (j).
LOBSTER FACTORIES: remarks on Ret. (Mr. Perry)

650 (j).
MACKEREL FISHING, PURSE SEINES AND GILL NETS: M.

for Pets., &c. (Mr. Melntyre) 248 (i).
MARINE HOSPITAL, SACKVILLE, ORIGINAL COST : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) 1713 (j).
MIMINEGASH BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr.Perry)

122 (i), 3077 (ii).
(LITTLE) HARBOR SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Perry)

2022 ().
NEW LONDON HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP. : M.

for copy (Mr. Welsh) 29 (i).
NORTH CARLETON POINT SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 1484.
OYSTER PONDS P. O.: M. for Pets. and Cor. (Mr.

Kirk) 93 (i).
PALMER ROAD P. O. : Ques. (Mr. Perry) 92 ; M. for

Pets., &c., 517 ().
PEAKE'S STATION, P.E.I. RY: Ques. (Mr. Robertson)

118 (i).
P.E.I. AND DOM. GOVT. MONEY DRAWN: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 27 (i).
PINETTE HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.: M. for

copy* (Mr. Welsh) 29 (j).
"PRINCE EDWARD," STR., DREDGING: M. for Stmnt.

(Mr. Perry) 159 (i).
PURSE SEINES AND GILL-NETS: M. for Pet., &c. (Mr.

MeIntyre) 248 (i).
ST. PETER'S BAY WHARF, SURVEY: Ques. (Mr.

Meintyre) 246 (j).
SUMMERSIDE AND RICHMOND RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4764(ii).
- HARBOR BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 121,

247 (i).
TIGNISH BREAKWATER, REPAIRS, EXPENDITURE: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Perry) 96 (j).
- WHARFINGER'S RET. TO DEPT.: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 561 (j).
WHARVES, PIERS AND BREAKWATER, EXPENDITURE:

M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Perry) 1149 (i).
WOOD ISLAND HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REp.: M.

for copy* (Mr. Welsh) 29 (i).
[See " MARINE," "SUPPLY," " P.W.," &c.]

"PRINCE EDwARD," STR., DREDGING : M. for Stmxt.
(Mr. Perry) 159 (i).
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"PRINCEss LOUISE " AND " LANSDOWNE " STEAMERS,
J. O'BRIEN's CLAIM : in Con. of Sup., 4041 (ii).

PRINTING AND STATIONERY, DEPTL. REP. : presented

(Mr. Bowell) 4930 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 169 ; contingencies, 356 (i).

PRINTING BUREAU, TOTAL EXPENDITURE ON BUILDING
PLANT, &C: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Innes) 90 (i).

ADDTIONAL PLANT: in Com. of Sup., 4118,
4814 (ii).

ELECTRIC LIGHT PLANT : conc., 4274 (ii).

CONTINGENCIES : in Com. of Sup., 475 (i).

PRINTING COM. See "COMMIrrEES."

PRINTING, PAPER AND BOOKBINDING : in Com. of

Sup., 715 (i).

PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION AND SENATE : Remarks,

2312 (i).
PRIVATE BILLS, EXTENSION OF TIME : Ms. (Mr. Ber-

geron) 84, 449 (i).
M. (Mr. Kirkpatrick) to suspend Rules 49 and

51, 1936 (i).
60TH RULE : M. (Mr. Landerkin) 1936 (i).

REPS. FROM COm. : Ms. (Sir Hector Langevin)
to extend time, 1198 (il, 2531, 3540 (ii).

NOs. 155 AND 156 : M. (Sir Hector Langevin)
to place on Order Paper, 4906 (i).

MISCELLANEOUS. See "COMMITTEES."

PRIVILEGE. See " ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE.

PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. Sec " COMMITTEES."

PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE: in Com. Of Sup., 168 ; con-

tingencies, 224, 353 (i) ; conc., 4272 (ii).
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES. Sec " LEGAL SERVICES."

Promissory Notes. See " BILLS OF EXCHANGE."
PROTECTION FIsHERY STEAMERS, MAINTENANCE, &C.:

in Com. of Sup., 2375 (i), 4779 (ii).
PROVINCIAL BILLS DISALLOWED SINCE CONFEDERA-

TION, &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Landerkin) 28 (i).

Provincial Governments, Transfer of
Property B. No. 112 (Sir John Thonpson).
1°, 1512 (i) ; wthdn., 4924 (ii).

PROVINCIAL LEGISLATION, REPRINT OF COR., &C.

Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 248 (i).

Provincial Provident Institution of St.
Thomas, Ont., B. No. 107 (Mr. Ward).
1°*, 1343 ; 2°, 1506 (i).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTs: presented (Mr. Foster) 26 (i).
- COM. See "COMMITTEES."

PUBLIC EXPENDITURE : prop. Res. (Mr. Mills, Both-
well) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1860 (i).

Deb. (Sir John A Macdonald) 1865; (Mr. Laurier) 1868;
(Mr. Plyn) 1869; (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1873;
(Mr. lves) 1875; (Mr. Davin) 1876; -(Mr. Roberteon)
1876: (M r. Perry) 1878; (M r. Yeo) 1884: (Mr.
Davies, P.E.I.) 1887; (Mr. Welsh) 1895; (Mr.
Platt) 1897: (Mr. Landerkin) 1900; (Mr. Sther-
land) 1904; (Mr. Daly) 1903; (Mr. Waton) 1905;
(Mr. Scarth) 1906; (Mr. Casey) 1907 ; (Mr. Camir
bell) 1908; (Sir Hector Langevin) 1908; (Mr.
Heeon) 1916 ; (Mr. McMullen) 1916; agreed to,
1918 (j).

PURIC HEALTH, PRECAUTIONARY MEASURES : in

Com. of Sup., 3655, 4001 (ii).

Public Lands (Grants) B. No. 138 (Sir
John Thompson). 1°, 3624 ; 2°* and in Com.,
4034 ; 3*, 4035 (i). (53 Vic., c. 6.)

Public Property. Sec "PROVINCIAL."
Publie Stores Act Amt. B. No. 53 (Sir

John Thompson). 1°, 245; 2°, in Com., and 3*,
1077 (i). (53 Vic., c. 38.)

PUBLIC WORKS:
ANNAPOLIS PosT OFFIcE, &c., TENDERS FOR EREC-

TION : M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 254(i).
- SITE: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 2229 (i).

M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 3686 (ii)
BEDIQUE WHARF, DUES COLLECTED: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 561 (i).
BELL CREEK HARBOR, &C.: Ques. (Mr. DaVes,

P.E.I.) 2377 (i), 2669 (ii).
CAPE TRAVERSE WHARF, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Perry)

2378 (i).
CASCUMPEC HARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1655 (i).
- IMPROVEMENTS: M. for Pet. (Mr. Perry) 1711 (i).
COLLINGWOOD HARBOR, EXPENDITURE: Ques. (Mr.

Cook) 1655 ().
CONTRACTORS' CHEQUES : Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 27 (i).
COURT HOUSE, MONTREAL, COST OF CONSTRUCTION:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 2188 (i).
CoVE HEAD HARBOR SURVEYS, REPS. oF ENGINEERS,

&C.: M. for copies (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) 1065 (i).
DEPTL. REP.: presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 212 (Î).
DIGBY WHARF, DUES COLLECTED: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Weldon, St. John) 530 (i).
DREDGING, &c., MCGREGOR'S CREEK: M. for Pets.*

(Mr. Campbell) 530 (i).
-- STR. " PRINCE EDWARD: " M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Perry) 159 (i).
RIVER THAMES : M. for Pets., &c.* (Mr. Camp-

bell) 144 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Campbell) 55 (i).
- Remarks (Mr. Campbell) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 4894 (ii).
- PIcTON HARROR: Ques. (Mr. Platt) 2186 (i).
- M. for Cor., Pets., &c. (Mr. Platt) 2192 (i).
DRILL HALL, MONTREAL : Ques. (Mr. Langelier,

Montmorency) 883 (i).
DUNDAS. AND WATERLOO MACADAM ROAD: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Bain, Wentwcorth) 149 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 68 (i).
DUNNVILLE DAM, DAMAGES AT Loois CREEK: Ques.

(Mr. Montague) 2021 (i).
EsQuiMA LT DRY DOCK: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1120 (i).
FLAG'S COVE BREAKWATER: (Mr. Gillmior) 1795 (i).
FLOODs IN LAPRAIRIE : Ques. (Mr. Ioyon) 884 (i).
GODERICH AND STRATHROY P. O., TENDERS: Ques.

(Mr. Barron) 2377 (i).
GOVTL EXPENDITURE IN OTTAWA : Ques. (Mr.McMullen)

1857 (i).
GOVT. PROPERTY, DAMAGES TO BY STEAMERS, &c.,

CLAIMs : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cook) 1488 (i),
GREEN COVE BREAKWATER REPAIRS: Ques. (

M
r.

Looitt) 84 (i), 3154 (ii).
HALL'S HARBOR, N.S., REPS. OF ENGINEERS: M. for

copies (Mr. Borden) 2031 (i).
'HUNGRY BAY " DAM, ENGINEER'S REPS., &C.: M.

for copies* (Mr. Bergeron) 3319 (ài).
ISLE AU NoIx WHARF: Ques. (Mr Boura8ea) 1357 (i).
KAMOURASKA WARF, ACCOUNTS re BUILDING : 1 for

Pets. (Mr. De*aaint) 97 (i).
KETTLE CREEK, ST. THOMAS: M. for Cor, (Mr. Wilson,

Elgin) 153 (i).
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PUBLIC WORKS-Continued.
LAND DAMAGES IN YMASKA COUNTY: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Laurier) 530 ().
LÉvis P. 0., ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. Guay) 506 ().
MCKINACK RIVER WORKS: QueS. (Mr. Ste. Marie)

4172 (ii).
MIMINEGASH BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: QueS. (Mr.

Perry) 122 (M), 3077 (ii).
(LrrTLE) HARBOR SURVEY: QueS. (Mr. Perry)

2022 (l).
MONTCALM COUNTY EXPLORATORY SUSRVEYS: QueS.

(Mr. Thérien) 186 ().
MONTREAL COURT HOUSE, COST OF CONSTRUCTION: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 2188 (i).
MONTREAL HARBOR COMMISsION, ABOLITION: Ques.

(Mr. Préfontaine) 401 ().
Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil) 884 (i).
Remarks (Mr. (urran) 3077 (ii).

NEw CANAAN P.O., ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. Brien)
563 ().

NEW LONDON HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.: M.
for copy (Mr. Welsh) 29 ().

NICOLET, CONSTRUCTION OF PIERS: Ques. (Mr. Bois-
vert) 4588 (ii).

NORTH CARLETON POINT SURVEY: QueS. (Mr. Yeo)
1484 ().

OTTAWA, NEW DEPTL. BUILDING: Ques. (Mr. Mc
Muilen) 1859 (i).

OYSTER PONDS P. O.: M. for Pets. and Cor. (Mr.
Kirk) 93 (i).

PIERREVILLE POST OFFICE: M. for Reps., &c. (Mr.
Choquette) 517 (i).

PINETTE HARROR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.: M.
for copy* (Mr. Welsh) 29 (i).

P.E.I., PUBLIC WORKS: remarks (Mr. Welsh) 4830 (i).
POST OFFICES, ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 148
PUBLIC WORKS IN P.E.I.: remarks (Mr. Welsh)

4830 (ii).
QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. See " QUEBEC."
QUEEN'S WHARF, ANNAPOLIS, GOVT. CONTROL: QueS.

(Mr. Mils, Annapoli1) 2828 (ii).
RIVER DU SUD PUBLIC WORKS: M. for Reps., &e.*

(Mr. Choquette) 530 (i).
STE. ANNE DE LA POCATIÈRE WHARF, REFPAIRS: Ques.

(Mr. Dessa int) 92 ().
ST. EDMOND P. O., ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. Beauwoleil)

401 (i).
ST. HYACINTHE, PURCHASE OF LAND: Ques. (Mr.

Béc-hard) 4399 (ii).
ST. Lor1s (LAKE) PIERS: Ques. (Mr. Préfontaine)

401 (i).
RIVER WORKS, COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr. Ber-

geron) 245 ()
ST. LOUIs, N.B., COMPLETION OF WHARF: Ques. (Mr.

Weldon, St. .John) 505 (i).
St. MICHEL WHARF, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

246 (i).
ST. PETER'S BAY WHARF, SURVEY: QueS. (Mr. McIn-

tyre) 246 (i).
ST. ROSAIRE P. .: Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 400 (i).
SUMMERSIDE HARBOR BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 121, 247 ().
TIGNIsH BREAKWATER REPAIRS, EXPENDITURES: M.

for Stmnt. (Mr. Perry) 96 (i).
-WHARFINGER'S RET. TO DEPT.: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 561 ().
ToRoToo HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, TENDERS,&C.: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Barron) 1712 ().
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PUBLIC WORKS-Concluded.

TRACADIE HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REPS.: M.
for copies* (Mr. Darire, P.E.I.) 1065 ().

VALLEYFIFD, USE OF DAM RY PUBLrC: Ques. (Mr. Ber-
geron) 884 (j).

WHARVES IN MONTMAGNY COUNTY, PUBLIC USE : Ques.
(Mr. Phoquette) 4026 (ii).

WHARVES. PIERS AN» BREAKWATERS, P.E.I., EXPENDI-
TURE: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr, Per-y) 1149 (i).

WOOD ISLAND HARBOR SZURVEY. ENGINEER'S REFP.:

M. for copy* (Mr. Welsh) 29 ().
YAMASKA RIVER DAM, CLAIM FOR DAMAGES TO LANDS:

M. for copies* (Mr. Laurier) 530, 1065 ().
[See SUPPLY, " &C.]

PURSE SEINES AND GILL NETS: M. for Pets., &c.

(Mr. McIntyre) 248 (i).

Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatche-
wan Ry. and Steamboat Co. and
C.P.R. Co.'s B. No. 36 (Mr. Davis). 1°, 159;
2°*, 273; in Com. and 3°*, 1355 (i). (53 Vie., c. 82.)

QUARANTINE: in Com. of Sup., 3654, 4001 (i).
CArTLE : in Com. of Sup., 3657 (ii).

GROSSE ISLE REGULATIONS: M. for copy (Mr. Lan-
derkin) 1451 (i).

Quebec Harbor Commissioners' Acts
Amt. B. No. 111 (Sir John Thompson). 1°,
1506; 2°* m., 1532 ; 2° and in Com., 1533 ; 3° m.,
1582 ; Amt. (Mr. Lanqelier, Quebec) 1583 (i).

QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN Ry. Co.'s SURSInr:
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4764 ; in
Com., 4891 (ii).

QUEBEC CENTRAL Ry. Co.'s SUBsIrv : prop. Res. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 4764; in Com., 4890 (ii).

QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Barron)
4500, 4563 (ii).

STATEMENT OF MR. MCGREEVY : read (Mr.
Curran) 4566 (ii).

ARTICLE IN "LE CANADIEN": Renarks (Mr.
Barron) 4825 (ii).

remarks (Mr. Laurier) 4907 (ii).

remarks (Sir Hector Langevin) 4935 (ii).
POST OFFICE, SUPERANNUATIONS: M. for O.C.

(Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 60 (i).
RIVER POLICE: in Com. of Sup., 2018 (i).

QUEBEC:
BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry., COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr.

Guai) 2671 (ii).
SuRSIDY: Ques. (Mr. Guan) 2378 (i).

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL ENLARGEMENT: M. for Reps.,

&c. (Mr. Bain, Soulanges) 517 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 187 ().
BÉLANGER, P. R. A, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: QueS.

(Mr. Dessaiît) 1797, 2024 ().
- Ques. (Mr. Tu'reot) 4500 (i).
BERTHIER COUNTY MAIL SERVICE : M. for Pets., &c.

(Mr. Beausoleil) 529 (j).
BUOYS IN ST. LAWRENCE: QueS. (Mr. Gu'îeay) 2185 (i).
CALVIE, LEGAL SERVICES re PROSECUTION : Ques. (Mr.

Béchard) 4399 (ii).
CARDIN, ELPHÉGE AND JEAN, CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO

LANDS: M. for copies (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).
CASCAPEDIA (GREAT) RIVER BRIDGE: Ques. (Mr. Pur-

cot) 2669 (ài).
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QUEBEC-Cntinued.
CASCAPEDIA (PETIT) P. O. SAVINGS BANKS: Ques.

(Mr. Tureot) 2669 (i).
CATTLE QUARANTINE STATIONS; Ques. (Mr. Pope) 92.
CAUGHNAWAGA RESERVE. See "INDIANS."
CAVALRY SCHOOL,QUE., OFFICERS'PROMOTION: QUes.

(Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 3291 (i).
CENSUS RETURN OF PAGANS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Charl-

ton) 513 ().
CiAMPLAIN DISTRICT REVISING OFFICER: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 2022 ().
CHAMBLY AND LONGUEUIL CANAL: Ques. (Mr. Prafon-

taine) 401 ().
- VESSELS,TONNAGE, &C., PASSED TEROUGH: M.

for Stmnt.* (Mr. Préfontaine) 1401 ().
COTÉ, F., PET. re DAMAGES TO PROPERTY BY I. C. R.:

M. for cOpies* (Mr. Fieet) 1713 (i).
OURT HOUSE, MONTREAL, COST OF CONSTRUCTION:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 2188 (ii).
C. P. R. AND Ry. BRIDGES IN BAGOT COUNTY: M. for

Pets., &e. (Mr. Dupont) 141 ().
CRANE ISLAND MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Choquette)

121 ().
CULLERS' OFFICE, QUEBEC, SUPERANNUATION: M. for

0. C.'s, &c.*: (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 66 (i).
DIONNE, JOS., EMPILOYMENT BY GOVT.: (Mr. Dessaint)

2023 (i).
DRILL HALL, MONTREAL: QueS. (Mr. Langelier,

Montmorency) 883 (i).
FERNETVILLE POST OFFICE, CLOSING: M. for Pets.,

&c. (Mr. Beausolel) 529 (i).
FLOODS IN LAPRAIRIE : Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 884 (i).
GAREAU, JOSEPH, APPOINTMENT AND RFMOVAL: M.

for Cor.* (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 66 (i).
GASPÉ COUNTY MAIL SERVICE: M. for Cor., &c. (Mr.

Jonras) 193 (i).
GOVT. STEAMERS, TENDERS FOR SUPPLIES: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 1120 (i).
GRANDIN, MGR., LETTER OF: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 119.
GREAT EASTERN RY., &C.: M. for Pets., &c. (Mr. Rin-

fr:et) 142 ().
GREENLY ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER : Ques. (Mr.

Cho<uettc) 3154 (i).
GROSSE ISLE QUARANTINE REGULATIONS: M. for Copy

(Mr. Landerkin) 145 (i).
HEREFORID RY. CO. : M. (Mr. Iree) tO suspend Rules,

4396 (ii).
HILLIKER, MR., CLAIM : Ques. (Mr. Th érien) 402 (i).
HULL, BELIGIOUS DISTURBANCES: remarks (Mr.

Charlton) 303, 506 (i).
" HUNGRY BAY " DAM, ENGINEERS' REFP., &C.: M. for

copies* (Mr. Bergeron) 3319 (ii).
HOULD, LEANDRE, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. Ques. (Mr.

Ste. Marie) 4172 (ii).
IMMIGRANT RATES TO WINNIPEG : Ques. (Mr. Doyon)

186 (i).
ISLE AU NOIx WHARF: Ques. (Mr. Bonemea)1357 (i).
JUDGE'S RESIDENCE IN MONTMAGNY : Ques. (Mr.

Choquette) 2021 (i).
- SAGUENAY DISTRICT: Ques. (Mr. Cimon) 3292.
KAMOURASKÀ WHARF, ACCOUNTS re BUILDING: M. for

Pets. (Mr. Dessaint) 97 ().
LAND SLIDE AT QUEBEC : M. for 0. C. (Mr. Langelier,

Quebcc) 63 ().
LEBOURDAIS BROS., CASE OF : Ques. (Mr. Caagrain)

187 ().
LÉPINE, L. P., APPOINTMENT AS SUPT. OF GOVT.

WORES.: M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Langelier, Quebec)
66 (i).

QUEBEC-Continued.
LÉvIs P.O., ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. Guay) 506 (i).
LOTBINIÈRE COUNTY MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Rinfret) 85 (i).
- M. for Pets., Cor. &c. (Mr. Rinfret) 1680 (i).
MARINE HOSPITAL, QUEBEC: M. for O. C.'s, &c. (Mr.

Langelier, Quelee) 66 (i).
- EXPENDITURE, &c. -M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Lange-

lier, Queber) 75 (i).
MATANE BRANCR LINE: Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 561 ().

BUILDING: M. for Pets.. &e. (Mr. Fiset) 3693.
MEGANTIC COUNTY MAIL SERVICE, CHANGE: M. for

Pets. and Cor. (Mr. Rinfret) 1147 (i).
McKINACK RIVER WORES: Ques. (Mr. Ste. Marie)

4172 (ii).
MONTCALM COUNTY EXPLORATORY SURVEYS: Ques.

(Mr. Thérien) 186 (i).
MONTREAL COURT HOUSE, COST OF CONSTRUCTION: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 2188 (ii).
HARBOR COMMISSION, ABOLITION: Ques. (Mr.

Pr/fontaine) 401 (i).
- HARROR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Beanso-

leil) 884 (i).
- HARBOR POLICE, GRATUITIES: Ques. (Mr. CUr-

ran) 92 ().
P. O. DRoP BOXES : Ques. (Mr. Casey) 3512 (ii).

MOREAU, ELIE. ACCOUNT re QUEEN V8. BOUCHER: Ques.
(Mr. Thérien) 1657, 1797 (ii).

MOUNT ST. NICHOLAS P. 0., CHANGE OF NAME : M. for
Cor., &e.* (Mr. Bourassa) 3319 (ii).

NICOLET, CONSTRUCTION OF PIERS: Ques. (Mr. Bois-
vert) 4588 (ii).

NORTH SHORE RY. DERENTURES: M. for Cor. (Mr.
Langelier, Quebec) 55 (i).

"OTTER," MAIL STEAMER, CONTRACT: Ques. (Mr.
Amyot) 123 ().

OUELLET, N. AND A., PETS. re DAMAGES TO PROPER-

TIRS BY I. C. R. : M. for cOpies* (Mr. Fiset) 1713 (i).
PAGANS, CENSUS RETURNS OF STE. ELIZABETH : M. for

Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 513 (i).
PIERREVILLE P.O.: M. for Reps., &c. (Mr. Choquette)

517 (1).
PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. CO. PET.: M. (Mr.

Bryson) to receiVe, 3511 (ii).
- LABORERS' WAGES: Ques. (Mr. Sonmervtlle)

3722 (ii).
PORTNEUF (81ST) BATTALION: Ques. (Mr. Fi8et) 245 (i).
QUEEN vs. BOUCHER, LEGAL FERS: Ques. (Mr.

Thérien) 1657, 1797 (i).
RICHELIEU, RETURN OF MEMBER: Notification (Mr.

Speaker) 1 ().
RIMOUSKI MAIL SERVICE: M. for Cor. (Mr. Fiset)

1063 (i.
RIVER DU SUD PUB. WORKS: M. for Reps., &c. (Mr.

Choquette) 530 (i).
Ry. BRIDGES IN BAGOT COUNTY: M. for Pets., &C.

(Mr. Dutpont) 141 ().
SHAWINEG-AN ELECTORAL DIVISION: Ques. (Mr. De&-

aulniere) 27 ().
STANSTEAD, RETURN OF MEMBER: Notification (Mr.

Speaker) 1 ().
SUPERANNUATIONS, QUEBEC P. O.: M. for O. C. (Mr.

Langelier, Quebec) 60 (i).
STE. ANGÈLE DE MERICI, MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Fieet) 561 (i).
STE. ANNE DE LA POCATIÈRE WHARF, REPAIRS+ QRes.

(Mr. Degeaint) 92 ().
STE. CROIX FLOATING LIGHT: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret)

2021 (i).
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QUEBEC-Concluded.
STE CROIX FLOATIMG LIGHT: M. for Pets., Cor., &c.

(Mr. Rinfret) 2207 (ii).
ST. EDMOND P. O.: Ques. (Mr. Beaugoleil) 91, 401 (i).
ST. GABRIEL AND ST. DAMIEN MAIL SERVICE: M. for

Pets., &c. (Mr. Beausoleil) 529 (i).
ST. GERMAIN, BRUNO, CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO LAND :

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).
ST. HYACINTHE, PURCHASE oF LAND: Ques. (Mr.

Béchard) 4399 (il).
ST. LoUis (LARE) PIERS: Ques. (Mr. Pr/fontaine) 401.
ST. LOUIS RIVER WORKS, COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr.

Bergeron) 245 (i).
ST. MICHEL WHARF, REPAIRS, &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 246 ().
Sr. ROCH'S TRAtERSr LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr.

Cimon) 1656 (i).
-- KEEPER: Ques. (Mr. Dessaint) 2826 (ii).

ST. ROSAIRE P. O.: Ques. (Mr. Choqwette) 400 (i).
ST. SAUVEUR FIRE, A1D TO SUFFERERS: QueS. (Mr.

Laurier) 1121 (i).
- AND "B" BATTERY: Ques. (Mr. Langelier,

Quebec) 1200 ().
TONNANCOURT, GEO., CLAIM FOR DAMAGES TO LAND:

M. for copies* (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).
TOURIGNYv, HoNoRÉ, M.P.P., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.

Ques. (Mr. Gauthier) 2377 (i).
VALLEYFIELD, USE OF DAM BY PUBLIC : Ques. (Mr.

Bergeron) 884 (i).
VOYER, GEO., PET. re DAMAGES TO PROPERTY BY

I.C.R.: M. for copies* (Mr. Fiet) 1713 ().
WHARVES IN MONTMA4NY COUNTY, PUBLIC USE : Ques.

(Mr. Choquette) 4026 (ii).
YAMACHICHE, FLOATING LIGHT OPPOSITE : M. for Pets.

and Cor. (Mr. Rinfret) 1702 (i).
YAMASKA RIVE R DAM, CLAIf FOR DAMAGES TO LANDS:

M. for copies* (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).
[See " I.C.R.," " P.W.," " P.O.,"" RYS.," " SuB-

SIDIES, " " SUPPLY, " &C.]
QUEEN'S COUNSEL, APPOINTMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Amnyot)

1486 (i).
prop. Res. (Mr. Amyot) in Ant. to Coin. of

Sup., 2099 ; wthdn., 2141 (i).
QUEEN'S PRINTER, CONTINGENCIES : in Coi. of Sup.,

3992 (ii).
QUEEN'S WHARF, ANNAPOLIS, GOVT. CONTROL: Ques.

(Mr. Mils, Annapolis) 2828 (il).
QUEEN Vs. BOUCHER, LEGAL FEES: Ques. (Mr. Thé-

rien) 1657, 1797 (i).
'QUINTÉ," STEAMER, REPS., EVIDENCE, &C., re Loss:

M. for copies (Mr. Platt) 149 (i).
Railway Act Amt. B. No. 29 (Mr. Cook). 1°,

118 (i).
Railway Act Amt B. No. 104 (Mr. Sh«nly).

1°, 1343; 2°*, 1507 (i); M. for Com. and Amt.
(Sir John A. Macdo'nald) 6 m.h., 3325 ; agreed to
(Y. 85, N. 47) 3332 (ii).

Railway B. No. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald).
1°, 4480; 2° and in Coi., 4861 ; 3°*, 4821 (ii).
(53 Vie., c. 28.)

RAILWAY COM. Se " COMMITTEES.
RAILWAY COMMUNICATION IN EASTERN N.S.: Remarks

(Mr. Kirk) 3324 (ii).
Railway Laborers Protection B. No. 52

(Mr. Purcell). 1°*, 245 (i): 2°, 3704 (ii).
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RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS, ADDITIONAL APPOINTMENTS:

Ques. (Mr. Brien) 562 (i).
INCREASED PAY : Ques. (Mr. Casey) 187 (i).

RAILWAY STATISTICS FOR 1889: Remarks (Mr.
Charlton) 3663 (ii).

presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4658 (ii).

RAILWAYS :
ALBERT AND CAPE TORMENÇTINE RY., PAR. IN " GLOBE:

personal explanation (Mr. Wood, Westm'oreland)
4320 (il).

ALBERT RY. GRANr: Remarks (Mr. Ellis) on M.
for Com. of Sup., 4559 (il).

AYLMER BRANCH, C.P.R., SALE: M. (Mr. Spronle)
3591 (ii).

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY., COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr.
Guay) 2671 (ii).

-- SUBSImY: Ques. (Mr. Gnoy) 2378 (i).
BRIDGES IN BAGOT COUNTY: M. for Pets., &c. (Mr.

Dnpont) 141 (i).
CANADA ATLANTIC RY. BRIDGE, SUBSIDIES VOTED:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Bergeron) 3663 (ii).
CAPE BRETON RY., CORSTRUCTION OF TELEGRAPH: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Madonald, Victoria) 3319 (ii).
CARAQUFT RY. Co., GROSS EARNINGS: Ques. (Mr.

Muilock) 3811 (il).
FINARCIAL AIn: Ques. (Mr. Ellis) 3723 (ii).
Remarks (Mr. Boke) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4601 (ii).
CASCAPEDIA (GREAT) RIVER BRIDGE: Ques. (Mr.

Turcot) 2669 (ii).
COMMUNICATION IN EASTERN N.S.: Remarks (Mr.

Kirk) 3324 (ii).
DEPTL. REr.: presented (Sir .John A. Mardonald)

1343 (i).
DERRY BRANCH Rv. ExTENSION: M. for Papers, &c.

(Mr. Mitchell) 514 ().
FIRE-GUARDS ALONG Ry. TRACKS, N.W.T.: prop.

Res. (Mr. Davin) 3315 (ii).
GREAT EASTERN RY., &C.: M. for Pets., &c. (Mr.

Rinfret) 142 ().
GREAT NORTHERN RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: Ques. (Mr.

Gauthier) 2379 (i).
HEREFORD RY. Co.: M. (Mr. Iven) to suspend Rules,

4396 (ii).
LONDON AND PORT STANLEY RY.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Wilson, Elgin) 156 (i).
MATANE BRANCH Rv.: Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 561 ().
- BUILDING: M. for Pets., &c. (Mr. Fi&et) 3693 (ii).

NORTH SHORE RY. DEBENTURES: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Langelier, Quebee) 55 (i).
OXFORD AND NEw GLASGOw RY., TOTAL EXPErN-

DITURE: Ques. (Mr. McMllen) 187 (i).
- COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 402 ().

CORSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Phries, P. E. I)

505 (i).
PEAKE'S STATION, P.E.I. RY.: Ques. (Mr. Roberteon)

118 (i).
PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION Ry. Co.'s PET. : M. (Mr.

Brygon) to receive, 3511 (ii).
- LABORERS' WAGES : Ques. (Mr. Somervie)

3722 (ii).
STATISTICS: presented (Sir John A. Macdonald)

4658 (ii).
-FOR 1889: Remarks (Mr. ('harltoni) 3663 (ii).
SHORT LINE Ry. (HARVEY BRANCH) : Ques. (Mr.

Laurier) 399 (i).
- SURVEYS: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 505 (i).
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RAILWAYS-Continued.
SHORT LINE Ry.: Ques. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 2674 (ii).

prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of
Sup., 1533 (i).

SNOW PLOUGHS ON GOVT. RYS.: Ques. (Mr. McMullen)
1656 (i).

- ROTARY," EFFICIENCY : Ques. (Mr. MeMullen)
1797 (i).

SUISIDIES SINCE CONFEDERATION: M. for Ret. (Mr.
MeMullen) 69 ().

See ALSO:

ALBERTA COLONISATION RY. Co.
ALBERTA RAILWAY AND COAL, Co.
BELLEVILLE AND LAKE Niriss1NG. RY. Co.
BRANTFORD, WATERLOO AND LAKE ERIE RY. Co.
BRANDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN RY. CO.
CALGARY AND EDMONTON RY. CO.
CANADA EASTERN Ry. o.
CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry. Co.
CENTRAL ONTARIO RY.
COLUMRIA AND KOOTENAY RY. AND NAv. Co.
ERIE AND HURON RY. Co.
GODERICH AND CAN. PACIFIC JUNCTION Ry. Go.
GRAND TRUNK, GEORGIAN BAY AND LAKE ERIE Ry. Co.
GRAND TRUNK RY. Co.
GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RY. CO.
HAMILTON JUNCTION RY. Go.
HEREFORD RY. GO.
HEREFORD AND MAINE CENTRAL RY. Co.'s.
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.
INVERNESS RY. CO.
LAKE MANITOBA Ry. AND CANAL CO.
LINDSAY, BORCAYGEON AND PONTYPOOL RY. GO.
LOUISBURG AND RICHMOND RY. Co.
MANITOBA AND NoRTH-WESTERN RY. CO.
MANITOBA AND SOUTH-EASTERN RY. CO.
MONCTON AN» P. E. I. RY. AND FERRY CO.
MONTREAL AND OTTAWA RY. GO.
MONTREAL AND WESTERN AND C.P.R. Co's.
MOUNT FOREST, MARKDALE AND MEAFORD Ry. Co.
NAPANEE, TAMWORTJI AND QUEBEc RY. Go.
NEW BRUNSWICK RY. Co.
NORTH CAN. ATLANTIC Ry. AND STEAMSHIP CO.
NORTHERN AND WESTERN RY. CO.
NORTHERN AND WESTERN Ry. Co. oF N. B.
ONTARIO PACIFIC RY. CO.
OTTAWA, MORRISBURG AND NEW YORK RY. Co.
OWEN SOUND AND LAKE HURON Ry. Co.
PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. Go.
PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION AN» G. P. R. Co.'s.
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AN» DUCK MOUNTAIN RY. CO.
PORT ARTHUR, PULUTH AND WESTERN RY. CO.
QU'APPELLE, LONG LAKE AND SASKATCHEWAN RY.
RIVER DETROIT RY. BRIDGE GO.
SASKATCHEWAN COLONISATION RY. CO.
SASKATCHEWAN RY. AN» MINING CO.
SAULT STE. MARIE AN» ATLANTIC RY. CO.
SAULT STE. MARIE AND HUDSON'S BAY RY.
SOUTH KOOTENAY RY. Go.
ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA CENTRAL RY. CO.
ST. LAWRENCE INTERNATIONAL RY. AND BRIDGE Go.
THOUSAND ISLANDS BRIDGE AND RY. CO.
TILSONBURG, LAKE ERIE AND PACIFIC Ry. Co.
VAUDREUIL AND PRESCOTT RY. Co.
VICTORIA AND SAULT STE. MARIE JUNCTION RY. GO.
WEST KOOTENAY RY. GO.
WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY.
WOOD MOUNTAIN AN» QU'APPELLE RY. CO.

[See "SUBSIDIES," "SUPPLY," &C.]

Rainy River Boom Co.'s incorp. B. No. 60
(Mr. Dawson). 10*, 342; 20, 531; in Com. and
,3-*, 1610 (i). (53 Vie., c. 97.)

RANCHES IN N.W.T., APPLICATIONS, &C.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Trow) 1698 (i).
READ AND SHANNONVILLE MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTS,

COR., &C.: M. for Rets.* (Mr. Burdett) 1486 (i).
RECEIPTS AND ENPENDITURES: M. for Ret.* (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 83 (i).
REBATE OF DUTIES. See "CORN."
Reciprocity in Wrecking. See " WRECKING."

RECORDS, CLASSIFICATION OF OLD: in COm. Of Sup.,
4118 (i).

RED RIVER SURVEY: COnC., 4905 (ii).

REGINA JAIL: in Coin. of Sup., 3647 (ii).
REGISTERED LETTERS AND DRAD LETTER OFFICE : M.

for Ret. (Mr. MeMullen) 83 (i).
GUARANTEE TO PUBLIC: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

2022 (i).
REDUCTION OF FEES: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

1121 (i).
REGISTRY OFFICES, N.W.T. : Ques. (Mr. Davin) 885.

RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Davin) 1065 (i).
REMUNERATION GOVT. EMPLOYÉS ON CANALS : in

Com. of Sup., 4152, 4793 (ii).
REPAIRS AND WORKING EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup.,

3802 (ii).
REPORTS PRESENTED:

ALIEN CONTRACT LABOR (Mr. Taylor) 3367 (ii).
AUDITOR GENERAL (Mr. Feoster) 90 (i).

BALLOT BOXES, PATENT (Mr. Chapleau) 4656 (ii).

BREMNER FURS AND BRESAYLOR HALF-BREEDS' GLAIMS
(Mr. MeNeill) 4732 (ii).

DoM. POLiCE, COMMJISSIONER'S REP. (Sir John Thomp-

son) 33 (i).
HERRiNG FISHERY COMMISSioNER', REP. (Mr. Tuppîer)

393 (i).
INLAND REVENUE (Mr. Costigan) 26 (i).
INTERIOR (Mr. Delvdney) 33 (i), 2739 (i).
MARINE (Mr. Tupper) 1020 (i).
M1LITIA AND DEFENCE (Sir Adolphe Caron) 275 (i).

MOUNTED POLICE, COMMISSIONER WHITE'S REP.:

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 2050 ().
POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Raggart) 69 ().
PRINTING AND STATIONERY (Mr. Bowell) 4930 (ii).
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (Mr. Foster) 26 ().
PURLIC WORKS (Sir Hector Langevin) 213 (i).
RAILWAYS AND CANALS (Sir John A, Macdonald.) 1343.
SECRETARY OF STATE (Mr. Chapleau) 118 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS (Mr. Bouell) 26 (i).

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER. See "LINCOLN, MEMBER

FOR."

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &C.:
ADVISORY COUNCIL, N.W.T., RESIGNATION*: Mr.

White (Renfrew) 104 ().
AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS EXPORTED. See "'SELF-

RINDERS," &C.
AMERICAN FREIGHT iN BOND: Mr. Laurier, 99 (i)..
ANNAPOLIS P. O., &C., TENDERS FOR RRECTION: Mr.

Weldon (St. John) 254 ().
P. 0. AND CUSTOMS BUILDING, PURCHASlk, OF

SITE: Mr. Weldon (St. John) 3«66 (ii).
ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE AND MESSRS. ANDERSON:

Mr. Laurier, 100, 1021 (i).
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RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.
BANK CHARTERS, B. N. A. AND B. C. : Mr. Edgar, 255.
BANK OF UPPER CANADA.- Mr. MeMullen, 100 (i).
BANKS, CHARTERED, IN LIQUIDATION, NAMES, &C.:

Mr. Heeson, 76 (i).
BEAUHARNOIS CANAL ENLARGEMENT: Mr. Bain (Son-

langes) 517 ().
BEAUHARNOIS JUNCTION RY. CO., SUBSIDIES VOTED*:

Mr. Bergeron. 3693 (ii).
BERTHIER COUNTY MAIL SERVICE: Mr. Beau8oleil.

529 (i).

BOARD OF TRADE, QUEBEC, AND NORTH SHORE RY.

DEBENTURES: Mr. Langelier (Quebec) 55 ().
CANADA AND TREATIES OF COMMERCE, IMP. COR. : Gen.

Laurie. 3666 (ii).
CANADA ATLANTIC RY. BRIDGE, SUBSIDIES YOTED: Mr.

Borgeron, 3663 (ii).
CANADIAN COMMISSIONERS ABROAD : Mr. MeMullen,

100 (i).
CANADIAN FLOUR IMPORTED INTO N.S., N.B. AND P.

E.I.: Mr. Weldon (St. John) 2671 (ii).
C. P. R. See general heading.
CAPE BRETON RY., CONSTRUCTION OF TELEGR APH'*: Mr.

Macdonald ( Victoria) 3319 (ii).
CARDIN, ELPUÈGE AND JEAN, CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO

LANDS* : Mr. Laurier, 1065 (i).
CASCUMPEC HARBOR IMPOVEMENTS: Mr. Perry, 1711.
CAUGHNAWAGA RESERVE. See "INDIANS."

CENSUS RETURNS OF PAGANS: Mr. Charlton, 513 ().
CHAMBLY CANAL, VESSELS, TONNAGE, AC., PASSED

THROUGH* : Mr. Préfontaine, 1401 ().
CIVIL SERVICE, APPOINTMENTS OF PROFESSIONAL MEN

WITHOUT PASSING C. S. ExAM., NAMES, &C.*: Mr.

Lister, 3693 (ii).
COLONISATION COMPANIES AND DEPT. OF INTERIOR*:

Mr. Somerville, 66 (ii).
COTÉ, F., PET., re DAMAGES TO PROPE RTY BY I.C.R.*:

Mr. Fiset, 1713 (i).
COURT fOUSE, MONTREAL, COST OF CONSTRUCTION:

Mr. Curran, 2188 (i).
COVE HEAD HARBOR SURVENS, REPS. oF ENGINEERS,

&C.*: Mr. Davies (P.E.I.) 1065 (i).
CULLERS' OFFICE, QUEREC, SUPERANNUATIONS' : Mr.

Langelier (Quebec)66 (i).
DEAD LETTER OFFICE AND REGISTERED LETTERS : Mr.

McMullen, 83 (i).
DERBY BRANCH RY. EXTENSION : Mr. Mitchell, 514 ().
DIGBY WHARF, DUES COLLECTED* : Mr. Weldon (St.

John) 530 (i).
DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL BILLS SINCE CONFED-

ERATION : Mr. Lauderkin, 28 ().
DREDGING BY STR. " PRINCE EDWARD': Mr. Perry,

159 (i).
DREDGING, AC., MCGREGOR'S CREEK*: Mr. Campbell,

530 ().
DREDGING RIVER TRHAMES* : Mr. Campbell, 144 (i).
DUNDAS AND WATERLOO MACADAM ROAD : Mr. Bain

( Wentrvorth) 149 (i).
EGGS, IMPORTS AND EXPORTS TO AND FROM ONT. AND

QUE.*: Mr. uillet, 3693 (ii).
ELECTORAL LISTS FOR DOM., EXPENSES: Mr. Casgrain,

83 (i).
FACTORIES, LEGISLATINN'*: Mr. Lister, 90(f).
FERNETVILLE P. O., CLOSING: Mr. Beausoleil, 529 (i).

FIsING LICENSES, UNSETTLED RETURNS*: Mr. Lister,

1065 (i). -

FLOUR IMPORTEDINTO N.S., N.B. and P.E.I. THROUGE
U.S.: Mr. Weldon (St. John) 2671 (fi).

lxxxix

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &C.-Continued.
FORT COULONGE AND LA PASSE VILLAGE INTERPRO-

VINCIAL BRIDGE*: Mr. BrgRon, 1065 (i).
FREIGHT IN BOND ON AMERICAN VESSELS: Mr. Laurier,

99 (i).
FRENCE LANGUAGE IN N.W.T., ORDINANCES, &C.,

PRINTED IN*: Mr. McCarthy, 83 (i).
GAREAU, JOSEPH, APPOINTMENT ANDB REMOVAL*: Mr.

Langelier (Quebee) 66 (i).
GASPÉ COUNTY MAIL SERVICE : Mr. ,Ionea8, 193 I).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, INSTRUCTIONS TO OFFICERS':

Mr. Mulock, 1713 (i).
REPS. PUBLISHED AND SOLD*: Mr. Fergneon

(Welland) 530, 1027 (i).
(GOVT. PROPERTY, DAMAGES TO, BY STEAMERS, AC.,

CLAIMS: Mr. Cook, 1488 (i).
GRAZING AND PASTURE LEA-ES IN N.W.T.*: Mr.

Charlton, 3693 (ii).
GREAT EASTERN RY., &c.: Mr. Rinfret, 142 (i).
GROSSE ISLE QUARANTINE REGULATIONS: Mr. Lan-

derkin, 145 (i).
HALF-BREED CLAIMS AND RES. oF LÉG. ASSEMBLY,

N,W.T.: Mr. Laurier, 100 ().
HALL'S HARBOR, N.S., REPS. oF ENGINEERS: Mr.

Borden, 2031 ().
HERCHMER, L. W., COM. N.W.M.P., CONTINGENCIES*:

Mr. Davin, 3319 (ii).
HOMESTEADS IN THE TERRITORIES, MEMORIALS OF J.

HOLDEN AND J. SERRA*: Mr. Davin, 1065 (f).
''H UNGRY BAV" DAM, ENGINE ER'S REPS., &c.': Mr.

Bergeron,3319 (ii).
HYDRAIULIC RENTS, NAMES OF PARTIES IN ARREARS*:

Mr. Sonerville, 1065 (i).
I. C. R. See general heading.
INTERPROVINCIAL BRIDGE. Ser " FORT COULONGE."

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS oF EGGS TO AND FROM ONT.

AND QUE.* : Mr. Guillet, 3693 (ii).
IMPORTS OF CAN. FLOUR INTO N.S., N.B. AND P.E.I.

THROUGH U.S. : Mr. Weldon, St. John) 2671 (ii).
INDIAN RESERVES IN MAN.: Mr. LaRivière, 514 (i).
INDIANS, SELLING LIQUOR TO*: Mr. Landerkin, 29 (i).
JESUITS' ESTATES ACT, REPS. AND OPINIONS OF LAw

OFFICES OF CROWN: Mr. O'Brien, 95 (i).
KAMOURASKA WHARF, ACCOUNTS re BUILDING: Mr,

lessaint. 97 (i).
KETTLE CREEr : Mr. Wilson (Elgin) 153 ().
LAND DAMAGES IN YAMASKA : Mr. Laurier, 530 (i).
LANDS CLAIMED UNDER MAN. ACT: Mr. Lallivière,

514 (i). *
LAND SLIDE AT QUEREC : Mr. Longelier (Quebec)

63 ().
LA PASSE VILLAGE AND FORT COULONGE INTERPRO-

VINCIAL BRIDGE*: Mr. Bryson, 1065 (i).
LEPINE, L. P., APPOINTMENT AS SUPT. OF GOVT.

WORKS*: Mr. Langelier (Quebec) 66 (i).
LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, COST oF ENFORCEMENT, &C.

Mr. Cook, 1713(f).
LITTLE DOTER POST OFFICE: Mr. Kirk, 94 (f).
LONDON AND PORT STANLEY RY. : Mr. Wilson (Elgin)

156 ().

LOTBINIÈRE MAIL SERVICE, PETS., COR., &C. : Mr.

Rinfret, 1680 (i).

LUCAs, S. B., INDIAN AGENT, N.W.T., CHARGES
AGAINST, &C.*: Mr. Charlton, 3319 (ii).

MCGIRR, WILLIAM, TRAVELLING EXPENSES' : Mr.
Lister, 1065 ().

MCGREGOR'S CREEK, DREDGING, PILING, AC.*: Mr.
Campbell, 530 (i).
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RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.
MACKEREL FiSHING, PURSE SEINES AND GILL NETS

Mr. MlIîtyre, 248 (i).
MARINE HOSPITAL, QUEBEC*: Mr. Langelier (Quebec)

66 (i).
EMIGRANT HOSPITAL, QUEBEC, EXPENDITURE,

&c. : Mr. Langetier (Quebee) 75 ().
MARINE HOSPITAL, SACKVILLE, ORIGINAL COST: Mr.

Davies (P.E.L) 1713 ().
MATANE BRANCH RY., PETS., &C. re BUILDING*.' Mr.

Fiset, 3693 (i).
MAYBEE, MISS, DISMISSAL FROM P.O. AT QUEBEC: Mr.

Charlton, 2187 (M.
MEGANTIC COUNTY MAIL SERVICE, PETS. AND COR. re

CHANGE: Mr. Rinfret, 1147 ().
MILITARY COLLEGE, KINGSTON, STUDENTS' MARKS:

Mr. Platt, 1025,1064 ().
MILITIA AND DEFENCE DEPT., PROMOTIONS - AND

CHANGES: Mr. Lister, 3693 (il).
MINISTRS, &c., EXPENSES, SINCE CONFEDERATION:

Mr. McMullen, 70 (i).
MINISTERS' SALARIES AND EXPENSES : Mr. McMullen,

101 (i).
MONTREAL COURT HOUSE, COST OF CONSTRUCTION:

Mr. Curran, 2188 (i).
MOUNT ST. NICHOLAS P.O., CHANGE OF NAME*: Mr.

Bourassa, 3319 (ii).
NEW LONDON HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.* :

Mr. Welsh, 29 (i).
NORTH SHORE RY. IDEBENTURES: Mr. Langelier

(Quebec) 5.5 (i).
N.W.T., REs. oF LEG. ASSEMBLY re MONEYS VOTED

BY PARLT.*: Mr. Laurier, 104 ().
- ADVISORY COUNCIL, RESIGNATION: Mr. White

(Renfrew) 104 (i.
MEMORIAL, PETS. AND RES. PASSED BY LEG.

ASSEMBLY* : Mr. Davin, 212 ().
ONTARIO MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION, COR.*: Mr.

Lister, 90 (i).
ORDINANCES, &C., PRINTED IN FRENCH IN N.W.T.*:

Mr. Me Carthy, 83 ().
OTTAkA RIVER, SANDFORD FLEMING'S REP. re SAW-

DUST*: Mr. Lanclerk in, 1065 (î).
OUELLET, N. AND A. : Pets. re Damages to properties

by I.C.Rt.* Mr. Fiset, 1713 ().
OYSTER PONDS POST OFFICE: Mr. Kirk, 93 (i).
PAGANS, CENSUS RETURNS OF STE. ELIZABETH: Mr.

Charlton, 513 (j).
PALMER ROAD POST OFFICE : Mr. Perry, 517 (i).
PASTURE AND GEAZING LEASES IN N.W.T.*; Mr.

Charlton,3693 (ii).
PEMBROKE POST OFFICE ROBBERY: Mr. White, Ren-

frew) 158 ().
PICTON HARBOR, DREDGING, &C.: Cor., Pets., &c.,

Mr. Platt, 2192 (ii).
PIERREVILLE P. O.: Mr. Choquette, 517 (i).
PINETTE HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.*: Mr.

Welsh, 29 (i).
POPULATION BY ORIGIN IN SASKATCHEWAN PROVISIONAL

DISTRICT*: Mr. Laurier, 1065 ().

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS DEPOSITS: Mr. McMul-

en, 29 ().

PRIEUR, ARTHUR, AMOUNT PAID AS TRANSLATOR OF
H. oF C. : Mr. Neveu, 2185 (j).

"PRINCE EDWARD," STR., DREDGING: Mr. Perry,
159 (i).

PRINTING BUREAU, BUILDING, PLANT, &C., TOTAL

ExPENDiTRE' Mr. Innes, 90 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-COntinued.
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES, PAYMENT ER : Mr. Doson,

3292 (ii).
PROVINCIAL BILLS DISA L LOWED SINCF CONFEDERATION,

&c. : Mr. Landerkin, 28 (i).
PUSSE SEINES AND GILL NETS: Mr. McIntyre, 248 (i).
QUEBEC P. O., SUPERANNUATIONS : Mr. Langelier,

(Quebec) 60 (i).
"QUINTÉ," STR., REr., EVIDENCE, &C., re Loss: Mr.

Platt, 149 ().
RANCHES IN N.W.T., APPLICATIONS, &C.: Mr. Trom,

1698 (i).
READ AND SHANNONVILLE MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTS,

COR., &C.*: Mr. Burdett, 1486 (i).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE*: Sir Richard Cart-

wvright, 83 (i).
REGISTERED LETTERS AND DEAD LETTER OFFICE: Mr.

Me Mullen, 83 (i).
REGISTRY OFFICES, N. W. T., RECEIPTS AND Ex-

PENSES*: Mr. Davin, 1065-(j).
RIMOUSKI MAIL SERVICE: Mr. Fiset, 1063 (i).
RIVER DU SUD PUBLIC WORKS*: Mr. Choquette, 530 (i).
"ROOTH," TUG, SEIZURE, PAPERS, &C.: Mr. Charlton,

1698 (i).
ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE. See "MILITARY COLLEGE."
RY. BRIDGFS IN BAGOT COUNTY: Mr. Dupont, 141 ().
STE. CRoIx, LOTRINIÈRE, FLOATINc LIGHT OPPOSITE:

Pets., Cor., &.*: Mr. Rinfret, 2207 (i).

ST. GABRIEL AND ST, DAMIEN MAIL SERVICE: Mr
Beausoleil, 529 (i).

ST. GERMAIN, BRUNO, CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO LAND*:

Mr. Laurier, 1065 (i).
SACKVILLE MARINE HOSPITAL, ORIGINAL COST*: Mr.

Davies (P.E.T.) 1713 (i).
SASKATCHEWAN COLONISATION CO. AND DEPT. OF IN-

TERIORP : Mr. Somerrille, 66 (i).

-- PROVISIONAL DISTRICT, POPULATION BY ORIGIN,:

Mr. Laurier, 1065 (i).
SAVINGS' BANKS DEPOSITS IN DOM.*.: Mr. McMullen,

29 (i).
SAWDUST IN OTTAWA RIVER, SANDFORD FLEMING 'S

REP.*: Mr. Landerkin, 1065 (i).

SELF-BINDERS, REAPERS AND MOWERS ExPORTED*:

Mr. Paterson (Brant) 1065 (i).
SETTLERS ON RY. RESRRVE, B.C. : Mr. Laurier, 137 (i)
SiCK MARINERS' FUND: Mr. Flyn, 519 (i).
SMITH, LATE MR, JUSTICE, N.S,, COR. re LEAVE oF

ABS ENCE : Mr. Jones (Halifar) 1681 ().
SUBSIDIES TO RYS. SINCE CONFEDERATION: Mr. MC

Mullen, 69 (i).
SULTANA ISLAND, LAKE OF TRE WOODS: Mr. Barron,

140 (i).
TEMPERANCE COLONISATION CO. AND DEPT. OF IN-

TERIOR* : Mr. Somerville, 66 (i).
- COR., MEMORIALS. &C.: Mr. Wallace, 2032 (i).
THAMES RiVER, DREDGING*: Mr. Cornpbell, 144 ().
TIDAL OBSERVATIONS IN GULF AND ATLANTIC COAST:

Mr. Curran, 527 (i).
TIGNISi BREAKWATER REPAIRS, EXPENDITURE: Mr,

Perry, 96 (i).

TIMBER LIMITS GRANTED BY DOM. GOVT. SINCE

MARcR, 1875: Mr. Charlton, 2188 (i).

TONNANCOURT, GEO., CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO LAND*:

Mr. Laurier, 1065 (i).

TRACADIE HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.'
Mr. Davies (P.E..) 1065 (i).

TREATIES OF COMMERCE, Imp. Cor.: Gen. Laurie,

3666 (i).
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RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.
TRENT VALLEY CANAL COMMISSION* Mr. Barron,

145 (i).
ToRONTO HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, TENDERS, &C.*:

Mr. Barron, 1712 (i).
UPPER CANADA BANK: Mr. MeMullen 100 (i).
VESSELS LOST IN GULF AND ON ATLANTIC COAST:

Mr. Curran, 527 ().
VICE-ADMIRALTY COURTS (QUE., N.S., N.B.) CASES

ENTERED*: Mr. Weldon (St. John) 1065 (i).
VOTERS' LISTS (1889) PRINTI OUTSIDE OF PRINTING

BUREAU*: Mr. uies, 29 (i).
VOYER, GEO., PET. re DAMAGES TO PROPERTY BY

I.C.R.*: Mr. Fiset, 1713 (i).
WEST INDIA STEAM COMMUNICATION, ADVTSMNT., TEN-

DERS, &C.*: Mr. Ellis, 1713 (i).
WHARVES, PIERS AND BREAKWATERS, P.E.I., EXPEN-

DITURE*: Mr. Perry, 1149 (i).
WoOD ISLAND HARDOR SURVEFY, ENGINEER'S REP.*:

Mr. 'Welsh, 29 (Q).

YAMACHICHE, FLOATING LIGHT OPPOSITE, PETS. AND
CoR.: Mr. Rinfret. 1702 (i).

YAMASKA RIVER DAM, CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO
LANDS*: Mr. Laurier. 530,1065 (i).

RE rURNS : Enquiry (Mr. McMullen, &c.) 394 (i).
REUTER'S TELEGRAPH AGENCY: Ques. (Mr. Lander-

kin) 145 (i).
RICE, UNCLEANEn: in Com. of Ways and Means,

3245 (ii).
RICHELIEU, RETURN OF MEMBER: Notification (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
RIFLED ORDNANCE, IMPROVEi): in Coin. of Sup., 1335.
RIMOUSKI MAIL SERVICE: M. for Cor. (Mr. Fiset)

1063 (i).
River Detroit Ry. Bridge Co.'s Act A.mt.

B. No. 89 (Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 10*, 794;
2°*, 1020; in Con. and 3°*, 2210 (i). (53 Vie.,
c. 90.)

RIVER DU SUD PUBLIC WORKS: M. for Reps., &c.*
(Mr. Choquette) 530 (i).

ROADS AND BîIDGES: in Com. of Sup., 4766 (ii).
"ROBERTS, E. K.," AMERICAN TUG: Ques. (Mr.

Cook) 3291 (i).
ROBERTSON, CAPT. TAIT, CANCELLATION oF LICENSE:

Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 186 (i).
ROBICHAU, R., GRATUITY ON RETIREMENT: in Com.

of Sup., 4119.
ROBINSON TREATY, ANNUITIES: in Com. of Sup.,

2153 (i), 4051 (i).
ROCKPORT, DEP. POSTMASTER, DISMISSAL; remarks

(Sir Richard Cartwright) on M. for Com. of Sup.,
4895 (ii).

RONDEAU POINT, GOVT. LANDS: Ques. (Mr. Camp-
bell) 2022 (i).

"ROOTH, " TuG., SEIZURE, PAPERS, & C. : M. for copies
(Mr. Charlton) 1698 (i).

ROULEAU'S DEBATES, QUE. LEG. COUNCIL: in Coin.
of Sup., 4791 (ii).

ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS, 2385 (i), 3873, 4938 (i).
COM. FROM GOV. GEN.'S SEC: read (Mr. Speaker)

2376 (i), 3810 (i).
- INFORMALITY OF PROCEDURE: remarks (Mr.

Blake) 2594 (ii).

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE. SeC "MILITARY COL-

LEGE."

ROYAL SOCIETX, PUBLICATION OF PROCEEDINGS: in

Com. of Sup., 3659.
RUBBER BELTING: in Com. of Ways and Means,

3505 (ii).
RULES SUSPENDED. Sec " PRIVATE BILLS."

RYKERT, J. C., M.P. FOR LINCOLN, RESIGNATION, 4355

STE. ANGÈLE DE MERICI MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Fiset) 561 (i).
STE. CROIX FLOATING LIGHT : Ques. (Mr. Binfret)

2021 (i).
ST. ANNE DE LA POCATIÈRE WHARF, REPAIRS: Ques.

(Mr. Dessaint) 92 (i).

St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry.
Co.'s B. No. 69 (Mr. Rykert). 1*, 449; 2Q*,
679; in Coin. and 3°*, 1505 (i). (53 Vie., c. 54.)

SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Mlacdonaldj

4762 ; in Coin. 4855 (ii).
MILLING AND LUIBERING CO. vs. QUEEN,

COSTS: in Coin. of Sup., 4058 (ii).
M. for Pets., Cor., &c.* (Mr. Rinfret) 2207 (i.)

ST. CHARLES BRANCH RY. : in Coni. of Sup., 4014 (i).
ST. EDMOND P.O. : Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil) 91 (i).

ERECTION: Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil) 401 (i).

ST. GABRIEL ANI) ST. DAMIEN MAIL SERVICE: M. for

Pets., &c. (Mr. Beausoleil) 529 (i).

ST. GERMAIN, BRUNO, CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO

LAND : M. for Ret. * (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).

ST. HYACINTHE, PURCHASE oF LAND: Ques. (Mr.

Béchard) 4399 (ii).
ST. JOHN AND PORTS IN BASIN OF MINAS, &C., STEAM

Com.: in Com. of Sup., 1963 (i).
DIGBY AND ANNAPOLIS STEAM COM. : in Coin.

of Sup., 1972 (i).
VALLEY AND RIVIÈRE DU LOUP Ry. Co.'s SUB-

SIDY : prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4765;

in Coin., 4891 (ii).

St. Lawrence International Ry. and
Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. No. 70 (Mr.
Taylor). 10*, 449; 20*, 679 (i).

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER LIGHTS: M. for Pets. (Mr.

Rinfret) 142 (i).
AND ADIRONDACK RY. Co.'s SUBswY: prop,

Res. (Sir John A. Meacdonald) 4764 (ii).
FisHING : Remarks (Mi. Beausoleil) 4569 (ii).

SHIP CHANNEL: in Com. of Sup., 1099 (i).

ST. Louis (LAKE) PIERS: Ques. (Mr. Préfonttine) 401.
RIVER WORKS, COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr.

Bergeron) 245 (i).
N.B., COMPLETION OF WHARF: Ques. (Mr.

Weldon, St. John) 505 (i).
ST. MICHEL WHARF, REPAIRS,&C. : Ques. (Mr. .imyot)

246 (i).
ST. PETER's BAY WHARF, SURVEY : Ques. (Mr. McIn-

tyre) 246 (i).
ST. PETER'S CANAL : in Coin. of Sup., 4653 (ii).
ST. ROCH's TRAVERSE LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr.

Cimon) 1656(i).
-- KEEPER: Ques. (Mr. Dessaint) 2826 (ii).
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ST. ROSAIRE P.0. : Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 400 (i).
ST. SAUVEUR FIRE, AID TO SUFFERERS: Ques. (Mr.

Laurier) 1121 (i).
-- AND "B " BATTERY: Ques. (Mr. Langelier,
Quebec) 1200 (i).

ST. STEPHEN AND MILLTOWN RY. CO.'s SUBs1DY :

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763; in
Coin., 4875 (ii).

St. Stephen's Bank B. No. 24 (Mr. Weldon,
St. John). 1°, 104 ; 2"*, 186; in Coin. and 3°,
531 (i). (53 Vie., c. 43.)

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: in Com. of

Sup., 3635 (ii).
SACCHARINE: in Com. of Ways and Means, 3511 (ii).
SACKVILLE MARINE HOSPITAL, ORIGINAL COST : M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Davies, P.E.I.) 1713 (i).
SALMON FIsHING WITH NETS: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 4399.

-- PICKLED, &C. : in Coin. of Ways and Means,
3561 (ii).

SALT MANUrACTURERS, PROSECUTION: Ques. (Mr.

Trow) 1654 (i).
INCOMPLETE RETURNS: Remarks, 2186.

SAN FRANCISCO AND VICTORIA (B. C.) MAIL SERVICE:

in Coin. of Sup., 1972 (i).

Saskatchewan Colonisation Ry. Co.'s in-

corp. B. No. 15 (Mr. McMullen). 1°*, 84;
2°*, 91 (i); ref. back to Ry. Coin., 3321 (ii).

AND DEPT. OF INTERIOR: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Somerville) 66 (i).
LAND AND HOMESTEAD CO. See " Tenp.

Colonisation Co."

PROVISIONAL DISTRICT, POPULATION BY ORI-

GIN: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).

Saskatchewan Ry. and Mining Co.'s in-
corp. Act Amt. B. No. 34 (Mr. Small).
1°, 159; 2°*, 186; in Coin. and 3', 2338 (i). (53
Vic., c. 88.)

Sault Ste. Marie and Atlantic Ry. Co.'s

incorp. B. No. 93 (Mr. Dawson). 1°, 833;
2°*, 1020 (i).

Sault Ste. Marie and Hudson Bay Ry.
Co.'s incorp. B. No. 27 (Mr. Dawson). 1',
104; 2°*, 186; in Com. and 3°*, 724 (i). (53 Vic.,
c. 64.)

SAVINGS BANKS DEPOSITS IN DOM. : M. for Ret.*
(Mr. McMullen) 29 (i).

Savings Banks in Ont. and Que. Act (Chap.
122 Rer. Statutes) A.mt. B. No. 115 (Mr.
Choquette). 1°, 115 (i).

Saving Banks in Quebec B. No. 154 (Mr.
Foster). 1°, 4761; 2' and in Coin., 4847; 3°,
4848 (ii). (53 Vic., c. 32.)

See " FINANCE. "

SAWDUST IN OTTAWA RIVER, SANDFORD FLEMING'S

REP.: M. for copy* (Mr. Landerkin) 1065 (i).
IN RIvERs: Remarks (Mr. Eisenhauer) on M.

for Com. of Sup", 4094 (i).
SAw LOGS, REBATE OF DUTY: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

3662 (ii).

SCHOOL LANDs IN MAN.: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 145 (i).

Seamen's Act (Chap. 74 Rev. Statutes) Amt B.
No. 135 (Mr. Colby). 1', 3153; 2°, 4359; in
Coin., 4360; 3' m. and Amt. (Mr. Wilson Elgin)
4400; neg. on a div. and 3, 4403 (ii). (53 Vie.,
c. 16.)

SECRETARY OF STATE:
BALLOT BOXES, PATENT: M. for Sel. Com. (Mr.

Chapleau) 2230 (i).
- M. (Mr. Chapleau) re Rep. of Sel. Coin., 4655(i).
CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT, WORKING: Ques. (Mr.

Cinon) 1021 ().
CHAMPLAIN DISTRICT REVISING OFFICER: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 2022 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE, APPOINTMENTS OF PROFESSIONAL MEN

WITHOUT PASSING C. S. EXAM., NAMES, &C.: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Lister) 3693 (ii).
CoPYRIGHT ACT AMT., 1889: Ques. (Mr. Edga-) 84 (i).

DEPTL. REP.: presented (Mr. Chapleau) 118 (i).
DOMINIoN LICENSE ACT, EXPENSES; remarks (Mr.

Cook) 4906 (ii).
ELECTORAL LISTS FOR DoM., EXPENSES: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Casgrain) 83 (1).
FRANCHISE ACT, DOM. AND PROVINCIAL VOTERS'LISTS:

prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) 1489 (i).
prop. Res. (Mr. Wilson, Elun) to Repeal, 257;

m., 1193 (i).
IMPERIAL FEDERATION ASSOCIATION AND C. SERVANTS;

Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 886 ().
LARoR STATISTICS: prop. Res. (Mr. Chapleau) 4590 (ii).
LESCEUR, P., DUAL SALARY: Qucs. (Mr. Cook) 400,

504 (i).
- remarks on M. for Coin. of Sup., 1304 (i).

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, COST OF ENFORCEMENT, &C.:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cook) 1713 (i).
PRINTING ANI STATIONERY, DEPTL. REP.: presented

(Mr. Bowell) 4930 (ii).
SECRETARY OF STATE'S REP. : presented (Mr. Choap-

leau) 118 (i).
VOTERS' LIST (1889) PRINTFD OUTSIDE OF PRINTING

BUREAU : M. for Ret.ý (Mr. Innes) 29 (i).
- COMPLIANCE WITH ACT: Ques. (Mr. Waldie)

3154 (ii).
- RECFIPT OF: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 3724 (ii).
- REVISED, PRINTING: remarks (Mr. Cook) 2380.
- REVISING OFFICERS' RETURNS: QueS. (Mr.

Barron) 2827 (ii).
- REVISIoN: Ques. (Mr. lnnes) 1357 (i),

[See "'CIVIL GOVT.," under "SUPPLY."]

Seduction, &c. See "CRIMINAL LAW."
SEED BARLEY, DISTRIBUTION: Remarks (Mr. Mulock)

1510 (i).
EXPECTED ARRIVAL: Ques. (Mr. MeMullen)

1795 (i).
SEED GRAIN ADVANCES, COLLECTION : in Coin. of Sup.,

4060 (i).
FOR SETTLERS, N.W.T., PURCHASE, &C.: ill

Coin. of Sup., 4167 (ài).
SEEDS AND GRAINS, 1MPORTS: personal explanation

(Mr. Couture) 1069 (i).
SERDS IN BULK : in Coin. of Ways and Means, 3505.
SEIzUiEs. See "BRIDGEWATER,"" ROOTH."

SELECT STANDING COMS. See "COMMIrEES."
SELF-BINDERS, REAPERS AND MOWERs EXPORTED:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1065 (i).
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SENATE, MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup.,

700 (i).
MACPHERSON, SENATOR: M. (Mr. Oiro'Uard)

to sunmon before Priv. and Elec. Com., 2311 (i).
PRINTING ANDSTATIONERY : prop. Mess. (Mr.

Rykert) 883 (i).
SALARIES AND CONTINGENCIES: in Com. of

Sup., 3874 (ii).
SESSIONAL INDEMNITY, ABSENT MEMBERS: M. (Sir

Hector Langevin) 4935 (ii).
SETTLERS ON RY. RESERVE, B.C.: M. for Pets., &c.

(Mr. Laurier) 137 (i).
SHAWINEGAN SENATORIAL DIVISION: Ques. (Mr. Des-

aulniers) 27 (i).
SHELBURNE, LIVERPOOL AND ANNAPOLIS RY. SUB-

S1DY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4763;
in Com., 4878 (ii).

SHIPPING, CANADIAN, AND IMP. LEGISLATION : Re-
marks (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 2381 (i).

Shore Line Ry. Bridge Co.'s incorp. B.

No. 55 (Mr. Weldon, St. John). 1°, 273; 2',
531; in Con. and 3°*, 1506 (i). (53 Vic., c. 94.)

SHORT LINE RY. (HARVEY BRANCH): Ques. (Mr.
Laurier) 399 (i).

SURVEYS: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 505 (i).
prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amit. to Com. of

Sup., 1553; neg. (Y. 61, N. 98) 1566 (i).
Deb. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1536; (Sir Richard Cart-

wvright) 1539; (Sir John Thompson) 1541; (Mr. Davies.
P.E.I.) 1543; (Mr. Kenny) 1547; (Mr. Weldon, St.
John) 1550; (Mr. Kirk) 1553; (Mr. Jones, Halifax)
1557; (Gen. Laurie) 1562; (Mr. Mudock) 1563 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 2674 (ii).
SHOVELS, SPADES, &C. : in Com. of Ways and Means,

3525 (ii).
SICK MARINERS' FUND: M. for Cor. (Mr. Flynn)

519 (i).
"SIR JAMES DOUGLAS," STEAMER TO REPLACE: in

Com. of Sup., 4779 (i).
SKEENA EXPEDITION: in Com. of Sup., 4057 (ii).
SLIDE AND BOOM DUES, COLLECTION: in Com of Sup.,

3872 (il).
SMELT FISHING IN MIRAMICHI RIVER: Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 2229 (i).

Smith, Geo. T., Relief B. No. 98 (Mr. Small).
1°, 1066; 2°*, 1506; Ms. for Com., 1965 (i), 2699;
in Com., 3227; 3° m., 3319; Amt. (Mr. Hickey)
6 m. h., 3320; neg. (Y. 37, N. 93) and 3° 3321
(ii). (53 Vic., c. 107.)

SMITH, LATE MR. JUSTICE, N.S., LEAVE OF ABSENCE:

M. for Cor. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1681 (i).
SNOW PLOUGHS ON GovT. Rys.: Ques. (Mr. McMul-

len) 1656 (i).
"ROTARY," EFFICIENCY: Ques. (Mr. McMul-

len) 1797 (i).

South Kootenay Ry. 0o.'s incorp. B. No.
67 (Mr. Mara). 1'*, 449; 2°*, 679 (i).

SPEAKER, DEPUTY AND CHAIRMAN OF COMS. : M. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 32 (i).
SALARY: conc., 4273 (ii).

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE: rep. (Mr. Speaker)2 (i).

xciii

SPIRITUOUS OR ALCHOL1C LiQUORS, &C. : in Com. on

Ways and Means, 3725 (ii).
STANDING ORDERS. See " COMMrrEES."
STANSTEAD, RETURN OF MEMBER : Notification (Mr.

,Speaker) 1 (i).
STATIONERY AND CONTINGENCIES, SENATE: M. (Mr.

Rykert) 883 (i).
RES. OF SENATE: read (Mr. Speaker) 1341 (i).

Steamboat Inspection Act (Chap. 78 Rev.
Statutes) Amt. B. No. 118 (Mr. Colby). 1°*,
1792 (i); 20 m., 3186; deb. adjd., 3190; 20 on a
div., 4362; in Com., 4362, 4663; 3°*, 4663 (i).
(53 Vic., c. 17.)

Steamboat Inspection Act, &c., Amt. B.,
No. 139 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 3512 (i).

Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) 4924 (ii).
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION: in Com. of Sup., 2019 (i).

STEAM SERVICE. Sec " VANCOUVER," "WEST IN-
DIES," &C.

STEPHENSON, MR. R., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. : Ques.
(Mr. Brien) 92 (i).

STEREOTYPES, &C. : in Com. of Ways and Means,
3508 (i).

STEWIACKE VALLEY RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY : prop. Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 4764 (ii).
STONEY MOUNTAIN PENITENTIARY, CHAPLAINS'

SALARIES : COnc., 4910 (ii).
- CORPORAL PUNISHMENT: Ques. (Mr. Lavergne)

1120 (i), 2826 (i).
SULTANA ISLAND, LAKE OF THE WOODS: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Barron) 140 (i).
SUBSIDIES. See:

BAY OF QUINTÉ AND LAKE NiPISSING RY. Co.
BELLEVILLE AND LAKE NIPIssINo RY. Co.
BRANDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN RY. CO.
BRANDON (C.P.R.) BRANCH LINE.
BROCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND SAULT STE. MARIE RY.

Co.
CALGARY AND EDMONTON RY. Co.
CENTRAL Ry. Co. OF N.B.
COBOURG, NORTHUMBERLAND AND PACIFIC RY. CO.
COLUMBIA AND KOOTENAY RY. Co.
DORVAL STATION AND RIVIÈRE DES PRAIRIES RY.
DRUMMOND COUXTY Ry. Co.
ERIE ANOHURON RY. Co.
FREDERICTON AND PRINCE WILLIAM, N.B., RY. Co.
FREDERICTON vid OROMOCTO AND GAGETOWN RY. Co
GLENBOROUGR BRANCH, C.P.R.
GREAT EASTERN RY. Co.
GREAT NORTHERN RY. Co.
INVERNESS AND RICHMOND RY. CO.
JACQUES CARTIER UNION RY. Co.
KINGSTON, SMITH'S FALLS AND OTTAWA RY. Co.
LAC SEUL RY. CO.
LAKE ERIE AND 1)ETROIT RIVER RY. CO.
LAKE MANITOBA RY. AND CANAL CO.
LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE COLONISATION RY. CO.
LINDSAY, BOBCAYGEON AND PONTYPOOL RY. Co.
MANITOBA SOUTH-EASTERN RY. Co.
MANITOULIN AND NORTH SHORE Ry. Co.
MASKINONGE AND NIFISSING RY. Co.
MONTREAL AND LAKE MASKINONGE RY. Co.
MONTREAL AND OTTAWA RY. CO.
MONTREAL AND SOREL RY. Co.
MONTI:AL AND WESTERN RY. CO.
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SUBSIDIES-Continued.
MOUNT ORFORD RY. Co.
NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. CO.
NORTH-WESTERN COAL AND NANIGATION CO.
ORFOYI MOUNTAIN RY. CO.
OTTAWA AND MORRJSBURG RY. Co.
OTTAWA AND PARRY SOUND RY. Co.
PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RY.
PORT ARTHUR, DULUTH AND WESTERN RY. Co.
QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN RY. Co.
QUEBEC CENTRAL RY. CO.
SHELBCNE, LIVERPOOL AND ANNAPOLIS RY.

ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA RY. Co.
STEwIACKE VALLEY RY. Co.
ST. JOHN VALLEY AND RIVIÈRE DU Loup RY. Co.
&r. LAWRENCE AND ADIRoNDACK RY. Co.
ST. STEPHEN AND MILLTOwN RY. Co.
SUMMERSIDE AND RICHMOND, P.E.L, RY. Co.
TEMISCOUATA RY. 00.
TOBIQUE VALLEY Ry. Co.
WATERLOO JUNCTION 1Y. CO.

WOODsTOCK AND CENrREVILLE Rv. Co.
WOODsTOCK via LONDON TO GHATHAM RY.

{See "RAILWAYS," &C.]

Subsidies (Land) to Rys. Act Amt. B. No.
43 (Mr. Dewdney). 1°, 184; 2°, in Com. and
3°*, 1077 (i), (53 Vie., c. 3.)

Subsidies (Land) to Rys. B. No. 160 (Mr.
Dewdney). Res. prop., 4589; in Com., 4668;
rep., 4694; M. to conc. and AInt. (Mr. Watson)
4832; neg. (Y. 48, N. 83) 4834; further Res.,
4825; in Com., 4917; conc. in, 1*, 2°*, and
in Com., 4919; 3° m., 4920; 3°, 4923 (ii). (53
Vic., c. 4.)

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. Ño. 157 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 4762; in Com.,
4848; cone. in, 4893; amended Res., 4824; in
Coin., 4896; 1° of B., 4898; 2°*, in Com. and
3°*, 4917 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 2.)

SUBSIbIES TO RYS. SINCE CONFEDERATION : M. for

Ret. (Mr. McMullen) 69 (i).

SUGAR CANDY, &C. : in Com. of Ways and Means,
3524 (ii).

SULTANA ISLAND, L.AKE OF THE WOODS: M. for Ret
(Mr. Barron)140.

INcompLETE RET. : Remarks (Mr. Barron)2186
(i).

Summerside Bank B. No. 72 (Mr. Davies,
P. E. I.) 1°*, 449; 2°*, 679; in Coi. and 3°*,
1355 (î). (53 Vic., c. 44.)

HARBOR BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Perry)
121, 247 (i).

AND RICHMOND, P. E. . RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4764 (ii).

SUNDAY CLOSING OF POST OFFICES: Ques. (Mr.
Langelier, Quebec) 1021 (i).

SUPERANNUATION: in Com. of Sup., 1304 (j).
CULLERS' OFFICE, QUEBEC: M. for O.C.'s (Mr. Lan-

gelier, Quebec) 66 (i).
POST OFFICE, QUrBEC: M. for 0.C.'s (Mr. Lan-

gelier, Quebec) 60 (i).

SUTPPLY:
(Only subjects which caused remark or discussion

noted under this head.]
AMTS. AND REMARKS TO MS. FOR Coi.: Amt. (Mr.

Laurir) Rebate of Duty on Corn, 390; deb. adjd.,
393; rsmd., 4.51; neg. (Y. 69, N. 104) 459. Amt.
(Mr. Laurier) Short Line Ry., 1533; neg. (Y. 61,
N. 98) 1566. Am t. (Mr. Fisher) Corn Duties, 1583;
neg. on a div., 1610. Amt. (Mr. Mill*, Bothwell)
Public Expenditure, 1860. Amt. (Mr. Laurier)
Govt. Business, Delay, 1937; neg. (Y. 57, N. 95)
1049. Remarks (Mr. Blake) Toronto University,
1950. Amt. (Mr. Anot) Queen's Counsel, Ap-
pointments, 2099; wtbdn., 2141. Remarks (Sir
Richard Cartcrighl and others) Cau. Dead Meat
Co., 2260. Remarks (Mr. Weldon, St. John) Load
Line for Can. Shipping, 2381 (i). Remarks (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright) Tariff Res. (spirits or alcoholic
liquors) 3633. Remarks (Mr. Charlton) Lumber
Duties, 3989. Amt. (Mr. Blake) Power of Disal-
lowance, 4083; agreed to, 4094. Remarks -(Mr.
Eisenhauer) Sawdust in Rivers, 4094. Amt. (Mr.
Charlton) Jesuits' Estates Act, 4174: neg. (Y. 32,
N. 130) 4252. Remarks (Mr. Hickey) Timber
Limits, 4545. Remarks (Mr. Eis) Albert Ry.
Subsidy, 4559. Remarks (Mr. Barron) Quebec
Harbor Improvements, 4563; (Mr. Curran) 4566.
Remarks (Mr. Davies, P.E.I.) Lieut.-Col. Forest,
4564. Remarks (Mr. Beausoleil) St. Lawrence
River Fishermen, 4569. Remarks (Mr. Mulock)
I.C.R. Branch Lines, 4595. Remarks (Mr. Blake
and others) Caraquet Ry., 4601. Amt. (Mr. Mc
Mullen) Gen. Laurie's Mileage, 4644; neg. on a
div., 4649. Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright)
Atlantic Mail Service, 4694. Remarks (Gen.
Laurie) Newfoundland Harbor Fees, 4893. Re-
marks (Mr. C«mnphell) Dredging River Thames,
4894. Remarks (Sir Richard Cartioright) Rock-
port Deputy Postmaster, 4895 (i).

MESS. FROM HIs Ex.: Transmitting Estimates for
1890-91, 149 (); suppl., 1889-90, 2531, 3955; suppl.,
1890-91, 4479 (ii).

RES. (Mr. Foster) for Com.: 25; Ms. for Com., 160,1533,
1583,1860, 1938, 2099, 2270, 2381 (i), 3633,3989, 4083,
4094, 4174, 4545, 4595, 4694, 4893 (ii).

IN COM., 162, 213, 353, 459, 700, 1095, 1267, 1803, 1420,
1568, 1610, 1920, 1953, 1970, 2141, 2260, 2313, 2339,
2383 (i), 3634, 3779, 3992, 4036, 4113, 4253, 4570, 4649
4696, 4766, 4898 (i).

COMMITTEE:

Administration of Justice. See " Justice."
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics:

Agricultural Societies, N.W.T., 2384 (i).
Barley (two-rowed) purchase and distribution, 3999
Census and Statisties, 2386 (), 4650 (ii).
Criminal Statistics, 498 (i).
Dairying Interest, developinent, 2399 (ii).
Experimental Farms, 715 (i), 3779, 4795 (i).
Health Statisties. 498 (i).
Jamaica Exhibition, Can. representation, 4796 (ii).
Macdonald, G. L., Exhibit of Stone, Phil. Ex., 4796
Patent Record, 496 (i), 4000; cone., 4272 (ii).
Public Health, 4001 (ii).

Charges of Management:
General Vote, 161 (i).

CanaIs. See "Railways " and "Collection of
Revenues."
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SUPPLY-Continued.
CoMMITT EE--Contiiued.

Civil Government:
Agriculture Dept., 179 (i).
Contingencies :

Agriculture Dept., 473 (i).
Civil Service Examiners, 218 (i).
DeptL Buildings (care and cleaning) 474 (i).
Indian Affairs, 387 ().
Interior, Dept., -381 (i).
General, supp]., 4575 (ii).
Governor General's Secretary's Ofice, 222 (1).
Marine Dept., 474 (i).
ligh Commissioner (personal) 213 (i).

Militia and Defence, 375 (i).
Penitentiaries, Inspector's travelling expenses,

354 (i).
Printing Bureau (care and cleaning) 475 (i).
Printing and Stationery Dept., 356 (i).
Post Office Dept., 472 (i).
Privy Council Office, 224, 353 (i).
Publie Works Dept., 470 (i).
Queen's Printer's Dept., 3992 (ii).
Railways and Canals, 3993, 4570 (ii).
Secretary of State's Dept., 460 (i).

Customs Dept., 176 (i) ; suppl., 4574 (i).
PFinance (Statistical Diagrams) 4571 (ii).
Fisheries Dept., 180 (i).
Governor (encral's Secretary's Office, 168 (i).
Indian Affairs, Dept., 173 (i) ; suppl., 4574 (ii).
I:iland Revenue Dept,, 176 (i).
Interior, Dept. 171 (i) ; suppl., 4573 (ii).

Geological Survey, 173 (i).
.Justice Dept., 168 (i).

Penitentiaries Branch, 168 (i).
Marine Dept., 179 (i).
Militia and Defence Dept., 168 (i).
Postmaster General's Dept., 176 (i).

Interest on Deposits, calculating, 3994 (ii).
Printing and Stationey Dept., 169 ().
Privy Council Office, 168 (i); conc., 4272 (ii).
Public Works Dept., 180 (i).
Queen's Printer's Dept., J. G. Barrette (extra ser-

vices) 3992 (ii).
Railways and Canals Dept., 180 (i), 3779, 4570 (ii).
Secretary of State's Dept., 168 (i).
Civil Service List, compilation, &c., 3992 (i).

-Collection of Revenues:
Adulteration of Food, 2344 (i).
Canals:

Remuneration to Govt. Employés for Saturday
night and Sunday services, 4152, 4793 (ii).

Repairs and Working Expenses, 3865 (ii).
Culling Timber, 2343; suppl., 4121 (il).
Customs:

Dyke, John, payment for services, 4119 (ii).
Nova Scotin, 1420 (i).

Robichau, R., Gratuity on retirement, 4119 (i).
Dominion Lands-Income:

Gene ral Vote, (ii) 3659.
Excise:

Cullen, Patrick, extra services, 4120 (ii).
Distilleries and Factories (extra pay of officers)

2337 (i).
Fréchette, A., translation of circulars, 2339 (j).
Manager, increase of salary, 4791 (ài).
Methylated spirits, supply to nanufactories, 2341.
Nash, Collector, extra services, 4792 (ii).
-Officers and Inspectors (salaries) 2313 (1).

xcv

SUPPLY-Continued.
COMMITTEE-Continued.

Collection of Revenues-Continued.
Preventive Service, 2335 (1).
Travelling Expenses, Rent, Fuel, &c.,2338 (i).

Minor Revenues:
Liquor License Act, 1883.

Costs of Prosecutions and Fines, 4121, 4255 (ii).
Orduance Lands:

Law Costs, Commissions, &c., 4121 (ii).
Post Office, 2288 (i), 4153, 4794 (ii).
Public Works:

Slide and Boom Dues, Collection, 3872 (ii).
Telegraph Lines, Laud and Cable, 3872 (ii).
Telegraph Lines, N.W.T., 3S73 (ii).

Railways :
Repairs and Working Expenses:

Cape Breton Ry., 3809 (ii).
Forbes, W. B., Arrears Travelling Expenses,

4150 (ii).
Intercolonial, 3802 (ii).
Prince Edward Island Ry , 3808, 4123 (ii).

Weights and Measures, 2343 Ci).
Kelly, M., increase of salary, 4792 (ii).
Patterson, A. C., increase of salary, 4792 (ii).

Customs. See "Collection of Revenues."
Dominion Lands-Capital:

Surveys, Exam. of Returns, Printing Plans, &c.,
4155 (ii).

Dominion Police:
General Vote, 494 (i).

Excise. Sec " Collection of Revenues."
Fisheries:

G eneral Vote, 2351 (i) 4,779 (ii).
Fish-breeding Stations, clearing rivers, &c.,2370 (i)
Fishery Protection Steamers, maintenance, &c.,

2375 (i).
Fishing Bounty, expenses re distribution,2376 ().
New Brunswick, 2352 (i).
Nova Scotia, 2352 (i).
Prince Edward Island, 2353 (i).
Protection, 4779 (ii).

(eological Survey:
General Vote, 2124 (i).

Artesian Borings, 4789 (ii).
Fletcher, Jas., services (entomolôgical) 4789 (ii).

Government of N. W. T.:
General Vote, 2306 (i).

Governmetent Steamers. Sec " Ocean and River
Service."

Immligration :
General Vote, 2403 (); suppl., 4001, 4797; conc.,

4915 (i).
European Agencies, 3647 (ii).
Halifax Agent, 2449 (i).
Interpreter (assistant) Winnipeg, 2471 (i).
Ottawa Agent, 2448 (i).
Vancouver Agent, 2472 (i).
Victoria, B.C., Agent, 2471 (i),
Winnipeg Agent, 2449 (i).

Indians:
Ontario, Quebec and Maritime Provinces :

General Vote, 2151 (h).
Lake of Two Mountains Indians removal lto

Gibson, 2156 (i).
Oneida, &c., grant to Agriel. Soc., 4783 (ii).
Robinson Treaty, Annuites, 2153 (i), 4051 (il).
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SUPPLY-Cotinued.
COMMITTEE-Cotinued.

Indians-Continued.
Ontario, Quebec and Maratime Provinces-Con.

Schools,Ont.,Que.,N.S. andN.B.,2151 (i),4787 (ii).
Survey of Reserves, 2157 (i).

British Columbia, 2165, 4041 (ii).
Manitoba and N. W. T., 2170 (i), 4788 (ii).

Schools, Day and Boarding, 2172(i), 4045 (ii).
Nova Scotia, Medical Services, 4052 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 2164 (j).

Insurance Superintendence:
General Vote, 2124 (i).

Justice, Administration of:
Exchequer Court, 3rd class Clerk, 482 (i).
General Vote 475 (i).
Law Reports and Text Books, Supreme Court

Library, 482 ().
Librarian, Supreme Court, 479 (i).
Printing, &-c., Supreme Court Reports, 481 (i).
Registrar, Vice-Admiralty Court, Quebec, 482 (i).
Vice-Admiralty Court, P.E.I., salary of Judge,

3994, 4575 (ii).
Leg(islation :

Bouse of Commons:
Contingencies, 711 (i).
Express Service between H. of C. and Printing

Bureau, 4011 (ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., 713 ().
Printing, paper and book-binding, 715 (i).
Salaries, per Clerk's estimate, 704 (i).
Speaker, Deputy, Salary, conc., 4273 (ii).
Thompson, J. S., Indemnity to Heirs, 4003 (ii).
Translators (extra French), 4008 (ii).
Wilson, Dr., late Law Clerk, Gratuity to Family,

4012 (ii).
Senate:

Miscellaneous Expenses, 700 (i).
Salaries and Contingencies, 3874 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service:
Lower Traverse River, Pier and Lighthouse, 2019.

Mail Subsidies and Steamskip Subventions:
Çampbellton and Gaspé, 1961 (i).
Canada and United Kingdom, 4773; conc., 4915 (ii).
Grand Manan and Mainland, 1957 (i).
Halifax and St. John, and West Indies and South

A merica, 1973 (i) ; conc., 4275 (i).
Halifax and Newfoundland via Cape Breton, 1964,

1970 (i).
Liverpool or London, and St. John and Halifax,

1958 (i).
Magdalen Islands, Steam Communication, 1953 (i).
P. E. I. and Mainland, 1961 ().
San Francisco and Victoria, B.C., 1972 (i).
St. John and ports in Basin of Minas, &c., 1963 (i).
St. John, Digby and Annapolis, 1972 (i).

Marine Hospital:
General Vote, 2019 (i).
Quebec, Gratuity to Dr. P. A. Wells, 4043 (ii).

Militia :
Ammunition, Clothing and Military Stores, 1316(i).
Armories (Public) and care of Arms, 1320 (i).
Contingencies, &c., Grants to Artilery and Rite

Associations, Bands and eficient Corps, 1331 (i).
Drill Instruction, 1320 (i).
King, Major R. S., prop. payment to Estate, 4012,

4156, 4898 (i).

SUPPLY-Conttuned.
CoMmiTTEE-Continued.

Miitia-Continued.
Militia Branch and District Staff, salaries, 1315 (i).
Military Property, &c.. Care and Maintenance,

1335 (i).
Military College, Kingston, 1337 (i); cone., 4273 (ii).
Monuments, erection of two, 4651 (i).
Permanent Forces, Pay and Maintenance, 1341 (i).
Rified Ordnance, Improved, 1335 (i).

Miscellaneous :
Banff Hot Springs, Roads and Bridges, 3658 (il).
B.C. vs. Attorney General of Can., Costs of Appeal,

4118 (ii).
Cartwright's Cases, Aid to publish, 3658 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, 3658 (ii),
" Cruiser," Govt. Yacht, repairs, &c., 4118 (ii).
Desjardins' " Débats Parlementaires de Québec,"

4113 (ii).
Dictionnaire Généalogique de l'Abbé Tanguay,

3659 (ii).
Eau Clair and Bow River Lumber Co. vs. Queen,

Costs, 4060 (ii).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, 3658 (ii).
Gophers, N.W.T., destruction, 4790 (il).
Half-breeds, Relief of Distress in N.W.T,, 4069 (il).
Indians of N.W. and B.C., Grant to Supplement

Vote by British Association, 4167 (ii).
Labor Congress (Paris) preparation of Rep., 4815,

4901 (ii).
Lands in C.P.R. Belt, Examination, 4067 (ii).
"Le Vieux Lachine," 4791 (ii).
"Le Dictionnaire Généalogique des Familles Cana-

diennes," 4116 (ii).
"Les Bourgeois du Nord-Ouest," 4791 (ii).
N.W.T., Expenses of Govt., 4066 (i).
Old Records of Can., 4791 (i).
Orders in Council, Collection, 3658 (ii).
Printing Bureau, additional Plant, 4118, 4814;

conc., 4274 (ii).
Records, classification of Old, 4118 (ii).
Rouleau'sDebates QuebeeLegis.Council,4791(ii).
Royal Society, Publication of Proceedings, 3659 (ii).
Seed Grain Advances, Collection, 4060 (ii).
Skeena Expedition, 4057 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumbering Co. vs.

Queen, Costs, 4058 (ii).
Taschereau's Work on " Criminal Law," 4069 (ii).

Mounted Poece :
General Vote, 2345 (i); suppl., 4053 (ii).

North- West Territories. See " Government."

Ocean and River Service:
Canadian Registration of Shipping, 2017 (i).
Princess Louise and Lansdowine, J. O'Brien's claim,

4041 (ii).
Quebec River Police, 2018 (i).
Sir James )ouglas, steamer to replace, 4779 (ii).
Tidal Observations, 4041 (ii).

Open Accoult:
Seed-Grain for Settlers in N. W. T., Purchase and

Supply, 4167 (ii).

Penitentiaries:
British Columbia, 3646 (ii).
Blake, Convict, expenses of transfer to England,

3999 (ii).
Dorchester, 3637 (ii).
Kingston, 496 (i) 3634 (il).
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SUPPLY-Continued.
COMMITTEE-Continued.

Penitentiaries-Continued.
Manitoba, 3637 (ii).

Chaplains' salaries, increase: cone., 4910 (il).
Maintenance and Repairs, 4650 (ii).
Stoney Mountain, conc., 4910 (ii).

Regina Jail, 3647 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul, 3635 (ii).

Moylan, J. G., services on Royal Commission,
4649 (ii).

Pensions :
Compensation in lieu of Land, 1267 (i).

Police. See " Dominion Police."
Post Office. Sec " Collection of Revenues."
Public Works*-Capital:

Cape Tormentine Harbor, 1098 (i).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, 1105 (i).
Kingston Graving Dock, 1097 (i).
Ottawa, additional Building, 4696; conc., 4914

(ii).
Port Arthur Harbor and Kaministiquia River,

1095 (i).
St. Lawrence River, Improvement of Ship Channel,

1099 (i).
Public Works-Inecone:

Buildings :
British Columbia, 1443 (i).
Manitoba, 1439 (i), 4038, 4719 (ii).
New Brunswick, 1111 (i), 4700 (ii).
North-West Territories, 1443 (i), 4039,4719 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1106, 1443 (i), 4036, 4698 (ii).
Ontario, 1437 (i), 4036, 4702 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 4700 (i).
Public Buildings generally, 1443 (i).
Quebec, 1112 (i), 4036, 4702 (ii).

Dredging:
Manitoba, 1648 (i).
Maritime Provinces (new plant) 4729 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1631 (i).

Experimental Farm, 2383 (i).
Harbors and Rivers :

British Columbia, 4728 (ii).
iHarbors and Rivers generally, 1630 (i), 4166 (ii).
Manitoba, 1627 (i), conc ; 4915 (ii).
Maritime Provinces generally, 1615 (i), 4040 (ii).
New Brunswick, 1610 (i), 4726 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1568 (i), 4720 (ii).
Ontario, 1617 (i), 4040, 4727: conc., 4274 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 1569 (i), 4721 (ii).
Quebec, 4040, 4726 (ii).

Miscellaneous, 1651 (i).
Repairs, Fuiniture, Heating, &c., 1455 (i).
Roads and Bridges, 4766 (ii).
Telegraph Lines, 1648 (i), 4772 (ii).

British Columbia, 4773 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 4041 (ii).

Quarantine:
Cattle Quarantine, 3657 (ii).
Chatham, N.B., 4001 (i).
Grosse Isle, 3654 (ii).
Public Health, precautionary measures, 3655 (ii).
Tracadie Lazaretto, 3654 (ii).

Rail ways and Canals-Income:
Canals:

Carillon and Grenville, 4655; cone., 4913 (ii).

*See "Collection of Revenues."
G
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SUPPLY-Continued.
COMMITTEE-Continued.

Railways and Canals-Incone-Continued.
Chambly, 2288 (i).
Lachine, 2288 (i), 4653 (ii).
St. Peter's, 4654 (ii).
Welland, 4654 (ii).

Railways:
Surveys and Inspections, 4021 (i).
Special Car for His Ex., 4021 (ii).
Concurrence, 4911 (ii).

Railways and Canals*-Capital:
Canals:

Cornwall, 2275 (i).
Lachine, 2275 (i).
Murray, 2277 (i).
St. Peter's, 4653 (ii).
Tay, 2288 (i), 4652 (ii).
Trent River Navigation, 2277 (i).
Welland, 2277 (i).

Railways:
Canadian Pacifie Ry., construction, 4013, 4653 (ii).
Cape Breton Ry., 4019 (ii).
Eastern Extension Ry., 1936 (i).
Grand Narrows Bridge, 4021 (ii).
Intercolonial Ry.:

Dartmouth Branch, 4014 (ii).
Halifax, increased accommodation,1920 (i).
Moncton, increased accommodation, 4014 (ii).
Montreal and European Short Line Ry., 4796.
St. Charles Branch, 4014 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., 1933(i), 4017 (ii).

Statistics. See "Arts, Agriculture, &c.
Steanship Subventions. Sec " Mail Subsidies."
Superannuation, 1304 (i).
Superintendence of Insurance. Sec " Insurance."
Steamboat Inspection:

General Vote, 2019 (i).
Territoric Accounts, 4253 (ii).
Unprovided Items, 4156 (ii).

CONCURRENCE:
Can. and United Kingdom Mail Service, 4915 (ii).
Carillon and Grenville Canals (repairs) 4913 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, Ont., 4274 (ii).
Halifax and St. John and W. Indies and S. America,.

4275 (ii).
Immigration, suppl., 4915 (ii).
Military College, Kingston, 4273 (ii).
Ottawa, additional building, 4914 (ii).
Privy Council Office, 4272 (ii).
Patent Record, 4272 (ii).
Printing Bureau, including Electric Light Plant,.

4274 (ii).
Railways and Canals (Income) 4911 (ii).
Red River Survey, 4915 (ii).
Speaker's (Deputy) salary, 4273 (ii).
Stoney Mountain Penitentiary, Chaplains' salaries,.

4910 (ii).
Supply B. No. 168 (Mr. Foster). Res. 4916; 1'of

B., 2°*, 3°*, 4917 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 1.)
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act

Amt. B. No. 129 (Sir John Thompson). 1°,
2595; 2°* and in Com-., 3160 ; 30*, 3161 (ii). (53
vic., c. 35.)

*For Repairs and Working Expenses, see " Collection
of Revenues."
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SUPREME COURT LIBRARY, LAW REPORTS AND TEXT

BOOKS: in Com. of Sup., 482 (i).
SUPREME COURT REPS., PRINTING, &c.: in Com. of

Sup., 481 (i).
SUPREME COURT, N.S., APPOINTMENT OF JUDGE:

Ques. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 885 (i).
SURGICAL BELTS, &C.: in Com. of Ways and Means,

3233 (ii).
INSTRUMENTS, &C.: in Com. of Ways and

Means, 3487 (ii).
SURVET AND INSPECTION OF CANALS : in COm. of Sup.,

4021 (ii).
iN N. W. T., COsT PER ACRE : Ques. (Mr.

McMillan, Huron) 402 (i).
OF INDIAN RESERVES: in Com. of Sup., 2157.

TARIFF, THE. See "WATS AND MEANS."

RES., SPIRITS OR ALCOHOLIc LIQUORs: Re-

marks (Sir Richard Cartiwright) on M. for
Com. of Sup., 3633 (i).

TASCHEREAU'S WORK ON " CRIMINAL LAW ": in Com.
of Sup., 4069 (ii).

TASSÉ, ELIE, AND L. D. DUVERNATY, EMPLOYMENT BY

H. OF C. : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 4026 (ii).
TAY CANAL: in Coin. of Sup., 2288 (i), 4652 (ii).
TELEGRAPH LINES: in Coin. of Sup., 1648 (i), 3873,

4041, 4772 (ii).
LAND ANI CABLE : in Com. of Sup., 3872 (ii).
Sec "CAPE BRETON RY."

TEMISCOUATA RY. CC.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 4824; in Com., 4896 (ii).
TEMPERANCE COLONISATION CO. AND DEPT. OF IN-

TERIOR: M. for Cor., &c.* (Mr. Sonerville) 66 (i).
M. for Cor., Memorials, &c. (Mr. Wallace)

2032 (i).
Remarks (Mr. Landerkin) on M. for Com. of

Ways and Means, 4907 (i).
TERRITORIAL ACCOUNTS: in Com. of Sup., 4253 (ii).

Territories Real Property Act (Chap. 51
Bev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 131 (Sir John
ThonApson). 1°, 2914 ; 2° in., 3198: wthdn.,
4924 ().

THAMES RIVER, REMOVAL OF BAR: Ques. (Mr.

Campbell) 55 (i).
-- DREDGING : M. for Pets.. &c. (Mr. Campbell)

144 (i).
- Remarks (Mr. Campbell) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 4894 (i).
THoMrPSON, J. S., INDEMNITT TO HEIRS : in Com. of

Sup., 4003 (i).
Thousand Islands Bridge and Ry. Co.'s

incorp. B. No. 94 (Mr. Bell). 10*, 833;
20*, 1020 (i).

TMREATS, INTIMIDATIONS, &C., PROP. LEG.: Ques.

(Mr. Cockburn) 1857 (i).
THREE PER CENT. LOAN OF 1888: Ques. (Mr. White,

Cardwell) 27 (i).
TIDAL OBSERVATIONS IN GULF AND ON ATLANTIC

COAST: M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 527 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 4041 (ii).

TiGNissH BREAKWATER REPAIRS, EXPENDITURE: M.
for Stmnt. (Mr. Perry) 96 (i).

WHARFINGER, RETS. TO DEPT.: Ques. (Mr. Perry)
561 (i).

Tilsonburg, Lake Erie and Pacifie Ry.
Co.'s incorp. B. No. 45 (Mr. Brown). 10*,
212; 20*, 273; in Com. and 30*, 1019 (i).
(53 Vie., c. 56.)

TIMBER LIMPrs : enquiry for Rets (Mr. Charlton)

2674 (i).
GRANTED BY DOM. GOVTS. SINCE MARCH,

1885: M. for List (Mr. Charton) 2188 (i).
- - Remarks (Mr. Hickey) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

4545 (ii).
-- See 'LINCOLN, MEMBER FOR."

TOBACCO, NATIVE GROWN: Ques. (Mr. Thérien)
2229 (i).
- SALES AND INLAND REVENUE ACT AMT: Ques.

(Mr. Srmall) 85 (i).
SEIZURES, IN N.W.: Ques. (Mr. Darin) 4171.

TOBIqUE VALLEY RY. CO.'s SUBsIDY: prop. Res. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 4824; in Com., 4896 (ii).

TONNANCOURT, GEO., CLAIM FOR DAMAGES TO LAND:

M. for copies* (Mr. Laurier) 1065 (i).
Toronto Board of Trade B. No. 109 (Mr.

Small). 1°, 1420; 2°*, 1506; in Com. and 30*,
1965 (i). (53 Vic., c. 39.)

HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, TENDERS, &C. : M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Barron) 1712 (i).

Toronto SavingsBank Charitable Trusts
B. No. 113 (Mr. sudl). 10*, 1581; 20*, 1610;
in Con. and 30*, 1965 (i). (53 Vie., c. 40.)

UJNIVERSITY FIRE : Remarks (Mr. Blake) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 1950 (i).
TOURIGNT, HONORE, M.P.P., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.

Ques. (Mr. Gauthier) 2377 (i).
TRACADIE HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER's REPS. : M.

for copies* (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) 1065 (1).
LAZARRTTO: in Com. of Sup., 3654 (ii).

TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS: presented (Mr.

(Brnvell) 26 (i).
TRADE RELATIONS WITH U.S. : Remarks (Mr. Mitchell)

2312 (i).
Trade Combines. See "COMBINATIONS"
Trade Marks and Industrial Designs Act

Amt. B. No. 18 (Mr. Carling). 10*, 90; 20*,

in Comt. and 30*, 1076 (i). (53 Vic., c. 14.)
TRANSLATORS, EXTRA, IN H. OF C.: in Com. of Sup.,

4008 (ii).
TRAWL FIs«ING IN ST. MARY's BAY: Ques. (Mr.

Jones, Halifax) 2377 (i).
TREATIES OF COMMERCE, Coms. BETWEEN H. M.'s

GOVT. AND DOM. GOVT.: M. for copies (Gen.

Laurie) 3666 (ii).
TREs AND NURSERY STOCK : in Com. Of Ways and

Means, 3460 (ii).
TENT VALLET CANAL BRIDGE: Remrks (Mr. Bar-

Sron) ri703 (ii).
COMMIssION: Ques. (Mr. Barron) 118 (i).
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Barron) 145 (i).

TRUNKS, VALisEs, &c. : in Com. of Ways and Meafs,

3528 (ii).
Tua " ROOTE." &e "RooTH."
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TwINE, HARVEST BINDING: in Com. of Ways and
Means, 3542 (i).

UMBRELLAS, &C. : in Com. of Ways and Means, 3546.
UNIVERSITY FOR N. W.T. : prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3315
UNPROVIDED ITEMS: in Coin. of Sup., 4156 (ii).
UPPER CANADA BANK: M. for Ret. (Mr. McMllen)

100 (i).
U.S. Fishing Vessels and "Modus Vi-

vendi " B. No. 134 (Sir John Thonpson).
1°, 3153; 2°, 3593; in Coin., 3595, 3876; 3°*,
3878 (i). (53 Vic., c. 19.)

U.S. VESSELS. See "AMERICAN."

VACANCIES : Notification (Mr. Speaker) 1, 83 (i), 3439,
3722, 4396 (ii).

VALIQUETTE'S PENSIoN: Remarks (Sir Adolphe Caron)

2311 (i).
AND URRELL'S PENSIONS: Remarks (Mr.

Mulock) 2258 (i).
AND COL. HUGHES: Remarks (Sir Adolphe

Caron) 3591 (ii).
VALLEYFIELD, USE OF DAM BY PUBLIC: Ques. (Mr.

Beiqcron) 884 (i).
VANCOUVER AND JAPAN STEAMSHIP SERVICE: M. for

Cor. (Mr. Prior) 86 (i).
VANCOUVERIS LAN), IMMIGRATION AGENT : in Con.

of Sup., 2472 (ii).
Vaudreuil and Prescott Ry. Co. See "MON-

TREAL AN) OTTAwA RY. CO."

VESSELS LOST IN GULF AND ON ATLANTIC COASI:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 527 (i).
VICE-ADMIRALTY COURT (P.E.I.) SALARY OF .IUDGE:

in Coin. of Sup., 3994, 4575 (ii).
(QUE., N.S. AND N.B.) CASES ENTERED: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 1065 (i).
REGISTRAR : in Coin. of Sup., 482 (i).

Victoria and Sault Ste. Marie Junction
Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Aimt. B. No. 84
(Mr. Sutherland). 1'*, 722; 2°*, 1019; in Coin.
and 3°, 1610 (i). (53 Vie., c. 53.)

VICTORIA, B. C., IMMIGRATION AGENT: in Corn. of

Sup., 2471;
VicTORIA, B. C., RETURN OF MEMBER: Notification

(Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
Vivian, H. H., & Co.'s B. No. 24 (Mr. Dawson)

1*, 2097 ; 2o*, 2338(i) ; in Com., 3231, 3622 ; 30*,
3623 (il). (53 Vic., c. 104.)

VOLs'r, ROBT., EXPENSES OF TRIAL: Ques. (Mr.

Landerkin) 27 (i).
VOLUNTEERS' SCRIP: Ques. (Mr. Darin) 1485 (i).
VOTERS' LISrS (1889) PRINTED OUTSIDE OF PRINTING

BUREAU: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Innes) 29 (i).
REVISION : Ques. (Mr. Innes) 1357 (i).

- PRINTING : Remarks (Mr. Cook) 2380 (i).
- REVISING OFFICERS' RETURNS: Ques. (Mr.

Barron) 2827 (ii).
COMPLIANCE WITfH ACT: Ques. (Mr. Waldie)

3154 (ii).
RECEIPT OF: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 3724 (ii).

VOYER, GEO., PET. re DAMAGES TO PROPERTY BY I. C.
R. : M. for copies* (Mr. Fiset) 1713 (i).

Walker, Emily. See " DIVORCE. "
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WATCRES, CASES, &C. : in Com. of Ways and Means,
3552 (ii).

WATERLOO JUNCTION RY. CO.'s SUBSIDT : prop. Res.
(Sir John A. Macdonald) 4762; in Con., 4853 (i).

WAYS AND MEANS : prop. Res. for Coin. (Mr.
Foster) 26 (i).

BIIDGET, THE: Annual Statenent (Mr.
Poster) 2532 (ii).

Ms. for Coin., 3081, 3208, 3233, 3384, 3460,
3523, 3724, 4480, 4910, 4916 (ii).

Deb. (Sir Richard Cartwripht) 2566 : (Mr. Coll>y) 2585;
(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 2596; (Mr. White, Renfrer)
2616; (Mr. Charlton) 2634; (Mr. Fergnsont, Wel-
land) 2656 ; (Mr. McMullen) 2645 ; (Mr. Brown)
2767; (Mr. Flynn) 2782; (Mr. le'son) 2787; (Mr.
Rinfret) 2807; (Mr. MeKeen) 2818 ; (Mr. Jones,
Halifex) 2829: (Gen. Laurie) 2845; (Mr.
O'Brien) 2853 ; (Mr. Macdonald, Huron) 2856;
(Mr. Sith, Ont.) 2876 ; (Mr. MeMillan, Huron)
2878; (Mr. Fisher) 2892; (Mr. Tureot) 2903; (Mr.
Mitchell) 2917; (Mr. Kenniy) 2930; (Mr. Watsona)
2951; (Mr. Porter) 2958; (Mr. Ellig) 2970; (Mr.
Weld, n, St. John) 2978; (Mr. Daly) 2988; (Mr.
Semple) 3001; (Mr. Ward) 3008; (Mr. Caneron)
3012; (Mr. Barron) 3015; (Mr. Masmont)3022; (Mr.
Haol) 3030; (Mr. Plait) 3030; (Mr. Sproule) 3044;
(Mr. Lavergne) 3055; (Mr. Rtoss) 3059; (Mr. Davin,
3069 (ii).

TARIFF CHANGES:
[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion

noted under this head.]
(Acetic and pyroligneous acid, &c,) 3098; (Acid,
phosphate) 3099; (Advertising pamphlets, &c.)
243; (Animals, living) 3099, 3104, 3208, 4480;

(Apples) 3402; (Axle grease) 3233; (Bank notes)
3243; (Beans, Tonquin) 3584; (Blacking, &c.) 3243;
(Bookbinders' tools and implements) 3244; (Boots
and shoes) 3561; (Braces or suspenders) 3244;
(Brass for printers' rules) 3244; (Builders', &c.,
hardware) 3486; (Buttons, vegetable ivory, &c.)
3384; (Cabinets of coins, &c.) 3584; (Chalk-stone,
china, &c.) 3584; (Clocks and clock cases) 3388;
(Clothing, ready made, &c.) 3554; (Cocoa paste,
&c.)3390; (Collars, cotton, &c.) 3390, 3401; (Colors,
dry) 3503; (Corn, Indian) 3584,3588; (Corset clasps,
&c.) 3485; (Cotton cordage, &c.) 392; (Cotton
denims, &c., 3400; (Cotton twine) 3541; ()rain
pipes, &c.) 3401; (Ether, sulphuric) &558; (Fancy
workboxes) 3244; (Feathers) 3225; (Feathers,
ostrich) 3402; (Ferro-manganese) 3486; (Fibre
ware, indurated, &c.)3554; (Fish hooks, nets, &c.)
3585; (Geographical, &c., maps and globes) 3243;
(Gloves and mitta) 3484; (Hammocks and tennis
nets, &c.) 3401; (Hats, fur, felt, &c.) 3485; (Hickory
spokes) 3586; (India rubber boots, &c.) 3485; (Iron
or steel, wrought, &c.) 3498; (Iron, wrought, scrap,
&c.) 3558; (Jellies, jams, k.) 3498; (Lard, tried,
&c.) 3498; (Leather board, &c.) 3500; (Leather,
Morocco skins) 3500; (Lumber, timber, planks,
&c.) 3585; (Newspapers or Suppl. editions, &c.)
4243; (OiLs, lubricating)3502; (Opium, crude)3503;
(Pails, tubs, &c.) 3553; (Paints and colors) 3504;
(Paper hanging) 3504; (Peaches) 3439; (Pickles,
in bottles) 3504; (Picks and mattocks, &c.) 3524;
(Plants, fruit, &c.)3531; (Plumbago) 3505 ; (Pork)
3501; (Pork, mess) 3562; (Precious stones) 3099 ;
(Rice, uncleaned) 3245; (Rubber belting) 3505;
(Saccharine) 3511; (Salmon, pickled, &c.) 3561;
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WAYS AND MEANS-Continued.
TARIFF CHiANGES-Continued.

(Seeds, in bulk) 3505; (Shovels, spades, &c.) 3525;
(Spirituous or alcoholic liquors, &c.) 3725; (Stereo-
types, &o.) 3508: (Sugar candy, &c.) 3524; (Surgical
belts, &c.) 3233; (Surgical instruments, &c.) 3487:
(Trees and nursery stock) 3460; (Trunks, valises,
&c.) 3528; (Twine, ha rvest binding) 3542: (Um-
brellas, &c.) 3546; (Watches, cases, &c.) 3552;
(Wheat flour) 3269; (Woollen manufactures) 3556;
(Yeast, compressed) 3556 (i).

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES : in Com. of Sup., 2343 (i).
-- INSPECTION FEES : Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

1121 (i).
WELLAND CANAL. See "SUPPLY."
-- REP. OF MR. WOOD : Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

885 (i).
- - M. (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) to lay on Table,

1515 (i).
WELLS, P. A., GRATUITY TO: in Com. of Sup., 4043.

WEST INDIA STEAM COMMUNICATION, ADVTSMNT.,
TENDER, &C. : M. for copies (Mr. Ellis) 1713 (i).

West Kootenay Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No.
68 (Mr. Mare). 1*, 449; 2°*, 679 (i).

WESTERN UNION TEL. CO. See "CAPE BRETON."

WHABVES IN MONTMAGNY COUNTY, PUBLIC USE:
Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 4026 (ii).

WHARVES, PIERS AND BREAKWATER, P.E.I., EXPEN-
DITURE: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Perry) 1149 (i).

WHAT FLOUR: in Com. of Ways and Means, 3269.
WILSON, DR., LATE LAW CLERK, GRATUITY To FAM-

ILY: in Com. of Sup., 4012 (ii).

Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. Go.'s B.
No. 155 (Mr. Daly). Rules suspended, 4821;
10* and 20*, 4822; in Com. and 30*, 4906; Sen.
Amnts. conc. in, 4930 (ii). (53 Vie., o. 80.)

WINNIPEG IMMIGRATION AGENT: in Com. of Sup.,
2449 (ii),

WOOD ISLAND HARBOR SURVEY, ENGINEER'S REP.
M. for copy* (Mr. Welsh) 29 (i).

WOOD, Mr. A. F. See "WELLAND CANAL."
WooD, JOHN FISHER, APPOINTMENT AS DEP. SPEAKER,

&c., 32 (i).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry.

Oo.'s B. No. 156 (Mr. Hesson). Rules sus-
pended, 4846; 10 and 20 on a div., 4846; in Com..
and 3<*, 4906 (ii), (53 Vie., c. 83.)

WOODSTOCK AND CENTREVILLE RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY:
prop Res. (Sir John A. M«cdonald) 4763 (ii).

WooDsTocK vid LONDON To CHATHAM RT. SUB-
siDY: prop. Res., 4762; in Com., 4855 (ii).

Wrecking and Towing Vessels, &o. (Re-
ciprocity) B. No. 2 (Mr. Charlton). 10*, 26;
2° called, 146 (i); Order for 2° dschgd., 3704 (ii).

Wrecking and Towing Privileges (U.S. in
Can. Waters) B. No. 3 (Mr. Ferguson, Wel-
land). l 26 (i) ; Order for 2° dschgd.

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can-
adian Waters B. No. 4 (Mr. Kirkpatrick).
1°*, 26 (i).

WOOLLEN MANUFACTURES: in Com. of Ways and
Means, 3556 (ii).

YAMACHICHE, FLOATING LiGHT OrPOSrTE: M. for
Pets. and Cor. (Mr. Rinfret) 1702 (i).

YAMASKA RIVER DAM. CLAIM FOR DAMAGES TO
LANDS: M. for copies* (Mr. Laurier) 530, 1065.

YEAST, COMPRESSED: in Com. of Ways and Means,
3556 (ii).

York County incorp. B. No. 39 (Mr. Deni-
son). 1°*, 184; 2°, 352 (i); in Com. and 30*,
3228 (ii). (53 Vie., c. 41.)


